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SUMMARY OF PROJECT, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Project Summary

The project, which has arisen out of community planning efforts, would demolish the
existing Kawananakoa Hall in Keaukaha and build a new gymnasium/community center.
The facility would contain: 8,400 sq. ft. of athletic court space for volleyball, basketball,
etc.; a storytelling room; two community rooms; a weight room; men’s and women’s
locker rooms; four restrooms (two men’s and two women’s); administrative, mechanical,
electrical, and janitorial space; a stage for presentations; a children’s play area;
landscaping; and 95 parking spaces. The facility would be compliant with the standards
of the Americans with Disabilities Act, Cost would be approximately $3.58 million, with
$1.33 million from State appropriations and $2.25 million County funds. Community
volunteer groups and donations are expected to help provide additional value. The
project would begin construction in late 2000 and would be complete by mid-2001.

Short Term Impacts

Demolition Activities: The structure contains hazardous materials, including asbestos, lead
paint, and arsenic.

Mitigation Measure: The County of Hawaii will notify the Hawaii State Department of
Health, Indoor Air Quality Branch, at least 10 days prior to demolition, in conformance with
40 CFR 61, NESHAPS. The County of Hawaii will ensure that specifications to the
demolition contractor will contain instructions for proper demolition techniques, awareness
training, protective equipment, air monitoring, collection, and disposal.

Construction Impacts: Landclearing and construction activities will produce short-term
impacts to noise, air quality, traffic, access and scenery.

Mitigation Measure: During any constructior: with the potential to cause sedimentation or
other pollution, the County of Hawaii will require its contractor to adhere to Best
Management Practices to avoid such impacts. All runoff will be required to be retained on

site.
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Long Term Impacts

No sensitive natural resources are present and no adverse long-term impacts to natural
resources are expected to result from the project. :

Resolution of Unresolved Issues from Draft EA

At the time the Draft EA for the project was issued (November 1999), the issue of impacts
and mitigation to historic sites was an unresolved issue. The State Historic Preservation
Division had preliminarily determined that demolishing the Hall would have an “adverse
effect” on significant historic site resources. The Hawaii County Department of Parks and
Recreation disputed this determination. This Environmental Assessment (EA) served as part
of the process to resolve this disagreement and determine the appropriate course of action
and mitigation. The results of consultation, correspondence for which is reproduced in
Appendix 1C, has resulted in the resolution of the issue.

After reviewing all the evidence concerning the nature of the impacts upon the historic
sites value of Kawananakoa Hall, P&R has concluded that no significant impacts would
occur with proper mitigation, as listed below.

Mitigation Measures

0 Photodocumentation: P&R will submit 4 X 5-inch negatives from a photoset that has
been approved by SHPD, and will also submit 8 x 10-inch prints of certain photos
that have been selected by SHPD for enlargement and printing. This photoset will
reside in the SHPD archives, and a separate set of contact prints and selected
enlargements will be used for a display at the new Kawananakoa Gymnasium.

0 Oral History. P&R commissioned an oral history project of the gym that will be
conducted to the standards specified by the Oral History Center at UH-Manoa by

volunteers under the supervision of a consultant. It is expected that the project,
which is already underway, will take four to six months to complete.

0 Preservation plan for Additional Gynis. In consultation with SHPD, P&R
determined that the Papaaloa, Paauiio and Mt. View Gyms all had the appropriate
combination of historical and architectural value, facility use patterns, condition, and
community context that would merit consideration for formal preservation plans.
SHPD will nominate each of these structures for listing on the National and State

Registers of Historic Places, and P&R will cooperate and prepare specific
maintenance and management plans at the appropriate time during the listing
process.
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PART I1: PROJECT BACKGROUND

Project Location. Ownership and Purpose and Need

Location and Ownership

Kawananakoa Hall is located on Baker Avenue in Keaukaha Hawaiian Home Lands,
about two miles east of the center of Hilo town, on a portion of TMK 2-1-23-120 (Figs.

1-2).

The property is owned by the Hawaii State Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
(DHHL). The land is under license to the Hawaii County Department of Parks and
Recreation, which operates the facility. Kawananakoa Hall was built in the late 1930s on
the makai side of Kalanianaole Street just west of Puhi Bay (see Fig. 1). The 1946
tsunami pushed it off its foundation and moved it onto Kalanianaole Street. Community
members moved it in sections to its current location, where it was reassembled and
partially reconstructed. It has been slightly renovated on several occasions and in the
1990s a new office was appended to its east side.

Purpose and Need

The purpose of the project is to provide a futictional gymnasium and community center
for the residents of Keaukaha. There is a high demand for recreation facilities in this
community, which is isolated from the main part of Hilo by several miles of industrial
facilities associated with the port and airport (see Fig. 1).

The heavily used facility has a number of deficiencies which severely restrict its
usefulness to the Keaukaha community. First, it is dilapidated, with surface and
structural damage from termites and other sources. The cost of replacing these materials
would be very high. Second, the gym is inadequately sized to accommodate regulation
volleyball or basketball games. The wall is one foot away from the foul line, leaving no
areas for maneuvering outside the court. The gym affords no space for coaches, players
on the bench, or spectators. The roof is too low for volleyball, as the ceiling rafters are
repeatedly hit by balls. This unsatisfactory arrangement allows only limited use.

Restrooms for the facility are outmoded and overutilized. During busy periods at the gym
and the adjacent ballfield, it is common for nearby churches and even residents to make
their restrooms available for public use.
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Furthermore, the hall is structurally deficient and may soon be unusable. Termite damage
and dry rot affect a substantial proportion of its structural members and walls, floors and
ceilings. It does not meet current standards for structural reinforcement and fire safety,
and would pose a hazard to adjacent buildings in a hurricane.

Summary of Regulatory Requirements

This Environmental Assessment (EA) process was conducted in accordance with Chapter
343 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS). This law, along with its implementing
regulations, Title 11, Chapter 200, of the Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR), is the
basis for the environmental impact process in the State of Hawaii. According to Chapter
343, an EA is prepared to determine impacts associated with an action, to develop
mitigation measures for adverse impacts, and to determine whether any of the impacts are
significant according to thirteen specific criteria. Part 5 lists these criteria and the
preliminary findings of the County of Hawaii regarding significance. If no impacts are
considered significant, then the agency implementing or approving the action will issue a
Finding of No Significant Impact, or FONSI.

Accordingly, if this study concludes that no significant impacts would occur from
implementation of the proposed action, 2 FONSI will be prepared and the action will be
permitted to occur. If this study finds that significant impacts are expected to occur as a
result of the proposed action, then an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be

prepared.

Public Involvement and Agency Coordination

The following agencies, organizations and individuals have been consulted during the
Environmental Assessment Process:

County:

Planning Department Public Works Department
County Council

State;

Department of Land and Natural Resources, Historic Preservation Division
Department of Health, Hawaii District Environmental Health Program

L)
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Private Organizations

Keaukaha Hawaiian Homesteads Community Association
Kawananakoa Hall Community Action Group

Individuals
Abby Napeahi Rhea Akoi Eleanor Ahuna
Donald Pakele Louella Aina

Copies of communications received during preconsultation are contained in Appendix 1.

Notice of the availability of the Draft EA was published by the Hawaii State Office of
Environmental Quality Control (OEQC) in the Environmental Notice of 8 November
1999. This initiated a 30-day comment period during which the public was invited to
respond to the Draft EA with comments or questions. Sixteen comment letters were
received, including 12 from individual commenters, all who expressed support for the
project. All letters and the responses to them are included in Appendix 1B. The

Final EA has been revised and expanded to incorporate revisions based on continuing
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Division. Areas with revisions are
denoted by brackets in the left-hand margin, as in this paragraph.

PART 2: ALTERNATIVES

Proposed Project

The proposed project has arisen out of community planning efforts over the last two

decades. It has been developed and is currently being guided by the Kawananakoa Hall
Community Action Group (KHCAG), which is composed of community members, with
the support of the Keaukaha Hawaiian Homesteads Community Association (KHHCA).

The project would demolish the existing facility and build a new gymnasium/community
center (hereafter called a “gym”) on the site. In addition to using a portion of TMK 2-1-
23:120 for the facility itself, a portion of 2.1-20:01 would be used for parking lot (See
App. 2, Fig. 3). The gym would contain, among other elements, the following:

o 8,400 sq. fi. of athletic court space for volleyball, basketball, aerobics, dance, and
other activities;
) a detached storytelling room;




two community rooms (about 1,800 sq. fi. total);

a weight room;

men’s and women's locker rooms;

four restrooms (two men’s and two women’s);
administrative, mechanical, electrical, and janitorial space;
a stage for presentations;

a children’s play area; and

landscaping and 95 parking spaces

0 O 00 CQC 00 o

These improvements are further described and illustrated in Appendix 3, which contains
the site plans, architectural specifications, elevations, and renderings. The facility would
be compliant with the standards of the Americans with Disabilities Act. It should be
emphasized that the precise size and configuration has yet not been finalized, but these
would not affect the environmental impacts of the project.

The proposed project would cost approximately $3.58 million, with $1.33 million from
State appropriations and $2.25 million in County funds. Community volunteer groups
and donations are expected to help provide additional value. The project would begin
construction in late 2000 and would be complete by mid-2001.

No Action

Under the No Action Alternative, the Kawananakoa Gym would not be replaced. No
temporary construction-related disturbance would occur, and the existing building would
not be destroyed. None of the benefits to public recreation expected as a result of the
project would occur. This EA considers the No Action Alternative as the baseline by
which to compare environmental effects from the project. For most categories of impact,
the No Action Alternative would resuit in no impacts. Therefore, unless explicitly
mentioned, discussion of impacts and mitigation relates to the Proposed Project
Alternative only.

Alternatives Evaluated and Dismissed

Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Division, which has initially evaluated
the structure as potentially worthy of preservation as a significant historic site, has led to
development of other Alternatives that would preserve the structure yet still address the
project’s purpose and need. The following conceptual options were preliminarily
identified:

L
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A. Renovate Gymnasium

B. Find an Alternative Site for the New Gymnasium

C. Relocate Existing Kawananakoa Hall to Another Site
D. Build New Gymnasium Adjacent to Existing Hall

A. Renovate Gymnasium. This alternative was evaluated and soon dismissed from
further consideration. The existing gym is beyond renovation - at least if it is to retain its
identity as a gym - for several reasons. First, it is dilapidated, with surface and structural
damage from termites and other sources. The cost of replacing these materials would be
very high. Second, the gym is inadequately sized to accommodate normal volleyball or
basketball games. The wall is one foot away from the foul line, leaving no areas for
maneuvering outside the court, much |ess benches, coaches, equipment or spectators.
This is an unsafe and unsatisfactory arrangement, allowing only limited use. The roof is
too Jow for volleyball, as the ceiling rafters are constantly hit by balls. Theoretically the
walls could be set back and the roof could be elevated, but as the material is extensively
damaged and would require replacement, one would essentially be demolishing the
structure anyway. Renovation for use as a facility with a different function - as part of a
community center for example - is pogsible. However, the exterior, ceilings and fixtures
contain hazardous materials (see App. 4), complicating and raising the price of renovation
for any purpose. In any case, the primary need at Hualani Park is a gymnasium.

2. Alternate Sites. Keaukaha is surrounded by an airport, an industrial area, pasture lands
and marshes owned by Kamehameha Schools, and a shoreline park (Fig. 1). These lands
form barriers to movement and expansion, but also serve to provide the community with
a strong identity. Inside these boundaries the land use is 100 percent Hawaiian
homesteads, with all lots owned by beneficiaries. The only exception is the 4-acre parcel
containing Hualani Park, with its ballfields and Kawananakoa Hall, along with the
adjacent parcels containing Keaukaha School and the Kamehameha School offices (Fig.
1). There are potential alternative sites in Hilo; for example, on vacant County and
Bishop Estate land in Waiakea. However, several miles and busy highways separate
these sites from the Keaukaha community, making them inaccessible to children on foot |
or bicycle. After consideration of alternative sites, the County of Hawaii determined that
in order for the gymnasium to serve the residents of Keaukaha, it must be located within
Keaukaha. Furthermnre, if it is to be built within Keaukaha, it must be within Hualani

Park. Therefore, the idea of an alternate site for the gym was dismissed.

3. Relocate Existing Kmwananakoa Hall to Another Site. Another potential alternative is
to move the old gym out of Keaukaha, However, the hazardous materials it contains

would require extensive safety precautions for all preparation, relocation and even
rudimentary renovation activities. These safety precautions would be more burdensome
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than those required for on-site renovation. The cost of moving the gym under these
conditions (not including renovation for use as a gym, which, as discussed above, is
essentially infeasible) would be very high, probably over $250,000, based on similar
operations. Furthermore, there does not appear to be a location that could accommodate
the structure, as it represents more of a liability than an asset for any prospective host.
An unsuccessful search for prospective hosts was conducted after the Draft EA was
published. Documentation is contained in Appendix 1C.

4. Build New Gymnasium Adjacent to Existing Hall. The County Parks and Recreation
Department and the project architects attempted to develop a site plan that accommodated
both the new gym and old gym on the same site (see App. 1, letter from P&R to SHPD,
11 August 1999, “Sheet 3” attachment). One small advantage to this plan is that it would
supply somewhat more indoor recreational area. However, there are considerable
disadvantages. The number of parking spaces would be reduced to 35 - well below the
minimum required and practical level of 95 (one stall per 200 square feet of gross
recreational area, plus ten ballfield parking spaces). As a result, during everyday use
attendees would be required to park on Baker Street, which has a narrow right-of-way,
lacks curbs and sidewalks, and generally does not accommodate safe parking. The
County would also be required to maintain not one facility but two, the older of which
would be costly to maintain and of marginal benefit. Also, the structures would be
obliged to straddle two parcels - TMK 2-1-23:120 and 2-1-20:1 (used by Keaukaha
Elementary School) - as well as the 25-foot wide alley separating them, which was not
acceptable to the landowner, DHHL. Finally, the visual and functional integrity of the
recreational complex would be compromised by the presence of two structures of
clashing design spaced closely together on a small site.

After consideration of all these alternatives, the County concluded that demolishing the
old gym and building a new one was the only alternative that could reasonably meet the
purpose and need of the project, which is to provide a fully functional recreational facility
for the residents of Keaukaha.
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PART 3: ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
MEASURES

Basic Geographic Setting

The project site is about 1,800 feet from the ocean on a level area about 18 feet above
mean sea level (Fig. 1). The surface geology is basalt Java flows from Mauna Loa (Wolfe
and Morris 1996). The soil is classified as Keaukaha extremely rocky muck. This thin
soil is permeable above the pahoehoe layer (typically located at about 8 inches in depth)
but very slowly permeabie below. Runoff is medium and erosion hazard is slight.
Annual rainfall averages about approximately 130 inches (Giambelucca et al 1986).

Located in the middle of the Keaukaha Hawaiian Home Lands residential neighborhood,
the project site is part of a complex of public uses that occupy an entire block. Hualani
Park takes up the largest area and includes the existing Kawananakoa Hall, a small
playground, a ballfield, and parking area (Fig. 1). Also on this block are Keaukaha
Elementary School and the temporary Hilo campus of the Kamehameha Schools.

Physical Environment
3.2.1 Drainage and Water Quality

Environmental Setting

The project site is designated “X™, defined as areas outside the 500 year flood plain, on
the Flood Insurance Rate map (FIRM) prepared September 16, 1988 by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). No streams, wetlands, or other aquatic sites
are present on or near the site.

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

As the project site is already level and in use as a parking lot or park lawn, no major
impact to drainage is expected. The following mitigation measures is proposed:

The County of Hawati shall require provisions during the construction grading and
earthwork to minimize the potential for soil erosion and off-site sediment transport. Best
Management Practices (BMPs) such as standard soil erosion and sediment control shall
be implemented, as described in the Erosion and Sediment Control Guide for Hawaii
(USSCS 1981). All runoff will be required to be retained on site.




3.2.2 LavaFlow and Earthguake Hazards

Environmental Setting

The entire Big Island is subject to geologic hazards, especially lava flows and
earthquakes. The project site is located in Lava Flow Hazard Zone 3 (on a scale of
ascending risk 9 to 1). Zone 3 is considered “less hazardous than [Z]one 2 {which is
adjacent to and downslope of active risk zones] because of greater distance from recently
active vents and/or because the topography makes it less likely that flows will cover these
areas” (Heliker 1990). As such, there is some risk of lava inundation over relatively short

time scales.

In terms of seismic risk, the entire Island of Hawaii is rated Zone 4 Seismic Probability
Rating (Uniform Building Code, Appendix Chapter 25, Section 2518). Zone 4 areas are
at risk from major earthquake damage, especially to structures that are poorly designed or
built.

The area is basically level, and is not anticipated to pose any problems in site design and
preparation.

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

In general, geologic conditions impose no constraints on the project. Although the project
is located in an area exposed to geologic hazard, any facilities that would service
residents of this area must be located within such an area, and there are thus no
reasonable alternatives. The gymnasium will be designed in conformance with the
provisions of the Uniform Building Code appropriate to its Zone 4 Seismic Probability
Rating.

3.2.3 Flora and Fauna, Wetlands, and Threatened and Endangered Species

The project site was inspected for biological resources in June of 1999. All vegetation is
part of maintained landscaping, principally lavn (Fig. 2) No streams, wetlands, or other
aquatic sites are present on or near the site. No listed, candidate or proposed endangered
animal or plant species were found or would be expected to be found in the corridor. In
terms of conservation value, no botanical or zoological resources requiring special
protection are present.
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Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Because of the lack of native ecosystems or threatened or endangered plant species, no
adverse impacts would occur as a result of clearing and improvements.

3.2.4 Air Quality, Noise, and Scenic Resources

Environmental Setting

Air pollution in the Hilo area from manmade sources is minimal. Volcanic emissions of
sulfur dioxide convert into particulate sulfate which causes a volcanic haze (vog) to
blanket the area during occasional episodes when trade winds are not present, especially
during winter.

When the site is in use, ambient noise at the site is high, mainly derived from children at
play. Motor vehicles entering and exiting, outdoor sporting events, music and the
occasional barking dog also elevate noise.

The Hawaii County General Plan contains Goals, Policies and Standards intended to
preserve areas of natural beauty and scenic vistas from encroachment. This part of

Keaukaha is not especially scenic, and the General Plan does not contain any references
to this area.

Impacts and Mitigation Measures
The project would not affect air quality, scenery or noise levels, except for minor and

brief effects during construction.

3.2.5 Hazardous Substances, Toxic Waste and Hazardous Conditions

Based on site inspection and information on file, it appears that this area is not subject to
hazards from explosive or flammable {uels, other hazardous chemicals or radioactive
materials.

However, the project involves demoiition and disposal of materials that potentially
contain lead and/or asbestos. Therefore, pursuant to federal and state laws and




regulations’, a survey to identify lead-based paint and asbestos was conducted by an
environmental engineer and industrial hygienist. Appendix 4 contains the full report,
which is summarized below.

As expected in public structures built during this period, the survey identified non-friable
asbestos and lead-based paint on several materials. Based on onsite inspection and
information on file, no areas outside the gymnasium itself appear to have hazardous or
toxic substances or any other hazardous conditions.

Asbestos was found in the kitchen sink undercoating and in the second floor linoleum
floor covering. The area of non-friable asbestos does not exceed the minimum threshold
of 160 square feet that requires notification of the Hawaii State Department of Health
under the NESHAPS (National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants).
program. However, such notification is required at least 10 days prior to any demolition
activity. Proper handling of asbestos will include adherence to specifications that require
removal of asbestos containing material prior to demolition of the entire structure,
NESHAPS notification, and disposal of material at an approved landfill.

Lead-based paint was identified on the exterior paint in concentrations between 0.018 and
1.6 percent content by dry weight. If improperly handled during demolition, this paint
may expose construction workers to lead, produce lead dust, or generate waste stream
material with high lead concentrations. It is therefore important to adhere strictly to
specifications for lead paint removal during demolition.

In addition, arsenic-containing material (canec ceiling) was also identified During the
demolition process the contractor should utilize appropriate disposal methods for the
canec material in accordance with state and federal laws and regulations.

The following mitigation measure will be employed: The County of Hawaii will notify
the Hawaii State Department of Health, Indoor Air Quality Branch, at least 10 days prior
to demolition, in conformance with 40 CFR 61, NESHAPS. The County of Hawaii will
ensure that specifications to the demolition contractor will contain instructions for proper
demolition techniques, awareness training, protective equipment, air monitoring,
collection, and disposal.

‘ For asbestos: 40 CFR 61.145; 29 CFR 1926.5, and Hawaii Administrative

Rules, Title 12, Chapter 145.1; for lead: 29 CFR 19:10.1025, and HAR Title 12,
Chapter 148.1.
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Socioeconomic and Cultural

3.3.1 Land Ownership and Land Use, Designations and Controls
Existing Environment

The property is owned by the Hawaii State Department of Hawaiian Home Lands and is
under license to the County of Hawaii. The site is within the Urban State Land Use
District, is zoned Open by the County of Hawaii and is designated as Open on the Hawaii
County General Plan Land Use Allocation Guide Map. The site is outside the Special
Management Area (SMA). The proposed project is an appropriate and permitted use
within the Urban District. The Hawaii County Planning Department has no jurisdiction
on Hawaiian Home Lands, and therefore the requirements of the Zoning Code do not
apply to this project. However, P&R will submit the plans for the facility to the Planning
Department for Plan Approval review and will obtain a Building Permit.

Land use in and around the facility is recreation - including adjacent soccer and baseball
fields also within Hualani Park - and education, at Keaukaha Elementary School and the
temporary campus of Kamehameha Schools. Surrounding this are residential lots.

Impacts

The impacts to land use are beneficial. The proposed project is consistent with and would
support the recreational, educational, and residential land uses. As part of the project,
some parking for the facility will require use of DHHL land used by Keaukaha
Elementary School, which has been consulted and will benefit from the shared parking
facilities.

3.3.2 Socioeconomic Characteristics
Existing Environment

The project occurs within and would both affect and benefit the district of South Hilo,
and particularly the Keaukaha neighborhood. Table I provides information on the
socioeconomic characteristics of Census Tract 206, which includes the Keaukaha
community as well as the Panaewa Hawaiian Home Lands and several other smaller
neighborhoods, along with those of South Hilo and Hawaii County as a whole for
comparison.
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Impacts

The project would have no substantial socioeconomic impacts other than the beneficial
impacts associated with recreation (discussed below). It should be noted that community
groups have been active and vocal in supporting the proposed project for several decades
(see Appendix 6, which contains selected meeting minutes, news clippings and other

documents of project history).

Table 1
Selected Socioeconomic Characteristics
GEOGRAPHIC AREAS
| CHARACTERISTIC Hawaii Island South Hilo Tract 206
Total Population 120,317 39,537 3,902
Average Household Size 2.86 2.80 2.86
Percent Caucasian 39.9 26.7 23.9
Percent Asian 37.0 59.4 23.0
Percent Hawaiian 20.0 12.6 49.8
Percent Under 18 Years 28.7 27.2 27.0
Percent Over 65 Years 12.6 14.7 12.6
Percent Who Lived in State of 84.5 91.4 91.4
Hawaii in 1985
Percent Over 25 Years With High 71.7 78.4 81.3
School Diploma
Percent Adulits in Labor Force 64.2 62.1 64.0
Median Family Income $33,186 $35,579 $20,964
Percent in Poverty 14.2 14.3 12.2
[L Median Home Price $113,000 $79,200

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census: /990 Census of Population and Housing, STF 1-A, STF 3-A. Tract 206 includes
Keaukaha and other portions of Panaewa east of Kanoelehua Avenue.
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3.3.3 Recreation
Existing Environment

As mentioned in Section 1.1 in the context of Purpose and Need for the project, there is a
high demand for recreation facilities in Keaukaha, which is isolated from the main part of
Hilo by several miles of industrial facilities associated with the port and airport. The
Hualani Park complex, which includes several playing fields as well as the gymnasium,
has been identified during several years as the most used County recreational facility in
the State of Hawaii. Appendix 7 contains annual usage summaries for Hualani Park from
fiscal years 1997 and 1998 that show usage of 297,685 and 337,091 persons, respectively.
In other words, approximately 1,000 people per day use the gymnasium and/or ballfields.
Most participants are in involved in organized spots, casual play or special events.

As discussed in Section 1.1, the current gym is dilapidated and inadequately sized, and
lacks adequate restrooms and other essential accessories. During busy periods at the gym
and the adjacent ballfield, it is common for nearby churches and even residents to make
their restrooms available for public use. In addition to Keaukaha and Hilo residents and
sports teams, Keaukaha School and Kamehameha School also use the facility.

As far back as the mid-1970s, a group of local residents began planning and lobbying for
funding. The Kawananakoa Hall Community Action Group was formed in 1993 to bring
the project to final way towards fruition. Over one hundred volunteers in the community
have contributed to the community-based design for the project.

Impacts

In general, the proposed project would benefit the recreation and social environment of
the Keaukaha community. A number of community groups have expressed official
support for the project, including the local neighborhood association, the Keaukaha
Hawaiian Homesteads Community Association. There are no known opponents 10 the
project. The project would disrupt recreational activities during the estimated eight
months of construction. There is an interim plan that will provide activities at Keaukaha
School, field activities, and at beach parks.

13




3.3.4 Archaeology and Historic Sites

Note: Section 3.3.4 has been extensively revised to reflect the continued consultation
and resolution of the historic sites issue. :

Environmental Setting and Impacts

According to local informants and a published oral history, Kawananakoa Hall was built
with Territorial funds in 1938 or 1939 on the makai side of Kalanianaole Avenue, a site
later occupied by the former sewage treatment plant. The building was named after
Princess Kawananakoa, who in 1938 was the Special Commissioner in charge of
Keaukaha (Akoi 1989:45) . It supported various uses through the years, including
schools, a nursery school, a medical clinic, and a gym. During World War II it housed
soldiers. The 1946 tsunami, which devastated much of coastal Waiakea and downtown
Hilo, tore the hall off its foundation and moved it onto Kalanianaole Street. Community
members moved it in pieces from there to its current location on Baker Street, several
blocks inland. The Baker Street site was overgrown and was machine-graded prior to
relocating and reassembling the structure. Since that time the hall has been slightly
renovated on several occasions, and in the 1990s a new office was added on to its east

side (see photographs in Appendix 5).

Because the structure is older than 50 years and potentially has special architectural,
community or cultural value, P&R began consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Division (SHPD) by letter on July 7, 1999 (see App. 1A). This consultation
was in conformance with the requirements of Chapter 6E, Hawaii Revised Statutes,
which are triggered by use of State funds and potential effect to significant historic sites.
SHPD responded in a letter of July 23, 1999: '

“We believe the structure is a significant historic site and would meet the criteria
to be eligible for the Hawaii and National Register of Historic Places. We believe
that the proposed demolition would have ‘an adverse effect’ on the structure” (see
App. 1A for full text of letter).

SHPD requested a detailed site plan of existing and proposed conditions, an evaluation of
alternatives, and evaluation of the existing structural condition of the Hall, and
photographs and history of the Hall.

—~




P&R responded to the letter by partially fulfilling the requested analyses and material (see
letter of 11 August 1999, App. 1), the remainder of which was reproduced in the Draft

EA?

In discussions with the SHPD, the P&R indicated that it did not concur with the
determination by SHPD that Kawananakoa Hall qualifies for placement on the National
and State Historic Registers. According to Chapter 6E, potential sites are eligible only if
they meet one or more of five criteria. These criteria are paraphrased below in the
context of the evaluation of P&R with respect to their applicability in this case:

0 Kawananakoa Hall does not have an association with events that have made an
important contribution to the broad patterns of our history;
It is not associated with famous people or Hawaiian deities;

0

o In the judgement of P&R, the hall is a rather typical, and not necessarily excellent,
example of a 1930s era social and recreational facility;

0 It has not yielded and is not likely to yield important information for research in
history and prehistory;

0 It does not have traditional cultural significance to an ethnic group.

The Draft Environmental Assessment process was used to, continue the consultation with
the State Historic Preservation Division and allow public comment on the proposed
actions and the preliminary determinations of both SHPD and P&R. At the point of
publication of the Draft EA (November 1999), the issue of impacts and mitigation to
historic sites was still an unresolved issue.

Subsequent to the Draft EA, consultation continued. The correspondence for this
consultation is contained in Appendix 1C. At SHPD’s request, P&R performed an
Historic Architectural Assessment of the structure, which is contained in Appendix 8.
The assessment concluded that because “the hall is architecturally significant and has
played an important role in the history of the community,” it may be considered a
significant historic site under the criteria of the National Register of Historic Places (see .

App. 8,p. 9).

In the interest of mitigating effects to this potential historic site in the least disruptive
way, P&R explored various options for facility redesign, for relocating the building, and

? section 2 contains a discussion of alternatives and use; Section 1.1

discusses the existing hall’s structural condition, this Sectiocn provides a
history of the structure, and Appendix 5 includes an historic resources
inventory form and accompanying photographs.
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for alternate site Jayouts that could preserve the building. Unfortunately, none of these
efforts was successful. It was determined after extended consultation and study that the
only feasible alternatives were to: 1) demolish the facility and construct a new one, or 2}
to leave the site as-is. As the second alternative was incompatible with the recreational
needs of the community, and as public comment before, during and after the Draft EA
demonstrated universal support for the demolition/reconstruction alternative (e.g., see
comment letters in App. 1B), P&R decided to proceed with demolition and construction,
and seek to mitigate any adverse effects. After reviewing all the evidence concerning the
nature of the impacts upon the historic site, P&R has concluded that no significant
impacts would occur with proper mitigation, as listed below.

Mitigation Measures

In a letter of August 1, 2000, the State Historic Preservation Division essentially
consented to supply its concurrence with P&R’s planned action by prescribing several
actions that could mitigate the adverse effects:

0 Photodocumentation
0 Oral History
o Preservation Plans for Additional County Gymnasiums

In a letter of September 4, 2000, P&R agreed to these terms. The mitigation will be
accomplished as follows:

o Photodocumentation: P&R will submit 4 X 5-inch negatives from a photoset that
has been approved by SHPD, and will also submit 8 x 10-inch prints of certain
photos that have been selected by SHPD for enlargement and printing, This
photoset will reside in the SHPD archives, and a separate set of contact prints and
selected enlargements will be used for a display at the new Kawananakoa
Gymnasium..

0 Oral History. P&R commissioned an oral history project of the gym that will be

conducted to the standards specified by the Oral History Center at UH-Manoa by
volunteers under the supervision of a consultant. It is expected that the project,
which is already underway, will take four to six months to complete.

0 Preservation plan for Additionel Gyms.  In consultation with SHPD, P&R
determined that the Papaaloa, Paauilo and Mt. View Gyms all had the appropriate
combination of historical and architectural value, facility use patterns, condition,
and community context that would merit consideration for formal preservation
plans. SHPD will nominate each of these structures for listing on the National
and State Registers of Historic Places, and P&R will cooperate and prepare
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specific maintenance and management plans at the appropriate time during the
listing process.

Public Facilities

Hualani Park is served by public roads, electrical, telephone and CATV service, water
lines and sewer lines. No direct or indirect impact to these services is expected as a result

of the project.

