Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

Letter 16

I6-1

16-2' 2

I6—3'

Comments

Response And Comments To The DEIS on Military Training Activities at MMR, HI

L.

~
=

Draft EIS on Training in Makua, needs to include all alternative locations for
training including those for short term as well as long term use. Therefore,
incorporate the congressionally mandated report on all possible alternate sites to
Makua.

It is important and necessary to include the effect and relationship of the proposed
Stryker Brigade on proposed training in Makua.

Archeological study: this is apparently an inadequate study. Please refer to
Malama Makua’s consultant’s report.

Draft Marine Resources Study

a. Original S & A plan was flawed. Most recommendations by community
and our consultants were not followed.

b. Nanakuli muliwae (known to local people as “stink pond™) is a poor
and unacceptable choice for the control muliwae. It’s in an urban drainage
area (e.g. from a four lane heavily used highway) as well as gets drainage
from Nanakuli Ranch. Therefore it is obviously contaminated. This goes
also for Sandy Beach. The area was used for military training in the past.
You should have a better control muliwai, even if you have to go to an
outer island - one where there is no history of military training, ranch, or
urban area runoff. .

c. Limu study found high levels of arsenic. The next obvious test was not
done, i.e., to determine percentage of inorganic (toxic) vs. percentage of
organic (safe) levels. Will you do it ?

All limu samples need to be identified-- not only by scientific but also by
local names. The limu sample was too small. Needs to be larger.

d. Were the field notes redone to be clearly legible? Were all tables and
information included in the appendices?

e. Re fish catch: didn’t include eels (puhi) which was strongly recommended
in scopings. Need to do night fishing as well as diving both day and night.
Fish sample was too small, only 34 gms. EPA recommends 258 gms.
Analysis of fish samples should be segregated by species.

f. Molluscs (shellfish) and crustaceans are supposed to be included in this
study; e.g. crabs in muliwai and urchins near shore and benthic organisms.
Please do it.

g. “There was a potential hazard to benthic invertebrates from 2,3,7.8-TCDD
in sediments in the south muliwai” (Page 6-3 near the bottom).

It is unlikely that dioxin found in the muliwai came from “burning of
household waste.” More likely, is the burning that occurred in the
former OB/OD site. Please refer to my testimony on February 24, 2007
and the photo I took of the OB/OD site in 1979 and exhibited at that
meeting. That information should be included in the revision.

Responses

I6-1

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.

16-2

Like any other unit, the Stryker Brigade Combat Team forces
would have access to MMR for training, as discussed in Section
2.2. Those forces would be subject to the constraints and limita-
tions that apply to all units using MMR.

16-3

The Army appreciates you input. The complete Marine study and
responses to the public’s comments on that study are included in
Appendix G-8.
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Comments

Response and comments to the DEIS on Military Training at MMR in Makua, HI

—

Page 2

Dioxin/furans were also found in the “Halliburton” study of the OB/OD
site (1994, 1 believe). This is important information regarding the
cumulative effects which are supposed to be included in the EIS. Please
so note in your revised report.

. Re: Draft Marine Resources Study (page 6-2) you state “there is no

obvious pattern of deposition of explosive related chemicals.” Yet you
stated that perchlorate was found in surface water and detected in six
samples of fish from the muliwai. That appears to be a pattern to me.
The dioxin/furans may not show “obvious pattern” but were widely
distributed” in the environment tested. Therefore, there could be a
less obvious and more subtle pattern.

You reported that xylene was detected in fish samples. This is disturbing
and again raises more questions.

Your study has raised more questions than it has answered.

The critique by our consultants goes into more detail and needs to be
addressed.

. I quote from your Appendix C page 7 paragraph C.4.1:

”A significant number of organochlorine data were disqualified because
They could not be accurately quantified. Additionally, nitroglycerine and
RDX data from three samples were disqualified. This resulted in a

reduced number of valid data with which to use in the project assessment™.

Your honesty is appreciated—I would expect nothing less. However, this
appears to be a “significant” gap and deficiency in your data. This study
needs to be redone!!!

We need more information and answers.

