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T57-1 

T57-1 
Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS provides an analysis relating to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action. 
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Comments Responses 

T57-2 

T57-2 
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 

T57-3 

T58-1 

T57-3 
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. 
 
T58-1 
The hydrogeologic assessment represents a widespread evaluation 
of the potential for contamination as reflected in Appendix G-1. 
Sampling was conducted of soil, sediment, surface water, and 
groundwater with no pattern of contamination that would impact 
off-site receptors. Arsenic is not a significant constituent of military 
ordinance, and therefore arsenic concentrations are not expected to 
increase as a result of the project. Lead was not detected above 
preliminary remediation goals or drinking water standards in any of 
the water samples. If lead were migrating, it would have to show up 
in at least a few samples collected and analyzed by the laboratory at 
concentrations of concern. Lead is not a mobile compound in solu-
tion, and the EIS's assessment that lead is not a contaminant of con-
cern to off-site receptors is consistent with data from other ranges. 
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T58-2 

T58-2 
The hydrogeologic investigation shows that groundwater beneath 
the site flows toward the west, to the ocean.  There is, accordingly, 
a lack of interconnection between the aquifers in the Waianae 
Coast and the Windward side, and therefore no further study is 
warranted. See Appendix G-1. 
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T58-3 

T59-1 

T58-3 
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. 
 
T59-1 
The EIS text will be revised to address a typographical error with 
respect to the Hawaiian term wahi pana.  
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T59-2 

T59-3 

T59-4 

T59-5 

T59-2 
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 undertaken 
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 Valley.  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. 
 
The Army has completed all surface and subsurface archaeological 
surveys consistent with NEPA and the settlement agreements with 
Malama Makua. 
 
T59-3 
Please see the response to Comment T59-2. 
 
T59-4 
Under this EIS, the Army conducted the Hydrogeologic Investiga-
tion at Makua (report is Appendix G-1 of the Draft EIS), and the 
Muliwai Sediment Study in the Makua Beach area (report is Ap-
pendix G-3 of the Draft EIS.). The analytical results did not show 
sufficient intensity of measured concentration nor enough fre-
quency of detection to suspect any potential for adverse ecological 
effects that might enter the human food chain through ingestion of 
fish or limu. 
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(Cont.) 
 
T59-4 
This assessment confirms the EPA's findings and conclusion in 
1999 when the muliwai were sampled and tested for metals: 
"further investigation does not appear warranted at this time be-
cause the overall concentrations of the metals are relatively low, 
and do not tend to indicate a significant adverse impact on ecore-
ceptors" (USEPA 1999a).   
 
An additional marine resources survey was conducted in August 
2006, and the investigation report is included in Appendix G-8. 
 
T59-5 
Please see the response to Comment T59-2. 
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T59-6 

T59-6 

T59-6 

T59-6 
Section 4.10 has been revised to identify significant and unmitiga-
ble impacts for Areas of Traditional Importance and archaeological 
resources, as well as mitigation measures for these impacts.  
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T59-6 

T59-7 

T59-8 

T59-9 

T59-7 
As stated on Page 2-13 of the Draft EIS, there would be no train-
ing on Makua Beach. Driving 4 x 4s in the sand dunes at Kaena 
Point is not a part of the proposed action. Future situations of this 
nature should be immediately reported to the Army's Public Af-
fairs Office and include the bumper numbers of the vehicles in-
volved, so that appropriate action can be taken. 
 
T59-8 
This type of activity is not proposed as part of training at MMR is 
not authorized by Army commanders. Future situations of this 
nature should be immediately reported to the Army's Public Af-
fairs Office and include the bumper numbers of the vehicles in-
volved, so that appropriate action can be taken. 
 
T59-9 
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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K-543 

Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses 

Comments Responses 

T60-1 

T60-1 
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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T61-1 
The air sampling at MMR was conducted in accordance with the 
sampling and analysis plan (SAP), which was amended after the 
public review and comment period (60 days). The amended SAP 
was followed, and the results collected characterized the events 
during which the monitoring was conducted.  
 
T61-2 
The assessment of the psychological impacts of the presence of the 
military in Hawaii on the civilian population is outside the scope of 
this EIS. The focus of NEPA is on the environment. Pursuant to 
CEQ Regulations 40 CFR Part 1500, "NEPA is our basic national 
charter for protection of the environment."  "The NEPA process is 
intended to help public officials make decisions that are based on 
understanding of environmental consequences, and take actions 
that protect, restore, and enhance the environment." 

T61-1 

T61-2 
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T61-3 
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. In addition, Section 4.14.1 describes the im-
pact methodology for wildfires. Section 4.14.3 describes the miti-
gation for wildfires.  In addition, Appendix J addresses wildfire 
methodology and impacts to natural resources.  To the extent 
changes are made to the IWFMP, such changes would be made in 
coordination with the USFWS, thus giving the USFWS the oppor-
tunity to fully evaluate the adequacy of the impact methodology 
and mitigation proposals. 