Secondary and Cumulative Impacts

The proposed project will not involve any secondary impacts, such as population changes
or effects on public facilities,

Curnulative impacts result when implementation of several projects that individually have
limited impacts combine to produce more severe impacts or conflicts in mitigation
measures. The adverse effects of the project — very minor and temporary disturbance to
air quality, noise, and visual quality during construction - are very limited in severity,
nature and geographic scale. There are no projects being undertaken nearby which would
combine in such a way as to produce adverse cumulative effects or involve a commitment
for larger actions. In terms of potential loss to the inventory of public architecture from
the early 20" century, there are many examples (e.g., the gyms and community centers in
at least a dozen plantation towns in East Hawaii) that contain finer and better preserved
examples of this genre. As part of mitigation for this project, the County gyms at
Papaaloa, Paauilo and Mt. View will be nominated for listing on the National and

State Registers of Historic Places, facilitating their preservation. There would therefore be
no cumulative impact to historic site resources.

Reguired Permits and Approvals

Construction of the facility will involve the following:

County of Hawaii:

Plan Approval
Building Permit
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Consistency With Government Plans and Policies

3.7.1 Hawaii State Plan

The Hawaii State Plan was adopted in 1978. It was revised in 1986 and again in 1991
(Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 226, as amended). The Plan establishes a set of goals,
objectives and policies that are meant to guide the State's long-run growth and
development activities. The proposed project is consistent with State goals and
objectives that call for improving public health and safety and expanding recreational
opportunities for a broad segment of Hawaii’s population.

3.7.2 Hawaii County General Plan

The General Plan for the County of Hawaii is a policy document expressing the broad
goals and policies for the long-range development of the Island of Hawaii. The plan was
adopted by ordinance in 1989. The General Plan is organized into thirteen elements, with
policies, objectives, standards, and principles for each. There are also discussions of the
specific applicability of each element to the nine judicial districts comprising the County
of Hawaii. Among the goals, policies and standards for recreation and historic sites are

the following:

K. Recreation. Policies:

0 The County of Hawaii shall improve existing public facilities for optimum public
usage.

) The County shall provide facilities and a broad recreational program for all age
groups, with special considerations for the handicapped, the elderly, and young
children.

E. Historic Sites. Goals

0 Protect and enhance the sites, buildings and objects of significant historical and
cultural importance in Hawaii

Discussion: The proposed project satisfies relevant goals, objectives, and courses of

action related to recreation and historic sites (see Section 3.4 for discussion of resolution
of issues related to historic sites).
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PART 4: DETERMINATION

The Hawaii County Department of Parks and Recreation has determined that impacts
from the proposed project will be minimal and that the project will not significantly alter
the environment. It has therefore issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI),
which means that an Environmental Impact Statement is not warranted and will not be
prepared.

PART 5: FINDINGS AND REASONS

Chapter 11-200-12, Hawaii Administrative Rules, outlines those factors agencies must
consider when determining whether a project has significant effects:

1. The proposed project will not involve an irrevocable commitment or loss or
destruction of any natural or cultural resources. No valuable natural or cultural resource
would be involved, committed or lost. With specified mitigation of photodocumentation,
oral history, and preservation plans for other gymnasiums, no significant impacts to
historic sites will occur, and the net effect will be beneficial in terms of historic sites.

2 The proposed project will not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment.
No restriction of beneficial uses would occur.

3. The proposed project will not conflict with the State's long-term environmental
policies. The State’s long term environmental policies are set forth in Chapter 344, HRS.
The broad goals of this policy are to conserve natural resources and enhance the quality of
life. A number of specific guidelines support these goals. No aspect of the proposed
project conflicts with these guidelines. The project is environmentally benign and is
consistent with all elements of the State’s long-term environmental policies.

4 The proposed project will not substantially affect the economic or social welfare of the
community or State. The only marked effect of the project will be a beneficial one - to
improve recreation for residents of South Hilo in general and specifically Keaukaha.

5. The proposed project does not substantially affect public health in any detrimental
way. The project improves public health by providing better restroom facilities in an area
where current facilities are inadequate.

6. The proposed project will not involve substantial secondary impacts, such as
population changes or effects on public fucilities. No secondary effects are expected.
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7. The proposed project will not involve a substantial degradation of environmental
quality. The project would not contribute to environmental degradation.

8. The proposed praject will not substantially affect any rare, threatened or endangered
species of flora or fauna or habitat. No rare, threatened or endangered species of flora or
fauna are known to exist on the project site, and none would be affected by any project

activities.

9. The proposed project is not one which is individually limited but cumulatively may
have considerable effect upon the environment or involves a commitment for larger
actions. The project is not related to other activities in the region in such a way as to
produce adverse cumulative effects or involve a commitment for larger actions.

10. The proposed project will not detrimentally affect air or water quality or ambient
noise levels. No substantial effects to air, water, or ambient noise would occur. Brief,
temporary effects would occur during construction.

11. The project does not affect nor would it likely to be damaged as a result of being
located in environmentally sensitive area such as a flood plain, tsunami zone, erosion-
prone area, geologically hazardous land, estuary, freshwater, or coastal area. Although
the proposed project is located in zone exposed to earthquake and volcanic hazard, there
are no reasonable alternatives that would avoid such exposure.

12. The project will not substantially affect scenic vistas and viewplanes identified in
county or state plans or studies. No County or State plan, including the Hawaii County
General Plan, identifies important views in this area.

13. The project will not require substantial energy consumption. Negligible amounts of
energy input will be required for construction.

For the reasons above, the proposed project will not have any significant effect in the
context of Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statues and section 11-200-12 of the State
Administrative Rules.
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APPENDIX 1A

COMMENT LETTERS

FROM AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS

IN RESPONSE TO PRE-CONSULTATION




BENJAMIN J. CAYETANO
GOVEANORA

Bruce S. Anderson{,R Ph.D.: M.P.H.
QIRE: CF =gl ™™
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STATE OF HAWAII(

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
PO. BOX 918
HILO, HAWAII 867210818

July 9, 1999

Mr. Ron Terry, Ph.D.
HC2 Box 9575
Keaau, Hawaii 96749

Dear Ron,

Thank you for allowing the Department of Health to make comments to the proposed project.
The following comments are shared with you:

The subject lot is located in the Critical Wastewater Disposal Area. The Department of Health
would support any sewer requirements made by the County of Hawaii. Ifit is determined that the
sewer line is not accessible, any developments on this lot would require all wastewater be
disposed into a Septic Tank System.

As a demolition and renovation activity, the Federal Register, 40 CFR Part 61, National Emission
Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants, Asbestos NESHAP Revision: Final Rule, November 20,
1990, requires the owner/operator to inspect the affected areas to determine whether asbestos is

present.

Under the Asbestos School Hazard Abatement Response Act (ASHARA), all persons who
conduct inspections (i.e. perform sampling and assessment of suspected asbestos-containing
material) in schools or public and commercial buildings must have an active Asbestos Hazard
Emergency Response (AHERA) certificate-of-training from an accredited training provider.

Under NESHAP's regulation, the owner/operator would be required to file with the Department
of Health, Noise, Radiation, and Indoor Air Quality Branch, an Asbestos Demolition/Renovation
notification 10 working days prior to demolition of each building or the disturbance of regulated
asbestos-containing material. All regulated quantities and types of asebestos-containing materials
would be subject to emission controls, proper collection, containerizing, and disposal at a

a permitted landfill.

Under a renovation project, if the amount of friable or non-friable material rendered friable is less
than 160 square feet, the project would not be subject to the NESHAP requirements. However,
the persons who conduct activities related to abatement and/or disturbances to friable material
greater than three square feet or three linear feet, must have an active AHERA certificate of




Mr. Ron Terry, Ph.D.
July 9, 1999
Page 2

training from an accredited provjder for that specific discipline (i.e., project designer, abatement
supervisor and worker).

If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Robert H. Lopes at (808) 586-
5800.

Construction activities must comply with the provisions of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Chapter
11-46, "Community Noise Control.”

a. The contractor must obtain a noise permit if the noise levels from the construction
activities are expected to exceed the allowable levels of the rules.

b, Construction equipment and on-site vehicles requiring an exhaust of gas or air
must be equipped with mufflers.

c. The contractor must comply with the requirements pertaining to construction
activities as specified in the rules and the conditions issued with the permit.

Should there be any questions on this matter, please contact Donn Hashimoto at 933-
0917. :

Underground Injection Systems (Ph. 586-4258) which receive wastewater or storm run-offs from
the proposed development need to address the requirements of Chapter 23, Hawaii State
Department of Health Administrative Rules, Title 11, "Underground Injection Control."

A copy of the completed EA is appreciated. Please feel free to call me at 933-0917 if there isa
need for discussion.

Sincerely,

/Otaﬂu- éé?*“f
Aaron Ueno
District Environmental Health Program Chief

wp7.0rterry.nt




Jiro A. Sumada

Stephen I Yamashiro
Deputy Chicf Engineer

Mayor

Qounty of Hatmai

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

25 Aupun| Streee, Room 202 + Hilo, Hawall 96720-4252
(808} 961-8321 - Fax (B08) 961-8630

July 15, 1999

GEO METRICIAN
HC 2 BOX 9575
KEAAU HAWAII 96749

SUBJECT : DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall
TMK: 2-1-23:120

We acknowledge receipt of your letter concerning the subject matter, and provide you with our
comments as follows: '

1. Any building construction shall conform to all requirements of code and statutes of the
County of Hawati.

All development generated runoff shall be disposed on site and shall not be directed toward
any adjacent properties.

b2

3. All earthwork and grading shall be in conformance with Chapter 10, Erosion and Sediment
Control, of the Hawaii County Code.

4. The subject property is found within Flood Zone “X”, according to the Flood Insurance Rate
Map dated September 16, 1988.

5. Sewer line connections shall conform to the rules and regulations of the County of Hawaii,
Wastewater Division.

6. Improvements should be located beyond the future road widening setback established by the
Planning Department.




DRAFT EA
July 15, 1999
Page 2 of 2

7. The roadways within the Keaukaha community are under the jurisdiction of the Department
of Hawaiian Home Lands (DHHL). Comments and requirements concerning this roadway
should be directed to the DHHL.

8. We do not need to receive a copy of the environmental assessment when it is completed.

Should there be any questions concerning this matter, please feel free to contact Mr. Casey
Yanagihara in our Engineering Division at (808)961-8327.

~—#Galen M. ;uba, Division Chief

- Engineering Division

CKY
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Stephen K. Yamashiro

Wayne G. Carvalho
Police Chief
Mayor James S, Correa
Deputy Palice Chief

Aounty of Hafvaii

POLICE DEPARTMENT

39 Kapiclani Street » Hilo, Hawaii 96720-3998
(808) 935-3311 « Fax (808) 961-2702

July 15, 1999

Mr. Ron Terry, Ph.D.
Geo Metrician

HC 2 Box 9575
Keaau, HI 96749

Dear Mr. Terry:

SUBJECT:  ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR PROPOSED DEMOLITION AND
RECONSTRUCTION OF KAWANANAKOA HALL (TMK 2-1-23:120)

This acknowledges your letter of July 7, 1999, requesting our comments on any special
environmental conditions or impacts related to the above-referenced project.

Staff has reviewed your request and has no comments or objections to offer at this
time.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

‘Sincerely,

WAYNE G. CARVALHO
POLICE CHIEF .

THOMAS J, I(EKCOX

ASSISTANT POLICE CHIEF
FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU

FHR:lk




GEO METRICIAN

Ron Terry, Ph.D. HC 2 Box 9575

Keaau, Hawaii 96749
(808) 982-5831

July 7, 1999

Don Hibbard, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division
601 Kamokila Bilvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707
Attn: Carol Ogata
Dear Mr. Hibbard:

Subject: Environmental Assessment for Proposed Demolition and

Reconstruction of Kawananakea Hall (TMK 2-1-23:120)

I am in the process of preparing a Draft Environmental Assessment for a proposed activity in
compliance with Chapter 343, HRS, and Title 11, Chapter 200, HAR.

The Hawaii County Department of Parks and Recreation proposes to demolish the existing
Kawananakoea Hall/Gymnasium in Keaukaha and to build a new facility on the same site using
State and County funds. The demolition is necessary because of extensive surficial and
structura} deficiencies and the inability of the facility to accommodate the heavy use it
experiences. The project originated within the Keaukaha community and has been planned with

extensive comunity participation.

The areas of investigation in the Environmental Assessment will include but not be limited to
the following: hazardous materials disposal; water quality assurance; wastewater treatment;
flora, fauna, and ecosystems; traffic impacts; geology, soils, and hazards; flooding and
drainage impacts; social and community impacts; historic sites; and economic impacts.

We would appreciate your comments on any special environmental conditions or impacts
related to the development. We note that the building is not listed on the State or National
Registers of Historic Places. Although the structure is greater than 50 years old, the County of
Hawaii does not believe that the structure is a significant historic site and will seek your
concurrence with this determination as part of the EA process. However, in recognition that
the building does have some historic value, the EA will also include an historic resources
inventory form, photodocumentation with a view camera (4x5" negatives), and a brief history
of the structure based on written and oral accounts. Please contact me at 982-5831 if you have
any questions ot require clarification. Kindly indicate whether you wish to receive a copy of

the EA when completed.

igcerelY,

Ron Terry




SENCAMIN . CAYETAND
SOVERNQA OF =AWAI

TWOTHY £, JOHNE, CHARPERION
BCAAD OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES

DEPUTIES
JANET £ KAWELD
STATE OF HAWAII AQUATIC RESOUACES
BOATING AND SCLAN RECREATICN
CONSERVATION AND RESOLRCES
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES ENFORCEMENT
CONVEYANCES
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION FQRESTRY ANC WILDLIFE
Kakuhihews Building, Room 555 HISTOR.C PRESERVATION
A0 Kemols Baulavard LAND
Lsocie, Pawwm 38707 STATE RAAKS
WATER QESOCRCE MANAGEWENT
July 23, 1999
Ron Terry, Ph.D.
Geo Metrician LOG NO: 23825
HC 2 Box 9575 DOC NO: 9907col5
Keaau, Hawaii 96749 Architecture

Dear Dr. Terry:

SUBJECT: Environmental Assessment for Proposed Demolition and
Reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall
TMK 2-1-23:120, Keaukaha, Hawaii

Thank you for the letter dated July 7, 1999, regarding the proposed demolition of the
Kawananakoa Hall, in Keaukaha. We believe that the structure is a significant historic
site and would meet the criteria to be eligible for the Hawaii and National Register of
Historic Places. We believe that the proposed demolition will have ‘an adverse effect’

on the structure. .

We are not familiar with the boundary of the site and request that a site plan be
submitted of the existing conditions and proposed (if available). The requirements in
terms of size, etc. for the proposed facility, also parking, etc.; alternatives which are
being considered, or have been considered and the reasons they were not selected; an
evaluation of the existing structural condition of the Hall; current and proposed
functions, possible other functions which could be housed there; and photographs and
a history of the structure should be submitted, but at this time will not be considered as

mitigative measures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions please
contact Carol Ogata at 692-8032.

Aloha,

DgN HIBBARD, Administrator

State Historic Preservation Division

CO:jk




Stephen K. Yamashiro

Juliette M. Tulang
Director
Mayvor

C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

Tounty of Hafoaii

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(308) 961-8311

August 11, 1999

Don Hibbard, Administrator

State Historic Preservation Division
601 Kamokila Blvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707

Attn: Carol Ogata

Subject: Chapter 6E Consultation for Demolition/Reconstruction of
Kawananakoa Hall (TMK 2-1-23:120)

We received your letter of July 23, 1999, to our consultant, Dr. Ron Terry, in which you
stated that you believe Kawananakoa Halil is a significant historic site and that our proposed
demolition would have an adverse effect on it in the context of Chapter 6E, HRS. You also
requested a site plan and a discussion of alternatives that are being considered, along with a
description of current, proposed and possible uses for the site, and a history of the structure
with photographs. We have instructed our consultant to include these in the EA.

At this point we would like to continue our consultation with your office so that perhaps we
can reach a mutually agreeable solution or at least fully understand each other’s position. We
would like to provide you with our views on three major aspects of the project:

1. Kawananakoa Hall as a Significant Historic Site. Our understanding of the criteria by
which sites are listed to the State and National Historic Register does not lead us to the
conclusion that the site is eligible for the register. According to our analysis:

1. Tt does not have an association with events that have made an important contribution

to the broad patterns of our history;
2. It is not associated with famous people or Hawaiian deities;
3. In our opinion, it is a rather typical, and not necessarily excellent, example of a 1930s

era social and recreational facility,;
4. Tt has not yielded and is not likely to yield important information for research in

history and prehistory;




5. It does not have traditional cultural significance to an ethnic group - which is obvious
from the apparently unanimous support of the community to demolish it and build a

new gym. :

We are sure you would agree that only certain buildings from former times are imbued with
significant historic attributes. In our opinion, Kawananakoa Hall is an ordinary, rather than
outstanding, building of its era and one which has become quite dilapidated with time. We are
interested in learning your rationale for declaring the building eligible for the registers.

As govermnment agencies entrusted with maintaining public property, we have no interest in
demolishing structures that have a useful public role to play. Therefore, as explained below, we
have carefully considered whether the structure can remain where it is and effectively serve the
Keauakaha community. We have decided that it cannot and that a new structure must take its

place.

2. Alternate Sites or Site Plans. It is important to briefly review the geography of Keaukaha to
in order to understand the factors that constrain the breadth of alternatives for the project.
Keaukaha is surrounded by an airport, an industrial area, pasture lands and marshes owned by
Kamehameha Schools, and a shoreline park (see attached map). These lands form barriers to
movement and expansion, but also serve to provide the community with a strong identity. Inside
these boundaries the land use is 100 percent Hawaiian homesteads, with all lots owned by
beneficiaries. The only exception is the 4-acre parcel containing Hualani Park and its gym, and
the adjacent parcels containing Keaukaha School and the Kamehemeha School offices (see
attached site plan 1, Existing Conditions). Hualani Park is reportedly the most-used community

. recreation facility in the State of Hawaii, with more than 300,000 users each year.

It is clear that in order for the gymnasijum to serve the residents of Keaukaha, it must be located
within Keaukaha. Ifit is to be built within Keaukaha, it must be within Hualani Park.

With this in mind, there are several possible altematives: a) Renovate the existing gym; b)
demolish the old gym and build a new one; ¢) build a new gym beside the old gym,; d} move the
old gym outside of Keaukaha and build a new gym. .

A) The existing gym is beyond renovation - at least if it is to retain its identity as a gym -
for several reasons. First, it is extensively dilapidated, with a large amount of surface and
structural damage from termites and other sources. The cost of replacing these materials
would be very high. Second, the gym is inadequately sized to accommodate normal
volleyball or basketball games. The building’s exterior wall is one foot away from the
foul line, leaving no areas for maneuvering outside the court and leaving no areas for
benches, coaches, equipment or spectators, who must peer in through the doors. This is
an unsafe and unsatisfactory arrangement, allowing only limited use. The roofis too low
for volleyball, although volleyball is played under very adverse conditions.
Theoretically, the walls could be set back and the roof could be elevated, but as the
building is extensively dilapidated and would require extensive replacement of walls and
roof, one would essentially be demolishing the structure.




B) The proposed project would demolish the gym and build a new one. The space
currently taken up by the old gym would provide badly needed recreational area for the
new gym. There is just enough space on the parcel to accommodate minimum parking
needs (see Site Plan 2, Proposed Work). The design of the gym, which has arisen out of
community planning, would be functional, and the recreational complex as a whole
would have a fine integrity of design. .

C) Site Plan 3, Alternate Proposed Work, shows how the new gym and old gym could be
accommodated on the same site. One small advantage to this plan is that it would supply
somewhat more indoor recreational area. In our view, this is greatly outweighed by the
disadvantages. Parking would be reduced well below minimum required levels and,
during everyday use, attendees would be required to park on the street, which has a
narrow right-of-way, lacks curbs and sidewalks, and generally does not accommodate
safe parking. The County would also be required to maintain not one facility but two,
one of which is costly to maintain. Finally, the visual and functional integrity of the
recreational complex would be compromised by the presence of two structures of
clashing design huddling cheek-by-jowl on a small site.

D) The last alternative is to move the old gym out of Keaukaha. Be aware that the

building contains hazardous materials, and all preparation, relocation and even

rudimentary renovation activities would require safety precautions similar to, but more

burdensome than, those required for demolition. We have not estimated the cost for all a
this, but we anticipate a minimum of $250,000 based on similar operations. Furthermore,

we would have to identify a location that could accornmodate the dilapidated structure.

Frankly, it would be as much a liability as an asset for the prospective host.

After consideration of all these alternatives, the County concluded that demolishing the old gym
and building a new one was the most reasonable altemnative.

3. The Project is a Community Endeavor. While we realize that your agency has only limited

discretion to weigh such factors as community sentiment in your decisions, we must emphasize

that this project has been a grass-roots effort of this Native Hawaiian settlement from.the very

beginning. As far back as the mid-1970s, Auntie Abby Napeahi and others began planning and .
lobbying for funding. For twenty years, as a number of governors and legislators came and went

-and as some strong advocates for the project passed on, the kupuna never gave up their struggle

to bring quality recreation to their children. The Kawananakoa Hall Community Action Group
was formed in 1993 to get the project on its way towards fruition. Since then, dedicated
volunteers in the community have worked tirelessly on the project. A Native Hawaiian
architect from Los Angeles has made many trips to Hilo and donated countless hours to
facilitate the community-based planning effort. The Keaukaha Hawaiian Homesteads
Community Association has expressed full support for the plans. Although we are certain that
the commuaity is fond of their hall, we know of no one who objects to its demolition, if a new

gym is built in its place.
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We invite your response to these thoughts. We also invite you to visit Keaukaha and formally
or informally consult with the community. We believe you will experience a wonderful

example of community planning.

Sincerely,

Jhliette Tulang Z

Director

encls
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APPENDIX 1B

COMMENT LETTERS TO DRAFT EA

AND RESPONSES




Virginia Goldstein
Director

Stephen K. Yamashiro
Myor Russell Kokubun

Deputy Direclor

Tounty of Hatoaii

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

25 Aupuni Street, Room 109 = Hilo, Hawali 96720-4252
{808) 961-8288 » Fax (808) 961-8742

November 17, 1999

Dr. Ron Terry, Ph.D.
GeoMetrician Associates
HC 2 Box 9575

Keaau, HI 96749

Dear Dr. Terry:
Draft Environmental Assessment for the Kawananakoa

Hall Demolition and Reconstruction Project
IMK: 2-1-23: Portion of 120; Waiakea, South Hilo. Hawaii

Thank you for your letter dated November 5, 1999, transmitting a copy of the above-
described draft environmental assessment for our review and comment,

We have completed our review and have no comments and/or objections to the
information contained within the document relative to land use nor the anticipated
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

We appreciate being given the opportunity to review the draft environmental assessment.
We look forward to receiving a copy of the Final Environmental Assessment-Notice of
Determination upon its submittal to the Office of Environmental Quality Control.

Please contact Daryn Arai of this office should you have any questions.
Sincerely,

vy (4

W 3O
VIRGINIA GOLLDSTEIN
Planning Director

DSA:gp
PAWP60\Ch343\1999\L Kawananakoa01..doc

c: County, P&R
OEQC




Juliette M. Tulang

i, .‘ ' D
Stephen K. Yamashiro: irector
Mayor C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

@ounty of
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 * Hilo, Hawaii 967204252

(808) 961-3311

December 23, 1999

Virginia Goldstein, Director

Hawaii County Planning Department
25 Aupuni Street, Room 109

Hilo, HI 96720

Dear Ms. Goldstein:

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 1999, acknowledging receipt of the Draft
Environmental Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hail Demolition and-Reconstruction project.

We will be happy to send you a copy of the Final EA, as requested. 777"

e e e e R - £ NP

Sincerely,

g —

¢ Tliette Tulang, Director




BENJAMIN J, CAYETANO

TOVERNOA

GENEVIEVE SALMONSON
OIRECTOR

STATE OF HAWAII
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL

236 SOUTH BERETANIA STREET
SUITE 702
HONOLULY, HAWAII 388132
TELEPHONE {800) 6084185
FACSIMILE (308) 688-4188

November 22, 1999

Juliette Tulang
Hawaii Department of Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, HI 96720 - cu
Attention; Glenn Miyao R = T
Dear Ms. Tulang: . _
Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment {(EA) for Kawananakoa Hall, =

Keaukaha €2
The proposed facility will be larger than the existing one. How much additional
noise will the increased activity generate, and how will this affect the nearest
residences? What mitigation measures are pianned?
If you have any questions, please call Nancy Heinrich at 586-4185.
Sincerely,
NEVIEVE SALMONSON
-Director

¢. Ron Terry




| Juliette M., Tul
Stephen K. Yamashiro Director e

Mayar
Deputy Director

@ounty of Hafired
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 Hilo, Hewaii 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Genevieve Salmonsorn, Director

Office of Environmental Quality Control
35 South Beretania Street, Suite 702
Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Ms. Salmonson:

Thank you for your letter of November 22, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hail Demolition and Reconstruction project. The following
are detailed responses to your individual comments. | BRI
1. Quantity of Noise Increase/Mitigation. We have not estimated the amount of additional
noise that might be generated by the facility, but we do not expect it to be substantially
different from current levels. The gym sits on 8 complex of public use facilities that
comprises two schools and two ballfields, all of which generate noise. We are not aware
that gymnasium noise is currently perceived as a problem by surrounding residents. AS is
evident from the unanimous support expressed in the comment letters on the EA, the

community is clearly in favor of constructing a new gym. If at some future time noise
becomes a problem, We would consider noise mitigation barrier walls and/or time
restrictions on the use of the facility. Currently, however, W€ do not anticipate any

problems in this regard.

Again, thank you for your comment.

Sincerely,

MNliette Tulang, Director

C. Kenneth Sowden

PN
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RAYNARD C. SOON

BENJAMIN J. CAYETANO
CHAIRMAN

GOVERNGH

STATE OF HAWAIL HAWAIIAN HOMES COMMISSION
JOBIE M, KL ML YAMAGUCIT

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY TO THE CHAIRMAN
DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS
p.O. BOX 1879
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96805
December 15, 1993 - -

- o2 -

Ms. Juliette Tulang, Director .

county of Hawaiil
Department of parks and Recreation

25 Aupuni Street, Room 201
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Ms. Tulang:

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Demolition
and Reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall, Keaukaha,

Hawaii, Tax Map Key No. (3) 2-1-23:120

Thank you for allowing the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
(DHHL) to comment on the draft Environmental Assessment for the
proposed demolition and reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall.

The Kawananakoa Hall and the adjacent Hualani Park are licensed
to the County of Hawaii, Department of parks and Recreation,
under DHHL License Agreement No. 44. DHHL supports the
community planning efforts to create a community center/sports

facility for the Keaukaha community.

Due to its close proximity to the Hilo International Airport,
the project will be impacted by the airport noise. Any design
should take into consideration sound attenuation treatment. The
Department of Transportation, Airports Division, is currently
reviewing its noise compatibility program for the Hilo
International Airport. vou should arrange to have a meeting
with the Airports Division and its consultant. They may be able
to help with the design and funding of the sound attenuation
treatment portion of the project. Enclosed is an excerpt from
its Working Paper No. 2 on sound attenuation treatment for

buildings in the surrounding area.




Ms. Juliette Tulang
December 15, 1999

Page 2

Should you have any questions, please call Linda Chinn, Acting
Land Management Branch Manager, at 587-6432. '

Aloha,

Zeirf Pt~

Mike McElroy, Administrator
Land Management Division

Enc.
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using the displaced threshold are also available under Alternative C. For these reasons,
Alternative B was not recommended for inclusion into the FAR Part 150 Program. Alternative C
was examined in more depth in respect to its benefits and costs when compared to the other
alternatives for its noise reduction benefits as well as its potential to reduce the amount of lands

with 75+ DNL exposure levels outside the airport boundaries.

3.3.3 Airport Noise Monitoring System

An airport noise monitoring system is useful for collecting continuous data of aircraft noise as
well as for identifying possible deviations from normal flight pasterns. Installation of 2 noise
monitoring system would not resuit in a significant reduction of noise levels in the sideline areas
where the greater concentration of incompatible land uses is located. A permanent noise
monitoring system is not recommended at the Airport at this time because it will not contribute to
a significant reduction in the airport noise contours at Hilo International Airport.

34 OFF-AIRPORT CONSTRUCTION OR_ACQUISITIONS

3.4.1 Land Purchases or Exchanges

One of the goals of the FAR Part 150 Program is for the airport proprietor (in this case, the
Hawaii State DOT, Airports Division) to obtain ownership or control of all lands within the 75
DNL contour. Lands with aircraft noise levels greater than 75 DNL are not normally considered
to be compatible for non-airpert uses bv the FAA, Hilo International Airport’s forecast 75 DNL
contour for Year 20035 extends deyond ine airport boundary at locations on the west, norih, and
east sides of the Airport. Consequently, acquisition of additional lands (or avigation and noise
easements) may be required 10 meet this goal of the FAR Part 150 Program.

In addition to the goal of controlling all lands within the 75 DNL contour, the other goals of the
FAR Part 150 Program are to achieve and maintain compatible land uses within the 65 and 60
DNL contours. The Airport’s 60 and 65 DNL noise contours cannot be reduced sufficiently by
operational measures to eliminate all existing land use incompatibilities without severely
restricting both daytime and nighttime operations at the Airport, and/or banning Stage 2 jet
aircraft operations. The short distances and physical relationships between the Airport's runways
and the surrounding community tend to. limit the effectiveness of operational changes or on-site
Airport construction improvements towards the elimination of the land use incompatibilities
which are located within the 60 or 65 DNL contours of the Base Year or 5-Year Noise Exposure
Maps. Off-airport land purchases and/or exchanges are another means of achieving compatible
land uses within the 65 and 60 DNL contours. The Year 2005 “No Mitigation Scenario” noise
contours, which are forecast to represent the worst case condition at Hilo International Airport,
should be used to define the limits of land purchases or exchanges for achieving compatible land

Uses,

Relocation of residents in high-noise areas and conversion of the existing residential uses to other

. pon-noise sensitive uses is the only certain means of converting the incompatible uses to

compatible uses. However, much of the noise-impacted area in the vicinity of Hilo International
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Airport is entrusted to the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands for the benefit of native
Hawaiians and their descendants. Department of Hawailan Home Lands administrators have
indicated that purchases, land exchanges, and relocation of affected tenants will be difficult, if not,
impossible, where Hawaiian Home Lands are involved. This suggests that other noise mitigation
measures may be required to reduce the existing land use incompatibilities in the Keaukaha Tract
1 area to the north of the Airport. It also highlights the importance of preventing the
development of additional residences and other noise sensitive uses on the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands Keaukaha Tract 2 area on the eastern side of the Airport. For these
reasons, the 1992 FAR Part 150 Program recommended that the State DOT study the possibility
of land exchange options with the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands. The possibility of

providing off-site residences to tenants on Hawaiian Home Lands designated for agricultural use.
was also recommended to be investigated. FAA approved this recommendation for study

purposes only.

