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F2-1 

Since the 2005 Draft EIS, the Army completed the studies of the effects of military 

activities on the Muliwai and near-shore ecosystems.  These studies have been in-

cluded in Appendix G of the EIS.   

F2-1 
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F2-2 

F2-3 

F2-4 

F2-5 

 F2-2 

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. Consis-

tent with Army policy, the Army would consider pollution preven-

tion opportunities that exist within this decision. 

 

F2-3 

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.  In 

addition, Section 4.7 of the Draft EIS identified impacts associated 

with the potential for off-site pollutant migration. 

 

F2-4 

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 speculative, 

the EIS has not been revised to include this estimate.  

 

F2-5 

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. 
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F2-6 

F2-4 

F2-7 

F2-6 

The Army's approach has been to look at the highest level of ac-

tivity under each alternative, with the likelihood that the actual 

intensity and frequency of training may be below that level. For 

this reason the preferred alternative has not been modified in the 

EIS. The Army will consider this recommendation in developing 

its Record of Decision for this project. 

 

F2-7 

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your 

recommendations 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 

speculative, the EIS has not been revised to include this estimate. 
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F2-8 

F2-9 

F2-9 

F2-10 

F2-5 

F2-11 

F2-8 

The results of the Hydrogeologic Investigation, as discussed in the 

EIS, indicate that the quantities of contaminants resulting from use 

of explosives on the training range have not caused a significant 

health risk.  Estimates of residual explosives that would result from 

continued use of explosives, as presented in the EIS, indicate that 

future chemical loading would be minimal.  

 

F2-9 

The mitigation measures in Section 4.7.3 of the EIS have been re-

vised to incorporate remedial actions at the OB/OD Area. 

 

F2-10 

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.  

 

F2-11 

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. 
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F2-12 

F2-13 

F2-12 

There is no evidence that bioaccumultive chemicals, such as mer-

cury, dieldrin, or PCBs have resulted from past training activities, 

and these compounds would not result from future live-fire train-

ing activities. A review of the hydrogeologic investigation results 

indicate that the ecological effects from any historical sources of 

these compounds at MMR would be insignificant, especially in 

comparison to other sources, such as runoff from urban or agri-

cultural areas, or air-fall from power plants.  

 

F2-13 

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your 

recommendations 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.  
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F2-14 

F2-5 

F2-6 

F2-15 

F2-14 

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.  

 

F2-15 

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. 
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F2-17 

F2-5 

F2-6 

F2-16 

F2-18 

F2-16 

The EIS has been revised in Section 3.9.4  to include discussion of 

this executive order.  

 

F2-17 

The EIS has been revised in Section 4.9.4 to include this mitiga-

tion measure. 

 

F2-18 

Burning of excess propellant (resulting from artillery/mortar train-

ing) is an integral part of training and therefore, exempt from the 

Solid and Hazardous Waste Regulations. This process should not 

be confused with disposal. EPA’s Military Munitions Rule 

(MMR), allows the Army to burn the excess propellant charges as 

a legitimate part of training as long as the units (artillery/mortar 

MOS) burning the excess propellant are receiving training value. 

The Army employs Best Management Practices to eliminate burn-

ing excess propellants on the ground that would otherwise create 

an increased fire risk that could jeopardize the many protected 

species at MMR. Use of the Donovan Blast Chamber to dispose of 

excess propellant would require the RCRA Permitting.  

 

Range Clearing (thermal destruction of UXO on-site) is also ex-

empt from the Solid and Hazardous Waste Regulations. Range 

Clearing operations are controlled and conducted by the Explosive 

Ordnance Division, which follows strict protocols to ensure the 

safety of the environment and personnel. Use of the Donovan 

Blast Chamber will require additional non-EOD protocol imple-

mentation which would require additional resources (personnel/

funding/etc) to maintain operations. 

 

Currently, all unserviceable munitions are sent to ammo depots in 

the continental United States. The Army does not have a RCRA 

Permitted Treatment Storage and Disposal Facility and found it 

more economical to ship unserviceable munitions off island for 

processing. 
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F2-19 

F2-20 

F2-21 

F2-22 

F2-19 

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.  

 

F2-20 

Per the NOAA consultation, a hydrophonic study will be conducted 

during the first CALFEX event at MMR.  Results of that study will 

be used in further consultation with NOAA.  At the present time, 

NOAA has concurred with the Army’s “not likely to adversely af-

fect” determination for marine resources based on the hydrophonic 

model. 

 

F2-21 

This mitigation was considered in detail but it was determined that 

Army activities must occur during the proposed time of day due to 

fire avoidance protocols and other considerations. Schedules could 

not be adjusted. Per consultation with and concurrence by NOAA, 

the noise modeling study determined that helicopter noise is not 

likely a significant source of disturbance for the dolphins. 

 

F2-22 

Per Section 7 consultation with NOAA, these pass-by flights will be 

conducted. 
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