Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

Comments Responses

T2-1

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your par-
ticipation in this public review process. Your comment has been
considered and has been included as part of the administrative re-
cord for this process.

T2-2

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your par-
ticipation in this public review process. Your comment has been
T2-1 considered and has been included as part of the administrative re-
cord for this process.

T2-2
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T2-3

Comments

Responses

T2-3

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your par-
ticipation in this public review process. Your comment has been
considered and has been included as part of the administrative re-
cord for this process.
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Comments Responses

T3-1
The Draft EIS addresses impacts from the proposed action to cul-
tural resources in Sections 3.10 and 4.10.

T3-2

The Army extended the public review period from 60 days to 75
days. In response to comments, an additional 60 days were provided
to the community to review the Draft EIS and associated studies
related to marine resources and archaeological surveys, from Febru-
ary 2 to April 3, 2007. The technical experts retained on behalf of
Malama Makua were provided 76 days for review of the marine
resources study, archaeological study, and Draft EIS.

T3-1

T3-2
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Comments Responses

T3-3

The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act with applicable federal and Army regulations.
Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate. Use of MMR as de-
scribed in the Draft EIS, moreover, is structured around operating
MMR as a training range available to different military groups for a
variety of training activities. Use of MMR, as well as the level of
activities, were not the only factors considered in developing the
alternatives. The EIS was prepared in accordance with the 2001
Settlement Agreement.

T3-3
T3-4

Please see response to Comment T1-3.

T3-4
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T3-4

T3-5

T3-6

T3-5

Comments

Responses

T3-5

The Draft EIS described the intended activities to be implemented as
part of the training alternatives, which provides an adequate basis
for commenting on those alternatives and the analysis of the envi-
ronmental impacts resulting from those alternatives. The EIS was
prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
with applicable federal and Army regulations. Review of the Draft
EIS by the US Environmental Protection Agency found the docu-
ment to be adequate.

T3-6

The EIS considered other alternatives in Section 2.5. The EIS now
includes evaluation of an alternative in which training proposed for
MMR would be conducted at the Pohakuloa Training Area, island of
Hawaii (See Chapter 2 for a description of this alternative). This
alternative was added in response to public comments received on
the Draft EIS. Use of MMR, however, remains the preferred alter-
native.
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T3-7

T3-8

T3-7

Comments

Responses

T3-7

Surface surveys have been completed for the entire area within the
south firebreak road except for those areas containing improved
conventional munitions. Surface surveys have also been under-
taken for the majority of the surface danger zone of the 105mm
round. Surface surveys have also been undertaken for the Ukanipo
Heiau complex, Koiahi Gulch and almost all of Kahanahaiki Val-
ley. This coverage is reflected in Figures 3-24 and 3-25 in the
Draft EIS.

Subsurface testing has been undertaken in Sites 4243, 4244, 4245
and 4246. This testing showed there is a subsurface component to
these sites; however, this limited testing resulted in protests from
two Native Hawaiians due to the invasive and destructive nature
of the testing.

An additional subsurface archaeological survey was conducted in
November and December of 2006. The results of this survey have
been incorporated into Section 3.10, and the survey report is in-
cluded as Appendix G-9.

T3-8

The Army is continuing with its plans to clear this area, subject to
safety requirements, USFWS consultation, and other restrictions.
The clearance of the ordnance within 1000 meters of Farrington
Highway is not related to the completion of the archaeological
surveys.
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T3-3
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Comments Responses

T3-9

Training requirements are constantly changing based on lessons
learned in combat, training events, new equipment, and new com-
manders. Using historical data to assess future needs is faulty
logic. Times of war, such as now, drastically change training re-
quirements. While units have been assessed in the past as ready
for combat without conducting live-fire training exercises at
MMR, the Army was forced to undertake training work-arounds
to include training at locations outside of the state of Hawaii.
These work arounds were both time consuming and costly. Addi-
tionally, the lack of home-based live-fire training capability has an
T3-3 impact on Soldier morale as more time is spent away from family,
which is not quantifiable in Unit Status Reports.

T3-9
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Comments Responses

T3-10
Please see response to Comment T3-3.

T3-10
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T4-1

Comments

Responses

T4-1

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your
participation in this public review process. Your comment has
been considered and has been included as part of the administra-
tive record for this process.
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T4-1
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