Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

T5-1

T5-1

T5-2

T5-3

Comments

Responses

T5-1

The Army extended the public review period from 60 days to 75
days. In response to comments, an additional 60 days were provided
to the community to review the Draft EIS and associated studies
related to marine resources and archaeological surveys, from Febru-
ary 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.

T5-2

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.

T5-3

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.
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T5-4

T5-5

T5-6

T5-7

Comments

Responses

T5-4

This and other community alternatives do not satisfy the purpose
and need stated in Sections 1.2 and 1.3 of the Draft EIS. Further,
the EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act with applicable federal and Army regulations.
Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate.

T5-5

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.

T5-6

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. Appendix G contains data and a discussion
on contamination to off-site receptors due to Army training.
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Comments

Responses

(Cont.)

T5-7

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, cumulative impacts are ad-
dressed in Chapter 5.
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T6-1

T6-2

T6-3

T6-4

Comments

Responses

T6-1
The EIS has been revised to reflect the translation.

T6-2

Sampling and testing were conducted at MMR to evaluate the poten-
tial impacts to off-site receptors. The representative sampling
scheme was performed and data analysis showed no potential for
contamination to impact off-site receptors from military training.

T6-3

The field analysis of the muliwai focused on sampling the sediment
and did not evaluate biological resources (see Appendix G-3). In-
formation about the relative change in bird activity at the muliwai is
insufficient.

T6-4
It is not clear what the comment is referring to.
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Comments Responses

T6-5

The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act with applicable federal and Army regulations.
T6-5 Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate.

T6-6

The Army extended the public review period from 60 days to 75
days. In response to comments, an additional 60 days were provided
to the community to review the Draft EIS and associated studies
related to marine resources and archaeological surveys, from Febru-
ary 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.

T6-6

T6-7
The Draft EIS considered Schofield Barracks and other training lo-
cations in Section 2.5; additional discussion has been added to this
section. Based on the analysis in the section, the Army determined
that only MMR satisfies the purpose and need for the proposed ac-
tion.

T6-7

T6-8
This typographical error could not be located in the Draft EIS.

T6-8
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T6-5

T7-1

Comments

Responses

T7-1

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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Comments Responses

T7-2

Sediments collected from the different muliwai were analyzed for
various compounds including metals and explosives. Analytical
results did not identify any chemicals of potential ecological con-
cerns since the levels found are low (either non-detected, or barely
above detection limits), and infrequent (i.e. only 1 sample out of 54
showed RDX at 0.23 milligrams per kilogram). A detailed discus-
sion of the analytical data collected for the muliwai is included in
Appendix G-3 of the Draft EIS. Further testing for contaminants in
ecological receptors at the muliwai (e.g., fish and limu) was under-
taken in August 2006 and is addressed by the investigation report
in Appendix G-8.

T7-2
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T7-3

T7-4

Comments

Responses

T7-3

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.

T7-4

The Army has been conducting reduced training. Soldiers will be
better prepared for combat if they can use tracers as this enables
Soldiers to train as they fight in combat situations.
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T8-1

T8-2

Comments

Responses

T8-1

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.

T8-2

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.
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T8-3

Comments

Responses

T8-3

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
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Comments Responses

T9-1

To allow the Army and other military units flexibility in the
components they use as part of their training, the EIS does not
specify the models of each weapon type to be used. With re-
spect to the inquiry here, the model is XM777.

T9-2

The danger of an indirect round leaving the valley is minimal
with the safety measures currently in place. First, limited firing
charges are used to reduce the maximum range of the weapon.
T9-1 Second, Fire Direction Control procedures include computer
and hand trajectory calculations, multiple checks on both the
gun line and the FDC of data and gun settings by several indi-
viduals, and review of historical data to ensure that the gun is
aimed in the correct direction and aligned for the change in ele-
vation to preclude rounds from leaving the valley. Third, rounds
with the longest range are also the heaviest and are therefore
T9-2 less likely to be affected by wind during the flight time.

T9-3

As discussed on Page 1-10 of the Draft EIS, the training area at
MMR is comparable in size to the Army's standard range design
for a facility to support similar types of training activities. Fur-
ther as discussed in response to Comment [ID 561], the Army
employs various safety measures to avoid misfiring of weapon

T9-1 systems.

T9-3
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Comments Responses

T9-3
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Comments Responses

T9-4
Section 4.14 evaluates the potential wildfire effects from the pro-
posed alternatives.

T9-4

T9-3
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