T61-3 
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T61-4 

T61-4 
The Army does not authorize this type of behavior and instructs its 
personnel to respect the environment, the community, and indi-
viduals. Future situations of this nature should be immediately re-
ported to the Army's Public Affairs Office and include the license 
plate numbers of the vehicles involved, so that appropriate action 
can be taken. 

T61-2 
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T62-1 

T62-1 
The Army extended the public review period from 60 days to 75 
days. In response to comments, an additional 60 days were pro-
vided to the community to review the Draft EIS and associated 
studies related to marine resources and archaeological surveys, 
from February 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. 
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T62-2 

T62-3 

T62-5 

T62-2 
The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and with applicable federal and Army regulations. 
Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection 
Agency found the document to be adequate. 
 
T62-3 
Surface surveys have been completed for the entire area within the 
south firebreak road except for those areas containing improved con-
ventional munitions. Surface surveys have also been undertaken for 
the majority of the surface danger zone of the 105mm round. Sur-
face surveys have also been undertaken for the Ukanipo Heiau com-
plex, Koiahi Gulch and almost all of Kahanahaiki Valley.  This cov-
erage 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. 
 
The Army has completed all surface and subsurface archaeological 
surveys consistent with NEPA and the settlement agreements with 
Malama Makua. 
 
T62-4 
The purpose and need for the proposed action were described in 
Sections 1.2 and 1.3 of the Draft EIS. The EIS considered other 
training locations in Section 2.5. Based on the analysis in the sec-
tion, the Army determined that MMR satisfies the purpose and need 
for the proposed action. 

T62-4 
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T62-5 
T62-5 
Under this EIS, the Army conducted the Hydrogeologic Investiga-
tion at Makua (report is Appendix G-1 of the Draft EIS), and the 
Muliwai Sediment Study in the Makua Beach area (report is Appen-
dix G-3 of the Draft EIS.). The analytical results did not show suffi-
cient intensity of measured concentration nor enough frequency of 
detection to suspect any potential for adverse ecological effects that 
might enter the human food chain through ingestion of fish or limu. 
This assessment confirms the EPA's findings and conclusion in 1999 
when the muliwai were sampled and tested for metals: "further in-
vestigation does not appear warranted at this time because the over-
all concentrations of the metals are relatively low, and do not tend to 
indicate a significant adverse impact on ecoreceptors" (USEPA 
1999a).   
 
An additional marine resources survey was conducted in August 
2006, and the investigation report is included in Appendix G-8. 
 
T62-6 
The sampling plan, into which public comments were incorporated, 
was designed to sample all media that are likely to have contamina-
tion, i.e. air, soil, sediment, ground water and surface water. Further, 
samples were collected in the areas of concentrated training, as well 
as background areas to identify potential  "hot spots". The represen-
tative sampling scheme was performed and data analysis showed no 
potential for contamination to impact off-site receptors. See Appen-
dix G-1.  
 
T62-7 
Because the actions proposed for MMR and SBCT are not con-
nected, separate EIS were prepared for those projects. While those 
projects were designed so either one could be implemented inde-
pendently of the other, SBCT forces may use MMR if the ranges are 
available after completion of the MMR EIS and ROD. 

T62-6 

T62-7 

T62-8 
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(Cont.) 
 
T62-7 
Accordingly, the MMR EIS contains an analysis of the potential 
environmental impacts associated with dismounted CALFEXs for 
current forces and SBCT forces. See Chapter 5. 
 
T62-8 
The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your rec-
ommendations and will consider them as it moves forward with the 
NEPA process. Your comment has been considered and has been 
included as part of the administrative record for this process.  At 
this time, because cleanup is not proposed, and because an estimate 
of costs associated with any potential cleanup activities is specula-
tive, the EIS has not been revised to include this estimate. 
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T63-1 

T63-1 
The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and with applicable federal and Army regula-
tions. Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection 
Agency found the document to be adequate. The EIS, moreover, 
considered other training locations in Section 2.5. Based on the 
analysis in the section, the Army determined that MMR satisfies 
the purpose and need for the proposed action. 
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T63-2 

T63-2 
Throughout the National Environmental Policy Act process, 
beginning with the Notice of Intent, the Army has consistenty 
stated that its proposed action is to train at MMR. The EIS, 
moreover, considered other training locations in Section 2.5. 
Based on the analysis in the section, the Army determined that 
MMR satisfies the purpose and need for the proposed action. 

T63-1 



K-554 

Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses 

Comments Responses 

T63-1 

T63-1 
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T63-3 

T63-3 
The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your partici-
pation in this public review process.  Your comment has been consid-
ered and has been included as part of the administrative record for 
this process. An assessment of visual impacts to the environment is 
addressed in Section 4.3 of the Draft EIS. 
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Comments Responses 
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Comments Responses 
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Comments Responses 
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Comments Responses 
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T64-1 
The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your partici-
pation in this public review process. Your comment has been consid-
ered and has been included as part of the administrative record for 
this process. 

T64-1 
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T64-1 
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