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T18-1 

T18-2 

T18-1 

The assessment of psychological impacts on the civilian popula-

tion is outside the scope of NEPA. The focus of NEPA is on the 

environment. Pursuant to CEQ Regulations 40 CFR Part 1500, 

"NEPA is our basic national charter for protection of the environ-

ment."  "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." 

 

T18-2 

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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T19-1 

T19-1 

The burn at the OB/OD area occurred the day after the monitored 

controlled burn event, not the day before it.  The air sampling plan 

called for monitoring one controlled burn, and none of the public 

comments on the air sampling plan asked for a burn at the OB/OD 

to be monitored.  The selected burn event included a much larger 

acreage than the OB/OD area, and included areas much closer to 

Farrington Highway and Makua Beach than the OB/OD area.  

Monitoring the burn at the OB/OD area instead of the October 30, 

2002 burn would undoubtedly have produced much lower pollut-

ant concentration measurements at the public use areas on Makua 

Beach than did the monitored burn event. 
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T19-1 

T19-2 

T19-2 

Please see the response to Comment T19-1. 
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T19-3 

T19-3 

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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T11-15 

T11-15 

The level of training described for the alternatives was not 

based on the specific training requirements of the Army, but on 

the need for various military units to train at MMR. In this 

sense, the types of training and number of training days de-

scribed under each alternative represent maximums below 

which actual use of MMR would fall.  
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T11-16 

T11-17 

T11-16 

Without training at MMR, the Army has been able to mitigate it's 

training needs; however, these solutions are not sustainable over 

the long term. Based on the Standards in Training Commission 

(STRAC) requirements for the 25th Infantry Division (Light) and 

training requirements for other military units, the estimated types 

of training and amount of training are reasonable and feasible for 

MMR. Also, see response to Comment T11-15. 

 

T11-17 

The Draft EIS represents the level of management that the Army 

expects to provide in the absence of training at MMR.  Because 

future disposal of the property is not proposed at this time and 

identifying subsequent uses would be speculative, those actions are 

not considered components of the No Action Alternative.  In addi-

tion, any actions beyond those addressed in this EIS would be as-

sessed in a separate NEPA document, as stated on Page 2-8 of the 

Draft EIS. 
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T11-17 

T11-18 

T11-19 

T11-18 

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.  

 

T11-19 

The evaluation of alternate locations for training in the Draft EIS 

was based on the current configuration of available training ranges. 

As stated in Section 2.5.3 of the Draft EIS, Schofield Barracks can-

not meet the acreage requirements without displacing existing train-

ing programs.  Also, recent experience with construction projects 

showed that 24 months is an unrealistic assumption. 
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T11-19 

T11-20 

T11-20 

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 alterna-

tive).  This alternative was added in response to public comments 

received on the Draft EIS.  Use of MMR, however, remains the 

preferred alternative.  
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