Other possible options, such as those described previously in Section 3.2, could significantly
increase air transportation costs and/or decrease the availability of transportation system services.
The remaining options, described in subsequent Sections 3.4.2 and 3.4.3, incur risks of occupant
dissatisfaction with the total closure and air conditioning of their homes, increased electricity
costs, and risks of continued sieep interference. For these reasons, the State DOT could provide
existing residents who are located within the 60 DNL contour of the Year 2005 "No Mitigation”
Scenario Noise Exposure Map, with offers to purchase their residences at fair market value. In
this way, those residents who wish to relocate away from the Airport may do so. Relocation of
residents on Dezartment of Hawaiian Homes Lands with individval purchase offers .is not
possidie, sinca ihe lands do not belong to the resicents. However, the :xchange (Tetween the
State DOT and the Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands) of noise-impac:ed residential iots with
other suitable (or improved) residential lots away fom the Airport is possible.

The acquisition and/or exchange of lands are available means of meeting the 75 DNL contour
containment goal and the goals of achieving and maintaining compatible land uses within the 65
and 60 DNL contours. These possible measures are candidates for comparative cost and
feasibility analysis within the current FAR Part 150 Program, and were examined in greater depth
with the other candidate alternatives. : '

3.4.2 Sound Attenuation Treatment of Public Buildings

The Waiakea Health Center, a public use building which is directly under the final approach track
to Runway 8, is currently impacted by aircraft noise and will continue to be within the 65 DNL
contour for the foreseeable future. The Base Year exterior noise level at this facility is
approximately 70 DNL, with forecast noise levels of approximately 71 DNL. Because most of its
interior and courtyard spaces are naturally ventilated, interior noise levels currently exceed 60
DNL, with single event (Lmax) levels in the order of 90 dB. A minimum exterior-to-interior
noise level reduction of 30 dB is required for the sound attenuation treatment. As a result of the
1992 FAR Part 150 Program, the State DOT (with FAA approval) offered to provide funding
assistance to the State Department of Health for sound attenuation treatment of the facility. This
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funding assistance was declined, and no further assistance for this facility is included in the current
FAR Part 150 Program. ' :

The Bay Clinic, a private facility moved into a 1950s-era wood frame building north of
Kalanianaole Avenue in the Spring of 1992. The building, which is naturally ventilated, is close
to the 70 DNL contour on the Base Year Noise Exposure Map. Forecast 2005 "No Mitigation"
noise levels are slightly higher. The clinic's staff indicated that aircraft noise does interfere with
their day-to-day operation. Because the clinic moved to the structure after the first (1991) Noise
Exposure Map report was published, the 1992 FAR Part 150 Program did not recommend  sound

attenuation treatment of the Bay Clinic.

Five churches and two elementary schools in the Keaukaha Tract 1 subdivision north of the
Airport are within the 5-Year “No Mitigation Scenario” 60 DNL contour, at exterior noise levels
ranging from 60 to 70 DNL. One of the schools (East Hawaii Campus of the Kamehameha
Schools Bernice/Pauahi Bishop Estate) is presently air conditioned and does not require additional
sound attenuation treatment. Sound attenuation treatment (in the form of closure and air
conditioning) is presently under design for the second school (Keaukaha Elementary) in Keaukaha
Tract 1, and it should not require additional sound attenuation measures. )

If a sound attenuation barrier is not constructed between the subdivision and the Airport, closure
and air conditioning of the five churches in Keaukaha Tract 1 will ultimately be required. If a 30
foot high noise barrier is constructed, the number of churches qualifying for sound artenuation
treatment is reduced from five to two. If a 15 foot high noise barrier is constructed. the number
of shurches gquaiiiying for sound atzenuation ireatment is reduced Tom five io four. The 1592
FAR Part 150 Program recommended sound artenuation treatments for the Keaukaha Elementary
School and all churches in Keaukaha Tract 1 which were located within the 60 DNL contour.
This recommendation was approved by the FAA if no barrier is constructed berween the
subdivision and the Airport. The 1992 FAR Part 150 Program recommendations regarding
sound attenuation treatments to remaining public use structures in Keaukaha Tract 1 are aiso

recommended for inclusion into the current program.

One church in the Waiakea community lies within the 2005 “No Mitigation” Scenario 60 DNL
contour. Sound artenuation treatment may ultimately be required for this church uniess the FAR
Part 150 Program includes other recommendations to reduce aircraft noise in the Waiakea area.
west of the Airport. The current FAR Part 150 Program recommendations should include sound
attenuation treatments for public use structures in-‘Waiakea which are enclosed by the final 5-Year

Noise Exposure Map’s 60 DNL contour.
3.4.3 Sound Attenuation Treatment of Private Dwellings

The State DOT, Airports Division, should assume current and future noise abatement
responsibility under the FAR Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program for all existing incompatible
land uses which do not conform to the Land Use Compatibility criteria shown in Table 2-6, and
which are within the 60 DNL contour of the 5-Year Noise Exposure Map for Hilo International
Airport.  Priority for off-airport noise abatement projects is normally given to preexisting
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noise-sensitive uses which are predicted to be newly enclosed by the 60 DNL noise contour as 2
result of: (i) forecast increases in aircraft operations or aircraft noise or (i) as a result of changes
to Airport facilities or operations. Second highest priority' would normally be given to preexisting
noise sensitive properties which were within the 60 DNL noise contour during the Base Year and
will probably continue to be within it in the future. Lowest priority is normally given to
preexisting noise sensitive properties which are developed or acquired following disclosure of
incompatible aircraft noise levels. Also, those noise sensitive structures which were constructed
after October 1, 1998 do not qualify for sound attenuation treatments under current FAA noise

_ mitigation policy.

By FAR Part 150 requirements, aircraft noise levels within residential structures should not:

exceed 45 DNL. The exterior-to-interior sound attenuation required to meet this interior .

standard ranges from 15 dB for homes which are inside the 60 DNL contour to 35 dB for homes
which are inside the 75 DNL contour. In order to achieve these levels of sound attenuation,
closur¢ and air conditioning of the homes within the 60 DNL contours will be required.
Retrofitting existing homes to obtain 15 to 20 dB of sound attenuation should not require major
rework of the existing structures, but will probably require replacement of existing ventilation
openings, windows, and doors, and the addition of air conditioning. Retrofitting of existing homes
to achieve 25 to 35 dB of sound attenuation may be much more difficult, and may require
installation of new ceilings and furred-out walls in addition to treatment of ventilation openings,
windows, and doors. In any event, the use of a design goal of reducing interior noise levels to 45
DNL or less by sound attenuation treatment should produce parity between the interior noise
ievels within the treated home and the interior noise levels within a nome which is outside the 60

DNL contovr.

Even if an interior level of 45 DNL is achieved following sound attenuation treatment to a

. dwelling, rsks of sleep interference may not be reduced to zero. It is generally agreed that

variables which influence the auditory thresholds of awakening during sleep include such factors
as: the intensity of the sound stimulus, the energy (or Sound Exposure Level) content of the
sound stimulus, the sleep stage (Rapid Eye Movement 1,2,3, or 4) and age of the subject, prior
habituation of the subject to the sound stimulus, the meaningfulness or familiarity of the sound
stimulus to the subject, the accumulated sleep time of the subject after first going to sleep, and the
amount of prior sleep deprivation prior to first going to sleep.

In addition to the complexity of sleep disturbance processes associated with acoustical stimulus,
other non-acoustical stimuli must also be considered when attempting to determine the cause of a
sleep disturbance or awakening (e.g., ambient air temperature, and biological needs such as using
the bathroom at night). In fact, when counting all of the occurrences of sleep disturbances, the
frequericy of sleep disturbances from non-acoustical factors can be higher than those associated
with acoustical factors for average exterior aircraft noise levels as high as 70 Leq, where Leg

represents the average noise level when averaged over a specified period of time, such as the

sieeping period. The sleep research results show responses to noise vary widely from individual
to individual. Even within the higher noise exposure levels of 65 to 70 DNL, the frequency of
sleep disturbances due to non-acoustical factors can be higher than the frequency of sleep

disturbances due to aircraft notse.
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Sound attenuation treatment of dwellings may not be acceptable to all residents because it
requires total closure of the dwelling in order to be effective. Sound attenuation treatment of
dwellings also does not improve the acoustical environment outside the home. Sound attenuation
treatment of bedrooms can reduce the frequency of sleep interference to reasonable levels of 0 to
12 percent, but cannot reduce the frequency to zero for all individuals. In addition, for some
homes which are located in the high noise zones, major reconstruction of the dwelling may be
required to achieve the higher sound attenuation results of 25 to 35 dB, and this degree of
reconstruction may not be economically feasible when compared to relocation costs. For these
reasons, the relocation option may be offered first to residents within the high noise zones of the
Airport's Noise Exposure Map. For those residents who chose to not relocate under a land
purchase or exchange component of the recommended program, and following complete
disclosure of the advantages and disadvantages of sound attenuation treatments, sound.
attenuation treatment of their homes is the remaining alternative which must be included in the

FAR Part 150 Program to achieve land use compatibility.

The 1992 FAR Part 150 Program included recommendations for sound attenuation treatment of
dwellings which were anticipated to be exposed to levels of 60 DNL or higher. FAA disapproved
this recommendation “pending the submission of sufficient information to determine that sound
attenuation will reasonably contribute to the compatibility of residential uses in view of Hawaii’s
climate, residential construction, and lifestyle.” FAA was concemed about the recommendation’s

~ technical and financial feasibility, community acceptance, and the lack of minimum sound

attenuation performance standards in local Building Codes. However, for preexisting dwellings
and other noise sensitive structures which remain within the 60 DNL contour of the 3-Year Noise

- .
-—g o ara

Expesure Map after all cther ncise abaiement measurss (incleding oZers of relecatien) are
applied, sound attenuation treatment to the dwellings typicaily remains as the only remaining
mitigation measure left for consideration. Although closure and air conditioning are not typical of
other homes in Hilo, the relatively high aircraft noise levels experienced by some residents are also
not typical of other residences in Hilo. The advantages of being able to reduce the risks of sleep
interference at night, when closure and air conditioning may be less objectionable and expensive
(from an operating cost standpoint), as well as the flexibility of being able to close out the aircraft
noise as required during the daytime, outweigh outdoor and lifestyle considerations when no other
alternatives are available for reducing interior aircraft noise levels. In addition, in order to not
exceed the 45 DNL interior noise levels in dwellings which has been identified as an unacceptable
level by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA, Reference 5), closure and air
conditioning will be required for homes within the 60 DNL contour. Therefore, for those
residents who are willing to accept sound attenuation treatment of their homes, in spite of the
inherent disadvantages of closure, the lack of improvement to the outdoor noise environment, and
the costs for operating and maintenance of the air conditioning equipment, this alternative should
be made available to them as one of the possible means of achieving land use compatibility. For
these reasons, the sound attenuation treatment of homes alternative was included as a candidate

for comparative cost and feasibility analysis within the current FAR Part 150 Program.

3.4.4 Purchase of Rights Or Easements

The outright purchase or exchange of incompatible lands within the 60 DNL contour may not be
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practical or possible, particularly in the case of the Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands north
of the Airport. This is particularly true if tenants who are presently located on these lands do not
wish to relocate and are willing to consider the sound attenuation treatment option. Under these
circumstances, the State DOT should negotiate with the landowner to obtain the First Right of
Refusal to purchase or lease the property in the future, If the sound attenuation treatment option
is selected, the State DOT should attempt to cbtain avigation and noise easements in respect to
the affected properties in exchange for sound attenuation treatment and/or cash settlements. The
acquisition of rights or easements on noise sensitive lands remaining within the 60 DNL contour
of the 5-Year Noise Exposure Map was included as a candidate for comparative cost and
feasibility analysis within the current FAR Part 150 Program.

Acquisition of property and/or relocation of existing occupants will probably not be cost effective
for the affected residential areas which are primarily within the 65 to 60 DNL exposure zone. In
this noise zone, the use of sound attenuation treatment may be the most cost effective alternative,
and the acquisition of easements in exchange for sound attenuation treatments should be
considered. For those residential areas which are in the 65+ DNL exposure zone, acquisition or
exchange of property may be warranted, and the use of easements becomes unnecessary.

3.5 PLANNING EFFORTS RELATED TQ FUTURE LANDSIDE DEVELOPMENTS

©3.5.1 Recommendations to State Land Use Commission and County Agencies

In conjunction with the FAR Part 150 projects. the State DOT, Airports Division, has determined
“hat 2 single noise level of €C DNL should bz uniformiy appiied in all land use compativility
determinations related to residential, apartment, resort, educational, public use, and other noise
sensitive land uses throughout the state. Proposed land uses as described above should be
discouraged when it can be accurately and/or reasonably demonstrated that aircraft noise levels do
or can be expected to exceed 60 DNL. The State DOT, Airports Division, should not oppose
proposed land use changes where it can be accurately and/or reasonably demonstrated that
aircraft noise levels do not and will not exceed 60 DNL in the foreseeable future. A planning level
of 60 DNL is believed to be a reasonable compromise between that used by federal agencies and
that required to insure the health and welfare of the public.

In order to minimize possible adverse heaith and weifare effects attributable to aircraft noise
among the populace not previously exposed to or aware of the effects of aircraft noise, the State
DOT should recommend that aircraft noise disclosure to potential owners be required prior to all
transfers of real property and improvements where it can be accurately and/or reasonably
demonstrated that aircraft noise levels do or can be expected to exceed 55 DNL in the foreseeable
future. Additionally, the State DOT, Airports Division, should provide informational inputs as
required for adequate disclosure during its review of environmental assessments involving
proposed noise sensitive uses of lands within the 55 DNL aircraft noise contours of the state's

airports.

The following were considered in developing the 60 DNL recommendation for noise, sensitive
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l land use controls around the state's airports:
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Health and Welfare Effects: The U.S. EPA has identified 55 DNL as the leve!l at which an
adequate margin of safety exists in respect to adverse health and welfare effects from
exterior noise. EPA has also identified 45 DNL as the corresponding acceptable level for
interior noise. FHA/HUD (U.S. Federal Housing Administration, Housing and Urban
Development) recognizes that 55 DNL is a desirable goal for outdoor noise exposure, and
also recognizes that 45 DNL is a desirable goal for interior noise exposure,

Federal Noise Standards: Residential development is considered to be Normally
Unacceptable when outdoor noise levels are greater than 65 DNL. This level was-
established after consideration of cost, feasibility, and program objectives, as well as
adverse health and welfare effects. This level is applied uniformly across the nation by
federal agencies such as FHA/HUD, VA (Veterans Administration), FAA, and DOD
(Department of Defense). The FHWA (Federal Highway Administration) uses the Leq
(Equivalent Sound Level) noise descriptor in administering its highway noise standards.

FAR Part 150 Noise Standards: Noise compatibility standards contained within FAR Part
150 regulations allow for residential, school, and other noise sensitive land uses when
noise levels are less than 65 DNL. An exterior-to-interior noise level reduction of 20 dB is

. assumed for typical residential construction, which would provide for a 45 DNL (65 DNL

minus 20 dB) maximum interior noise level when the FAR Part 150 standard is met.

.....

American MNaricnal Standard (ANST §72.6-1098) Informarionai Land T se Compatibiiirv
Matrix: Three levels of compatibility are used in the ANSI matrix (see Figure 3-10).
Below 55 DNL, low density, residential uses are "Compatible.” Above 65 DNL, low
density, residential uses are considered "Incompatible." Between 55 and 65 DNL, low
density, residential uses are considered "Marginally Compatible." Medium to high density
residential uses, schools, and public use facilities are considered "Compatible" below 60

DNL., _
Hawaii State Department of Heaith (DOH) Noise Regulations: State DOH noise regula-

tions do not apply to aircraft in flight, but are applicable on the island of Hawaii. DOH
property line noise limits for residentially zoned lands are approximately equivalent to 55
DNL. For lands which are zoned for zpartment and hotel uses, DOH noise limits are

approximately equal to 60 DNL.

Qitv-and Countv of Honolulu Land Use Ordinance (L UQ) Noise Regulations: Honolulu

LUO noise regulations do not apply to aircraft in flight, and only apply to the island of
Oahu. However, LUO noise limits applicable at all properties where dwellings are
permitted are approximately equivalent to 57 DNL.

. Local Construction and Natural Ventilation: The majority of noise sensitive structures

(dwellings, schools, and other public use facilities) in Hawaii utilize natural ventilation
rather than air conditioning. Typical, naturally ventilated facilities have average exterior-
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to-interior noise level reductions of only 10 dB, rather than the 20 dB assumed in FAR
Part 150, or the 15 dB determined by EPA in its survey of the nation's dwellings. This is
due to the open windows and doors under conditions of natural ventilation, which also
allow for noise leaks through the building envelope. Unless structures are sealed or sound
treated, 45 DNL wiil not be attainable indoors at outdoor levels of 65 or 60 DNL.

Impact on Developable Lands: The land area exposed to aircraft noise levels of 60 to 55
DNL is usually significantly greater than that exposed to 65 to 60 DNL. For this reason, a
55 DNL planning criteria level for noise sensitive uses may place an unfair financial burden

on land owners and developers.

Range of Possible Policv Recommendations is Between 65 to 55 DNL: It is unlikely that
a policy level higher than 65 DNL would be. acceptable to federal or local agencies

because of the weight of scientific evidence, existing federal standards, existing local noise
regulations, and the lower sound attenuation characteristics of local dwellings and public
use structures. It is also unlikely thar a policy level lower than 55 DNL would be
acceptable to federal agencies or local agencies because of the authoritative 55 DNL
recommendation of the EPA Levels Document, and the equivalence of the State DOH

noise limits to 55 DNL for residences.

The recommended 60 DNL local planning level represents a compromise at a level which is
midway between the lower welfare/health leve! of 33 DNL and the higher federal regulatory (cost/

benest) leve! of 65 DNL. It also represents 2 way of sharing the future liability in respect o
funure aircraft noise impacts among all those parties who had or should have had construciive
knowledge of the health and welfare effects of the noise leveis around the state's airports. It is
considered to be the simplest level of compromise among the following special interests:

The public health and welfare responsibiiities of the state and county governments in
protecting the public against the adverse effects of aircraft noise.

The interests of the State DOT, Airports Division, in minimizing risks of future litigation
from property owners, who may feel they are being damaged or injured by aircraft noise.

The interests of the landowners and developers, who may feel they should be able to
provide housing at affordable costs, without being bound by covenants or admissions of
future liability for aircraft noise.

The interests of the airlines and other airport users who serve the state and pay part of the
operating and facilities costs, and would like to minimize the impact of noise abatement

measures on their operations and budgets.

The interests of the traveling public, tourist industry, farmers, and others who benefit from
a healthy air transportation system.
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3.5.2 Recommendations for Building Codes

In addition to preventive measures of discouraging the development of noise sensitive land uses
within the airport Noise Exposure Map, minimum sound attenuation requirements may be placed
on noise sensitive structures constructed within the Noise Exposure Map. Because of the
desirability of maintaining the open, island lifestyle, and because of the initial and operating costs
associated with providing sufficient sound attenuation for achieving acceptable interior noise
levels when the exterior noise levels exceed 60 DNL, it is preferable to minimize future
development of noise sensitive properties within the 60 DNL contours,

At the present time, the FAA’s noise mitigation policy is to not allow for sound attenuation:
treatment of new noise sensitive structures (or additions to preexisting structures) if the new -

structures or additions were constructed within the Airport’s FAR Part 150 Noise Exposure Maps
after October 1, 1998. For this reason, the inclusion of minimum sound attenuation performance
standards to the Hawaii County Building Cods is recommended for noise sensitive dwellings
constructed within the 60 DNL contour of the Airport’s FAR Part 150 Noise Exposure Maps.
The minimum performance standard should require that aircraft noise levels within new noise
sensitive dwellings, schools, churches, or other public facilities where the general public
congregates, including habitable additions to these structures, do not exceed 45 DNL, Closure
and air conditioning of the structures will be required to achieve the 45 DNL level inside.

Due to cost considerations and the more effective results (outdoors as well as indoors) from the
use of preventive measures. the inclusion of minimum sound attenuation performance standards
for hatitatie sructures in local Building Cedes is not a panacea. This is particularly true in the
case of Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands which are technically exempt from local codes. In
addition, where the airport noise contours continue to expand due to significant increases in
operations and/or due to other significant changes at the airport, the burden for sound attenuation
treatments to noise sensitive structures constructed after October 1, 1998 may have to be borne
solely by the airport proprietor (State DOT) without FAA participation. For this reason, the
inclusion of sound attenuation performance standards to the Hawaii Building Code should not
take the place of preventive measures such as compatible land use planning and zoning around the
Airport.

3.5.3 Recommendations for Airport Noise Disclosures

Disclosures of airport noise are recommended for all transfers of real estate situated within the 55
DNL contour of the Hilo International Airport Base Year and 5-Year Noise Exposure Maps. The
proper vehicle for this disclosure are Tax Maps on which the noise contour lines of the Airport’s
Base Year and 5-Year Noise Exposure Maps are shown as provided under Chapter 508D, Hawaii
Revised Starutes, “Mandatory Seller Disclosures in Real Estate Transactions” (Reference 4). It is
recommended that the State DOT provide all of the necessary assistance to the State Real Estate
Commission and landowners to insure that the Hilo International Airport Noise Exposure Maps
and noise exposure zones are properly represented on the applicable tax maps.

Page 3 - 30

o~




-

Juliette M. Tulang

b

Stephen K. Yamashiro Director
Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden
o ety Deputy Director
Gounty of Hafuaii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311
January 5, 2000

Mike McElroy, Administrator
Land Management Division

Hawaii State Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

P.O. Box 1879
Honolulu HI 96805

Dear Mr. McElroy:

Thank you for your letter of December 15, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolitior and Reconstruction project, in which you
stated your support for the project and updated us on the airport noise issues in Keaukaha..

We have taken your comment about the noise implications of the project’s proximity to the Hilo
International Airport into consideration, Qur consultant discussed the situation with the Airports
Division of the Hawaii State Department of Transportation and its consultant, Wilson Okamoto.
He was informed that calculation of the projected location of the noise contours - which will
form the basis for developing policies and programs to attenuate sound - has not yet been fully
completed. Our office has subsequently written to the Airports Division, requesting to be kept
apprised of the situation. We will require the architect for the project to continue coordination
with the Airports Division to help determine which, if any, sound attenuation features should be
incorporated in the new structure and to what extent the Airports Division may be able to assist

in design and funding.
Sincerely,

Juliette Tulang, Director




' . Julictte M. Tulang
Stephen K. Yamashiro Director

Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden

Deputy Director

Qounty of Hatoaii

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupun] Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawail 96720-4252
{808) 961-8311 '

January 5, 2000

Jerry Matsuda, Airports Administrator
Airports Division, Dept of Transportation
Honolulu International Airport

400 Rodgers Blvd., Suite 700

Honolulu, Hi 96819

Re: Hilo internationa! Airport Noise Compatibility Program and Proposed Demolition
and Reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall (TMK: (3) 2-1-23:120) :

Dear Mr. Matsuda:

The Hawaii County Department of Parks and Recreation proposes to replace the
existing Kawananakoa Hall/Gymnasium in Keaiskaha. Replacement of the existing
facility is necessary due to extensive surface and structural deficiencies and the inability
of the existing facility to accommodate tha heavy use it experiences. We circulated a
Draft EA to various community groups and public agencies in November 1999 and
neglected to send you a copy. We apologize for this oversight and have enclosed a

copy of your review.

We received a copy of the Hilo International Airport FAR Part 150 Noise Compatibility
Working Paper No. 2 and our consultant, Dr. Ron Tenry, contacted Lynn Becones of
your staff and was informed that the final noise contours and mitigation program have
yet to be determined. We woult! like to be kept apprised of the findings and
recommendations of your study and to inquire whether there are any resources
available tothe County for assistance with sound attenuation measure design or

funding, if such mitigation measures are reqguired.

Sincerely,

lielte Ttilang
irector

Encl-Kawananakoa Hall Draft EA
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SAN _DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESQURCES
GOLUNTT U WISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION
Kakuhihews Building, Room 555

501 Kemokila Bouleverd
Kapolei, Hawai 96707

December 2, 1999

Mr. Glen Miyao, Planner

Hawaii County

Department of Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Mr. Miyao:

SUBJECT: Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction

TMK 2-1-23;120(por), Keaukaha, Hawaii

TWAOTHY L JOHNS, CHAIRPEREON
BOAMD OF LinD AMO MA fURM, IO
COMMCEION ON wATIR A ICUACE MAMAL (MO Y

QEPUTIES
JANET E. KAWELD
LINNEL NISHIOKA

AQUATIC RESOURCES

BQATING AND OCEAN AECREATICH

CONSEAVATION AND RESOURCES
ENFORCEMENT

CONVEYARGES

FQRESTAY AND WILDUFE

HISTORIC PAESERVATION

AND

STATE PARKS

WATER RESOURCE MAHAGEMENT

LOG NO: 24519
DOC NO: 9912co02
Architecture

Thank you for the document date

Assessment for the proposed proje
information regarding the determination of significance.

Should the original gymnasium be
advantage of the opportunity to hav
appears feasible to implement. It wou
adjusted to provide more parking, altow fo
for meeting rooms or exercise. W.
new one should take the original int© cons

Thank you for the opportunity to co™m
contact Carol Ogata at 692-8032.

Aloha,

2 4

DON HIBBARD, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division

CO:jk

d November 9, 1999, regarding the Draft Environmental
¢t. Our letter of September 14, 1999, requested additional

Jetermined to be significant, the County may wish to take
e more usable space under roof. The alternate site plan

Id retain the original and add the new gym. It could be
r the needed new facilities and maintain the original
hen designing a new building adjacent to an old one, the
ideration for compatibility.

ment. If you have any questions please have your staff




Juliette M. Tulang
Director

-
Stephen K. Yamashiro

Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden

Deputy Director

@ounty of Hafuait

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 * Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311

January 5, 2000

Don Hibbard, Administrator

State Historic Preservation Division
Kakuhihewa Bldg.

601 Kamokila Blvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707

Dear Mr. Hibbard:

Thank you for your letter of December 2, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental

Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project.

We note your preference for the alternative ©
beside it. After careful study during the formulation of the
rejected this alternative as not being capable of meeting the purpose and need of the project,
which was to provide quality facilities that could meet the high demand for additional
recreational space in Keaukaha. We agree that your suggestion of scaling back the new gym
would yield a little extra space, which might compensate for the inability to provide new parking
space that would occur if the old gym Were retained. We also agree that the old gym could meet
certain recreational purposes, such as meeting rooms and exercise space, at least for the time
being. However, we would note that this sgolution” ignores the considerable existing problems
with Kawananakoa Hall: heavy structural damage, many layers of lead paint, and unsuitable

design for those activities that are in high demand.

In conformance with the request in yo

information to assist in evaluating the significance of Kawananakoa Hall,
Mason Architects. The results of this study should help clarify the issue of whether the building
is a significant historic site.

After we have reached an agreement with your office about the
significance, we hope t0 work with your office to i

determine what mitigation, if any, is required.

Sincerely,

jette Tulang, Director
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Novcmber 10, 1999 3 WO

Mr. Raphacl "Suki” Kaupu

WIO CARES SOFTBALL TEAM ORG.
273 Beker Avenue

[Tilo, FIf 96720

Dear Ms. lulic Tulang:

Please accept this letter of _recommendation on behalf of our baseball team in support of
the ncw Keaukaha Gymnasium. Our sports organization has becn holding basebal! leagucs
and tournaments two or three times annually for the past 10 years minimum.

We stand firmly bchind this project as we know that a new facility will greatly enhance
tho many muq( programs alrcady being held in our community. We also realize that
the greater IHilo arca will also benefit from a fong awsited new facility.

We hope you agree.  Thank you for your time.
Sincercly, o P
?‘?’ﬁ«wf R e

Raphacl "Suki” Kaupys
Tcam President




Juliette M. Tulang

Stephen K. Yamashiro: Director
Mayor :
i K C. Kenneth Sowden
_. Deputy Director
Taunty of Hafoait
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311
December 23, 1999

Mr. Raphael Kaupu
«Who Cares” Softball Team Organization
273 Baker Avenue
Hilo HI 96720
Dear Mr. Kaupu:
Thank you for your letter of November 10, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental

Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hal Demolition and Reconstruction project, in which you
stated your support for the project. Please be assured tbat your comment will be taken into

consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation.
Sincerely,

ety

Juliette Tulang, Director
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November 9, 1999 S

Ms. Abbie Napeahi

Hui Ho'omau 0O Keaukaha Panaewa
171 King Avenue

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Director Julie Tulang:

We hope this letter finds you in good health. It has been my
honor to serve my association, our keaukaha community, and the
general public at large as well.

Since 1993, several keaukaha community groups have been working
hand in hand with the Kawananakoa-Hall Community Action Group
to secure funding in its efforts to build a larger more modern
facility to replace our aging Kawananakoa Hall.

I, myself, have had several meetings with the Honorable Mayor
Steve Yamashiro to facilite the process. He has assured me
several times that nothing would hold up or stop this project.

. please be informed that I support the building of the new

gymnasium in the Keaukaha community as soon as possible as
promised by our Mayor.

Sincerely,

Abbie Napeahi

- p



.-;,-x.:-. Juliette M. Tulang

' Stephen K. Yamashiro Director
Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden
8, --'-';:‘-3 Deputy Director
Qonnty of Hafoaii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(B0B) 961-8311
December 23, 1999
Ms. Abbie Napeahi

Hui Ho'omau O Keaukaha Panaewa

171 King Avenue
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Napeahi:

Thank you for your letter of November 9, 1999, commenting on the Qraﬁj:}x;vironmental
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstriction projéct, in which you
Please be assured that your comment will be taken into

stated your support for the project.
consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation..” =2 . . . . ..

Sincerely,

: 7

Juliette Tulang, Director
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Noveméer 10, 1999

COUNTY OF HAWAII

Juliette M. Tulang, Director
Department of Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210

Hilo, Hawait 96720

KEAUKAHA SPORTS

Nashiene "Tene" McShune

Team Spous Volunteer Coordinator
186 Lyman Avenue

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Director:

InWM&MWMWMWMMWM.RonTM
PH.D., it &5 my opinion after carefid review that the Keaukaha community/&
omowd&g%wmmuu%&amwﬂée&e&momed&yﬂwwwd/mdwmmn

of the new Keaukaha gymnasium as proposed.

Thank you for your time.
Tady younrs,

Sliskle IR

Nasttene McShane
Teams Coordinator

—

bile




Stephen K. Yamashiro
Mayor

Nashtene McShane

Qounty of Hafuaii

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 » Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252

(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Team Sports Volunteer Coordinator

186 Lyman Avenue

Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. McShane:

Juliette M. Tulang

Director

C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

Thank you for your letter of November 10, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project, in which you
stated your support for the removal and reconstruction of the hall. Please be assured that your
comment will be taken into consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Sincerely,
4 £
BN T

Y Tuliette Tulang, Director




November 10, 1999 RS

COUNTY OF HAWAII

Juiiette M. Tulang, Director
Department of Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210

Hido, Hawait 96720

KEAUKAHA ATHLETIC CLUB

Mr. Ronald Harpo Saiki, Advisor

Keaukaha Warriors Football/Cheerteading-Pop Warner
2284 Kalanianaole Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Director Julie Tulang:

In review of the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kawananakoa Hall, | believe that
it is with full confidence that | can say that the our Keaukaha Pop Warner Football Organization
of 316 parents, 158 players/cheerleaders, 27 coaches, and 4 officers wholeheartedly support the
removal/construction of the new gymnasium facility as proposed.

