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Comments Responses Letter S2 
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Appendix  K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses   

Comments Responses 
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Comments Responses 
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Comments Responses 

S3-1 

S3-2 

S3-5 

S3-6 

S3-3 

S3-4 

S3-1 

All of the streams in the Makua Valley are intermittent streams, 

and therefore would not be considered waters of the state.  The 

HAR 11-54 water quality standards are the same as the Federal 

Ambient Water Quality Criteria for Freshwater. Use of both stan-

dards are for comparison purposes, with the focus on comparison 

being the Federal EPA Preliminary Remediation Goals. The acute 

standards are more applicable than chronic standards for MMR 

since the site is an active Army training range, rather than an un-

used, undeveloped valley.    

 

S3-2 

The EIS has been revised to reflect the data in Appendix G-1. 

 

S3-3 

The acute standards are more applicable than chronic standards 

for MMR since the site is an active Army training range, rather 

than an unused, undeveloped valley. The text in the EIS has been 

revised to reflect the data in Appendix G-1. 

 

S3-4 

All of the streams in the Makua Valley are intermittent streams, 

and therefore the water quality standards for suspended solids in 

HAR 11-54 do not apply to these waters.  It would be virtually 

impossible to meet water quality standards for sediment in an in-

termittent stream, since one of the functions of a stream is to carry 

sediment downstream.  For intermittent streams, this sediment 

transport function occurs episodically, when there is sufficient 

rainfall and runoff to create streamflow. 

 

 

 

 

Letter S3 
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S3-5 

All of the streams in the Makua Valley are intermittent streams, 

and therefore would not be considered waters of the state. The 

HAR 11-54 water quality standards are the same as the Federal 

Ambient Water Quality Criteria for Freshwater. Use of both stan-

dards are for comparison purposes, with the focus on comparison 

being the Federal EPA Preliminary Remediation Goals. The text 

of the EIS has been revised to reflect data in Appendix G-1. 

 

S3-6 

As part of this study, the method detection limits used by the labo-

ratories were specified to meet the requirement of HAR, Chapter 

11-54. Accordingly, reported compound levels above the guide-

lines would be listed as "hits" in the tables. To conserve space in 

the tables the method detection limits are not included in some of 

the tables.   
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S4-2 

S4-1 

S4-1 

Figure 3-11 has been revised to include the six well locations.  

 

S4-2 

No.  The USGS wells are listed as destroyed. The city park well is 

too far away, and groundwater in the vicinity of the US Air Force 

well is sampled using well MW-2.  In addition the Air Force well 

does not meet Army standards for a monitoring well, since its ac-

cess is not restricted or controlled.  

Letter S4 
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S5-1 

S5-2 

S5-3 

S5-1 

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. 

 

S5-2 

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.  

 

S5-3 

The Army's Installation Training Area Management program, 

which seeks to reduce erosion, would continue to be implemented 

as part of the proposed action. While the potential for contamina-

tion of water bodies has been identified in the EIS as low, the 

Army will review its proposed mitigation for additional precau-

tionary measures. 
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Comments Responses 

S5-1 

S5-1 

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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Comments Responses 

S5-1 

S5-1 

This information has been incorporated into Section 3.7.2 of the 

EIS. 
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S6-1 

S6-1 

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. 

 

 

Letter S6 
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S7-1 

S7-1 

S7-2 

S7-3 

S7-4 

S7-1 

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 Protec-

tion Agency found the document to be adequate. 

 

S7-2 

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

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

the Army allows access consistent with training, safety, and other 

applicable requirements. To the extent this comment addresses 

environmental justice impacts, the Draft EIS addressed those 

issues in Section 4.12. 

 

S7-3 

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. Further, the 

Army has identified mitigation measures that are available to 

reduce the impacts identified in the Draft EIS.  

 

S7-4 

Differences in the impact type and intensity with regards to envi-

ronmental resources are desribed for each alternative. This ad-

dresses differences in the alternatives' use of tracers, munitions, 

and training days amongst other things 
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S7-4 

S7-5 

S7-6 

S7-7 

S7-8 

S7-9 

S7-10 

S7-11 

S7-5 

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.  

