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Roosevelt Bridge (Kipapa Stream) 
Public Meeting Summary 
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Meeting Objectives 

I. Provide an overview of the project: 

• The purpose and need for rehabilitating the bridge 

• The proposed rehabilitation elements and construction schedule 

• How we plan to manage traffic during construction 

 

II. Obtain community feedback 

 

It was acknowledged that there are some other HDOT projects within this area (ex. the re-

paving project and the Kamehameha Highway Improvement Project), however, the goal 

for tonight is to focus on the rehabilitation project. 

Meeting Summary  

Ray McCormick opened up the meeting and thanked the public for attending.  He emphasized the 

importance of getting public feedback on public projects. 

Kathleen Chu proceeded with the short presentation of the Roosevelt Bridge Rehabilitation Project and 

questions were entertained throughout. 

Comments/Questions 

The public meeting was attended by 25-30 people.  Their primary concerns were in regards to the length 

and inconvenience of the closures, safe passage for bikes, pedestrians, and mopeds during and after 

construction, and the request to widening the bridge to add shoulders. 

The following is the list of questions that were asked at the public meeting: 

1. If the project construction will take 12-18 months how long would it take if there were full closure?  

Perhaps it would be better to do the full closure to shorten the length of the inconvenience.  

2. What means are you providing for mopeds/bicyclists to get around the project site since they 

cannot go on H2?   
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3. What is the plan if the Roosevelt Bridge is closed and something happens on H2 and it is closed? 

4. What is the timing the “other project” that is proposing a new crossing? 

5. I have no confidence that you can complete this project in 12-18 months.  The paving project has 

taken a lot longer than anticipated due to permits.  What assurances can you provide that you will 

meet the 12-18 month schedule? 

6. Why are you closing during the weekday?   

7. How are you evaluating the impact to families that have long travel times and inconveniences from 

the detours?  The Oahu Regional District Park is 6 minutes away, with the detour it will take 26 

minutes to get to the park.  This is very inconvenient for the families that have to drop their kids off 

for football, baseball, soccer (etc.) practice. 

8. Can you look at the signal timing of the light on Ka Uka Blvd and the right movement onto H2 

(north)?  Traffic backs up to Costco intersection and it will get worse if you are redirecting traffic 

there. 

9. What is the cost of the rehabilitation project? 

10. What impacts will occur to the new pavement from the construction of this project? 

11. What are the potential impacts of not doing this project? 

12. Are you doing this project to just make the bridge look better or is it for health and safety 

considerations? 

13. If the project is not for health and safety consideration then wait for the “other” project to take 

action and don’t waste the money.  Can you build the new bridge first and rehabilitate this one 

after? 

14. If you are going to work on the bridge, why not add a lane or two now? 

15. Why can’t the bridge be widened?  You are working the bridge structure already anyway. 

16. You should just close it completely and get the work done as soon as possible. 

17. If you do the full closure there will be no legal bike/moped access to the north shore.  

18. Have you looked at closing it completely Monday to Thursday (8-4:30) and opening it on the 

weekends? 

19. The existing 2 lanes are not sufficient for the current traffic. 

20. Is there a state law that says if you work on the bridge you have to add bike and pedestrian access? 

21. Pedestrian and bike safety is a significant concern.  How are you addressing this? 

22. Thank you for having the meeting in this location to seek our input.  The previous meeting was at 

the Middle School, which is farther away from the project site.  We are impacted the most. 

23. The email distribution is not working correctly. Please ensure that the project email list is updated 

with the information from this meeting.  

24. Why doesn’t the HDOT have more control over the HART project on Kamehameha Highway? 

25. Thank you for repaving Kamehameha Highway.  We appreciate it.  (applause) 

26. When construction occurs the signal timing gets messed up. Who is responsible for re-timing it? 

When? 

27. The signals at the top of Kipapa gulch on both sides do not work correctly since the repaving project. 
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28. Are you considering the cliff and the rock fall and potential mitigation for this project? 

