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I18-1 

I18-1 

Members of both Malama Makua and Hui Malama Makua were 

given an opportunity to fill out the questionnaire for the cultural 

impact assessment and were also given an opportunity to revise the 

questionnaire when a member of the Hui objected to the tone of the 

questions; however, the Hui did not provide a proposed revision. If 

there was a separate questionnaire from outside the Army, no mem-

ber of the public has provided that questionnaire to the Army. 
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I18-2 

I18-2 

The EIS fully assesses all potential impacts from the four alterna-

tives in Section 4.10. 
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I18-3 

I18-4 

I18-5 

I18-6 

I18-7 

I18-3 

During training exercises, stray ammunition rounds from guns, 

mortars, and artillery could damage or destroy cultural properties, 

as could squad and platoon live-fire training, air assault, aviation 

support, and other proposed training activities. Landscape alteration 

caused by live-fire exercises may affect the integrity of setting of 

resources that are eligible for the NRHP. Live-fire training would 

increase the threat of wildfires, which could damage or remove 

landscapes, flora, and fauna associated with traditional practices.  

Reference Section 4.10 for a thorough discussion of this issue. 

 

I18-4 

In Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assesses impacts to ac-

cess to MMR by Native Hawaiians. Although MMR is an active 

training complex, the Army allows access consistent with training, 

safety, and other applicable requirements. 

 

I18-5 

In Sections 4.9 and 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assessed im-

pacts to all natural and cultural resources consistent with NEPA, 

the National Historic Preservation Act, and the Endangered Species 

Act. The Army has also assessed the historical and anticipated im-

pacts to hydrology and other resources in Chapters 4 and 5. In Sec-

tion 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assesses impacts to access to 

MMR. Mitigation measures have been identified for impacts 

throughout Chapter 4 and are summarized in Table ES-4 in the 

Executive Summary. 

 

I18-6 

As now reflected in Section 4.10 of the EIS, the Army recognizes 

the potential for unmitigable significant impacts to these resources. 
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I18-7 

The sentence in Section 4.10.3 has been revised in the EIS. 
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I18-8 

I18-9 

I18-9 

I18-10 

I18-11 

I18-8 

As reflected in the Cultural Impact Assessment conclusions, lack of 

community input hindered development of that report. The Army's 

consultant did not cite insufficient time as a factor in the report's 

findings. 

 

I18-9 

The Army recognizes that areas of MMR that cannot be surveyed 

may contain cultural resources. More complete archaeological in-

vestigations are undertaken whenever possible but may be inacces-

sible due to the presence of unexploded ordnance or other factors. 

Those areas which would be directly impacted by the proposed 

training have been surveyed and assessed and the identified proper-

ties are being protected. 

 

I18-10 

The Army acknowledges that areas of MMR that cannot be sur-

veyed may contain cultural resources. More complete archaeologi-

cal investigations are undertaken whenever possible but may be 

inaccessible due to the presence of unexploded ordnance or other 

factors. Those areas which would be directly impacted by the pro-

posed training have been surveyed and assessed and the properties 

located are being protected. 

 

I18-11 

The training alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS will not have an 

impact on known burial sites. Monitoring of sites will continue 

during training and if it appears that impacts may occur further 

consultation will be undertaken. No group has identified further 

concerns about burial areas. Although MMR is an active training 

complex, the Army at this time allows limited public access to cul-

tural sites. Public access depends in part on training requirements, 

safety and other applicable policy, requirements, regulations/laws. 



K-203 

Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses 

Comments Responses 

I18-14 

I18-12 

I18-13 

I18-14 

I18-12 

Kahanahaiki Valley is not used for training and the site complexes 

surrounding Ukanipo Heiau have been mapped and are protected. 

Further work cannot be accomplished because of the presence of 

unexploded ordnance. 

 

I18-13 

Kahanahaiki Valley is not used for training and the site complexes 

surrounding Ukanipo Heiau have been mapped and are protected. 