 

S7-6 

As discussed on Page 2-24 of the Draft EIS, the Army proposes to 

conduct unexploded ordnance clearance following each training 

event, which may result in the removal of recent and historical unex-

ploded ordnance. 

 

S7-7 

The Army implements numerous measures to address the safety of 

members of the public participating in the cultural access program. 

 

S7-8 

The Army has always included the community, including OHA, in 

its Section 106 consultations. The Army will continue to consult 

with any Native Hawaiians having lineal and/or cultural ties to Ma-

kua who wish to work with us in the identification, determination of 

significance and evaluation of sites at Makua. 

 

S7-9 

The briefing topics include: an overview of MMR; litigation back-

ground and Draft EIS; training purpose and need; natural resource 

protection; cultural resource protection; and wildland fire manage-

ment program. 

 

S7-10 

If damage is detected, the range operations division is notified so 

training scenarios can be redirected to avoid further damage. A miti-

gation measure to this effect has been added to Section 4.10.3. 
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S7-11 

As the name suggests, a "cratering charge" is a charge placed in such 

a way as to create a crater.  The size and depth of the crater would 

depend on the size of the charge and the characteristics of the soil or 

other materials where the charge is placed.  The effect on soils would 

be similar to excavating a shallow hole.  In general, water might 

pond in a depression in the land surface caused by a cratering charge.  

The charges used at MMR would be relatively small, and their ef-

fects would not extend to depths sufficient to alter the hydrology of 

the site.  There is a single demolition pit at MMR at which all crater-

ing training would occur.  According to Army doctrine, the craters 

are filled at the end of each training event to a near natural state.  
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S7-11 

S7-12 

S7-13 

S7-15 

S7-14 

S7-16 

S7-17 

S7-12 

The ITAM program's focus at MMR is to sustain military train-

ing use of the installation. The program does not address non-

military future use of MMR. 

 

S7-13 

Since the 1992 amendments to the National Historic Preservation 

Action and associated changes to the Army's cultural resources 

program, the Army in Hawaii has had an excellent history of 

Native Hawaiian consultation. The Army will continue to honor 

its legal obligations to consult with Native Hawaiians. 

 

S7-14 

The EIS considered other alternatives in Section 2.5. The EIS 

now includes evaluation of an alternative in which training pro-

posed 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 alternative.  

 

S7-15 

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.  Also, please 

see response to Comment S7-14. 

 

S7-16 

The 2001 Settlement Agreement addressed training prior to the 

completion of the EIS.   

 

S7-17 

The sentence in Section 4.10.3 has been revised in the EIS. 
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S7-18 

S7-19 

S7-20 

S7-21 

S7-22 

S7-23 

S7-18 

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. 

 

S7-19 

MMR and all of the alternatives contain cultural and natural re-

sources of concern. The physical and geographic features, in-

cluding its distance from highly populated areas, make MMR 

suited to military training and minimize the health and safety 

impacts of training on the community.    

 

S7-20 

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.  As discussed 

on Page 2-24 of the Draft EIS, the Army proposes to conduct 

unexploded ordnance clearance following each training event, 

which may result in the removal of recent and historical unex-

ploded ordnance. 

 

S7-21 

Because the heiau is geographically removed from the propoosed 

training alternatives, none of the actions outlined in the Draft EIS 

will impact access to Ukanipo Heiau and the stipulations in the 

Programmatic Agreement concerning Ukanipo Heiau. Text has 

been added to Section 4.10 to clarify this information. 

 

S7-22 

Currently, limited public access to identified cultural sites is al-

lowed at MMR pursuant to a court order. The access is con-

ducted with an escort and the military follows strict safety proce-

dures when on the range to protect Soldiers and personnel, as 
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S7-23 

Please see the response to Comment S7-14. 
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S7-24 

S7-24 

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.  