Consideration of any other available option is nil as well as unacceptable. After speaking
with many community members, the general consensus appears that a new facility is long qverdue
for this community & Hilo. Please consider this humble request of many. T

Thank you very much,

* Sincerely,

TEEN B

/E?"“’ AL F. A

Ronald H. Saiki
Advisor/Member
Big Island Pop Warner Board Commissioner




Stephen K. Yamashiro

Director

Mayor
Deputy Director
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210  Hilo, Hawai 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311
December 23, 1999

.Mr. Ronald Harpo Saiki, Advisor

Keaukaha Athletic Club

2284 Kalanianaole Street

Hilo HI 96720

Dear Mr. Saiki:

Thank you for your letter of November 10, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmentat

ction project, in which you

Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstru
fthe hall. Please be assured that your

stated your support for the removal and reconstruction-o _
comment will be taken into consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Sincerely,

I ’, o T ————
oA T
K’

Miliette Tulang, Director

Juliette M. Tulang

C. Kenneth Sowden




November 10, 1999

COUNTY OF HAWAII

Juliette M. Tulang, Directon
Department of Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210

Hilo, Hawati 96720

KEAUKAHA ATHLETIC CLUB

Jacob Hanohano, President

Keaukaha Warriors Football/Cheerleading-Pop Warner
2284 Kalanianaole Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Director Julie Tulang:

In review of the Draft Environmental Assessment for Kawananakoa Hall, | believe that
it is with full confidence that | can say that the our Keaukaha Pop Warner Football Organization
of 316 parents, 158 players/cheerleaders, 27 coaches, and 4 officers wholeheartedly support the

removal/construction of the new gymnasium facility as proposed.

Consideration of any other available option is nif as well as unacceptable. After speaking
with many community members, the general consensus appears that a new facility is long overdue
for this community & Hilo. Please consider this humble request of many.

Thank you very much,

Sincerely,

Weows

JacobYHanchano
President




Juliette M. Tulang

Stephen K. Yamashiro Director
Mayor '
C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 ¢ Hile, Hawaii 967204252

(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Jacob Hanohano, President
Keaukaha Athletic Club
2284 Kalanianaole Street
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Mr. Hanohano:

r of November 10, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental
ananakoa Hall Demolition aad Keconstruction project, in which you
Please be assured that your comment will be taken into

fParksand Recreation. _ .. _. . .. ... ... .

Thank you for your lette
Assessment for the Kaw

stated your support for the project.
consideration by the Department 0

Sincerely,

" L

P Thliette Tulang, Director
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November 9, 1999

Isiah "Frank" Feary
Resident

Keaukaha Community

1182 Kalanianaole Street . .-
Hilo, Hawaii 96720 L2

Dear Director Julie Tulang:

I am writing to you in support of the proposed gymnasium in
Keaukaha. As you are aware, the current building is in no way
able to satisfy the needs of the community at large.

Recent information obtained also indicates that for the last
several decades, the structure has been a definite health safety
problem for the children as well as the general public at large.
I can see that the immediate construction of the new facility
would solve many different problems.

I request that you carefully consider this positive
proposal. Your involvement on behalf of the Department of Parks
& Recreation as well as the Mayor may make all the difference in
the world. The possible prevention of future county liability
may prove important.
wWith warm personal regards,

Very truly yours,

ISIAH "FRANK" FEARY




Juliette M. Tulang
Director

oLt
......

Stephen K. Yamashiro

Mayor :
o /] C. Kenneth Sowden
.- Deputy Director

N ol
W lep s -
R 6y wh i
¥ w

@ounty of Hafoii

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 Hilo, Hawaii 967204252

(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Isiah “Frank” Feary
1182 Kalanianaole Street
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Mr. Feary:

Thank you for your letter of November 9, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental

Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project, in which you
ion of the hall. Concerning health and safety .

stated your support for the removal and reconstructl
issues, we agree that the structure as-is poses certain health and safety problems that will only
increase in the future, and this is one of the reasons we have proposed replacing it.

Thank you again for your letter, and be assured your comments will be taken into consideration

by the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Sincerely,

*Yuliette Tulang, Director




November 17, 1999

ol

Ms, Julie Tulang
County of Hawaii
Parks & Recreation
25 Aupuni St.

Hilo, HI 96720

Dear Ms. Tulang:
This letter is being sent in an effort to urge you to support the new gym project in Keaukaha.

The existing building, Kawananakoa Hall, has served the immediate community as well as many
other various clubs and organizations outside of our local vicinity, for many decades.

 attended Keaukaha School in the early 1960’s and remember using this hall for school PE
classes, after school activities, volleyball team practices and received health check-ups at the
public health clinic here. My parents have used this facility in their youth and now my son has
activities there. It’s current size, building design, and physical condition served its purpose back
then but as a result of the extensive termite damage, flee infestation and outdated plumbing in the
restroom, this building is now a health hazard. The growing population of youth and adults using
this deteriorating facility, supports the urgency to complete the initiated plans for a new gym.
Thousands of dollars have already been spent on research and designing this facility, therefore,
from a financial standpoint, it would be a travesty not to follow through with this project.

To emphasize how far-reaching the benefits of this facility are, Special Olympics Hawaii-East
Hawaii has used this gym for the organization’s wiater basketball training program for the past
two years. Families from Pahoa, Mt. View, Waiakea, Keaukaha and Laupahoehoe currently
bring their athletes to this gym for training. The need for a facility, such as this one, is desperate,
especially since there is a shortage of County recreational facilities available to the public. All
the more reason why this larger facility, with a planned variety of recreational and sport
opportunities, should be built.

Please reconsider your position on the support of this project and help us all to see these new gym
plans materialize into reality.

Best regards and aloha,

(:2[&-'5_4{:‘- et %Zq_g(_ﬂ.__

Alberdine “Dina” Pascua
Keaukaha Resident
Special Olympics Hawaii-East Hawaii Volunteer

cc: Mayor Steven Yamashiro




Stephen K. Yamashiro
Mayor

@aunty of Hafuait

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252

(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Alberdine Pascua
162 Nahale'a Avenue
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Pascua:

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 199
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and R

stated your support for the remov
observations concerning the need for the proj

taken into consideration by the Department of Parks and _Rg_creation.

Sincerely,

'.’
L&

J Juliette Tulang, Director

S eATPIISIIEL

Juliette M. Tulang

Direcior

C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

9, commenting on the Draft Environmental
econstruction project, in which you
al and reconstruction-of the-hall. We agree with your

ect. Please be assured that your comment will be

-
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November 19, 1999 -

Ms. Julie Tulang
County of Hawaii
Parks and Recreation
25 Aupuni St.

Hilo, Hi 96720

Dear Ms. Tulang:

I am writing in support of a new gym project in Keaukaha. The efforts to repeat this
issue are way over due. I was Chairman of a group in 1970 on the same project and we
had full support from our legislators, only to watch our efforts get diverted to other areas

of concemn,

I am a life long resident of Keaukaha and have participated in activities in Kawananakoa
Hall through out my young life and carried on as a volunteer. I now feel that the building
poses a health hazard. I was here long before the 1946 Tidal wave, so I have watched
Kawananakoa-Hall being located from Kalaniana'ole Avenue to its present sight and
watched it deteriorate.

L ]

I am a volunteer weight lifting coordinator on leave at Kawananakoa - Hall. We do
weight lifting on the second level and I feel it is very dangerous because of the building
being circa 1940, its termite eaten, electrical and plumbing is out of date.

With all humility and concern for this community I ask you to please consider this
request. '

Aloha pumehana,

%Afglq-, %‘Z‘m Lt

Kahoali'i Kalani Calles




Juliette M. Tulang

LDirector

Stephen K. Yamashiro
C. Kenneth Sowden

Mayor
. > Deputy Director
@ounty of Hafraii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 » Hilo, Hawaii 967204252
(808) 961-8311
December 23, 1999

Kahoali'i Kalani Calles
340 Desha Avenue
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Calles:

Thank you for your letter of November 19, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project, in which you
stated your support for the removal and reconstruction of the hall. Concerning health and safety
issues, we agree that the structure as-is poses certain health and safety problems that will only
increase in the future, and this is one of the reasons we have proposed replacing it. :

Thank you again for your letter, and be assured your comments will be taken into-consideration
by the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Sincerely,

CY gl —
v ,

Miliette Tulang, Director




November 18, 1899 G e s e e

1
I~

To: Juiie Tulang '
From: Kaui Wakita

RE: New Keaukaha Gym

Dear Mrs. Tulang,

I 'am writing in concem with the decisions on whether our community needs a new gym. |
strongly feel that we do need this new asset.

First, let me introduce myself. | was bomn and raised in Keaukaha, attended college, traveled
overseas for four years, and now I'm back, I'm a graduate of Hilo High School and University of
Manoa. An athletic letter winner from both schools for four years, | traveled to Australia to play
women's professional basketball. Since | was five years oid, | have participated in various sports
including volleyball and basketball, which used Kawananakoa Hall. Besides the beach, this gym has
been a second home to me along with many other athletes. | continued training in that gym throughout
high school and college and still use it today.

When | was young, | didn't see the problems that | see today. So therefore, foday's kids may
not be aware of them unti! they grow older as | did,

The gym is too small

- There s not enough room for spectatars.
- The walls are too close which may cause a iot of injuries.
- Not enough room available with the amount of athletes participating for practice.

The gym is old - it's easy to see how old itis.

With the amount of sports programs and teams that Keaukaha have produced throughout the
many years, | would think that the community surely deserved a new facility. There are many outside
teams who aiso use the gym. Today, Kawananakoa Hall is booked solid nearly everyday and night.
There are a lot of times that teams can't get use because it's already taken.

In our community, it's the beach or the park, Children and young adults spend a lot of their
free time, participating in team practices or free play. To have a new facility would not only decrease
some of the old problems but may even encourage more sports participation. Having a bigger place to
go may help prevent children and teenagers from venturing elsewhere.

Thank you,

Ms. Kaui Wakita




Juiiette M. Tulong

Stephen K. Yamashiro Director
Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director

Tounty of Hafuaii E
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATIO

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 = Hilo, Hawaij 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Kaui Wakita

King Street

Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Wakita:

Thank you for your letter of November 18, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental

Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project, in which you
d reconstructior of the hall. Concerning the problems

stated your support for the removal an
associated with the size and condition of the facility,

we have proposed replacing it.’ SO SR e v

these are of course among the main reasons

Thank you again for your letter, and be assured your comments will be taken into consideration
by the Department of Parks and Recreation..

Sincerely,

S Tiliette Tulang, Director

Rt
——
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* Juliette M. Tulang
' Stephen K. Yamashire Director
Maor C. Kenneth Sowden

Deputy Director

@ounty of Hafwaii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
{808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Ms. Eleanor Ahuna, President
Hui Hoomau O Keaukaha-Panaewa

171 King Avenue
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Ajuna:
mmenting on the Draft Environmental

iti i iect, in which you
anakoa Hail Demolition and Reconstruction projec
Aot forpt:ri Ifé:i-“tllllagmmoval and reconstruction of the hall. Please be assured that your

su C Ay
f:t:;:iggfr willpbe taken into consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 1999, co

Sincerely,

4 7
A L)
[4

f

ﬁuliette Tulang, Director

ey
Heann
et
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Nov. 18, 1999

Mrs. Julie Tulang

Director of County Parks and Recreation
Hilo

Hawaii

Aloha Mrs. Tulang:

| am writing this letter as a resident of the community of Keaukaha: -
and as a concerned citizen of this Island and State. The issue of -
Kawananakoa Gym was brought to my attention at a recent community
meeting. It is my understanding that you feel that the residents of

' Keaukaha are not really concerned about the building of the new GYM or

too, that you don't feel it is priority.

My name is Sandra K. Claveria and | have lived in Keaukaha for 50
years. | am a teacher in Hilo High School and know the importance of
having sports as a part of any person’s life.  This bullding has been a part
of the community even before | used it as my Nursery School. Throughout
all of my life living in Keaukaha | have seen it used by a variety of people for
a variety of reasons. | believe | speak for the silent majority who come
from a culture that do not really express themselves even if the issue
affects them. | have 2 sisters who live with their families in Keaukaha and
another who live in Panaewa (transplanted) who have expressed their
feeling to me about the issue of the Gym. | have numerous nieces and
nephews who still utilize the “old gym”(as they call it). There are many
more families that are a part of this “silent majority” who trust that there
are honest people in public office who will make the right decisions for

them.

It is with much humility that | share my concerns about the issue of
the building of the new Kawananakoa Gym. [ ask that you search your
heart and hear my plea as well as many that sit in silence for a swifter
decision in making this a reality. Qur community is growing and the need
is now if not sooner. Please consider this.

Mahalo for your precious time. |f you have any questions, you can
call me at 961-9665 (msg) or my address is 454 Todd Ave., Hilo, Hawaii.

Aloha, :
%‘ - Q | O Qfﬂ 2
":)V AL ao\'\Q.C.J\'\CJLCJ o R Do ere e - AT

Sandra Keonaonaokamaileopanaewa Clax/eria




‘ Stephen K. Yamashiro

Juliette M. Tulang
Director

C. Kenneth Sowden

Mayor
Deputy Director

@ounty of Hafoaii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 » Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
{808) 961-8311

December 23, 1999

Ms. Sandra Claveria
454 Todd Avenue
Hilo HI 96720

Dear Ms. Claveria:

that we received on November 24, 1999, commenting on the Draft
Environmental Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project, in
which you stated your support for the project. Please be assured that your comment will be taken

into consideration by the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Thank you for your letter

Sincerely,

" Taliette Tulang, Director




APPENDIX 1C

HISTORIC PRESERVATION CORRESPONDENCE




NEMJAMIMN J. CAYETANO
GOVERNGR OF HAWAI

TIMOTHY L JOHNE, CHNRPERION
SOAAD OF LAND AND HATURAL RESOURCES

ooUTIEs
JANET £, RAWELO
STATE OF HAWAII AQUATIC ALSOUACED
BOATING AND OCEAN RECREATION
CONBIAVATION AND RESOUAGCES
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES INPORCIMINT
CONVEYANCES
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION FORESTAY AND WALDUFE
Kakuhihewas Bullding, Room 666 HISTONIC PRESERVATION
801 Kamokils Bovievard LAND
Kapaisi, Hawen §8707 STATE PARKD
WATER RESQUARCE MANAGEMENT
July 23, 1999
Ron Terry, Ph.D.
Geo Metrician LOG NO: 23825
HC 2 Box 9575 DOC NO: 9907col15
Keaau, Hawail 96749 Architecture
Dear Dr. Terry:

SUBJECT: Environmental Assessment for Proposed Demolition and
Reconstruction of Kawananakoa Hall

TMK 2-1-23:120, Keaukaha, Hawaii

Thank you for the letter dated July 7, 1999, regarding the proposed demolition of the

Kawananakoa Hall, in Keaukaha. We belleve that the structure Is a significant historic

site and would meet the criteria to be eligible for the Hawali and Natlonal Register of

Historic Places. We belleve that the proposed demolition will have ‘an adverse effect’
 on the structure. .

We are not familiar with the boundary of the site and request that a site plan be

submitted of the existing conditions and proposed (if available). The requirements In

terms of size, etc. for the proposed facility, also parking, etc.; alternatives which are

being considered, or have been considered and the reasons they were not selected; an

evaluation of the existing structural condition of the Hall; current and proposed
_functions, possible other functions which could be housed there; and photographs and

a history of the structure should be submitted, but at this ime will not be considered as -

mitigative measures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions please
contact Carol Ogata at €92-8032.

N HIBBARD, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division

Aloha,

CO:jk
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September 14,1999 Xepuil Hetan AT A RTEOLEEE MANAGEMIENY
Ms. Jullette M. Tulang, Director LOG NO: 24101
Department of Parks & Recreation DOC NO: 9508C004
County of Hawall Architectura
. 25 Aupuni Street, Rm, 210
Hilo, Hawall 56720
Dear Ms, Tulang:

SUBJECT:  Chapter 6E Consultation for Demolition/Reconstruction of
Kawananakoa Hall TMK 2-1-23:120, Keaukaha, Hawall

Thank you for the letter dated August 11, 1999, regarding the proposed demolition of the
Kawananakoa Hall, We appreclate that the project has been in the planning stages for 2 long time
and that it Is an excellent example of community planning and the need for a new gymnasium,
However, this does not mean that the Kawanankea Hall is not historlc or that its demolition would

not be an ‘adverse effact.’

We belleve that more information Is needed to detarmine if the Kawananakoa Hall Is eligible for the
Hawall and Natlonal Register of Historlc Places. We believe that in addition to the history, which
should cover the varlous events assoclated with the hall and the various people (Kawananakoa,
etc.), a study of the other examples of 1930s social and recreational facilities on Hawall Island
should ba included,aspecially as your office balieves that the structure IS typical of its period. This
work should be undertaken by a qualified architactural historlan, the County or applicant is
responsible for providing this information. The Information should be reviewed by your office and
ours to come to 2 mutual agreement or be submitted to the Hawall Register of Historic Places
Review Board for an offic/al determination.

Once the significance of the bullding has been determined, the County’s altarnative solutions can
be addressed. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please have
vour staff contact Carol Ogata at 692-8032.

Sincerely,

HIBBARD, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division

CO:jk

-




Juliette M. Tulang -

Director
Stephen K. Yamashiro
Mayor C. Kenneth Sowden
Deputy Director
@ounty of Hafuaii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street. Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
' (808) 961-8311
March 13, 2000
Ray Soon, Chairman
Hawaii State Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
P.O. Box 1879
Honolulu HI 96805
CC: Ed Andrade
DHHL East Hawaii District
160 Baker Ave. :
Hilo HI 96720
Dear Mr. Soon:
Subject: Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction Project

The County of Hawaii Parks and Recreation Department (P&R) operates the Kawananakoa Hall
gymnasium and community center on Baker Avenue at TMK 2-1-23-120 in Keaukaha, under a
license from your department. The structure has a number of deficiencies that severely restrict its
use as a gym and community center. We have completed a Draft EA for the demolition of the
existing gym and construction of a larger and more modern facility that would provide a
functicnal gym and community center for the residents of Keaukaha. As your department would
be aware, there is a high demand for recreation facilities in Keaukaha, which is isolated from the
main part of Hilo by several miles of industrial facilities associated with the port and airport.

The proposed facility’s design has been a collavorative community effort.

Afier reviewing our plans, the State Historic Preservation Division determined that
Kawananakoa Hall is a significant historic site that would meet the criteria to be eligible for the
Hawaii and National Registers of Historic Places. They have stated that demolition would have
an adverse effect that could not be mitigated by any data recovery activities, and they will
therefore require preservation of the site. Barring an appeal to the Governor, the County of
Hawaii must comply with this determination, as long as demolition of the existing facility is part
of the proposed County project using State and County funds. Ideally, both buildings could be
accommodated on the same site. or an alternative site on which to move Kawananakoa Hall




we have so far been unable to identify alternative sites, and we can

could be found. However,
date both buildings in the area of our current license.

envision no site layout that can accommo

Our design, as originatly planned, involved paving a portion of DHHL property currently being
used by Keaukaha Elementary School for use as a shared parking lot (see attached site plan). The
parking lot would stretch across portions of three separate DHHL lots. We understood that this

was acceptable to both your department and Keaukaha Elementary School because: 1)ail

structures would be confined to the area currently under license to P&R; 2) no structures would
straddle lot lines; and 3) parking would be advantageous to both the school and the recreational
facility. With the need to both preserve Kawananakoa Hall and accommodate the new facility,

these assumptions have changed.
ment to consider allowing the County to use a portion of the

the Department of Education in order to accommodate the
e parking to serve both the gym and the proposed DOE

We would like to request your depart
area that is currently under license to
new proposed gym, along with adequat
facilities.

at community members brought up the alternative of relocating

Kawananakoa Hall to another Keaukaha parcel that is leased by a church. We fully support this
option, which would give us maximum use of the currently licensed site and a portion of the
DOE site, in order to accommodate parking and the other features associated with the new

facility.

We should also inform you th

Please call me at 961-8420, or planner Glen Miyao of my department at 961-8313, to discuss our
lution that can help meet the recreational needs

options. We are looking forward to finding a so
of the Keaukaha community.

Sincerely,

éuliette Tulang, Direc-ér

cc:  Ron Terry, Ph.D.

attachments: Alternative Site Plans
g Architectural Evaluation Report

SHPD Letters
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—_ - - = STATE OF HAWAII
A, -DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES . AQUATIC ALSOURCES
e emne ae ey BOATING AND GCEAN RECREATICN
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MISTORIC PRESEAVATION
e .
B December 2, 1999 "
| WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
Mr. Glen Miyao, Planner ,
o Hawaii County
L Department of Parks & Recreation ‘ :
_ 25 Aupuni Street LOG NO: 24519
’ Hilo, Hawaii 96720 DOC NO: 9912c002
Architecture
Dear Mr. Miyao: |

SUBJECT: Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction
TMK 2-1-23:120(por), Keaukaha, Hawaii

Thank you for the document dated November 9, 1999, regarding the Draft Environmental
- Assessment for the proposed project. Our letter of September 14, 1999, requested additional

information regarding the determination of significance. -

B Should the original gymnasium be determined to be significant, the County may wish to take
advantage of the opportunity to have more usable space under roof. The alternate site plan

: appears feasible to implement. It would retain the original and add the new gym. It could be
2 adjusted to provide more parking, allow for the needed new facilities and maintain the original
i for meeting rooms or exercise. When designing a new building adjacent to an old one, the
new one should take the original into consideration for compatibility.

o Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions please have your staff
contact Carol Ogata at 692-8032. '

- Aloha,

.- ] / 4 /;)
- At ‘e

DON HIBBARD, Administrator
— State Historic Preservation Division

CO:jk
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Stephen K. Yamashiro

Juliette M. Tulang
Director

Mayor
C. Kenneth Sowden
) y Deputy Director
Tounty of Hafwaii -
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawali 96720-4252 —
(808) 961-8311
January 5, 2000

Don Hibbard, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Divisiol
Kakuhihewa Bldg. -
601 Kamokila Blvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707
Dear Mr. Hibbard: "
Thank you for your letter of December 2, 1999, commenting on the Draft Environmental -
Assessment for the Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project.
We note your preference for the a_[temaﬁvz of retaining the oid hall and building a new gym
beside it. After careful study durio® the formulation of the Environmental Assessment, We had _
rejected this alternative as not being capable of meeting the purpose and need of the project,
which was to provide quality facilities that could meet the high demand for additional

recreational space in Keaukaha. Ve agree that your suggestion of scaling back the new gym |
which might compensate for the inability to provide new parking

would yield a little extra space, L
space that would occur if the old gym were retained. We also agree that the old gym cou.!d meet
certain recreational purposes, such 8% meeting rooms and exercise space, at least for the time
being. However, we would note that this “solution” ignores the considerable existing problems
tural damage, many layers of lead paint, and unsuitable

with Kawananakoa Hall: heavy structu
design for those activities that are {n high demand.

In conformance with the request ip your letter of Septembcr 2, 1999, to pl.’OVide additional
information to assist in evaluating the significaace of Kawananzkoa Hail, we have contract.ed_
Mason Architects. The resuits of this study should help clarify the issue of whether the building
is a significant historic site. After wehave reached an agreement with your office ab.out the.
termine what mitigation, if any, 1s required.

significance, we hope to work with your office to de

Sincerely,

E & ém' :,é /e ‘: y
Jdiiette Tulang, Director




Julierte M. Tulang

Stephen K. Yamashiro
Durector

Mayor

e C. Kenneth Sowden
County of Hafuaii Depus Do

- DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 + Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(B808) 9618311

June 13, 2000

Don Hibbard, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division
- Kakuhihewa Bidg.
601 Kamokila Blvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707
B Attn: Carol Ogata

Dear Mr. Hibbard:

Subject: Demolition/New Construction of Kawananakoa Gymnasium, Hilo,
Island of Hawaii; TMK 2-1-23:120

This letter is to review our progress in attempting to resolve the problem of preserving the
existing Kawananakoa Hall, in conformance with your determination that itis a significant
historic site meeting the criteria to be eligible for the Hawaii and National Registers of Historic
Places, while still fulfilling our mission to provide adequate recreational facilities for the

Keaukaha community.

- The physical site over which the County of Hawaii has control - a portion of TMK 2-1-23:120 -

is about one acre (see attached map). Our original plans called for demolition of the old hall and

construction of a new gym within this property. Under any conceivable layout, this site can fit

"“ only a few of the 90 parking spaces that we calculated to be the minimum number required by the

— zoning code. We therefore entered into discussion with Department of Hawaiian Home Lands
(DHHL) and Keaukaha Elementary School about the use of portions of two other properties
under DHHL’s control. One property is TMK 2-1-20:1, which is used by Keaukaha Elementary

" School, and the other is a 25-foot wide alley separating TMK 2-1-23:120 from TMK 2-1-20:1.
As these agencies felt it would benefit their uses, we were able to reach conceptual agreement
about allowing the parking to straddle the three properties. We would note that zoning laws do

~ not allow structures to be built across property lines.

_ As the planning process moved along and we became aware that your agency might determine
the hall to be a significant historic site, we examined some alternatives that could accommodate
both structures. As the map clearly indicates, both buildings could not be accommodated on the
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STATE PAAKS .
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Geometrician LO&G NO: 25105
HC 2 Box 9575 DOC NO: 0003col0Q

Keaau, Hawaii 96749 Architecture

Dear Dr. Terry:

SUBJECT:  Historic Architectural Survey and
Assessment for Demolition/new Construction of
Kawananakoa Gymnasium
TMK 2-1-23:120, Keaukaha, Hawaii .

At

Thank you for the letter dated February 22, 2000, and the report for Kawananakoa
Gymnasium. We concur with the determination that the structure is both historically and
architecturally significant. We understand that there are various options for the parcel and
that you are exploring alternatives to the demolition of the original gymnasium. Please
understand that we are not opposed to the construction of the new facility, and would like to
see all options for retention of the original gymnasium explored before demolition is

considered. -

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you would like to meet with us let us know.
Should you have any questions, please have your staff contact Carol Ogata at 692-8032.

Sincerely

Py =

DON HIBBARD, Administrator -
State Historic Preservation Division

CO:jk

c: Juliette M. Tulang, Director, Department of Parks & Recreation, County of Hawaii, 25
Aupuhi Street, Rm. 210, Hilo, Hawaii 96720
Joe Chu, Hawaiian Homelands

P




area within our control. As we considered the total unoccupied area available for

improvements on all three parcels, no arrangement that satisfied either an acceptable
site layout or the needs of the other parties could be arrived at. There is clearly no way
to accommodate both buildings on the site.

Therefore, in March 2000, we began serious investigation of whether there might be
some other location to which the existing Kawananakoa Hall could be relocated. We
discussed the situation with DHHL, which was open to the option of one of its lessees
accepting the hall. We looked at several parcels under lease to non-profit groups and
only one, Haili Congregationa! Church, had sufficient undeveloped area to accommodate
the hall. The church’s board of directors considered the offer of the hall, mainly out of
concern for aiding in the construction of the new gym, but declined to accept the offer
(see attached letter). Aswe have explained before, there are few if any prospective
hosts who would be willing to accept the dilapidated hall with its structural deficiencies

and hazardous material liabilities.

We believe that we have exhausted all practical courses of action that would avoid the
need to demolish the hall. All our contacts with the public indicate unanimous and
strong support for demolishing the hall and proceeding with construction of the new gym, .
which the community needs and has worked hard for years to achieve. Considering
these circumstances, we request that your agency determine that no practicable

alternative to demolition exists and work with us to determine acceptable mitigation,
such as photo-documentation and additiona! historical research.

Please call me at 961-8420 or planner Glenn Miyao of my department at 961-8313 to
discuss our options. We sincerely appreciate your patience and understanding on this
difficult issue and we [ook forward to finding a solution that meets the interests of the

Keaukaha community.

Sincerely,

(.éuliette Tulang Z
Director

Encls-Haili Congregational Church letter of May 10, 2000
Site plan

Cc Ed Andrade, DHHL
Ron Terry, Ph.D.
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May 10, 2000

Juliette Tulang, Director
County of Hawaii

Dept. of Parks and Recreation
25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, HI 96720-252

Dear Ms. Tulang:

At our May 9, 2000 meeting, the Board of Trustees voted to reject your offer of the
donation and relocating of Kawananakoa Hall to our Kuhio Chapel property on

Desha Avenue.

We are truly sorry that we are unable to help the community of Keaukaha with their
dilemma, but we felt this would not be a prudent decision on our part given the present
condition of the gymnasium. :

It is our hope to someday erect 2 play area for our parishioners and the community of
Keaukaha to enjoy.

In His Service, N

David K. Os6
President
Board of Trustees

cc: Kawananakoa Hall Action Group
DHHL East HI District Supervisor (Ed Andrade)




Figure 3
Site Layout
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Jullette M.
Stephen K, 7 . Tulang
Yamashiro .
b, 6 P ff C. Kenneth
g R Sowden
Qounty of Hafonii
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
28 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawall 967204252
(808) 9848314
April 8, 2000
David Osorlo
65 Makeala St.
Hilo, HI 88720

Dear Mr. Qsorio:

The County of Hawail and the Keaukaha community, represented by the Kawananakoa
Hall Actlon Group, have been planning the construction of a new gymnaslum to replace
Kawananakoa Hall. Because of the limited area at Hualani Park, it would not ba
possible to retaln Kawananakoa Hall end o construct a new gymnasium within the
confines of the park,

An alternative to demolishing Kawananakoa Mall would be to relocate the hall to another
site within the Keaukaha community. It is our understanding that the Hail
Congregational Church owns a site (TMK: 2-1-20:07) in Keaukaha and that the
Kawananakoa Hall Action Group has initiated diacussion with you regarding the
poesibility of the hall being donatad and relocatad to the site owned by the Church. The
County would be amenable to bearing the cost of relocating the hall to the Church's
property If this alternative is acceptable to the Church.

| would appreciate you presenting this proposal to the trustees of Halli Congregational
Church, If necessary, | will be available t meet with the trustess to further discuss this
matter. Please call me at 881-8420 if such a meeting can be arranged.

Sincerely,

liette Tulang
Director

c¢ Kawananakoa Hall Action Group
7 DHHL (attn: Ed Andrade)

L I*S
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August 1, 2000

Juliette Tulang, Director
County of Mawaii

Department of Parks & Recreation LOG NO: 25950
25 Aupuni Street, Room 21 DOC NO: 0007co21
Hilo, Hawaii 96720-252 Architectare

Dear Ms. Tulang:

SUBJECT: Demolition of Kawananakoa Hall
21423 h i

Thank you for your letters dated June 15 and July 13, 2000, regarding the demolition of
Kawananakoa Hall. We are saddened that there is no way the County and the community could
flnd to preserve an important community historic resource.