Sincerely,

Frederick A. Dodge, MD and Karen GS Young, NP
86-024 Glenmonger Street

Wai’anae, Hawaii 96792

Phone 696-4677

Responses

K-174



Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

Letter 17

17-1|

Comments

Responses

17-1

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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Letter I8

18-1]

Comments

Responses

18-1

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.

K-176



Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

Comments Responses
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Letter 19

19-1

Comments

Responses

19-1

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 administra-
tive record for this process.
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Letter 110

110-1

110-2

Comments

Responses

110-1

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.

110-2

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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Letter 111

I11-1

Comments

Responses

111-1

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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Letter 112 Comments

112-1]

112—2‘

112-3)

112-4|
112-5|

Responses

112-1

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.

112-2

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.

112-3

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.

112-4

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.

112-5

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.
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Letter 113

113-1]

113-1]

Comments

Responses

113-1

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.
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Letter 114

114-1]
114-2|

Il4—3‘

114-4

Comments

Responses

114-1

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.

114-2

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.

114-3

The Army has funded technical experts to provide the community
with the support needed to understand the technical issues associ-
ated with this project and to provide substantive input into the im-
pact analysis process. In addition, the Army has provided informa-
tion on the proposed action and alternatives and their effects on the
environment in various forms throughout the Draft EIS (executive
summary, tables provide concise data on the project and resources,
and summary tables that provide brief overviews of the expected
impacts).

114-4

To support the public's review of the Draft EIS, the Army has held
informational meetings prior to the start of the review period, has
maintained a project web site with background information on the
project, and has made its resource specialists available during pub-
lic meetings on the Draft EIS.
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Comments Responses

114-5

In Section 4.6 of the Draft EIS, the traffic analysis compared the
estimated vehicle trips associated with training events at MMR to
peak traffic periods along Farrington Highway and at the affected
intersections.

114-6

In Section 4.6 of the Draft EIS, the traffic analysis found that the
increase in traffic volumes in the communities along Farrington
114-5| Highway would be within the normal daily fluctuations in hourly
traffic volumes.

114-7

As discussed in Section 4.6 of the Draft EIS, the impact of addi-
tional traffic generated by the project at key intersections would not
be considered significant, based on the current traffic volumes
along Farrington Highway.

114-8

The weapons systems used for the CALFEX are described in Table
ES-1. The Army policies for transport of ammunitions are de-
scribed on pages 3-66 to 3-69 of the Draft EIS.

114-9
114-6 The Army policies for transport of ammunitions are described on
pages 3-66 to 3-69 of the Draft EIS.
114-7
114-10
Transportation of ammunition by helicopter includes safety meas-
ures, such as avoiding flying over heavily populated areas, using
114-8 over-water routes, and ensuring secure storage of ammunition. No
records have been found regarding accidents involving aircraft
114-9 transporting ammunition in Hawaii. Transport by sea is not pro-
posed.
114-10
114-11
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Comments

Responses

(Cont.)

114-11

Because there are no tactical or strategic facility targets at MMR,

it is not expected to be a potential target for terrorists. Further, there
is no indication of any terrorist activity in the Wai'anae community.
There are standard accident studies, but none specifically for
Wai'anae.
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Il4—12|

Il4—13|

114-13

114-13

114-14

114-15|

Il4-16‘

114-17|

114-17|

Comments

Responses

114-12

Ammunition handling is described on Pages 2-18, 2-19, and in Sec-
tion 3.11.4 (beginning on Page 3-224) of the Draft EIS. As men-
tioned in Section 4.11.3, The Army also has standard operating pro-
cedures for the safe handling and storage of ammunition during
training events at MMR.

114-13

The assessment of psychological impacts on the civilian population
is outside the scope of NEPA. The focus of NEPA is on the environ-
ment. 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."

114-14
Please see the response to Comment 114-13.

114-15

The military and legal history of MMR are discussed in Section 1.1
of the Draft EIS. The Draft EIS and its evaluation of the proposed
action and alternatives are based on the current conditions at MMR.

114-16
A discussion of historical legal issues is outside the scope of this
EIS.

114-17
Please see response to Comment 114-16.
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Comments Responses

114-18
Please see response to Comment 114-16.

114-18 114-19
Please see response to Comment 114-16.

114-20

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 Protec-
tion Agency found the document to be adequate.

114-19

114-15

114-20
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