Future decisions to train will be subject to review under NEPA, the 

National Historic Preservation Act, the Endangered Species Act, 

and other applicable statutes. 

 

I18-14 

In Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assesses impacts to ac-

cess to MMR. Although MMR is an active training complex, the 

Army at this time allows limited public access to cultural sites. 

Public access depends in part on training requirements, safety and 

other applicable policy, requirements, regulations/laws. 
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I18-17 

I18-15 

I18-16 

I18-17 

I18-18 

I18-15 

In Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assesses impacts to ac-

cess to MMR. Although MMR is an active training complex, the 

Army at this time allows limited public access to cultural sites. 

Public access depends in part on training requirements, safety and 

other applicable policy, requirements, regulations/laws. 

 

I18-16 

In Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assesses impacts to ac-

cess to MMR. Although MMR is an active training complex, the 

Army at this time allows limited public access to cultural sites. 

Public access depends in part on training requirements, safety and 

other applicable policy, requirements, regulations/laws. 

 

I18-17 

Because nonmilitary use of ceded lands is not proposed by the 

Army and is not reasonably foreseeable, the EIS does not evaluate 

the impacts of proposed training on those activities.  Use of ceded 

lands beyond those addressed in the EIS would be assessed in a 

separate NEPA document. 

 

I18-18 

Because remediation of MMR is not proposed at this time, discus-

sion of this issue is beyond the scope of the EIS.  
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I18-20 

I18-19 

I18-20 

I18-21 

I18-19 

Please see response to Comment I18-18. 

 

I18-20 

These issues were addressed in Sections 4.7 and 5.3.7 of the Draft 

EIS.  In addition, Section 5.3.8 of the Draft EIS identified impacts 

associated with prescribed burns in combination with the potential 

for wildfire-related soil erosion. 

 

I18-21 

 In Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS, the Army assessed impacts to 

access to MMR. Although MMR is an active training complex, the 

Army at this time allows limited public access to cultural sites. 

Public access depends in part on training requirements, safety and 

other applicable policy, requirements, regulations/laws. Live-fire 

training at MMR does not restrict access to resources outside the 

installation boundaries, such as the muliwai. The Draft EIS identi-

fied the effects of proposed training as negligible on the muliwai 

and as significant on MMR streams. 
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I18-23 

I18-22 

I18-22 

I18-24 

I18-22 

These issues were addressed in Sections 4.7 and 5.3.7 of the Draft 

EIS. 

 

I18-23 

Please see responses to Comments F1-32 and I18-22. The impact 

of increased erosion upon coastal and nearshore marine life in the 

coastal area and in the nearshore ocean environment was addressed 

in Section 4.9.4 of the Draft EIS and found to be less than signifi-

cant. 

 

I18-24 

There is no documentation of turtle nesting occurring in the ROI, 

and thus this topic was not discussed. Sediment impacts were ad-

dressed in the Draft EIS (see pages 3-82, 4-114, 4-124, 4-138, 5-

52, etc).  

 

These issues were addressed in Sections 5.3.7 and 5.3.9 of the 

Draft EIS. 
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I18-27 

I18-25 

I18-26 

I18-28 

I18-25 

The effects of proposed training on nearshore marine resources 

were assessed in Section 4.9 of the Draft EIS. The Army conducted 

an additional study regarding marine resources. The results are 

contained in Appendix G-8. The Army plans on developing a 

monitoring program for the MMR nearshore marine resources. 

 

I18-26 

The Draft EIS acknowledges that the impact of training on access 

by Native Hawaiians for all purposes will be impacted at a signifi-

cant and unmitigable level. 

 

I18-27 

The Draft EIS acknowledges that the impact of training on access 

by Native Hawaiians for all purposes will be impacted at a signifi-

cant and unmitigable level. 

 

I18-28 

The Draft EIS acknowledges that the impact of training on access 

by Native Hawaiians for all purposes will be impacted at a signifi-

cant and unmitigable level. 
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I18-17 

I18-28 

I18-27 

I18-14 

I18-27 

I18-23 
I18-22 

I18-24 