Item 1. We concur that photo documentation should be done and an org) history, based on
standards for oral histary by the Oral History Center at the University of Hawaii would greatly
contribute to the documentation of the building.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions please contaet Carol
Ogata at 692-8032,

Aloha,

DON HIBBARD, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Divislon

CO:an




Julieete M. Tulang

Stephen K. Yamashiro
Mayor Director
C. Kenneth Sowden
Cmmty of EHE&J&H Deputy i
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
15 Aupuni Street, Room 210 ¢ Hilo, Hrwail 967204252
(508) 9514311
September 7, 2000
Don Hibbard, Administrator
State Historic Preservation Division
Kakuhihewa Bldg.
601 Kamokila Blvd, Room 555
Kapolei HI 96707 ‘.

Attn: Carol Ogata

Dear Mr. Hibbard:

Subject: Mitigation for Demolition/New Construction of Kawananakoa
Gymnasium, Hilo, Island of Hawaii; TMK 2-1-23:120

Thank you for you letter of August 1, 2000, in which you outlined the mitigation steps that would
be required to gain your concurrence on the project, and also for your field visit of August 30,
2000, during which the specifics of these steps were finalized. Let me first of all state that we
too regret that we are required to demolish Kawananakoa Hall in order to meet the recreational
needs of the community. We cherish our older structures, not only for their architectural and
historic interest but also for the community memories that they symbolize. In the case of
Kawananakoa Hall, our regret is tempered somewhat by the knowledge that this action is
sincerely desired by the Keaukaha community. We believe that our agreement to preserve some
of the more outstanding gyms, assisted by your office, will yield a positive net outcome in terms
of both historic preservation and community need. Regarding the individual mitigation items:

L. Photodocumentation. We will submit a full set of negatives of the photos which our
consultant shared with you during the field trip, as well as 8 x 10-inch prints of those
photos that you selected for prints. We will have them to your office with a few weeks.
For you information, the concrete on the ramp at Kawananakoa Hall was not grooved or
scored in the manner you mentioned, and we will therefore not take additional )

photographs.

-




Oral History. We have commissioned an oral history project of the gym that will be
under the supervision of our consultant Ron Terry, with the assistance of our staff and
several Keaukaha residents. We have instructed him to conduct the report to the
standards specified by the Oral History Center at UH-Manoa, and he has already
contacted them and obtained their assistance to begin the project. We expect this project
to take four to six months. We will furnish your office and the Oral History Center with

the report when it is complete, and will supply progress reports as requested.

Preservation plan for Additional Gyms. understand that the consensus of you, the
consultant, and my staff was that Papaaloa, Paauilo and Mt. View Gyms all had the

' appropriate combination of historical and architectural value, facility use pattems,

condition, and community context that would merit consideration for formal preservation

* plans. There was also consensus that the other gymnasium facilities in the area lacked

one or more of these key characteristics for developing appropriate and realistic
preservation plans. As far as implementing the plans, it was agreed that the best methoed
of ensuring this was first to list these structures on the National and State Registers of
Historic Places. We agree to this nomination, with the understanding that your office will
handle the paperwork. We also agree to specify maintenance and management plans at
the appropriate time during the listing process.

With these mitigation commitments in place, we are ready to issue.a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) and proceed with the project. We trust you agree with this determination. We
will continue to coordinate with your office as we proceed. Please feel free to call me at 961-

8420, or planner Glenn Miyao of my department at 961-8313, if there are any questions. As we
have stated before, we appreciate your patience and understanding throughout this process, and
we look forward to implementing the project and its mitigation in order to best serve all interests

of our community.

Sincercly,

@Yt ——

huliene Tulang, Director

cc.

Ron Terry, Ph.D.
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FIGURES




Figure 1

Kawananakoa Hall Location Map
TMK 2-1-23:120 (por.) Hile, Hawaii
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Figure 1

Kawananakoa Hall Location Map
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Figure 3
Site Layout
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APPENDIX 3

ARCHITECTURAL SPECIFICATIONS, SITE PLAN,

ELEVATIONS, AND RENDERINGS

Note: Design shown in all plans, drawings and renderings is preliminary
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5 August 1998

New Kawananakoa Hall Building Program

Keaukaha, Mawai' -~
Schematic Phase Areas: )
Entry 320 sf —
Athletic Courts 8400 sf
Storage 180 sf -
Locker Rooms 1150 sf
Men's @ 590 sf
Women's @ 560 st -
Weight Room 790 sf
Community Rooms 1770 st g
1@ 1060 sf
1@ 710 sf
Storytelling Room 560 st
Restrooms - 930 sf i

1 men's @ 270 st

1 women's @ 270 sf

1 men's @ 180 sf

1 women’s @ 200 sf .

Administration 760 sf
Mechanical . 70 sf -
" Electrical 100 st
Janitorial 90 sf .
Circuiation 1710 sf
Total - Interior 16830 sf 16830 st v
Stage 1250 sf ' .
Trellis Areas 3400 sf o
e e 2
Children’s Play Area 5300 sf
Exterior Circulation 4230 st v
Total - Exterior 14180 st 14180 st
’ - Landscape, Grass, Gravel, misc. 17290 st 17290 st
Overall Site (210'x230°) = 48300 sf 48300 st
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APPENDIX 4

LEAD PAINT AND ASBESTOS SURVEY




Lead-Based Paint and Asbestos Survey
Kawananakoa Hall
Hilo, Hawaii

October 1999
Prepared for: Geometrician
Prepared by: Convard Consulting

963 Honokahua Pl. Honolulu, Hawaii
Telephone: (808) 396-7403; Fax: (808) 546-4684




SIGNATURE PAGE

~ The asbestos-containing material and lead-based paint survey described in this report was
completed by me or under my direction and conforms to applicable NESHAPs, AHERA, and

EPA lead reguiations,

NANe#S. Convard, R.E.A.
Project Manager Date: October 4, 1999

i At

Joana L. Taba, CIH
RA Inspector/Project Designer
(California) Lead-Related Construction
Inspector/Assessor/Project Designer Date: October 4, 1999
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1 INTRODUCTION

Geometrician contracted Convard Consulting to complete a lead-based paint (LBP) and asbestos
survey of the Kawananaloa Hall, Hilo, Hawaii. Figure 1 identifies the location of this building.
The purpose of the survey was to identify asbestos-containing material (ACM) and materials
coated with LBP so that these materials are properly managed during planned demolition
activities. This report describes the activities, results, and conclusions of that survey.

The asbestos survey was performed to investigate issues pertaining to National Emissions
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS ) 40 CFR 61.145, OSHA regulations 29 CFR
1926.5, Construction Industry Standard for Asbestos, and Hawati Occupational Safety and Health
(HIOSH) regulation Title 12, Subtitle 8, Chapter 145.1 - Asbestos.

The LBP survey investigated issues pertaining to Occupational Health and Safety Administration
(OSHA) regulations 29 CFR 1910.1025, Construction Industry Standard for Lead, and Hawail
HIOSH regulation Title 12, Subtitle 8, Chapter 148.1 - Lead. Housing and Urbar Development
regulations' regarding LBP do not directly apply to this project since the structure is being
demolished and not intended for future occupation. The statute definition’ for LBP of 1 milligram
per square meter (mg/m’) or 0.5 percent (%) by dry weight was used as the screening level to
determine potential exposures to construction workers and disposal options.

Project personnel included a qualified inspector with current Asbestos Hazard Emergency
Response Act (AHERA) Inspector/Management Planner/Project Designer certificates. Personnel
have also completed training in LBP inspections and abatement planning. Appendix A includes
the appropriate certificates.

2 SURVEY ACTIVITIES
Inspectors surveyed the HFCC building on July 16, 1999. Survey activities included:
. a visual inspection of interior and exterior portions of the building

. sampling of potential asbestos containing materials
. sampling of painted surfaces on interior and exterior of the building

!Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act, Title X

260 FR 47248, September 1995

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 2of 10
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2.1  Visual Survey

Gemetrician personnel accompanied the Convard Consulting inspectors, Ms. Nancy Convard and
Ms. Joana Taba, CIH on the initial visual inspection of the building. The intent of the initial visual
inspection was to familiarize project personnel with the site and planned demolition activities,
identify potential ACM and LBP materials, and determine if access to all suspected materials was
feasible. This visual inspection confirmed that the entire structure was to be demolished and that
access to potential ACM and LBP building materials was feasible.

The visual survey identified the following categories of materials as suspect ACM:

floor tile

floor tile mastic
sink undercoatings
canec ceiling panels
floor linoleum

The inspectors determined that the roofing material was not suspect ACM due to the metallic
appearance, thinness, and metallic sound when struck.

Due to the age of the building, all painted surface were considered suspect LBP coated paints.

2.2 ACM Sampling and Analysis

Inspectors collected two to three samples of each suspected material for bulk asbestos analysis. A
total of five samples were collected. The samples were collected and immediately placed in a
plastic sample bag, and labeled with the sample identification number, sample location, and date
and time of collection. Sampling was completed in general compliance with AHERA guidance.

The samples were shipped via Federal Express to Environmental Hazards Services in Richmond
Virginia, for bulk sample analysis by EPA Method 600/M-4-82-020.

2.2  Lead Sampling and Analysis

Inspectors collected paint samples from each dissimilar paint surface and paint color found in the
former HFCC. A total of 10 samples were collected. Figure 2 shows the sample locations.
Samples were collected by scraping approximately two (2) square inch of all layers of paint down
to the base surface directly into a ziplock bag. Lead sampling followed guidance issued by the
HUD in its most recent guidance, which is consistent with EPA guidance in 60 FR 47248.

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 4 0of 10
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The lead samples were shipped via Federal Express to Environmental Hazards Services, LLC, of
Richmond, Virginia, for total lead analysis by EPA Method 6010. Based on the results for total
lead, a second sample of HP11, which had 1.6 percent (%) was collected by Geometrician on
August 24, 1999 for Toxic Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) testing. The second
sample could not be obtained from the same location, but was taken from a similar paint and
substrate material. This sample was also shipped via Federal Express to Environmental Hazards
Services, LLC, of Richmond, Virginia.

2.3  Canec Ceiling

During the visual ceiling material believed to be either composed of ACM or canec material was
sampled. When asbestos resuits indicated non-ACM material; the sample was re-analyzed for

arsenic.

3 ANALYTICAL RESULTS

This section summarizes the analytical results for asbestos and lead sampling. As noted above,
one sample was submitted for arsenic analysis. Tables 1 and 2 summarize the location, type of
material, and concentrations for positive results.

3.1 Asbestos

The analytical results identified asbestos in the kitchen sink undercoating material and in the
second floor beige and brown linoleum floor covering. Asbestos is characterized as friable (hand
crushable) and non-friable (non-hand crushable). The Environmental Protection Agency
recognizes friable asbestos as hazardous to human health and the environment. Both asbestos
materials discovered at the HFCC are considered non-friable in their current condition. Non-
friable asbestos must still be handled according to OSHA standards and double-wrapped for
disposal at permitted landfills. The following table summarizes the resuits of the asbestos
sampling. Appendix B presents the laboratory analytical reports.

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 50f10
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Table 1: Summary of Asbestos Results

Sample ID Sample Location Results
HAl brown fibrous-ceiling canec materiaj none detected
96% cellulose; 5% Non-fibrous
HA2 (a) grey vinyl tile 12 inch floor tile in none detected
Kitchen 100% Non-fibrous
HAZ2b yellow mastic adhesive; mastic of floor | 2% cellulose
tile in Kitchen 98% Non-fibrous
HA3 white powdery undercoating of sink in | 2% Chrysotile
Kitchen 2% Total asbestos
98% Non-fibrous
HA 3-b white powdery; brown fibrous wall 25% Cellulose
board in Lunch Room 75% Non-fibrous
32 Lead

Analytical Results for Lead indicate that LBP is present on several building materials. The
concentrations of lead on the samples ranged from less than 0.018 percent (%) to 1.6% content
by dry weight. The sample with'1.6% lead concentration, which was a sample of the exterior
paint, requires special consideration as it may represent a disposal issue as well as an occupational
exposure concern. The appropriate actions are described on the Discussion and
Recommendations section of this report. The results for lead analysis are summarized in Table 2
below. The laboratory report for lead analysis is presented in Appendix C.

Kawanakoa Ha!l Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 6of10
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Table 2: Summary of Lead Analytical Results
Sample ID No. Sample Description % Lead by Dry Weight
HPS Interior Gym <0.21
HP6 Office Doorway Frame <0.018 Jl
HP7 Gym Doer to Lunchroom-Frame | 0.52
(Kitchen Side})
HP8 Upstairs Wall Paint <0.024
HP10 Upstairs Ceiling Paint 0.15
HP9 Floor paint-Storage Area 0.20 "
HP1! exterior-blue/grey paint 1.6 "
HP12 Exterior Steps-Gym Door 0.029 “
(Playground Equipment Side)
HP13 Ramp Railing-red 0.033 J
{| HP14 Ramp Railing-Yellow 0.028
“ TCLP Analysis Sample Description TCLP Concentration (mg/1)
' " EO1 exterior-blue/grey paint 1.5
3.3  Arsenic

Only one sample was collected and analyzed for arsenic analysis by Toxicity characteristic

Leaching Procedure (TCLP).

4 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This sample yielded arsenic at 96 milligrams per liter (mg/1).

The following paragraphs discuss the results abeve and provide recommendations for
management of the hazardous building materials during construction.

4.1 Discussion

The survey identified the presence of non-
The area of non-friable asbestos does not exceed the

friable asbestos and LBP on several materials.
“de minimus” quantity of 160 square feet of

asbestos materials. NESHAPS notifications to the Department of Health (DOH), Indoor Air

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey

October 1999
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Quality Branch, however, are required for all demolition activities. The NESHAPS notification
must be made at least 10 days prior to the demolition activities,

The concentration of lead in the exterior paints is considered high and warrants particular
consideration. LBP with high lead content (greater than 0.5%) concentrations, such as the dark
grey paint with 1.6 % lead may be considered hazardous. Separated from their substrate materials
these paints must be disposed of as hazardous waste. The Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) regulations, however, recognizes that the total waste stream in considering whether or nor
LBP materials are considered hazardous wastes. That is, the potential hazard can be assessed by
TCLP sampling or calculating the percentage of additional sampling of the LBP lead
concentrations in the total waste stream, including substrate and other materials co-disposed with
the waste. The TCLP testing of the suspect paint and its substrate material indicates that the
whole material is not hazardous.

Based on these findings, demolition activities will need to address the following issues:

Lead Issues

. potential lead exposures to construction personnel

. potential lead dust releases

. intact disposable of LPB with substrate material and avoidance of generating waste

streams with high concentrations of lead

Asbestos [ssues

. Removal of ACM prior to demolition of the entire structure

. NESHAPS notifications t{o the Department o1 Health (DOH), Indoor Air Quality Branch
. potential asbestos exposure to construction personrel

. disposal of ACM at permitted landfill

Canec Ceiling (Arsenic Issues)

The canec ceiling material contains arsenic at levels that may warrant special handling. A toxic
characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP) shouid be run on a representative sample of the total
waste stream to determine appropriate disposal requirements for the construction debris.
Alternatively, the material may be considered hazardous and removed separately, containerized,
transported and disposed of at an approved mainland facility. Several Hawaii contractors are
familiar with this process. ’

Each of these issues can be effectively managed through appropriate planning of demolition
activities. The procedures and requirements to be followed should be outlined in the
specifications included with demolition contract documents. These specifications outline
applicable environmental and worker safety laws and regulations and the associated procedures to
be followed by the selected contractor. The following paragraphs describe the issues to be

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey Bof 10
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addressed in ACM and LBP specifications. The detailed specifications for general hazardous
material management and lead based paint management are provided in Appendix D and E,

respectively.

Specifications for LBP
Specifications for LBP will address the above cited issues through the following:

. specification of general demolition procedures (i.e that LBP will not be removed from
substrate materials)

requirements for a water spray during demolition of exterior building areas
requirements for LBP awareness training of construction workers

requirements for specific personal protective equipment for construction workers
requirements for air monitoring

requirements for the collection and proper disposal of paint chips

4.2 Summary of Recommendations
Lead-Based Paint

Specifications should be included with contract documents to require the management of LBP
appropriately to avoid occupational exposure to lead, minimize generation of hazardous materials,
and require proper disposal of construction debris.

Additional LBP sampling that includes the substrate material should be conducted to confirm the
LBP when adhered to the construction material and considered with the total waste stream is not
considered hazardous. Since initial screening indicates that the material may be considered non-
hazardous, this sampling may be done post-demolition and just prior to disposal. It is
recommended that this be included in the demolition contract.

Asbestos

Specifications should be included with contract documents to require the management of ACM
appropriately to avoid occupational exposure 1o asbestos, minimize generation of asbestos waste,
and require for proper disposal of constructicn debris. The contractor should be given the option
of specific methods to be used for ACM removal, provided that all applicable federal and state
regulations are followed.

Kawanakoa Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 90f 10
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Canec (Arsenic)

It is recommended that the contractor utilize appropriate disposal methods for hazardous waste.

The contractor should, in accordance with the contract specifications and applicable federal and
state regulations, arrange for and complete disposal of the canec material,

5 LIMITATIONS

This hazardous building materials survey is based on the review of available information and
reasonable field sampling efforts. These activities were conducted in accordance with the
requirements of the scope of work and practices and procedures generally accepted in the
environmental consulting field.

The report represents Convard Consulting’s professional opinion and judgement, which are
dependent on information obtained during survey services.

All opinions and recommendations presented in this report apply to site conditions existing at the

time of performance of services. Convard Consulting is unable to report or accurately predict
events that may affect the site following completion of the described services. Convard
Consulting assumes no responsibility for conditions it is not authorized to investigate or

conditions not recognized as generally unacceptable at the time services are performed. Convard

Consulting is not responsible for revisions in applicable environmental standards, practices, or
regulations following the performance of services.

Kawanakea Hall Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey 10 of 10
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APPENDIX A

AHERA AND CIH CERTIFICATIONS
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M-E-T'A

Mayhew Environmental Training Associates

INCORPORATED

Certificate # 7ME06099904IR007

This is to certify that

Joana L. Taba

has on 06/09/99, in HONOLULU, HI
completed the requirements for asbestos accreditation under Section 206 of TSCA, Title Il, 15 US.C. 2646

AHERA Asbestos Inspector Recertification Course

as approved by the US.E.P.A. under 40 CF.R. 763 (AHERA)
on 06109199 - 06/09/99 and passed the associated examination on 06/09/99
with a score of 70% or better
CM= Ve

Inspfuctor

ﬁ@éih,

hus.nﬂbm:n

Soc. Sec #: 576-32-7119
Accreditation Expires: 06/09/00

e —-META_ - _P.O.Box 786. .- —Lawrence KS.66044__- _ moohﬁ-mwmu

e ————— o ——— s et —————— e )




THE AMERICAN BOARD OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE
INCORPORATED

Organized to improve the practice and educational standards
of the profession of Industrial Hygiene.

This is to certify that

Joana L. Taba

has met the requirements of this Board through her education, experience,

and professional ability, and is hereby certified in the

CHEMICAL ASPECTS
of
INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE .

Date ’@aim‘m of the

' - . ard of D

QOctaber 31, 19 9 g r/' Board of D
T TR T g

Certificate Number \\\ c e L sals] }
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APPENDIX B

ASBESTOS ANALYTICAL DATA




ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.

7469 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237
804-275-4788 FAX 804-275-4907

BULK ASBESTOS SAMPLE ANALYSIS SUMMARY

CLIENT: J&J Consultants DATE OF RECEIPT: 14 JUL 1939
41-525 Flamingo St. DATE OF ANALYSIS: 14 JUL 1959
Waumanalo, HI 96795 DATE QF REPORT: 15 JUL 1999
CLIENT NUMBER: 12-3416
EHS PROJECT #: 07-99-1496
PRO.JECT: Hilo-Keaukaha Gym
EHS CLIENT SAMPLE # % ASBESTOS OTHER MATERIALS
SAMPLE # LABORATORY GROSS DESCRIPTION
01 HAY NAD 95% Cellulose
Brown Fib. 5% Non-Fibrous
02A HAZ2(a)-Tile/ NAD 100% Non-Fibrous
Gray Vinyl
028 HAZ2(b)-Mastic/ NAD % Cellulose
Yellow Adhes. 98% Non-Fibrous
03 HA3/ 2% Chrysotile 98% Non-Fibrous
White Powdery 2% Total Asbestos
04 HAZJ/ NAD 25% Cellulose
White Powdery; Brown Fib. 75% Non-Fibrous
QC SAMPLE: M11990-4
REPORTING LIMIT: ’ 1% Asbestos
METHOD: Polarized Light Microscopy, EPA Method 600/R-93/116
ANALYST: Feng Jiang, M.S.

Reviewed By Authorized Signatory: 15_9»‘ A(.CL.. % M

Howard Verner, LaboratoryBfrector

Irma Faszewski, Quality Assurance Coordinator
David Xu, MS, Senior Chemist

Feng Jiang, MS, Senior Geologist

mitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, volume, etc., was provided by
lient to claim product endorsement by NVLAP or any agency of the U.S. Govemment.
writtsn consent of Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. California

Results represent the analysis of samples sub
the client. This repart cannot be used by the ¢
This report shall not be reproduced except in full, without the

Certification #2319
Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C. recommends reanalysis by paint count (for more accurate quantification) or Transmission

Electron Microscopy ((TEM), for enhanced detection capabilities) for materials reguiated by the EPA NESHAP (National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants) and fodfid to contain less than ten percent (<10%) asbestos by polarized light microscopy

{PLM). Both services are available for an additional fes.

LEGEND NAD = o asbestos detected
= ic fibers

pim1.dot/01 APR 1999/ lIh E
- PAGE 01 of 01 -~ END OF REPORT --
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.
7469 Whitepine Road Richmond, Virginia 23237 Phone {804) 275-4788 Fax (804} 275-4807

CHAIN OF CUSTODY FORM

HE 2

ﬂoabma.«\ Name: .u.\/uﬁ /u\l.. QQZ SU Nl..ﬁ...\d.)‘ ﬂm _ Date: O\N\\M\QQ
Address: &:...ﬁ.Nm \H\I b\.(.:z ﬁ..o ,M..: ) Contact Name: J_.lblz\.n hl. dl\fh).
City, State, Zip:  WAIMANALO HIT d4bL795 Sampler Name: J OANA L. TA Ak :
EHS Client Account# |7~ 2| Profect #: Hilo - KEAUKARA @MS
Phonett:  (808) 254-5050  raxt: 308 259-505) - P.O. #:
Asbestos Lead Other Metals
¥ . . {Specify metals below)
= x u
S[8le |3 . AirYolama () y
Sample Sample | S = = X = 8 > OR- Comments
Number Date m m 3 2 M.._u L. We 7 WiperArea{ftt—
(3| 813 s | E|=| &1 55| 8| OR-
L A= R BRI EE: m Serape-Areafcny’) /

HA pfie[49] X X CEiLNG CANpc Y ASBESTos frecp ARSENRL

1 >. 2 a8 1> ET- E_\.wlmr_ [

A SINIC UNDERGAT -1 Taryen

HAH ¥ } WALL Pegno

la N I i

Released by: Atwa A [adwe Signature; A | (LU Date:  7/13-/91
Received by: (] Signature: Date: .
Released by: Signature: { “IAj A, . Date: / /.-
Received by: Signature: 1 [\ J]U[/ L] DmﬁmnuN\\m\\ 97
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APPENDIX C

LEAD ANALYTICAL DATA




ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.

7463 WHITE PINE ROAD - RICHMOND, VA 23237

804-275-4788

LEAD IN PAINT ANALYSI

FAX 804-275-4907
S SUMMARY.

DATE OF SAMPLING: 10 JUL 1999

CLIENT: J&J Consultants
41-425 Flamingo Street DATE OF RECEIPT: 14 JUL 1999
Waimanalo, HI 96795 DATE OF ANALYSIS: 14-15 JUL 1999
DATE OF REPORT: 15JUL 1999
CLIENT NUMBER: 12-3416
EHS PROJECT #: 07-99-1495
PROJECT: Hilo-Keaukaha Gym
EHS CLIENT SAMPLE CONCENTRATION
SAMPLE# SAMPLE# WEIGHT (a) (% BY WEIGHT)
01 BP5 0.120 <0.021
02 HP6 0.143 <0.018
03 HP7 0.113 - 0,82
04 HPS 0.108 <0.024
05 HP9 0.129 0.15
08 HP10 0.139 0.20
07 HP11 0.18%8 1.6
08 HP12 0177 0.029
09 HP13 0.124 0.033
10 HP14 0.123 0.028
QUALITY CONTROL DATA
BATCH#: 071599P1-3
INCLUSIVE EHS SAMPLE NUMBERS: 01-10
Continuing Calibration Verification 10 (10.0ppm Pb) , 103% Recovery
Continuing Calibration Verification 5 (5.00ppm Pb) 99.2% Recovery
Laboratory Control Standard 111% Recovery
Matrix Spike 98.5% Recovery
Duplicate Relative Percent Difference 0.00 RPD
Reporting Limit 25.0ug
Method Detection Limit 4.9%ug

* - PAGE 01 of 02 -




ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.

CLIENT NUMBER:  12-3416
EHS PROJECT #: 07-99-1495

PROJECT: Hilo-Keaukaha Gym
PREPARATION METHOD: EPA 600/R-93/200
ANALYSIS METHOD: EPA SW846 7420
ANALYST: Aubrey Simonds

Reviewed By Authorized Signatory:

oward Varner, Laboratory
Irma Faszewski, Quality Assurance Coordinator
David Xu, MS, Sentor Chemist

Feng Jiang, MS, Senior Geologist

This method has baen validated for sample waights of 0.020g or greater. Whan samples with a walght of less than that are
analyzed those results fall outside of the scope of accraditations.

Sample results denoted with a "less than" ( < ) sign contain less than 25.0ug total lead, based on a 50m! sample volume,

Results represent the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, volume etc., was provided by the
client. This report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without the written consent of Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C.

Califoia Certification #2319

LEGEND g = gram ug = microgram ppm = parts per million
ml = millliter ___Pb = lead

painpb08.dot/01 APR 1999/mb/LLH
- PAGE 02 of 02 - END OF REPORT -
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.
804-2754788 FAX 804-275.4907
TCLP (LEAD) ANALYSIS SUMMARY

CLIENT: Convard Consulting DATE OF RECEIPT: 26 AUG 1999
963 Honokzhua P DATE OF ANALYSIS: 27 AUG 1999
Honolulu, HI 96825 DATE OF REPORT: 28 AUG 1999 .

CLIENT NUMBER: 12-4033
EHS PROJECT #: 08-99-3255

PROJECT: ; 99-100 —_
EHS CLIENT SAMPLE #/ SAMPLE INITIAL pH CONCENTRATION '
SAMPLE # LABORATORY‘EBROSS DESCRIPTION WEIGHT (q) PPM (mg/L)
Edl  ~» -

01 _ Unlabeled Sample/ 14.8 3.50 1.5

| Wood
QUALITY CONTRQL DATA
BATCH#: 082799T-1
INCLUSIVE EHS SAMPLE NUMBERS: 01 -
Initial Calibration Verification (5.00ppm Pb) 102% Recovery
Continuing Callbration Verification 5 (5.00ppm Pb) 103% Recovery
Laboratory Control Standard 101% Recovery
Matrix Spike 103% Recovery -
Duplicate Relative Percent Difference 0.00 RPD
Regulatory Limit 5.00mg/L
Reporting Limit 0.500mg/L -
Method Datection Limit ‘ 0.057me/L

METHOD: SW846 1311/3010A/7420

ANALYST: Aubrey Simonds '

Reviewed By Authorized Signatory;_“ :2: Qg ‘é . m — .

Howard Varner, Laboratory Director

Irma Faszewski, Quality Assurance Coordinator

David Xu, MS, Senior Chemist

Feng Jiang, MS, Senicr Geologist .

Mothod EPA SW848 1311 recommends 100g for analysls.

Results reprasent the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sampie location, description, area, volume etc., was provided by the
client, This report shall not be reproduced, excapt in full, without the written consent of Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C.

Califomia Certification #2319
LEGEND g =gram ug = microgram ppm = parts par million

| = milifliter Pb=lead _ ma/l, = milliarams per liter

—_— e ml=mlliilite
tclppb1.1dot/01 APR 1959/ dpb .
—~ PAGE 01 of 01 -- END OF REPORT --
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SERVICES, L.L.C.

7469 | ROAD -

' 2323

804-275-4788 FAX 804-275-4907

METAL TCLP ANALYSIS SUMMARY

CLIENT: J&J Consultants
41-425 Flamingo Street
Waimanalo, HI 96795

CLIENT NUMBER: 12-3416
EHS PROJECT #: 07-99-1497

DATE OF SAMPLING: 10 JUL 1999
DATE OF RECEIPT: 14 JUL 1999
DATE OF ANALYSIS: 14-16 JUL 1999
DATE OF REPORT: 16 JUL 1999

PROJECT: Hilo-Keaukaha Gym

EHS SAMPLE #: 07-99-1497-01 SAMPLE DATE:; 10JUL 1999

CLIENT SAMPLE #: HA1l TCLP INITIAL pH: 3.35

LAB. GROSS DESCRIPTION: Ceiling Tile SAMPLE WEIGHT {(g): 21.0

ANALYTE RESULT REPORT MDL METHOD REGULATORY
{mg/L) LIMIT (mg/L) _ (ma/L} LIMIT {mg/L)

ARSENIC (As) 96 0.20 0.038 SW 846 1311/3010A/6010B 5.00

QUALITY CONTROL SPIKE DUPLICATE

ANALYTE RECOVERY RE VE P ENT DIFFERENCE (RPD

ARSENIC (As) 100% 0.00%

ANALYST: David Xu

s

Reviewad By Authorized Signatory:

;jao;zwaa'

Howard Varner, Laboratory Btfector

Irma Faszewski, Quality Assurance Coordinator
David Xu, MS, Senior Chemist
Feng Jiang, MS, Senior Geologist

Method EPA SW848 1311 recommends 100g for analysls.

Results reprasant the analysis of samples submitted by the client. Sample location, description, area, volume etc., was provided by the
client. This report shall not be reproduced, except In full, without the written consent of Environmental Hazards Services, L.L.C.

Califomia Certification #2319

LEGEND g =gram ug = microgram ppm = parts per million MBL = method detection limit
ml = milliliter Pb = lead ma/L = milll [iter
tclpmt2.dot/1OMAY 1999/KMP

~ PAGE 01 of 01 - END OF REPORT --
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SECTION SP 001  _REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND

DEBRIS

SPOt.1 GENERAL

Certain materials existing on the site, shown on the Drawings, or identified herein, are
known or suspected to be hazardous materials. The purpose of this provision is to define
Contractor notification handling and disposal of materials and debris. Nothing in this
specification is to be interpreted to modify, limit, or contradict applicable state, federal, or
local law or regulations.

