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Measures to Minimize Harm 

To minimize impacts to the park, minimum radius 

curves were used that would maintain efficient 
system operation while serving the Lagoon Drive 
Station. Although the four tennis courts adjacent 
to Nimitz Highway would be displaced, impacts 
to the tennis courts would be mitigated in their 
entirety and their use would be enhanced as the 
Project would move the tennis courts away from 
the highway or would provide another beneficial 
recreational facility that would be comparable. 
This could include bleachers or other improved 
facilities to provide a more enjoyable experience for 
the park's users. The lost parking spaces would be 
replaced with shaded parking under the guideway, 
which would result in no net loss of parking. 

Queen Street Park 
Description and Significance of Property 

The Hawai`i Community Development Authority 

(HCDA) has set aside public funding for a 2-acre 
planned park on the Queen Street extension. It is 
planned as a passive recreation area with a chil- 
dren's playground and limited other amenities. The 
park will be built on both the mauka and makai 
sides of the street. The Project would use a portion 
of the park on the mauka side of Queen Street 
(Figures 5-6 and 5-7). 

Application of Section 4(0 

All of the Build Alternatives would use Queen 
Street Park. Because the park is being funded 
with public money, and because it is planned for 
a recreational use, it qualifies as a Section 4(f) 
resource. The Project would use approximately 
250 square feet of land along the mauka side of 
Queen Street for construction of five straddle-bent 
column structures to support the guideway. The 
Project would require right-of-way from the park 
and convert land to a transportation use. This 
constitutes a direct use of the park. The use is not 
temporary and cannot be considered a constructive 
use (23 CFR 774.15). 

Figure 5-6 Future Queen Street Park Project Alignment 
and Features 

Figure 5-7 Future Queen Street Park 

The area required from the park is small, approxi-

mately 250 square feet of the 2 acres, and would 
be located within a 10-foot-wide strip along the 
mauka side of Queen Street. Only five straddle-
bent columns would touch down within the park 

itself, and they would not interfere with the use 
of the park because they are located adjacent to 
Queen Street where no park amenities would be 
located. The park owner would be compensated for 
all land acquired. Because the amount of right-of-
way required is small, is located along the mauka 
edge, and does not substantially impact use of the 
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park, the use of this planned park is considered 
de minimis and no avoidance alternatives are 
necessary. 

Agency Coordination and Consultation 

A meeting was held with representatives from 
HCDA on October 20, 2008, to discuss the Project 
and the planned development of this park. Coordi-
nation is ongoing to ensure that the Project would 
not impact park use. 

Measures to Minimize Harm 

The direct impacts to the Queen Street Park 
parcel are limited to the placement of supports for 
straddle-bent structures within a small strip of 
land on the mauka side of Queen Street within the 
Park. No additional measures other than coordina-
tion for park planning are required. 

5.4.2 Historic Sites 
This section discusses the historic sites with 
potential Section 4(f) use. Section 4.15 discusses 63 
historic sites that would be affected by the Project. 

Table 5-2 lists each historic 4(f) property and 
includes a use determination. For most of the 
properties, there has been a proposed Section 106 
determination of "No Adverse Effect" (see Sec-
tion 4.15). For these properties, FTA has deter-
mined that there would be either no Section 4(f) 
use of the property (No Use) or only a de minimis 
impact (direct use, de minimis). Therefore, no 
consideration of avoidance alternatives is neces-
sary. The Project would have a direct use of seven 
historic properties. They are described in greater 
detail below, with a consideration of avoidance 
alternatives and planning to minimize harm. 

Although the majority of the historic resources 
have no direct use from the Project, ongoing 
discussion with the SHPD indicate that the 
agency may consider that under Section 106 there 
would be an effect, but no adverse effect, on these 

resources. In consultation with SHPD, effects 
to these resources may include effects upon, for 
example, visual settings and community context. 
As a result, under Section 4(f), no use findings 
have been identified for these resources, as listed in 
Table 5-2. Concurrence of findings will be com-
pleted prior to the Final EIS. 

Historic sites with no Section 4(f) use include 
sites that the elevated guideway would pass over, 
such as eight low-level highway bridges, lava rock 
curbs along Dillingham Boulevard, and the 0`ahu 
Railway and Land Company basalt street paving. 
For all sites with no use, the elevated guideway, 
stations, and other project-related features would 
not substantially impair or diminish the activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify these sites for 
protection under Section 4(f). 

De Minimis Impacts 

Five historic properties would be directly impacted 
by the Project, but not adversely affected. In each 
case, the impact from the Project would be a small 
partial acquisition of land adjacent to the project 
alignment ranging from 0.01 to 0.6 acre, with no 

direct impact to any structures or contributing 
resources. The impact to each would be small 
enough that the historic properties would not be 
adversely affected, as described in 36 CFR 800.5. 
These historic properties listed in Table 5-2 are the 
Six Quonset Huts, the Chinatown Historic District, 
the HECO Downtown Plant, Radford High School, 
and the Pearl Harbor National Historic Landmark 
(Figures 5-8 through 5-12). 

As described above, Section 4(f) regulations are 
clear that Section 106 findings of no adverse effect 
equate to de minimis impact findings. Because the 
use of these five properties would be de minimis, 
and Section 4(f) is satisfied once de minimis 
applies, no avoidance alternatives are discussed. 
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