29. The existing rock fall fence is old and needs an overhaul. 

30. Can you build a bridge down lower in the gulch and not so high? 

31. There is a plantation road that comes out at Costco.  Could that be used as a detour?  Someone 

replied that the old cane haul road is gated and not open for the public. 

32. Will the project provide any improvements at the north driveway (to the industrial area) 

intersection?  It’s not safe. 

33. If the full road closure was implemented, how much would the schedule be reduced? 

34. Will the project include the original construction date on the bridge?   

 

The key points to the responses were: 

• Thanking the public for sharing their input and concerns. 

• This is a system preservation project – the bridge is nearing the end of its service life and needs 

an upgrade.  The bridge needs to be rehabilitated to address existing deficiencies for seismic 

considerations and degradation of the existing bridge railings and deck surfacing. 

• Enhancing the safety with new bridge rails and increasing the longevity of the existing structure 

are the primary objectives of this project. 

•  The project team will consider the input received in regards to the management of traffic 

during construction. 

• The project team will consider the input received in regards to the widening and intersection 

concerns. 

• The estimated cost of the project was shared at $10-15 million. 

• The project team will consider pedestrians and bicycles.  It was acknowledged that the HDOT 

has a Complete Streets policy and all modes are considered on all projects per the policy. 

• It was shared that information at this public meeting will be shared with the Kamehameha 

Highway Improvement project.  Comments received will be considered. 

 

Next Steps 

• CH2M will compile a stakeholder list of who wants to remain informed. 

• Transmit a copy of this public meeting summary to the HDOT project manager of the 

Kamehameha Highway Improvement Project (Ken Tatsuguchi). 

 

Attachments 

• Powerpoint Presentation 

• Pdf of the Display Boards (2) 

• Sign-in Sheet 

• Comment forms 



Wednesday, July 29, 2015, 6:30 PM – 7:30 PM  

Mililani Uka Elementary School
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I. Provide an overview of the project:

• The purpose and need for rehabilitating the 

bridge

• The proposed rehabilitation elements and 

construction schedule

• How we plan to manage traffic during 

construction

II. Obtain community feedback
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Built in 1933

16-Span reinforced concrete tee beam

484’ long x 34’ wide

Structurally deficient, needs seismic upgrade

Bridge rail does not meet design standards, and is in 

poor condition
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Rehabilitate existing 

bridge to maintain a 

safe and functional 

stream crossing on 

Kamehameha Highway 

for highway users

Maintain historic 

integrity
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Design with minimal changes

Bridge Structure 
‒ Superstructure: deck overlay, rail replacement

‒ Substructure: reinforce bents, tie beams, girders, trusses

Roadway
– Match existing alignment and profile

– Meet 35 mph speed limit requirements

Hydraulics
– No change

Utilities
– Replace existing 12” waterline

– Replace existing street lighting 

Right-of-Way: No permanent impacts anticipated; some temporary 
construction easements may be needed
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_________

Before

___After



Environmental Review

– NEPA Categorical Exclusion

– Fall 2015

Design: Fall 2015

Construction

– Start: Fall 2016

– Duration: 12-18 months

– Work hours: Weekday, weeknight, and weekend 

hours
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Traffic Impacts
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– Single lane closures

– Full closures at night

– Weekend closures

Traffic Mgmt
– Detours for single 

lane closures

– Detour via H2 for full 

closure

– Coordination with 

DTS (TheBus) and 

Emergency 

responders

– Local access for 

residents will remain 

open



Points of contact:
• Mike Will, FHWA, 720-963-3647, Michael.will@dot.gov

Project Website: 
• http://flh.fhwa.dot.gov/roosevelt

Please place your comment cards in the box
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MAHALO for your participation!
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Questions?

Concern?

Feedback?



Roosevelt (Kipapa Stream)
Bridge on 

Kamehameha Highway

Existing Bridge Photograph

Proposed Bridge Illustration
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Roosevelt (Kipapa Stream) Bridge on  
Kamehameha Highway Alternative Route Map
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