SPO012  IDENTIFIED HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

A survey of the site has been conducted for the Hawaii County Department of Public
Works (DPW) and the results of the assessment are available to the Contractor in the
“Lead-Based Paint and Asbestos Survey” prepared by Convard Consulting in September
1999 (Reference 1). This survey identified the presence of asbestos-containing materials
(ACM), lead-based paint (LBP), and canec ceiling material containing arsenic. The
survey of the site was limited to the identified materials: ACM, LBP, and arsenic-
containing canec.

SP0l.3  ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIAL

ACM was identified as sink undercoating inaterial in the kitchen. This material shall be
handled and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations.

SP014  LEAD-BASED PAINT

LBP was identified in the locations indicated by Reference 1. This material shall be
handled and disposed of in accordance with applicable specifications, particularly,
Section 02091.

SPO01.5  ARSENIC-CONTAINING CANEC MATERIAL

Job No.

Arsenic-Containing Canec Material was observed in the locations indicated by Reference
1. The Contractor shall provide the Contractor’s selected approach to the handling and
disposal of the canec material in the Hazardous Materials Handling and Disposal Plan
described in SP 01.6. The Contractor’s approach for the disposal of the cane material
shall comply with applicable federal, state, and local law and regulation, including, but

SP 01-1




not limited to: 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 260 et seq., and Hawaii
Administrative Rules (HAR) 11-58.

i

|

SP01.6 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS HANDLING AND DISPQSAL PLAN

The contractor shall prepare and submit to the DPW for its approval a hazardous material
sampling/handling/disposal plan. This plan shall identify the Contractor approach,
trained personnel, trained and appropriately licensed subcontractors under Hawaii

: Revised Statutes responsible for the identification, sampling, handling and disposal of
hazardous materials occurring on the site. The plan also shall identify the proposed
disposal facility for each material. The plan shall provide specific provisions for the
canec material, ACM, and LBP. Where the specific specifications applicable to LBP and
ACM provide for the management of these materials provide for material-specific
management plans, the Hazardous Materials Handling and Disposal Plan may include this
information by reference. Four (4) copies of the plan shall be submitted to the DPW.

SP017  COMPENSATION

Identification, sampling and analysis, handling, and disposal of the hazardous materials
described herein shall be included in the Contractor’s basic bid.

Job No. Sp0l1-2




APPENDIX E

LEAD SPECIFICATIONS




Kawananakoa Hall Hall, HILO
BART 1 - GENERAL
1.01 GENERAL CONDITIONS
As specified in Section
1.02 DESCRIPTION OF WORK
a. The demolition of the Kawananakoa Hall Hall, Hileo, Hawaii, in a

1.04

1.05

1.06

A.

Job No.

manner protective of demolition employees, the project site, and
the immediate environment. This Section is being implemented so
that demolition work can be accomplished in a safe manner.

Whenever lead-based paint is indicated, this Section shall take

precedence over others.

All exterior walls, doors, door frames and molding, and window
frames and molding surfaced with lead-containing paint shall be
identified in advance so that the demolition work will be one
continuous operation. Lead-based paint demolition and removal
of construction debris shall be coordinated with any asbestos
abatement, so that both lead demolition and asbestos removal can

proceed either simultaneously or sequentially.

The work consists of the demolition of the building, removal and
disposal of the building debris after appropriate testing to
determine the hazardous classification of the building debris,
and cleanup of hazardous residue (lead paint chips and/or
asbestos} remaining after removal of building debris.

WORK SPECIFIED IN THIS SECTION

Furnish all labor, materials, and equipment necessary to carry
out the safe demolition, removal, and disposal of lead-based

painted building materials at the project site.

Testing of the

building debris by a gualified third party hired by the
Contractor, using the EPA Toxic Characteristic Leaching
Procedure (TCLP}, to determine the level of leachable lead in
the debris, in order to classify the building as either
hazardous waste or ordinary construction debris, and its

subsequent disposal.
COORDINATION WITH OTHER SECTIQONS

It is the Contractor's responsibility to bring to the attention
of the Engineer, any discrepancies in the plans and
specifications as soon as possible.

" CONTRACTOR USE_OF PREMISES

General: The Contractor shall cooperate fully with the County
during the project execution to minimize conflicts.

Demolition of

Kawananakoa Hall,

Hawaii

02091-1




Job No.

Pollution Control: The Contractor shall not contaminate the

air, water, soil, or other items with hazardous materials, such
as cleaning solutions, lead-containing paint debris and waste,
etc. The Contractor shall immediately clean the contaminated
area and dispose of the waste at his own expense, if determined
by the Engineer to be contaminated. The Engineer shall have the
authority to immediately stop the work and order the Contractor
to clean the contaminated site.

COMMENCEMENT OF WORK
The Contractor shall not commence work unless the following
requirements have been met. These requirements must be met each

time work that calls for the disturbance of lead-based painted
building materials is to begin in a new work area.

Submittals: B2all pre-treatment submittals, notifications,
posting, and permits have been provided and are satisfactory to

the Engineer.

Equipment: All equipment for preparation, cleanup, and disposal
are on hand. )

SUBMITTALS

General: All submittals shall be made to the Engineer no later
than ten ({10) consecutive calendar days from award date unless

specified otherwise.

Notification: At least 10 days before the commencement of any
demolition, the Contractor must submit to the State Department
of Health, a notification of demolition. This notification must
be coordinated with the notification for asbestos work.

Detailed Schedule: The Contractor shall submit a project
schedule indicating the actual start and completion dates for
each phase of the work. The Contractor shall also provide
detailed information concerning:

1. Preparation of the work area (if any).

2. Any personal protective eguipment including respiratory
protection and protective clothing, which must be approved

by the Engineer.

3. Employees who will participate in the project, including
delineation of experience, training, mandatory
certifications, and assigned responsibilities during the

project.

4, Decontamination procedures for the personnel, work area, and
equipment.

5. Work methods and procedures to be used during demolition of
surfaces containing lead paint, including methods to
suppress dust emissions during the disturbance of lead
paint.

Pemolition of 02091-2
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii




10.

Required air monitoring procedures and sampling protocols
when the likelihood of airborne exposure of lead-containing
dust and fumes are probable.

Procedures for handling and transporting waste materials.

Procedures for final decontamination and cleanup.

A sequence of work and performance schedule in coordination
with other trades.

Emergency procedures.

D. Samples: The Contractor shall submit samples for approval prior
to ordering materials.

1.

Six (6) copies and samples for each manufacturer supplied
items shall include manufacturer's name, trade name, catalog
number, size, specification reference, applicable federal
and military specification references, and all other
information necessary to establish contract compliance.

Liquid sanders, encapsulants, and any other materials
brought on-site that are considered hazardous materials
under 29 CFR 1910.1200, shall include Materials Safety Data

Sheets.

E. The Engineer with the Contractor may inspect the work area
wherein all associated activities will occur and submit a
statement signed by both, agreeing on building and fixture
condition prior to the commencement of work.

F. Documentation for Instructions:

1.

Submit documentation satisfactory to the Engineer that the
Contractor's employees, including foremen, supervisors, and
any other company personnel or agents who may be exposed to
airborne leaded dust or who may be responsible for any
aspects of lead-based paint removal/demolition activities,
have received training in accordance with the Hawaii
Department of Labor and Industrial Relations, Division of
Occupational Safety and Health's (HIOSH) lead standard,
Title 12, Chapter 148 (12-148), and are certified workers or
supervisors under the EPA Model Accreditation Plan for Lead
Worker Training.

Submit to the Engineer, a written respiratory protection
program meeting the requirements of 29 CFR 1910.134 (b} (d)
(e) and (f), documentation that all employees using
respirators have received the training specified in this
Section, and documentation of respirator fit-testing for all
Contractor employees and agents who must wear negative
pressure respirators.

: The Contractor shall submit

documentation from a physician that all employees or agents who
may be exposed to airborne lead-containing dust or fumes have
been medically monitored to determine whether they are

Job No.

Demolition of 02091-3
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii




1.09

Job No.

physically capable of working while wearing the respirator
required without suffering adverse health effects. In addition,
the Contractor shall document that his personnel have received
medical monitoring as required in the HIOSH lead standard
{12-148).

1. Before exposure to lead dust or fumes, the Contractor will
provide workers with a comprehensive medical examination as
required by Part 8, Section 12-148, June 1993 of the HIQSH
standards; and 29 CFR 1926.62, or whichever is stricter, for
the operation being performed. This examination will not be
required if adequate records show the employees have been
examined within the last year, as required by the above
mentioned regulations.

2. The Contractor shall provide information to the examining
physician about unusual conditions in the work place
environment that may impact on the employee's ability to
perform work activities; a copy of 29 CFR 1926.62; HIOSH
Section 12-148; a description of the affected employee's
duties as they relate to the employee's exposure; the
employee’'s representative exposure level or anticipated
exposure level; a description of any personal protective and
respiratory equipment used or to be used; and information
from previous medical examinations of the affected employee
that is not otherwise available to the examining physician.

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

The work specified herein shall include the preparation of the
work area, abatement of lead-containing surfaces or areas or
other special treatments, transportation and disposal as
required of lead-containing and lead-contaminated materials, and
subsequent cleaning of contaminated areas. This work shall be
performed in compliance with all applicable federal, state, and
local regulations by workers who are trained, competent, and
EPA-certified in performing the work of this contract.

The Contractor shall submit documentation within 10 consecutive
calendar days of award, that employees have had instructions on
the dangers of lead exposure, On respirator use, and on
decontamination procedures.

i i : All work under this
contract, and any other trade work conducted with the project,
shall be performed in strict accordance with all applicable
federal, state, and local requlations, standards, and codes
governing the preparation, removal, disposal, treatment,
transportation and disposal of lead-containing materials.

1. The most recent edition of any relevant regulation,
standard, document, or code shall be used in place of an

older version.

2. The Contractor shall have copies of all standards,
regulations, codes, and other applicable documents available
at the work site in an area assigned to the Contractor
throughout the execution of this project.

Demolition of 02091-4
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii




D. Specific Statutory and Regulatory Requirements:

State of Hawaii, Department of Labor and Industrial
Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and Health
(HIOSH) Standards: Title 12, Part 3, Chapter 148, Lead
Exposure in Construction, June 1993.

Office of Lead-Based Paint Abatement and Poisoning
Prevention, Department of Housing and Urban Development:
Guidelines for the Evaluation and Control of Lead-Based

Paint Hazards in Housing, June 1995.

Title 29, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 1926.62, Safety
and Health Standards {(Lead Exposure in Construction, May

1993).

Title 29, Code of Federal Regqulations, Part 1910.134,
Respiratory Protection, April 8, 1998.

Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 261,
Identification and Listing of Hazardous Waste.

Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 262, Standards
Applicable to Generators of Hazardous Waste.

Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 263, Standards
Applicable to Transporters of Hazardous Waste.

E. Alternative Procedures:

Requests for Alternative Procedure: Procedures described in
this specification are %o be used at all times. However, if
specified procedures cannot be used, a request must be made
in writing to the Engineer providing details of the problem
encountered and recommended alternatives.

Requirements for Alternative Procedures: Alternative
procedures shall provide equivalent or greater protection
than the procedures that they replace.

Approval of Alternative Procedures: Any alternative
procedure must be approved in writing by the Engineer before

implementation.

1.10 DREFINXTIOND

A. Bbatement: Procedure to control lead dust release from
lead-based paint.

Removal: All herein specified procedures necessary to remove
peeling, flaking and blistering lead-based paint in an
acceptable manner.

B. Action Level (AL): Employee exposure averaged over an 8-hour
period, without regard to the use of respirators, to a

particular airborne concentration. OSHA requirements become

Job No.
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J.

_considered an area within 12 inches of the nose or

Job HNo.

effective at this level. The action level for lead is 30
micrograms/cubic meter {ng/m}.

Air Monitoring: The process of measuring the content of a
specific, known, volume of air in a stated period of time. For
this project, NIOSH 7082 method for lead monitoring.

The Engineer, their representatives, air
monitoring personnel, or representative of any regulatory or
other agency having jurisdiction over the project.

. An area where unwanted toxic or harmful

substances have been introduced.

. A unit of equipment or fyrniture in the area

which cannot be removed from the work aread without dismantling.

: A High Efficiency particulate BAbsolute filter

capable of trapping and retaining 99.97% of particulates greater
than 0.3 micron in length.

HEEA Vacuum Equipment: Vacuuming equipfient that utilizes a High
Efficiency Particulate Absolute (HEPA) filter.

Area: A secure area used for the storage of properly

contained lead-containing material beforé removal from the
project site to an approved disposal site.

*

inorganic lead soaps. Excluded are all other orxganic lead
compounds.

Lead: Metallic lead, all inorganic lead compounds, and

. An area where lead-pased paint removal,
demolition, treatment, and preparation operations are performed

which is isolated by physical boundaries to prevent unauthorized
entry of personnel and to prevent the spread of lead dust, paint

chips, or debris.

. The airborne concentration of

a substance to which, it is believed, pearly all workers may be
exposed with no adverse effect. For jead, the PEL is 50
micrograms per cubic meter (ng/m) averaged over a 7~ to 8-hour
work shift of a 40 hour work week. This is also known as the
PEL-time- weighted average, cr PEL-THA. The employer shall
ensure that no employee is exposed to ¢oncentrations greater
than the PEL-TWA without appropriate personal protection or
engineering controls to reduce airborne lead concentrations.

: Sampling of lead paint dust concentrations

within the breathing zone of an employé® to determine the 8-hour

time-weighted average. The samples shall be representative of
the employee's work tasks. The breathing zone shall be
mouth of an

employee.

Plasticizing: Procedures necessary to use polyethylene
sheeting, adhesives and/or taping.

Denolition of 02091-6
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0. Certified Industrial Hygienist: Person qualified by the
american Board of Industrial Hygiene. Person educated, trained,
and certified in recognizing and evaluating work place hazards
and stress (in this instance, lead-based paint removal and/or
related work), and in providing methods and means of removing or
correcting such hazards and stresses within the work
environment.

1.11  ABBREVIATIONS
A. ANSI - American National Standards Institute, Inc.
B. CER - Code of Federal Regulations
c. EPA - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

D. HIOSH - State of Hawaii, Department of Labor and Industrial
Resources, Division of Occupational Safety and Health

E. NIOSH - National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
F. OSHA - Occupational Safety and Health Administration

G. NESHAPS - National Emissions Standards for Hazardous &ir
Pollutants

H. LBP - Lead-Based Paint

2.01  MATERIALS

h. Lead Prohibition: No lead-containing materials or equipment
shall be used under this Section. The Contractor shall ensure
that all materials and equipment used in the project are lead-
free.

B. Plastic Sheeting: Minimum thickness is 6-mil polyethylene film.

C. Warning Labels and Signg: As required by HIOSH regulation
12-148 and HUD Guidelines, and as approved by the Engineer.

D. Protective Clothing: The Contractor shall have all the
necessary sets of coveralls required for this project prior to
the start of work. There will be no time extension for the
uwnavailability of coveralls or related equipment.

G. Other Materials: Provide all other materials which may be
required to properly prepare and complete this project.

2.02 -PERSONNEL PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS

A. The Contractor acknowledges that he alone is responsible for the
instruction of and for enforcing personnel protection
requirements, and that these specifications provide only a
minimum acceptable standard. If other potentially hazardous

Job No. Demolition of 02091-7
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materials are used, the Contractor shall comply with all
applicable regulations that exist for that particular hazardous
material to ensure worker safety and health.

B. Respiratory Protection: During the period that an exposure
assessment of airborne lead concentrations in the workplace is
being performed, the Contractor shall provide all respiratory
protection for workers in accordance 29 CFR 1926.62 (d), and
thereafter, in accordance with 29 CFR 1926,62 (f)(2), and Table
1.

C. Protective Clothing:

1. Clothing: fThe Contractor shall provide clothing including
head, hands, foot and full body protection consisting of
material impenetrable to lead particulates, in sufficient
quantities and adequate size for all workers and authorized
visitors. Disposable or reusable clothing is acceptable,
provided both types of clothing shall be treated in
accordance with all federal, state and local regqgulations, in
particular, 29 CFR 1926.62 (g).

2. Miscellanequs safety eguipment: The Contractor shall
provide hard hats meeting the requirements of ANSI Standard
789.1-1981, protective eye wear meeting the requirements of
BNSI Standard ZB87.1-1979, and disposable gloves to all
workers. Safety shoes meeting the requirements of ANSI
Standard Z41.1-1987 are required for demolition activities.

3. Footwear: The Contractor shall require appropriate footwear
for all workers.

PART 3 - EXECUTION
3.01  ROTENTIAL LEAD HAZARD

A. The disturbance or dislocation of lead—-containing materials may
cause lead-containing dust to be released into the atmosphere,
thereby creating a potential health hazard to workmen, building
occupants, and neighboring residences. Apprise all workers,
supervisory personnel, subcontractors, and consultants who will
be at the job site of the seriousness of the hazard and of
proper work procedures which must be followed.

B. Where, in the performance of the work, workers, supervisory
personnel, subcontractors, or consultants may encounter,
disturb, or otherwise function in the immediate vicinity of any
identified lead-containing materials, take appropriate
continuous measures as necessary to protect all project
personnel from the potential hazard of exposure to respirable
airborne leaded dust and ingestible lead-containing materials.
Such measures shall include, at the minimum, the procedures and

.methods described herein, and compliance with regulations of
applicable federal, state, and local agencies.

3.02  LEAD-CONTAINING MATERIALS

Job HNo. Demolition of 02091-8
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii




3.03

Lead-containing painted components known to be present at the
work site are illustrated in the Asbestos and Lead Survey for
the Kawananakoa Hall Hall, September 19%9. If any other painted
components are found which are suspected of containing lead,
notify the Engineer immediately.

This Section applies to lead-based painted components that will
be disturbed during demolition as described herein. It does not
apply to painted components that do not contain lead, nor
lead-based paint that will not be disturbed in any manner during
the work to be performed under this contract. The Engineer
shall have the authority to require special engineering controls
deseribed under this Section for any lead-based painted
components that are disturbed.

HWORK AREA PREPARATION

: The Contractor shall post caution
signs in accordance with 29 CFR 1926.62 (m) at any location and
approaches to a location where airborne concentrations of lead
may exceed ambient background levels. The Contractor shall post
signs at a distance sufficiently far enough away from the work
area to permit an employee to read the sign and take the
necessary protective measures to avoid exposure. Additional
signs may need to be posted following construction of work place
barriers.

Dust Barriers: Dust Barriers shall be installed around the
perimeter of the demolition area to protect the public,
employees of the facility, and non-working personnel from lead
dust. The dust barriers shall be of sufficient height and of
such material to provide sufficient protection to the
neighboring environment frcm lead-contaminated dust generated by
demolition activities.

Dust-reducing Mist: The Contractor shall provide a fine,

aerosolized, continuous mist/spray during demolition of the
building, in large enough volume to prevent lead-contaminated
construction dust from leaving the premises. The volume of
mist/spray must be such that run-off water is minimized and does
not leave the premises.

If the Contractor's operation results in lead levels in the soil
which exceed 400 parts per million, the Contractor shall pay for
any County coordinated remediation and testing to clean up the
soil to a lower lead concent;ation.

Hind Conditions: To keep dust contamination of the neighborhood
to a minimum, the Contractor shall not demolish the project
building unless the average wind speed at the project site is no
greater than 10 miles per hour. The Contractor shall suspend
demolition operations if there are visible dust emissions beyond

-the project perimeter barricade, until he can control such

3.04

Job No.

emissions.

LEAD-BASED PAINT DEMOLITION PROCEDURES

Demolition of 02091-9
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Job No.

General:

Provide temporary utilities, security, safety, worker
protection, cleanup and disposal of waste materials as
described in this section and elsewhere in these
specifications.

Isolating the work area: The Contractor shall isolate work
area, with barricades and signs to prevent unauthorized
persons from entering into the work area.

The Contractor shall post signs at a distance sufficiently
far enough away from the work area to permit an employee to
read the sign and take the necessary protective measures to
avoid exposure. Additional signs may need to be posted
following construction of work place barriers.

The Contractor shall at all times suppress dust emissions
while disturbing any material containing lead-based paint.
No visible emissions will be permitted.

Work area re-establishment: The work area can be turned
over to other trades only after cleanup procedures have been
completed, visual inspection by the County’s consultant and
the Contractor has been completed, and all cleanup work has
been performed to the satisfaction of the Engineer and his
consultant. Any variation from this shall be at the
Engineer's discretion. Air samples shall not be taken to
establish work area clearances.

Ground contamination of lead-based paint and other paint
preparatory materials shall be remediated before the
Contractor leaves the premises. The County’s consultant or
CIH may take soil samples to assess the level of soil
contamination.

If the Contractor's operation results in lead levels in the
soil which exceed 400 parts per million, the Contractor
shall pay for any County coordinated remediation and testing
to clean up the soil to a lower lead concentration.

Demolition: The Contractor shall demolish the building using a
continuous dust-suppressing mist-sprayer during demolition. The
volume of mist-spray shall be sufficient to prevent visible
emission of dust, but shall be controlled so there is no run-off
of spray water from the premises,

Testi e ¢ :on_Debri

1.

An independent third party consultant retained and paid by
the Contractor shall collect a representative sample of the
construction debris for TCLP testing. Alternatively, at the
County’s discretion, the Engineer’s consultant or CIH may
perform such sampling, which shall be paid by the
Contractor. If the results of the TCLP testing shows that
the combined debris is not a hazardous waste, then the
Contractor shall transport the debris in covered vehicles to

Demolition of 02091-10
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B.

Job No.

the landfill, after notifying the landfill of the volume of
waste and TCLP testing result. The Contractor shall bring a
copy of the TCLP result to the landfill, along with the
debris. Receipts for the disposal of construction debris
must be given to the Engineer or to his consultant within 5
days of disposal of debris.

If the results of the TCLP test show that the combined
debris is a hazardous waste, then the Contractor shall
notify the Engineer and await his instructions. If the
debris must be transported to an approved hazardous waste
disposal site (out of State}, the Contractor is responsible
for the packaging and land transportation portion of the
shipping of the hazardous debris to the waste disposal site.

STQRAGE AND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS
Storage Requirements: In the interim awaiting the results of

TCLP tests, the Contractor shall store construction debris in a
secured storage area. The debris shall be thorcughly wetted and
covered by 6 mil plastic sheeting to prevent dust emission. The
debris shall be kept wet by occasional spraying until TCLP
results are completed.

i,

Drummed waste material: If waste material is to be stored
in drums, the Contractor shall use a secured storage area
for this purpose. This storage area shall have gates that
can be closed and locked to prevent vandalism. The
Contractor shall store only waste material contained in
drums or dumpsters in the secured area. The Contractor
shall ensure that the drums in this secured storage area are
not damaged. The Contracter shall post warning signs
outside the secured storage area as specified in OSHA 29 CFR
1926.62.

i bi ) | Landfill Requi .

Collection and testing of representative samples of
demolition debris for lead leachability by TCLP testing
shall be paid for by the Contractor. These samples shall be
collected by the County's consultant or CIH or by a
technician under the CIH’s supervision, and shall be
analyzed by an EPA-approved laboratory. If results are
below the EPA limit for leachable lead, the materials shall
be disposed of at a landfill approved for such purposes.

The Contractor shall submit to the County documentation that
the lead-containing waste material removed from the work
area has been accepted by the landfill owner.

If lead leachability results are above the EPA limit, the
materials shall be disposed of at an approved facility for
recelving hazardous materials. The County shall pay for the
actual disposal cost, not including packaging and local
transportation fees.

Demolition of 02091-11
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii
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A.

Job No.

1. Notifying landfill operator: If required by the landfill or
its agents, the Contractor shall give the landfill operator
sufficient advance notice of the quantity of material to be
delivered.

2. Unloading: Upon reaching the landfill, the Contractor's
trucks are to appxoach the dump location as close as .
possible for unloading the waste material.

a. The waste material shall be wetted before on-loading
for transit to the jandfill, and shall be transported —
while still in a wet condition.

b. The Contractor shall ensure that the waste material is
wet before carefully unloading it at the landfill at -
the disposal site prepared for it. There shall be no
visible emission of dust from the waste as it is off-
loaded from the trucks.

3. Clean-up procedures:

a. Following the removal of all contaminated waste, the
Ccontractor shall decontaminate the truck cargoe area
using HEPA vacuums and/or wet cleaning methods until no
visible residue is observed. Polyethylene sheeting
shall be removed and discarded as lead-contaminated —
wagste material into containers at the disposal site,
along with contaminated cleaning materials and
protective clothing.

TESTING / AIR MONITORING .

. Air monitoring and
testing consultants and inspectors for this project shall
observe the testing and air monitoring requirements of Section .
02091, in addition to any other scope of work or reguirements
they may be required to fulfill.

bilities: -

1. The Contractor shall perform personal monitoring for his .
employees, as required by OSHA 29 CFR 1926.62, HIOSH 12-148,
and all other applicable regulations. The Contractor shall -
provide employee air monitoring data to the County's CIH
within 48 hours from the time the sample(s) was (were) taken. v
The Contractor shall provide a summary report of personal
monitoring recoxds witnin 5 days of the conclusion of the
lead abatement porticn of this project to the County's CIH
or Engineer. The Contractor shall provide any other records
required by OSHA, HIOSH, EPA, or the State Department of
Health (DOH), such as waste disposal receipts from the
landfill or surface transportation records of hazardous
construction waste, to the County's CIH or Engineer, within
5 days of the event (38) . -

2. Area air monitoring and testing shall be conducted by the
Contractor and shall be included in the Contractor’s basic

Demolition of 02091-12 .
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C.

Job No.

bid. Though paid by the Contractor, the Area Air Monitoring
Inspector is responsible to the County DPW. However, area
air monitoring and testing which becomes necessary because
the Contractor's work was rejected for non-conformance with
or violation of standards, codes, rules or regulations, for
non-conformance to specifications and plans, or for failing
clearance test requirements, shall be the responsibility of
the Contractor. The full cost of additional monitoring and
testing shall be borne by the Contractor, and shall be
deducted from the final contract payment. Such additional
costs borne by the Contractor may include extended working
hours or double shifts to meet deadlines, longer working
hours than stated in the accepted proposal, or working
beyond the scheduled completion date.

Testing / Alr Monitoring Inspector:

1.

The Inspector will ensure that the applicable specifications
are being follewed using the methods and requirements of the

applicable scope of work.

The Inspector shall have the authority of providing
engineering control during the project.

END OF SECTION

Demolition of 02091-13
Kawananakoa Hall, Hawaii




KAWANANAKOA HALL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

APPENDIX 5

HISTORIC RESOURCES INVENTORY

- IDENTIFICATION
1. Common Name:
B 2. Historic Name, if known:
3. Street or rural address:
_ 4. Present Owner:
5 Ownership:
6. Present Use:
- Other Past Uses:
DESCRIPTION
B 7. Physical Appearance:
Style:
_ Primary Bldg. Mat.
Additional Mat.
Roof:
— Roofing Mat.
Roof Trim:
- Dormers:
— Porch:
. Doors:
Other Features:
- 8 Approx. Prop. Size:
9. Is the feature:
10,  Surroundings:
11. s the structure:
12.  Year of initial construc.:
13.  Architect:
14.  Builder:
15. Related Features:

Site No. n/a
TMK (3rd): 2-1-23:120

Kawananakoa Hall

Kawananakoa Hall

Baker Avenue between Desha and Todd
Hilo HI 96720 (Hawaii County)

Hawaii State DHHL, operated by

Hawaii County Parks and Recreation Dept. (Bldg)
25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Public

Gymnasium

Nursery School, Medical Clinic, Barracks

Typical of 20" Century Plantation Public Bldgs.
Wood

Lava Rock

Gabled

Galvanized Iron

Wood

None

Gabled, covered porches (main entrance, others)
Wood

Community room and kitchen on back end,
restrooms/weight room (2™ floor) on front
209,417 sf total: with ballfields; 44,000 sf at gym
Altered (remodeled, added-on )/Unaltered
Recreational/educational/residential

On its original site/moved (1946-9)/unknown
1938 or 1939

Unknown

Unknown

[See photographs]

Significance: The structure has been preliminarily evaluated by the Hawaii County Department
of Public Works as not significant in the context of Chapter 6E, HRS.




INDEX OF PHOTOGRAPHS

Kawananakoa Hall, Baker Avenue, Hilo, Hawaii

Photographer:
Format:

Date of Photography:

Photo# View (facing)

1 South

2 Southeast
3 Southwest
4 Northeast
5 Southwest
6 Southeast
7 Northwest
8 Up

9 South

10 Southeast
11 Interior
12 Interior
13 Interior
14 Interior
15 Interior
16 Interior
17 Interior
18 Interior

TMK: (3rd): 2-1-23:120

Michael Shewmaker
B&W; View Camera
June 1999

Description of Features

Front of hall, showing lava wall, covered porch

Front and west exteriors visible (restrooms and kitechen
extension visible; note baseball bleachers on west (right)
Handicapped parking/ramp from mid-1990s

Close-up of kitchen addition

Handicapped ramp entrance to east side of gym
Handicapped ramp entrance to west side of gym
Handicapped ramp entrance to east side of gym
Rafter/roof detail

Front porch detail, showing lava wall on ADA ramp
Back office entrance

Gymnasium: basketball backboard with rafter details
Gymnasium: length of floor

Office

Office

Community room

Weight room

Weight room

Weight room

Following sheets contain photocopies of photographs.
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APPENDIX 6

PROJECT HISTORY CHRONICLE
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August 26, 1996
For immediate release

— 4 Keaukaha Community Action Committee
445 Todd Ave. QFW-
. - AL [{ & Cplly =7 »]
Hilo, Hi 96720 _TRESS PECCASE ) HOTICG F0F |

- Coririsirse7l AEECTIALC [SEniiian
Contact: Kawaileleo'ht'ilawe
Telephone - 935-0767

Project: Kawananakoa Gymnasium
A Bold New Venture

A meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, September 3, at 7:00 p.m. in Kawananakoa-
Hall. h

The agenda will address preliminary and future plans for a new gymnasium. The
committee have met with different agencies(DHLL, County, State, OHA) in sharing our
concerns.

Please come and share your concerns and ideas. Together Everyone Achieves
More.

— For additional information please call Kawaileleo'hi'ilawe at 935-0767 or the r
! Kawananakoa-Hall at 961-8732. :
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EEAUKAHA COMMUNITY ACTION COMMITTEE
Kepakemapa 3, 1996, 7:00 p.m.
Kawananakoa Hall, Keaukaha

Present: Eleanor Ahuna, Ann Nathaniel, Jaime Kawauchi, Frank Feary, Luana Kawelu,
Kalani Motta, Jeanette Hanui, Kathylyn Tuahalau, Dinah Kaikuana, Elroy Qsorio, Smitty
Kaleohano, Donnalyn Johns, Kawaileleo’ohi’ilawe Perez, Luella Aina, and Leimomi
Shearer. (E kala mai i'au no ka “wrong spelling” of na inoa).

Pule: Given by Aunty Eleanor Ahuna at 7:05 p.m.

General Discussion: by Kawai, thanking those present for being here, giving a brief outlook
why we are here and the status of Project Kawananakoa Gymnasium, and introducing those
present who represented various organizations: Elroy Osorio, Councilman, Hawai'’i County
Council; Ann Nathaniel, Commissioner, Dept. Of Hawaiian Home Lands; Yaime Kawauchi,
East Hawai’i Coordinator, Office of Hawaiian Affairs, Donnalyn Johns, candidate Hawai'i
County Council. Also present was Luana Kawelu of Lili’uokalani Trust.

Purpose: By replacing the current Kawananakoa Hall with a gym that fits the needs of and
for the community.

Status: A proposal requesting funds to build a gym was submitted to the 1995 Hawai'’i State
Legislature but failed. Failure does not mean defeat and this committee has resurrected their
energies and resources and have committed themselves to persevere in this much needed
project. The committee has taken a look at the failure and has learned from its lessons.
Today, KCAC has submitted a general proposal to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, has
informed the Department of Hawaiian Homes Lands, is working with our State representative
Eric Hamakawa, and the County of Hawai’i fourth district’s representative, Councilman

'Elroy Osorio. KCAC has also recruited community members who reside both in and outside

of Keaukaha, and members of the community wito are employed at various agencies (Police
Department, Lili’uokalani Trust, etc.).

General Discussion:
. Frank Feary asked if we knew what was wrong with the proposal that failed so that

we don’t make the same mistakes.

. LueHa discussed that they have received input from community adult members and are
soliciting ideas about the type of gym from the youth of the community. She expressed
that the summer fun kids drew pictures and submitted their mana’o regarding the gym.

. Leimomi asked what and when, plans are to be done?

. Luella responded by saying that the County has Norm Oleson who is doing the
schematics and Keli'i Beck is doing a preliminary plan/design. Keli’i will arrive in Hilo
in Oct. And should have plans completed by December. We do not know when Oleson




KCAC, Kepakemapa 3, 1996
page 2

will be done.

. Using the Kona Gym as a picture example, Kawai and Luella discussed that this gym
would not meet the needs of Keaukaha. Others present also agreed.

. All present felt that good communication was important for the success of this project.
KCAC must keep good communication with KCAC members, community, those who
use the facilities, school, agencies ie; County, State, OHA, and nearby churches.

. Luella stated that she sent a letter to Clayton Hee of OHA briefing him on this project.

. Ann Nathaniel suggested that KCAC write a letter requesting to be placed on the agenda
of the Hawaiian Home Lands Commission meeting scheduled for October 29, 1996,

Makahiki: October 12, 1996 at Hualani Park. KCAC will work in conjunction with the
Keaukaha Pop Warner Football League to host this event. KCAC will have a baked goods booth.
Kathylyn will chair this booth. Proceeds from this activity will be used to pay Keli’i Beck for his
service in designing the plan of the gym. (Up to $1,500). Keaukaha Pop Wamer ( a non-profit
group) offered KCAC the use of their non-profit number. Kenneth Keli’ipi’o is treasurer of
KCAC and President of KPW. Flyer outlining the Makahiki event is attached.

Interim Update: Councilman Elroy Osorio updated KCAC that he has received monies for
upgrading Kawananakoa Hall. The contract should be awarded soon. Upgrades include making
the bathroom facilities handicap accessible, ramp and paved parking for the handicap.
Councilman Osorio has obtained matching funds from DHHL to complete additional room to be

used as a study room for afterschool use. DHHL to purchase computers and equipment, County
of Hawai'i to purchase materials and use their carpenters to build. The Council member also
informed us that he has added an appropriation of $250,000 for gymnasium plans for Keaukaha
and Panaewa Parks to the County Capital Improvement Projects for FY 1996/97, contingent on
the Administration’s ability to float a Bond to cover the CIPs. He did state that he has received

verbal support from Mayor Yamashiro.

Suggestions: Jaime from OHA suggested organizational chart, more in depth proposal that
included design, pictures, costs, and who is providing what share of costs/responsibilities.

Next meeting: Scheduled for Okakopa 2, 1996 at 7:00 pm.
Pule: ciosing pule done by Kathylyn.

Me ka ha’a ha'

R

Leimomi Shearer, Kakau ‘Oleio
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L - .. . AN
WHAT: COMMUNITY DESIGN WORKSHOP FOR THE NEW \\\\ T
| - KAWANANAKOA HALL PROPOSAL

\

WHY:  THE PURPOSE IS TO IDENTIFY THE COMMUNITY’S DESIRES
AND REQUIREMENTS FOR A NEW RECREATION CENTER.
THESE DETERMINATIONS WILL BE THE STARTING POINT
FOR A SERIES OF GROUP EXERCISES THAT WILL
CONTRIBUTE TO THE DESIGN SUBMITTED WITH THE

FINAL PROPOSAL. .
WHERE: KAWANANAKOA HALL | RM T | FTRET APDEL5 -

WHEN: 11 OCTOBER 1996 from 4:00 pm TO 10:00 pm

. e Ly
. 4:00 pm * ARRIVAL Ponty

4:15pm INTRODUCTION \% \1.,;1 have
- 4:30pm  FORM WORKING GROUPS e N ampsen il

5:00 pm  REVIEW SITE and RESTRICTIONS ,.};«e',%‘m;
5:15pm  IDENTIFY PROGRAM DESIRES Niohe Vet i@

‘5:45pm  SELECT REQUIREMENTS

oY Cdn VI p“#vu{e :

" ad N 31 b
. . . N . Y\ . o l

6:30 pm  DESIGN EXERCISE L ped v

8:30 pm  BREAK

9:00 pm  PRESENTATIONS AND REVIEW " F—f .
9:45 pm  CLOSING COMMENTS

NOT ONLY IS IT IMPORTANT THAT THE PROPOSAL BE A TRUE
COLLABORATION OF OUR ENTIRE COMMUNITY; IT IS EQUALLY .
JIMPORTANT THAT IT BE AN ACCURATE REPRESENTATION OF WHAT
WE ARE CAPABLE OF. PLEASE JOIN US IN THESE EFFORTS.

MAHALO.

(pare b A ) J

FoRe MG INPIRMATION  CONTACT: .

. W e s ) AR S e R

X 26/- 3490

:".' {' .




COUNTY OF HAWAIl = STATE OF HAWAII

ResoLuTioN No._ 11 96

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING COOPERATION BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF
HAWAII, THE STATE OF BAWAII, BISHOP ESTATE/KAMEHAMEHA SCHOOLS,

QUEEN LILI’UOKALANI CHILDREN TRUST CENTER, THE OFFICE OF
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS AND THE DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS TO

FINANCE THE PLANNING, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW
VIULTIPURPOSE GYMNASIUM AT KAWAN. ANAKOA/HUALANI PARK IN

KEAUKAHA.
WHEREAS, in early 1946, Kawananakoa Hall was rebuilt as a meeting hall and

sommunity center at its present site after being knocked off its foundation by the April 1946

idal wave; and

WHEREAS, on July 5, 1978, the Keaukaha Asscciation held a general meeting, at the _

¢eaukaha Elementary School Cafeteria, concerning the inadequacy of the present Hall to meet

he needs of the community and discussion began for the need to plan and build a new facility;

nd

WHEREAS, the original Hall still stands today and together with the park services
pproximately 124,000 people annually for many social and sporting eveats, yet the Hall is in
onstant need of repairs and continues to be inadequats for basketball and volleyball games;
here is no paved driveway or parking area and the restroom facilities are insufficient for the
umber of people who may use the Hall and athletic fields simultaneously with the Keaukaha

ilementary School children; and

(\ I WHEREAS, Kawananakoa Hall is 2 public facility, on Department of Hawaiian Home
-.ands, operated by the staff of the County of Hawaii, Department of Parks and Recreation and
sed *only by the immediate community of Keaukaha but also by the children of the

-eaukaha Elementary School, a State of Hawaii, Department of Education facility, and by the

reater Hilo, Puna and Hamakua communities; and

| I
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[
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the County of Hawaii pass a bill

that will amend Ordinance No. 96-68, as amended, relating to Public Improvements and the

Financing thereof, by adding the project Kawananakoa/Hualani Park Gymnasium in the amount

of $1,000,000.00 as its cooperative share toward the'ﬁna.ncing of this project, funds of which

shall be provided from General Obligation Bonds and/or other sources.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of the County of Hawaii transmit copies

of this resolution to the Governor of the State of Hawaii, the Mayor of the County of Hawaii, the

Director of the Department of Parks and Recreation, the Superinterident of Education, the

Chairman of the Board of Trustees for the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, the Chairman of the

Hawaiian Homes Commission, the Chairman of the Queen Lili'uokalani Children Trust Center

and the Chairman of the Keaukaha Community Association,

Dated at Hilo, Hawaii, this day of

INTRODUCED BY:

1996.

.,

COUNCIL MEMBER, COUNTY OF HAWAL

UNTY CLERK CHAIRMAN & PRESIDING OFFICER

ETLO/eja
UNTY ROLL CALL VOTE
cgoumy o?galrgacjl. AYES | NOES | ABS
Hilo, Hawaii
Arakaki
Chumy
ereby certify that the foregoing RESOLUTION was by the Tedthead= odd
‘e indicated to the right hereof adopted by the COUNCIL of | R8Y_ =
l County of Hawaii on Reyno =I5
TEST- Smith
Ty'l P
Yagong

Refeme C-13/FC

11

96

RESOLUTION NO.




STATE OF HAWAII

COUNTY OF HAWAII
' BILL NO.__2

ORDINANCE NO.————

0. 96-68, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO

N ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE N
HEREOF FOR THE FISCAL YEAR JULY

‘UBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND FINANCING T
, 1996 TO JUNE 30, 1997.

\E [T ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE COQUNTY OF HAWAIL:

SECTION 1. Ordinance No. 96-68, as amended, elating to Public Improvements and

inancing thereof for the Fiscal Year July 1, 1996 to June 30, 1997, is hereby amended by

dding the following project:

PARKS AND RECREATION

¥ awananakoa/Huatani Park Gymnasium $1,000,000.00
(Plans, Design and Construction)
SECTION 2. Funds for this project shall pe provided from:

General Obligation Bonds and/or Other Sourc¢®s $1,000,000.00

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take effect upon its approval.

INTR()DUCED BY:
COUNCIL MEMBER, COUNTY OF HAWAIL

ETLO/eja

7/

{ IHilo, Hawaii )

\ Date of Introduction:
Date of 1st Reading:

Date of 2nd Reading:
Eff veDate: ‘

REFERENCE: Comm. __13

Jere. . e




KEAUKAHA HAWAIIAN HOMESTEAD COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION MEMBERS

- ELECTION 1997-98 INFORMATION

WHAT: MEET THE CANDIDATES NIGHT

WHEN THURSDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1996
TIME: 7:30 PM. - 9:30 PM.
WHERE: KEAUKAHA SCHOOL CAFETERIA

Aloka to everyone in our beautiful Keaukaha communily!
Wa invite anyone and everyone to submit name(s) for officers and members of the Board of Directors. You

don't need any experience, only the desire to serve. You may use the form beiow to inform us of your nominees.
For your convenience, a nomination ballot box may be found at the Hawaiian Homes office or you may give it to

any nominating committee member.
Woe ask for one favor. Please seek the approval of whomevear you nominate before submitting their namss,

Also, please note your name and phone number shouid we need ta contact you.
You may contact the following nominating committee members:

Jamje Hoopii - 935-3904 Alexander Lancaster - 861-0179 ‘
Tweetie Calles - p35-2405 . Mike John - 935-3269 Kalani Motta - 934-7714
DIRECTOR(3) KUPUNA
PRESIDENT VICE PBES!DENT
TREASURER : CORRES. SEC.
RECORD. SEC.

WHAT: ELECTION NIGHT
WHEN THURSDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1996
TIME: - 7:30 PM. - 9:30 PM.
WHERE: KEAUKAHA SCHOOL CAFETERIA
LUCKY NAME DRAWINGS + ENTERTAINMENT < REFRESHMENIS
To vote, you must be a paid member for 1997-98.
We will be collecting membership dues of $3.00 per aduit, 18 years and older

WHAT: EUTURE RIZANS OF KEAUKAHA GYM

PROJEGT KOIt/A
WHEN, MONDAY; BEGEMBER 2, 19969
TIME: 7:00 PM. - 9:30 PM.
WH ERE: KEAUKAHA SCHOOL CAFETERIA
SERAKER: KEALLLBEGK
Please attend thi‘?l very important meetlng. We need ALL YOUR SUPPORT!
_LL;'O‘,"/ CE FOR CDMA;‘-%/?’,_ ALEE'/'/?;;




REPORT OF THE
COMDMITTEE ON FINANCE

DATE: January 21, 1997 . Re: Comm. No. 13
PLACE: Counciiroom '
TIME: 10:43 AM.

Chauir and Members
Hav.aii County Council
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Your Committee on Finance, to which was referred Bill No. 2, reports as follows:

Bill No. 2, transmitted jointly with Resolution No. 11 by then Finance Committee Chair Elroy
Osvrio, via Communication No. 13, dated November 27, 1996, amends Ordinance 96-68, as

amenided, the Capital Budget ending June 30, 1997.
The amendment is as follows:

PARKS AND RECREATION

Kawananakoa/Hualani Park Gymnasium & 1.000,000.004
(Plans, Design, and Construction)

Funds for this project shall be provided from:
General Obligation Bonds and/or Other Sources |, 1$1:000,000.00,

The amount of $250,000.00'has also been appropriated for the plans and design of the facility.
Total appropriated County funds for this project.would then bei81,250,000:0G of which only

necessary funds will be allotted at the time of construction.

Public testimony was heard in favor of the project by members of the Keaukaha and surrounding

communities. Concemns were voiced regarding public safety and sanitary conditions caused
primarily by the antiquity of the existing building. The genuine necessity for a new facility to
accomimodate future generations was distinctively stated. :

Your Committee was impressed with the support of the Keaukaha community and their initiative

in seeking partnerships to fund the gymnasiupy” However, concems were raised about the
ownership of both the existing and proposed facilities. Currently, the County of Hawaii leases
the Kawananakoa Hall from the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands with the understanding
that the County maintains the building and park area. Lease agreements and conditions for the
new structure have not yet been finalized.

FC REPORT NO. 21
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April 10, 1997

- | Honorable Stephen Yamashiro

Mayor, County of Hawai'i
25 Aupuni Street
Lo Hilo, Hawai'i 96720

Aloha:

Thank you for meeting with us on April 1, 1997 to discuss a
gymnasium to replace the current Kawananakoa Hall in Keaukaha

- As you are aware of, the Keaukaha Community Action Committee
b has been meeting with community members and users of the
cllity.

We have looked at various possibilities and understand that the
; best location for the gymnasium should be built where the
e Kawananakoa Hall currently sits.

f e It is our understanding from this meeting and your previous
' statements, that the County of Hawai'l will assist in the

, ”? planning of the gymnasium. Also the communitys' input will be
b considered in the design and planning stages.

s On behalf of KCAC, I thank you for your assistance in making this
e dream a reality.

; ~ Sincerely,

i . L

— ¢ A
- /‘/}XM\M_@CI/U Uy
| (I Kawailele'o'hi'ilawe

™ N\.  KCAC

c: Luella Aina
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RKCMA, 755700 teeonnn Hignvay, Suite 107 Kanua-Kuna, Hawaij Y6740
D23/ 329322y« fax {dV3) 320-7863

cieguET 21, 199~ ._—F___‘
AAYOR 'S AET76R OF

Wie Honorabple Benjawin J. Czyecanc
~-ivernor, State Of Hawozil

Ztite Capitol

auaoluelu, Hr 96813

-<3¢ Governor Cayetzng:

- 3 Wricing o ask £or ctne release to the County of Hawaii of
cre GRIMTETREY L5 Rt BT T K S g SLDXDUERYY approved by
e 1867 Legislacure, SR g N0 e G R Bt R Ty
AN for che plans, design, construction and equipment
“vf Keaukaha Gymnasium i:: Hawaii County.

County of Hawaii intends to move forward with the Plans and
ign of this Broject. The Hawaii County Council has
‘PPropriated a cotgzl of 31,250,000 for Plans, design and
struction,

4

LIPS I |
[P ¥}
o R o 7]

<is intended chac & aeéw multi-purpose tecreational facility
"built on the Preseac sice of Kawananakoa Hall which would be
~fn down. The new facility would Seérve the Keaukaha Hawaiian
ii.nestead areg as well ax the greacer community. The projece
~9uld consist of 3 new gymnasium with a specrator area that
could also serve ag 8 public meeting hall,

1=
[(N¥'s’

(R I

nwe see this Project as a joint efforc Dy the State, Hawaii
“vuncy and other agencies that would benefit from this
Zacility, including cne Cepartmenc of Hawaiian Home Landg,
Kamehamehsa Schools/Bishop Estate and the Office of Hawaiian
Affairs,

- pelieve that if the Scace ang County demonstrate support for
Ciuis projece, We may be able to generate Support from other
dgencies.

“uznk you fgr your Xiad zunvideravion of this matter.

siuverely,

RELE4SE o eoleEr 02

et




HAWAI STATE LEGISLATLRE
STATE CAPITOR.
HANAR 95913

August 26, 1997

The Honorabla Banjamin J, Cayetano
Govemor

Stass of Hawai S
_Hnwui f?? — o . 3

Sare Capital Foop- E, Harhlcaca & W, L €Tears

Honolule, Hawali 96813

Dear Governor Cayetano:

We writs to respectfully roquast that you sntharize the relesss of the $1,000,000 for the plans,
design, comstmetion, and equipmant for the Kesukshs Gymassium in Hilo m replace ths aging
Kawnoanakos Hall Ths finds wars eppropeated by the Legislatme this past sesaion by way of
H.B. No. 350, HD. 1, 8D. 1, C.D. 1, enscied 25 At 328, Session Laws of Hawail 1997,

Accaording t© Mayor Stephan Yamashim, the Hawail Coumty Council has
s:,zso.ooornmo’:mm The Caunty of Hewail is willing t0 mave forward joindy with
the Stars on the plans and design of this peoject.

Oﬁmuywuam&zmmmmyﬁqmﬂybgngwua
o ity ochl s mis S B A Ay 124000
utilized for rogulsted

]
R
%
:
]

This profect is 8 kny priority fior the district and will benefit the residents of Bast Hawail.
¥, Wo sea this project 2a 2 coopemtive effort by the State end tha County of Hawail.
Far your convenieance, aticlosed is & copy of a Jetter from Mayor Stephen Yameshiro requesting

that you reloase the fimds for tha project.

?“__,_, 47 —
: 97, FL3
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KEAUKAHA HAWAIIAN HOMESTEAD COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION
135 Lyman Avenue
Hilo, Hawai’i 96720

September 9, 1997

. T —
The Honorable Stephen K. Yamashiro - THARE Yok o x_e:r,-c:i irgiiﬁo,c ﬁ /e?
Mayor, County of Hawai'i “aq7 Ke€awida H A copnn  4550e. T

25 Aupuni Street, Suite 2135
" Hilo, Hawai'i 96720-4252

 RE: KAWANANAKOA HALL __
AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW KAWANANAKOA GYMNASIUM

Dear Mayor Yamashiro:

May we express our sincere appreciation for your letter dated August 21, 1997 to
- Governor Benjamin J. Cayetano. It is with extreme gratitude that we present you this
letter and applaud the County of Hawai'i’s commitment to the above. We are very happy

to hear of your intent to move forward beginning with the plans and design.

~ We have long awaited a safe and healthy environment for our children and elders to
frequent. In an effort to raise community awareness and support, we have gathered
signatures in the form of a petition. We, along with other associations and groups from
our community present the attached copies of the petition. Many of the signatures are
from the Keaukaha community, but we have also solicited support from other areas of our

“ county.
. Again, thank you for your commitment and continued support of our community and the

t County of Hawai'i at large. If you have any suggestions or if we can assist in anyway to
further the construction plans and ensure its completion, please inform us of how we can

- kokua.

~ Sincerely yours,

ﬁmﬁ% 27~z
~ Winona “Ipo™ Hai-Kelly
President -
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THARL. YO ~ LETTER OF S ifPERS

September 12, 1997 IG5 KEACKAHA ACTions GROCP Coumnl,

The Honorable Stephen Yamashiro, Mayor
County of Hawai’i

25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, Hawai’i 96720

RE: Kawananakoa Hall

Aloha Mayor Yamashiro:

The Keaukaha Community Action Committee appreciates your support of our endeavors to bring
to our community a gymnasium that would meet the needs of the community, Your
correspondence to Governor Cayetano introduces our goals at the Executive level.

We are here today, to continue to request your support of our goal to bring to Keaukaha a safer,
updated gymnasium facility, that we have determined will benefit the conumnunity of Hilo as well

 as the Big Island.

We support all organizations and people who have signed the enclosed petition and we will
continue to gather additional endorsements of this project. We strive to keep communications

open with all agencies and we support community partnerships.

; * Thank you for your support.
f Sincerely,
' " Luella Aina ‘ Leimomi Shearer

Keaukaha Community Action Committee Keaukaha Community Action Committee

L.

f"--. ?—-—‘ ]. -




9E£T. OF AAWANAY

D ise LANDS

Gep | 12270 97

HAWAI STATE LEGISLATURE
: STATE CAPITOL
HONOLUL-L, HAWAI B&313
September 16, 1997
“*
i A S ——
’ L ; ——

Hawaiian Homes Commission TOHHL FrCae €, HALA 14, W, wereger
P.0.Box 1875

Honolulu, Hawaii 96805

Dear Chairman Watson:

We writo in rogards to the propesed nsw gymnasium in Keaukaha on the Big Island, I am
enclosing for your information, a copy of Big Isiand Mayor Stephen Yamashiro’s letter to the
Governor as well as our letter to the Govemnor. The County of Hawaii estimates that the entire
gym can ba campleted at a cost of $3.2 milllon, to date, $2.25 million are available. If the
balance of $950,000 can be obtained from sources such as the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, the
Department of Hawaiien Home Lands, and possible Bishop Estate or the County of Hawaii or

tha State, this much needed project will hopefuilly come to timely fruition.

We understand that the Office of Hawatian Affairs has in principle agreed to match, on a cash
basis, dollar for dollar, cns-third of the remaining $950,000 if the Department of Hawaiian

Home Lands algo does.

We request that yor carefully consider this proposal. Your involvement mmay well make all the
difference.

With warm personal regards,
Very truiy yours,

G S

ERIC HAMAKAWA , WA CALF
Representative, 3% District Senator] 2 District

WM:gkk

Enclosures -




January 13,

1998

KAWANANAKOA-HALL COMMUNITY
ACTION GROUP

PLACE: KAWANANAKOA-HALL
TIME: 6:00 PM

Call to Order
Opening Prayer
Chairman's report
Treasurer's report

AGENDA :

I.

II.

III.

IV.

v. 0ld4
A.
B.
C.

vVI. New
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Business
Secured a checking account-
1. American Savings & Loan

Progress report-
1. August 21, 1997 - Mayor's letter to the Governor

2. Sept. 9, 1997 - Keaukaha Homestead Comm. Assc.
letter of thank you to our Mayor

3, Sept. 12, 1997 - Keaukaha Comm. Action Group

. letter of thank you to our Mayor

4., Sept. 16, 1997 - Letter to Kali Watson, DHHL from
Rep. Eric Hamakawa & Senator
Wayne Metcalf.

Comments from the Floor

Business

Letter from Julie Tulang

1. Up-to-date information on Kawananakoa Gym project

to be discussed.

Report from DHHL
Report from our State Representative

Report from our State Senator
Request for support from our State and County

officials to endorse Kealii Beck to be the Project

Consultant.

1. Has been working with the community action group
& other community members in developing an
architectual design two years for the project.

2. Has the community support.

3. He is a "Keiki 0' Ka Aina".

4. He is on the list to be considered at the Dept.
of Public Works.

"




KEAUKAHA COMMUNITY ACTION GROUP
January 13, 1998 6:00 p.m.
Kawananakoa Hall, Keaukaha

Present: Kawailele o hi'ilawe (Pres.), Louella Aina (P&R Dept.),
Michael M. John (Pres./NA KUPUNA O KEAUKAHA), Senator Wayne
Metcalf (Legislative Representative/Senae), Edward Andrade (East
Hawaii - DHHL District Mgr.), Luana Kawelu (Queen Liliuokalani
Trust - Dist. Representative), Isiah "Frank" Feary (P&R Dept.).

Opening: President Kawailele o hi'ilawe started the community
action group meeting with a call to order. Mrs. Aina then
gave the opening prayer.

0ld Business:

Secured Checking Account

President Kawailele o hi'ilawe informed members and invited
guests that he had secured a new checking account at the American
Savings & Loan Bank. Balance of the account are a matter of
public record. Open information of amount is available upon
request by group members or the public.

Progress Report

The copies of the following four (4) letters were given to
committee members and invited guests as confirmation of updated
verbal information; 1)- August 21, 1997 - Mayor's letter to the
Governor, 2)- Sept. 9, 1997 - Keaukaha Homestead Comm. Assc.
letter of thank you to the Mayor, 3)- Sept. 12, 1997 - Keaukaha
Comm. Action Group letter of thank you to our Mayor, 4)- Letter
+o Kali Watson, DHHL, from Rep. Eric Hamakawa & Senator Wayne

Hamakawa regarding funding available and funding balance.

Information provided showed letters of state and county public
officials as well as keaukaha community organizations.

There were no comments from the floor as the letters were self
explanatory. .

New Business:

Letter from Julie Tulang, Deputy Director/P&R Dept. 10/29/97

Copies of the letter addressed to the Action Group were provided
to invited guests and community members who attended the meeting.
Also attached were the OHA documents for the grant application
for the Kawananakoa Gym Project in which $1,000,000 was
requested. Extra copies are still available.




Continuation Page 2

Report from our State Senator, wayne Metcalf

As several minutes passed for attendees to review the material,
Wayne Metcalf then interjected that he would like to comment on
the OHA application at this time. Related that he had previously
discussed the matter with Representative Eric Hamakawa.

Mr. Metcalf then stated that since he knew OHA Chairperson, Ms.
Frenchy Desoto, he had a meeting with her recently. He further
related that at this time she did not think OHA would be able
to contribute $1,000,000 but perhaps & more reasonable figure
of $333,333.00. He understood that to be a committement.

He also added that if need be, he and Representative Hamakawa
would go back to the Legislature for an additional $333,333.00
to complete the construction of the Kawananakoa Gym Project.

He further added that he was very concerned that approval for
some of the funds is already close to two years. He then added
that he would not like to see any of funding amount lapsed due to

the three (3) year limitation.

Wayne further elaborated t+hat he understands that at this time,
the only contribution that DHHL could make would be the land cdue
to an attorney general ruling in a past case ruling.

Report from our DHHL - District Mgr., Ed Andrade

Mr. Ed Andrade then related that the community action group
should not give up their efforts at this time. He further stated
that the action group & other community organizations should
continue to pursue trying to get funding frem the DHHL as well as

other sources.

Ms. Leinani Aina then interjected that according to her
understanding the Parks & Recreation Department is considering
scaling down the rooms portion (deleting) of the plans submitted
to Glen Miyao by Mr. Kealii Beck due to hearsay information
received. Information indicated that after Bishop Estates/
Kamehameha Schools vacates their Keaukaha campus the buildings

would revert to DHHL & the community.

Mr. Andrade then stressed that at this time there is no concrete
plans about what they will be doing with Bishop Estate buildings
when they are vacated. Also at this time there is also no

time frame (year) when that will be.

REQUEST for support from our State and County Officials

At this time the matter of support for our Kawananakoa-Hall
Action Group volunteer architecht, Mr. Kealii Beck was brought up
by Mr. Michael John. Mrs. Aina pointed out to reasons listed on




Continuation Page 3

the agenda as part of the on-going effort to support his past

work

When

done.

Note:

-

Historically, our volunteer architecht has done

a tremendous wvolume of Pro bono work for the action
group which includes; black & white still
photographs, 8mm movie film footage, seminar workshop
with community members to determine needs & design of
the facility, a masters' degree thesis as part of

a8 UCLA course whereby students came up with their own
designs for the Kawananakoa Hall, etc.

This has all been documented.

asked Mr. Wayne Metcalf stated that he did not see a problem

with his supporting Mr. Beck as a consultant for the project.

Other members of the meeting expressed their concerns in support
of the request.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THE NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE

STATE OF HAWAII
STATE CAPITOL
HONOQLULU, HAWAIL 96813

February 6, 1998

199&

STATLLS efF EYAL

Fumbiad & ScLpces

Ms. Luella Aina
15 Paipai Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Dear Ms-Aderd,” )A""' k] sl

Please find enclosed a copy of HB 3515, Relating to Capital

Improvement Projects for the Third Representative District, which I
have introduced for legislative consideration. This measure contains
appropriations for the construction and equipment for the proposed

Keaukaha Gymnasium. It was introduced to the House of
Representatives and passed first reading on January 29, 1998.

The bill has been referred to the Finance Committee. [ urge you to
contact Representative Calvin Say, Chair of the Finance Committee,

toll free at 974-4000 ext. 6-6200 to request consideration and

inclusion of the Keaukaha Gym appropriation in the supplemental

budget.

Please feel free to contact me if there are further concerns or
questions toll free at 974-4000 ext. 6-8480.

Sinqerely,
Eric G. Hamakawa
Hawaii State Representative

Third District

EGH: my




HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

STATE OF HAWAII
STATE CAPITOL
HONOLULLU, HAWAII 96813

June 16, 1998

.““-
1998 SiaTS OF @Yl

Eurtd i & SCLLRCES

Ms. Luella Aina
15 Paipai Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dear Ms, Admar Lu“‘

Enclosed for your information, I am sending a copy of a letter sent by Juliette Tulang,
Deputy Director of the County of Hawaii Department of Parks and Recreation, regarding

the status of funding for Keaukaha Gymnasium.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me or my
office manager, Sonia Shigehara, toll-free to Honolulu at 974-4000, extension 6-8480.

Sincerely,

Eric G. Hamakawa

Hawaii State Representative
Third District

EGH:ss
enclosure




George Yoshida
Director
hen K. Yamashiro .
Mayor Juliette M. Tulang
Depury Director

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATIO

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 * Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(808) 961-8311

June 10, 1998 G_T-__..
1998 STATAS OF Fomdie

SOULES - MHEW SV

A. Frenchy DeSoto, Chairperson
Board of Trustees

Office of Hawaiian Affairs

711 Kepiolani Boulevard, Suite 1250

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Chairperson DeSoto:

Subject:

This is to briefly update you on the status of government funding sources for the
sove-referenced project. This past year the State Legislature appropriated an additional
$330,000 to an existing appropriation of $1,000,000 for plans, designs and construction
of the project. In addition, the County has for FY1998-99 augmented prior

appropriations for a total of $2,250,000.

We hope that this information is helpful to you in determining the merits of our
pending funding request to you in the amount of $330,000.

Thank you for your consideration in the matter.

Sincerely,
JULIETTE M. TULANG
_ Deputy Director
cc: Senator Wayne Metcalf
+"Representative Eric Hamakawa
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SUAMIN J. CAYETANO KALI WATSON

. CHADIMACH
rﬂ?::::‘::*" HAWAIAN HOMES COMMISSION
STATE-OF HAWAI Ty o ks
. TOT™HE
DEPARTMENT OF HAWAIIAN HOME LANDS
160 Baker Avenue

Hilo, Hawail 96720

July 9, 1998

Mr. Glenn Miyao, Park Planner/Adm. Officer
County Parks and Recreation Dept.

25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, HI 96720

Dear Glenn:
Subject: Kawananakoa Gym Project

The Keaukaha Community Action Committee has informed us that in order to continue the
planning and eventual construction of a new gymnasium at the present Kawananakoa Hall site,
the County of Hawaii needs to know if the parking area between the gym and Keaukaha School
will be available to meet the gym’s parking requirement.

\« vou know, the area in question is licensed from DHHL by the Department of Education. In

sucr for us to negotiate a joint use of this parcel with the DoE we need to have a written request
from the County, which should include a plot plan of the proposed gym and the amount of land,
from the DoE parcel, needed to fulfill the parking requirement.

.-\loha

== . f ,
Edward J,*Andrade

tust Hawaii District Supervisor

\t

Xe: Linda Chinn, Branch Manager, Land Management Division
Darrell Yogodich, Planner, Planning Office
Luella Aina, Keaukaha Community Action Committee




. George Yoshida

Direcror
Stephen K. Yamashiro
Mayor Juliette M. Tulang ~
Depury Director

Loy |

Gounty of Hafoaii

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION _

25 Aupuni Street, Room 210 « Hilo, Hawaii 96720-4252
(B08) 961-8311

July 9, 1998

Edward Andrade

East Hawaii District Supervisor
Dept of Hawaiian Home Lands

160 Baker Avenue

Hilo, HI 96720

Subject: Kawanakakoa Gym Project

Dear Ed:

In response to your 7/09/98 letter, please be informed that we
are awaiting the submittal of a scope of work/fee proposal from

our consultant, 1Included in the scope of work is preparation of —_
a plot plan indicating the area needed from the DOE parcel for
parking.

Upon completion of the plot plan, a request for joint use of the
affected DOE parcel will be submitted to your office. '

Thank you for your anticipated support on this particular issue.

;o
\G'lenn Miyao
Park Planner/Adm Officer b




711 Kapi' olani Boulevard

Fifth Fleor
Honolulu, Hawai'i 96813

Office of Hawaiian Affairs

DATE: August 31, 1998

TO: Julie Tulang
County of Hawai' i
961-8411 -
e
¢
FROM: Sasha Springer Asatg; Grants Assistant

RE: Keaukaha Community Action Committee 98-61

Dear Ms. Tulang:

Per our telephone canversation on Friday, August 28™, T have received
permission from my supervisor to release the panel reviewers
recommendation on the grant proposal from County of Hawai' i ~
Keaukaha Community Action Committee. The results of the review are

enclosed.

T hope that this will help to answer some of the questions. If thereis
anything more that T can do to help feel free to call me at 808 594-

1986.

e

P AL to s s p e e e st .
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FAX (808) 594-1865
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| STATE OF HAWAI' e
OFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS o> ¢
711 KAPI'OLANI BOULEVARD, SUITE 500 ez =
HONOLULU, HAWA'l 86813 = = o
‘_':_.‘ AR o S B L
ooor:E
Qctober 20, 1998 -

ol
N

Ms. Juliette Tulang, Deputy Director
County of Hawai'i

Department of Parks and Recreation
25 Aupuni Street, Room 210

Hilo, Hawai'i 96720-4252

Re: Kawananakoa Hall Grant Request 98-61

Dear Ms. Tulang:

in response to your letter to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs on

Greetings. Iam writing to you
the status of your request for a grant from our office.

October 1, 1998 inquiring as to

Your grant request was denied by' the Board of Trustees on July 28, 1998 consistent with the
evaluations of our staff and community reviewers who also recommended denial. A two-page
was denied was sent to you on August 31, 1998.

letter explaining the reasons why your grant
We have not received a grant application for consideration from you during our next grant

review period which closed on September 25, 1998 and thus do not have any proposals from you
or your organization which are pending before our grant’s department.

OHA’s next deadline for grant applications is April 30, 1999. Although I cannot advise you as

to your chances for future funding by the Board of Trustees, you may want to consider some of
the comments of the staff and community evaluators who analyzed your previous grant request.
For ease of reference, I have taken the liberty of enclosing Sasha Asato’s August 31, 1998 letter

for your review.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

— ’ o -7::)
dall Ogata
Administrator

Enclosure




FEBRUARY 3, 1999

5—-

KAWANANAKOA-HALL COMMUNITY
ACTION GROUP

PLACE: KAWANANAKOA-HALL, KEAUKAHA
TIME: 5:30 PM

Call to order.

Opening prayer.
Minutes of the last two meetings, 1/15,27/99.

0ld
a—

New

business
Report by Leinani "Lu" Aina re: information obtained

from Larry Mehau, & Glen Miyao. 1/15/97 mtg.
Report by Kalani Motta re: Aaron Chung. 1/15/97 mtg.

Report by Kawaileleo'hiilawe re: Letter to Andy Levin
1/15/97 mtg.

Report by Frank Feary re: Support letters to community
and sports, facility user organizations; Keaukaha
Elementary School, Kamehameha School/East Hawaii campus,
Na Kupuna O Keaukaha, Hui Ho'omau O Keaukaha Panaewa,
No Respect Softball Team, Who Cares Softball Team,
Keaukaha Sports, Keaukaha Athletic Club, & Na Wahine 0O

Hilo Volleyball Organization (non-profit).

Proposal request letters to the following; State Senator
Norman Mizuguchi, State Senator David Matsuura, State
Senator Eric Hamakawa, Weinburg Foundation, & Office of

Hawaiian Affairs Trustees (2)

Business
Finalize and detail Domestic non-profit purpose in order

to complete it on form for the State Tax Office.




APPENDIX 7

ANNUAL USAGE SUMMARIES,

HUALANI PARK, FISCAL 1997 &1998




FacilityKAWANANAKOA HALL
Date June 30, 1997

Employeeleinani L. Aina
RECREATION DIRECTOR I1I

INDIVIDUAL FACILITY - ANNUAL ATTENDANCE
DATA REPORT

SPORTS/PHIVSICAL FITNESS/PLAY JULY 1,1996-JUNE 10,1997
- Organized P&R Sports (ames 3938
Organized Non-P&R Sparts Cames 70528
- Organized Sports Practices 28279
_ P&R Sports instruction 4804
Organized Phvsical Fitness 21269
- Casual PMay, Table Cames, Others 23379
ARTS/CRAFATS 3259
] MUSIC/DANCE 197067
_ DRAMA/STORYTELLING/PUPPETRY 246
OUTDOOR NATURE ACTIVITIES . ‘ 310
SOCIAL ACTIVITIES 412
SPECIAL EVENTS 63974
B MISCELLANEQUS 57160
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INTRODUCTION

Mason Architects prepared this historic architectural survey and assessment of the effects of the
proposed Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project under contract to
GeoMetrician Associates of Hilo, Hawaii. Fieldwork was completed by Katharine Slocumb, AIA
of Mason Architects in January 2000. The report was authored by Ms. Slocumb and Barbara
Shideler, AIA (also of Mason Architects). Ms, Slocumb and Ms. Shideler are trained in
architectural history and historic preservation, and are licensed architects in the State of Hawaii.
Ms. Slocumb has a Master’s Degree in Architecture and a Graduate Certificate in Historic
Preservation, both from the University of Hawaii at Manoa. Ms. Shideler has a Bachelor's
Degree in Architecture and a Graduate Certificate in Historic Preservation, also from the
University of Hawaii at Manoa. They have had extensive course work in American architectural
history and eight and ten years, respectively, of professional research experience in the field.
They each meet the professional qualification standards under Historic Architecture and
Architectural History outlined in 36 CFR 61, Appendix A.

METHODOLOGY
Survey Methods

The field checks included a visual survey of the present Kawananakoa Hall, as well as a study of
other examples of 1930s social and recreation halls on the Island of Hawaii. The survey also
included the collection of data on potential historic resources associated with the school. The
original construction drawings for the building were not located, and may no longer exist.
Drawings of past renovation projects and the existing building configuration for the hall were
located at the Hawaii County, Department of Parks and Recreation plan files. The building was
surveyed in the field to identify the present condition of the building, as well as note alterations
and changes to the historic fabric. The structure was evaluated for its historic integrity and
potential historic significance. Field photographs were taken with 35mm color print film, and
notes made on the materials and condition of the structure.

The files of the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Office were checked to see if the
Kawananakoa Hall was listed on the National Register of Historic Places or had been declared
eligible for the Register. The Hawaii State Archives and Bishop Museum archives were searched
for historic photos or other documentary articles, The State of Hawaii Library and the Alu Like-
Native Hawaiian Library Project were also checked for archival materials. One of Keaukaha
residents, who was also a resident at the time of the moving of Kawananakoa Hall to its current
site, was interviewed.

Survey Results

The field checks confirmed that the building was built in 1938 in accordance with a report
published that year by the Superintendent of Public Works. The building has received some
alterations since it was originally constructed; these alterations are described in a later section of

this report.

No historic materials associated with the building were located at the Hawaii State Historic
Preservation Office, or the Bishop Museum archives. Historic photographs taken of the Hall in
1946 of the tidal wave damage, as well as the Public Works 1938 report were located at the
Hawaii State Archives. Several newspaper articles concerning the development of the Keaukaha
Hawaiian Homelands project were located at the State Library, although nothing specifically
discussed the construction or use of the Kawananakoa Hall. A publication entitled Kuw Home [




Keaukaha, a collection of oral history testimony by kupuna from Keaukaha, was located at the
Alu Like-Native Hawaiian Library.

EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT ON HISTORIC RESOURCES

For a Federat (or State) undertaking or an undertaking that involves Federal (or State) funds or
land, the official evaluation of effects—adverse or otherwise—is done in consultation between the
Agency proposing a project and the SHPD. The following are the opinions of the architectural
historians who surveyed the architectural resource on the project site, and who are familiar with
the history and context of the building. The consultation between Hawaii County and the SHPD,
if they agree, will ultimately determine the effect of the undertaking on the historic properties, if
any, in the project area.

Description of the Undertaking(s)

The proposed Kawananakoa Hall Demolition and Reconstruction project is intended to correct
existing functional deficiencies within the present facility by:

1) Demolition of existing facilities:

As proposed, the new building will be located on the site of the present Kawananakoa Hall,
thus requiring the demolition of the existing building.

2) Construction of new facilities to meet County standards:

The new facility will include:

8,400 sq. ft of athletic court space;
detached story telling room,

two community rooms;

weight room;

men’s and women’s locker rooms;
four restrooms;

administrative, mechanical, electrical and janitorial spaces;
stage for presentations;

children’s play area

landscaping and parking for 95 cars.

* & & & * & & & & 2

HISTORIC CONTEXT
Brief History of Kawananakoa Hall

The Hawaiian Homestead Act was established in 1910, however land was not obtained until
1921. With this Act, hundreds of thousands of acres of land was made available for settlement
by Native Hawaiians on the islands of Molokai, Hawaii, Maui and Kauai. The Act was
championed by Prince Jonah Kuhio Kalanianiole, Hawaii’s first delegate to Congress.

In 1924, four hundred acres on Molokai were made available for homesteads. In December of
that year, Rudolph Duncan, Executive Secretary of the Department of Hawaiian Homelands
(DHHL) announced that the Keaukaha-Panaewa area on the island of Hawaii had been chosen as
the next Hawaiian homestead tract. The Keaukaha Hawaiian Homelands Project opened on
December 19, 1924. The settlement included approximately 2000 acres along the coastline about
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two miles east of Hilo. Road construction and infrastructure improvements were completed
incrementally with funds appropriated from the Territorial legislature. Lots 116 to 121 were set
aside by the DHHL for a future park, later named Hualani Park (Hilo Tribune Herald, 12/17/24).
In 1930, a primary school was constructed near the park land. By 1933, 1,300 residents had been
placed on one-acre lots. The same year water service was finally made available {Akoi, p.45). In
1937-38, a second phase of house lots were made available for homesteading. This development
was overseen by Princess Abigail Kawananakoa, who served on the Hawaiian Homelands
Commission from 1936-38.

In 1938, the Territorial Legislature appropriated $80,000 for the construction of a community
hall and a beach pavilion at Keaukaha Beach Park along Kalanianiole Avenue. Contractor
George E. Freitas was awarded a $10,970 contract for the construction of the Hall. The building
was named “Kawananakoa Hall” after Abigail Kawananakoa, who was then special
commissioner in charge of the settlement. The hall was used for recreation and for general
welfare purposes, but especially as a Nursery School. A clinic for maternal and infant hygiene
was held there monthly. (Akoi, 1989, p.45)

The April 1946 tsunami pushed the Kawananakoa Hall off its foundations and moved it onto
Kalanianiole Highway (figures 1 and 2). The building came to rest so that just enough room was
available in front of the structure to allow cars to pass. In 1947-48, community members moved
the building in sections to its present location at Hualani Park, where it was reassembled.
According to a resident of Keaukaha, who also lived in the area at the time the hall was moved,
the current recreation room at the back of the hall was originally the kitchen. When the structure
was moved, rooms were built on either side of this back room, and the room on the north side
was made into the kitchen. A sketch in the county tax records shows the room opposite the
kitchen being used as a library, the room between as a meeting room, the room at the front at the
northeast corner of the building as a recreation room, and the room at the southeast corner as a
baby clinic. Since its relocation, the building has received minor repairs and renovations over
the years, and in the 1990s a new office was appended to the east elevation.

Statement of Significance

Kawananakoa Hall is significant under National Register of Historic Places Criterion A for its
“association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history.” Specifically, the building is closely associated with the Keaukaha-Panaewa Hawaiian
Homelands project, which was the second major (and at the time, the largest) project by the
Department of Hawaiian Homelands. The hall is significant as one of the first community
buildings constructed in the settlement. In the oral history conducted of area kapuna residents,
Kuu Home I Keaukaha, the building is mentioned numerous times, indicating the importance of
the Hall and the community activities that occurred there to the people of the community. The
Keaukaha resident interviewed as part of this report also expressed the affection of the Keaukaha
residents for the building. Further, Kawananakoa Hall is named for Princess Abigail
Kawananakoa, who was then special commissioner in charge of the Keaukaha Hawaiian
Homeland settlement in 1936-38, and who personally lobbied for the funds to construct the
building for the children of Keaukaha.

The building is also significant under Criterion C as a “property that embodies the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period or method of construction...” Kawananakoa Hall is a
representative example of a 1930s or 1940s-era community building. Its veracular styling is
compatible with other structures in the community.

The gymnasium structures built on the Island of Hawaii during the 1930s and 1940s share many
architectural traits. These include the common use of vertical T&G siding (the original siding at




K awananakoa is vertical), wood truss roof structure, screened ventilation openings along the top
of the gym space walls, wood double-hung windows. wood panel doors (most often 5-panel). a
recessed main entry, horizontal lattice al “he building foundation, and a massing patiern with
lower administrative, classroom, or storage type spaces Serving as a visual transition to the large
gymnasium space, particularly on he sides and back of the building.

Ookala Gym (figure 3), on the Hamakua Coast. Wwas constructed in 1924, is similar to
Kawananakoa Hall in several ways; a strong vertical front facade, a recessed front entry with
double doors. transitional massing at the sides of the building, and ventilation openings along the
top of the walls. Pashau Gym (figure 4) alsO has several architectural similarities to
Kawananakoa Hall. These include the large gable roof with louvered attic vent, large double-

hung, regularly spaced wood windows at the gym space, and similar massing.

Vertical wood T&G siding was the original extericr siding for Kawananakoa Hall, but this was
covered over with horizontal wood siding after the move of the building in 1947-1948 to Hualani
Park. Andrew’s Gym in Hilo was constructed in 1931 It also has horizontal wood exterior
siding, which appears to be more commonly used after the mid-1940s. Although the exterior
siding was changed on Kawananakoa Hall from its original appearance, the change is
representative of not only the new life of the puilding, but also the change in architectural

materials at this time in history.

DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIALLY HISTORIC RESOURCES

Physical History
Date of Erection: 1938 at Keaukaha Beach Park; relocated to present site ¢, 1947-48.

Architect: unknown.

Original and subsequent owners: The property is_owned by the Hawaii State Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands and is jeased to the Hawaii County Department of Parks and Recreation.

Builder, contractor, suppliers: George E. Freitas, contractor.

Original plans and construction: unknown

Alterations and additions: During 1947-48 the building was relocated and a room added to each
side of the room at the back of the structure, These protruded out from the exterior wall of the
original building. The original vestical T&G siding had a horizontal board, possibly acting as a
girt, running at approximately every three feet around the building. When the building was
 constructed, these horizontal girt boards weré removed and the current ‘horizontal shiplap
siding was installed on top of the original vertical boards; the vertical T&G siding 15 still visible
at the building interior. It is unknown if the original building foundation perimeter and

skirt/lattice was the same Or similar to the existing-

Prior to 1977 — a small shower addition was constructed on each side of the building, protruding
out from the-existing shower rooms.

1990s - a new office was appended to the east elevation. This addition uses the same materials
and design as the original structure. An accessible restroom was constructed within the structure

on the south side, slightly altering the layout of a Storage room and single bathroom.




Physical Description
Architectural character: Vernacular-style, wood-framed structure (figures 5-7).

Condition of fabric: Good, with minor termite damage at interior walls and floors.

Exterior:

Overall dimensions: “T-shaped” plan, approximately 115 feet by 64 feet. The gymnasium is
79 feet by 40 feet.

Foundations: Wood post and beam foundation. 4x6 post and girders; 2x6 joists at 30 inches
on-center (some additional members added at an unknown date). Lava rock perimeter walls
or piers are at front and center side entries, and at corners of 1947 additions at rear.

Exterior Walls, Siding and Structural System: Wood stud wall construction. Horizontal
exterior siding (shiplap). Wood watertable.

Roof and Roof Framing: Wood truss structure, with a steel ridge truss. Rafters have
rounded ends. Roofing is corrugated metal.

Lanai and Steps: Frorit entry has a ramp leading up from both sides, and is fronted by a
stepped lava rock wall. Lower gable roof protrudes out from wall over front entry. Two
central side entries, on either side of the court area, have concrete ramps with lava rock
foundation walls and small shed roof above. Other entries have wooden steps and platforms.

Doorways and Doors: Most exterior doors have been replaced with modern flush wood
doors. The remaining original exterior doors are wood five-panel doors with metal knobs.
The front entry door frame has a decorative geometric pattern made of regularly-spaced smail
wood boards (figure 8). All other door frames as simple wood frames.

Windows: All original windows are wood-double hung windows with simple wood casing.
The large windows at the gymnasium are 3-over-3, with the lights divided horizontally.
Other windows are 2-over-2, also divided horizontally. Screened openings run along the top
of the wall along both sides of the gymnasium space. The more recent office addition has
jalousie windows.

Interior:

Floor Plan: The building is generally T-shaped in plan. The front entry hasa central hallway
that leads directly to the gymnasium. On either side of the hallway are rooms: the north side
has a single storage room, probably originally serving as an office, and stairs leading to the
second floor. The south side has a smaller hallways leading to two storage rooms, two
closets, and the accessible bathroom.

The central gymnasium space (figure 9) has a door on each side near the front leading into
the men’s and women’s restrooms. A double door at each side of the gym, near the middle of
the room; leads outside. At the back wall, a door at each end lead into the recreation room.
This room has a double door leading out to the back of the building, and a single door on
each side: these lead into the kitchen on the north side of the building, and to the two offices

on the south side.




The second floor space, located above the front section of the building only, in front of the
gymnasium, currently contains the weight room (figure 10).

Flooring: Wood T&G, with composition tiles instalied on top at the kitchen, and carpet
installed on top in the office rooms.

Wall and Ceiling Finish: T&G at front and rear portion of building, canec at gymnasium.
The second floor weight room has the exposed corrugated metal roofing at the ceiling.

Interior Doorways and Doors: The remaining original interior doors are wood five-panel
doors with metal knobs. New interior doors are wood flush doors.

Mechanical Equipment:

Lighting: The gymnasium and weight rooms have modemn pendant fluorescent lights.
Other rooms have ceiling-mounted incandescent lights, except the recreation room, which
has an older decorative fluorescent light.




FEDERAL REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO HISTORIC PROPERTIES

National Register of Historic Places Criteria

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), in title 36, part 60 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (referred to as 36 CFR 60), defines the criteria for legally evaluating the significance
of cultural resources as the following: The quality of significance in American history.
architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings,

structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association, and:

A) that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history; or

B) that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C) that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction;

or

D) that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history
(U.S. Dept. of Interior; 1991: p. 37).

The National Register also includes a section called "Criteria Considerations” which explains
that ordinarily properties that are less than fifty years old will not "be considered eligible for the
National Register" unless they are "of exceptional importance.” The Hawaii State Register of
Historic Places utilizes the same criteria as the National Register. Properties listed on the

Hawaii Register are afforded the same protection as those listed on the National Register.

National Register Integrity Criteria

The National Register Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation
defines integrity as “the ability of a property to convey its significance.”(U.S. Dept. of Int., 44).
To be listed in the National Register of Historic Places, a property must not only be shown to be
significant under the National Register criteria, but it also must retain its historic integrity. There
are seven aspects of integrity mentioned in the National Register criteria: location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Many of these have to do with the
physical characteristics of a historic resource. There is usually a close relationship between the
physical features of an historic property and the significance of that resource. The evaluation of
integrity is sometimes a subjective judgment, but it must always be grounded in an
understanding of a property's physical features and how they relate to its significance.

Historic properties either retain integrity (that is, convey their significance) or they do not. To
retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and usually most, of the aspects.
The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a property to convey its
significance. Determining which of these aspects are most important to a particular property
requires knewing why, where, and when the property is significant. The following sections
define the seven aspects and explain how they combine to produce integrity.




Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended:

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires Federal agencies to take into
account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, including those actions they assist
or license, and to afford the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) a reasonable
opportunity 1o comment on such undertakings. The regulations are speiled out in the U.S. Code
of Federal Regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. Instrumental in the Section 106 review process is the
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), who is the official appointed or designated pursuant
to Section 101(b)(1) of the National Historic Preservation Act to administer the State historic
preservation program. In Hawaii, the SHPO is appointed by the Governor of the state, and is
generally the Director of the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR). The SHPO has
a staff supporting him in the State Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) of DLNR.

The Section 106 review process involves five basic steps:
Step 1: Identify and evaluate historic properties

The Federal agency responsible for an undertaking begins by identifying the historic properties
the undertaking may affect. To do this, the agency first reviews background information and
consults with the SHPO and others who may know about historic properties in the area. Based on
this review the agency determines what additional surveys or other field studies may be needed,

and conducts such studies.

If districts, sites, buildings, structures, or objects are found that may be eligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places, but have not yet been inciuded in the Register, the
agency evaluates them against criteria published by the National Park Service, which maintains
the Register. This evaluation is carried out in consultation with the SHPO, and if questions arise
about the eligibility of a given property, the agency may seek a formal determination of
eligibility from the Secretary of the Interior. If a property has already been included in the
National Register further evaluation is not ordinarily necessary. Section 106 review process gives
equal treatment to properties that have already been included in the Register and those that are

eligible for inclusion.
Step 2: Assess effects

If properties are found that are included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register, the
agency then assesses what effect its undertaking will have on them. Again the agency works with
the SHPO, and considers the views of others. The agency makes its assessment based on criteria
found in the Council's regulations, and can make cne of three determinations:

1) No effect: the undertaking will not affect historic properties;

2) No adverse effect: the undertaking will affect one or more historic properties, but the
effect will not be harmful;

3) Adverse effect: the undertaking will harm one or more historic properties.

Step 3: Consultation

If an adverse effect will occur, the agency consults with the SHPO and others in an effort to find
ways to make the undertaking less harmful. Others who are consulted, under various
circumstances, may include local governments, Native American tribes, property owners, other
members of the public, and the Council. Consultation is designed to result in a Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA), which outlines measures agreed upon that the agency will take to reduce,




avoid, or mitigate the adverse effect. In some cases the consulting parties may agree that no such
measures are available, but that the adverse effects must be accepted in the public interest.

If consultation proves unproductive, the agency or the SHPO, or the Council itself, may
terminate consultation. The agency must submit appropriate documentation to the Council and
request the Council's written comments.

Step 4: Council comment

The Council may comment during step 3, by participating in consultation and signing the
resulting MOA. Otherwise, the agency obtains Council comment by submitting the MOA to the
Council for review and acceptance. The Council can accept the MOA, request changes, or opt to
issue written comments. If consultation was terminated, the Council issues its written comments

directly to the agency head, as the agency had requested.
Step 5: Proceed

If an MOA is executed, the agency proceeds with its undertaking under the terms of the MOA. In
the absence of an MOA., the agency head must take into account the Council's written comments
in deciding whether and how to proceed. (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 1990, p.2)

SUMMARY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Assessment of Significance

Kawananakoa Hall was examined and evaluated against the National Register of Historic Places
criteria. The hall is architecturally significant and has played an important role in the history of
the community. It appears to be eligible for the National Register under Criterion A for its
“association with events that hdve made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history”, specifically, for its associations with the Keaukaha-Panaewa Hawaiian Homelands
project and with Princess Abigail Kawananakoa; and Criterion C as a “property that embodies
the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction or represents the work
of a master...” as a representative example of a 1930s-era social/recreational building.

Assessment of Integrity

Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic
event occurred. The relationship between the property and its location is often important to
understanding why the property was created. The actual location of a historic property,
complemented by its setting, is particularly important in recapturing the sense of historic events

and persons.

Although Kawananakoa Hall was moved from its original site, the Hall retains its integrity of
location, since the structure has been located on its present site for more than fifty years (since c.
1947-48).

Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of a
property. It results from conscious decisions made during the original conception and planning of
a property. Design includes such elements as organization of space, proportion, scale,
technology, ornamentation, and materials. A property's design reflects historic functions and
technologies as well as aesthetics. It includes such considerations as the structural system;
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massing; arrangement of spaces; pattern of fenestration; textures and colors of surface materials:;
type, amount, and style of omamental detailing; and arrangement and type of plantings in a
designed landscape.

Kawananakoa Hall retains its integrity of design, since the "structural system; massing;
arrangement of spaces; pattern of fenestration; textures and colors of surface materials; and type.
amount, and style of ornamental detailing" remain evident. Several changes in design, such the
addition of ancillary structures, and the small office are either compatible in design or are
reversible and therefore do not detract from the integrity of design criterion.

Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. Setting refers to the character of the
place in which the property played its historical role. Setting often reflects the basic physical
conditions under which a property was built and the functions it was intended to serve. In
addition, the way in which a property is positioned in its environment can reflect the designer's
concept of nature and aesthetic preferences. The physical features that constitute the setting of a
historic property can be either natural or manmade, including such elements as topographic
features, vegetation, simple manmade features (paths or fences), and relationships between
buildings and other features or open space.

Kawananakoa Hall's setting has remained virtually unchanged since the building was relocated
to the site in the late-1940s.

Materials are the physical elements that were combined during a particular period of time and in
a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. The choice and combination of
materials reveals the preferences of those who created the property and indicate the availability
of particular types of materials and technologies. A property must retain the key exterior
materials dating from the period of its historic significance. If the property has been rehabilitated,
the historic materials and significant features must have been preserved.

Generally, Kawananakoa Hall retains its key exterior materials dating from the period of
significance. These significant materials include the exterior siding and trim, wood sash
windows, and ornamental bracketing/rafters. Although the building has sustained some minor
insect and water damage over time, it nonetheless retains enough of its original fabric to meet the
integrity of materials criterion. The original vertical wood siding was covered with horizontal
shiplap siding, changing the exterior look somewhat. The shiplap siding is typical of the 1940s
period, and has remained unchanged since the relocation of the structure, so it has historic

integrity from this period.

Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular people during any given
period in history. It is the evidence of artisans' labor and skill in constructing or altering a
building, structure, object, or site. Workmanship can apply to the property as a whole or to its
individual components. It can be expressed in vernacular methods of construction and plain
finishes or in highly sophisticated configurations and ormamental detailing. It can be based on
common traditions or innovative period techniques. Workmanship is important because it can
furnish evidence of the technology of a craft, illustrate the aesthetic principles of a historic or
prehistoric period, and reveal individual, local, regional, or national applications of both
technological practices and aesthetic principles.

Kawananakoa Hall retains its integrity of workmanship, since the methods of construction and
the level of detailing remain apparent. The hall features simple vernacular-style architectural
elements, such as wood framing, wood doors and windows, and lava rock walls, which make this

building representative of the period.
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Feeling is a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time.
It results from the presence of physical features that, taken together, convey the property's
historic character. For example, a rural historic district retaining original design, materials,
workmanship, and setting will relate the feeling of agricultural life in the 19th century. A
grouping of prehistoric petroglyphs, unmarred by graffiti and intrusions and located on its
original isolated bluff, can evoke a sense of tribal spiritual life.

Kawananakoa Hall retains its feeling as the social center of the community. Residents of the
community that have lived there for some time, while recognizing its functional limitations, have
an emotional attachment to the building resulting from memories of activities there throughout
the years. Some residents even recall the relocation process and participated in moving the

structure.

Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic
property. A property retains association if it is the place where the event or activity occurred and
is sufficiently intact to convey that relationship to an observer. Like feeling, association requires
the presence of physical features that convey a property's historic character. For example, a
Revolutionary War battlefield whose natural and manmade elements have remained intact since
the 18th century will retain its quality of association with the battle. Because feeling and
association depend on individual perceptions, their retention alone is never sufficient to support
eligibility of a property for the National Register.

Kawananakoa Hall’s association with the Hawaiian community remains apparent. The building
is still surrounded by Hawaiian homestead properties.

Summary Conclusions and Recommendations

The following are the opinions of the architectural historians who surveyed the architectural
resources on the project site, and who are familiar with the history and context of the building.
The consultation between Hawaii County and the SHPD, if they agree, will ultimately determine
the effect of the undertaking on the historic properties, if any, in the project area.

As evaluated above, Kawananakoa Hall is both historically and architecturally significant, and
thus potentially eligible for the National and/or Hawaii Registers of Historic Places. The
demolition of this structure would have an adverse effect on an existing historic resource.

If it is ultimately determined that the existing structure cannot be preserved or adapted to
accommodate current requirements for athletic facilities, and it is clear that all other reasonable
options for retention of the structure have been considered, then it is recommended the structure
should be documented prior to its demolition. The appropriate level of documentation would be

determined by the SHPD.
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Kawananakoa Hall in street after 1946 tidal wave
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Figure 2: Kawananakoa Hall in 1946 afier tidal wave
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Figure 3 (top): Ookala Gym
Figure 4 (bottom): Paahau Gym
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Figure 3 (top): Ookala Gym
Figure 4 (bottom): Paahau Gym
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Figure 5 (top): front elevation
Figure 6 (Botiom): north side
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Figure 7 (top): south side. with office addition at left
Figure 8 (bottom): {ront entry door frame
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