Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

T32-1

T32-2

Comments

Responses

T32-1

Training requirements are constantly changing based on lessons
learned in combat, training events, new equipment, and new com-
manders. Times of war, such as now, drastically change training
requirements; and MMR offers the Army the capability to train for
modern warfare.

T32-2

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.

The Army has completed all surface and subsurface archaeological
surveys consistent with NEPA and the settlement agreements with
Malama Makua.
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T32-3

T32-3

Comments

Responses

T32-3

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. USAG-HI is currently involved in this initiative.
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T32-4

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act and ap-
plicable regulations and guidelines, the EIS does not contain com-
mitments to implement specific mitigation measures. Those deci-
132-3 sions are made and documented in the Record of Decision.

T32-4
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T32-5

Comments

Responses

T32-5

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. Moreover, the cumula-
tive impact analysis in Chapter 5 considered the effects that other
local, state, and federal projects would have on the environmental
resources within the region of influence.
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T32-5

T32-6

Comments

Responses

T32-6

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. NALEMP does not apply to MMR and is
therefore outside the scope of the EIS.
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T33-1

T33-2

T33-3

Comments

Responses

T33-1

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. The dimensions of the Stykers are a length of
275 inches, a width of 107 inches, and a height of 104 inches. The
maximun weight of the vehicle siis 41,300 Ibs. The fully equipped
weight of the Stykers would not exceed the Hawaii Department of
Transportation State Statutes Governing Vehicle and Weight
(Section 19-104-21). As described in Section 4.6, passenger car-
equivalent factors were applied for the intersection operations analy-
sis to account for differences in size and manueverability of the mili-
tary vehicles.

T33-2

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 environmental consequences, and
take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the environment."

T32-3
Please see response to Comment T32-2.
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T33-4

The Draft EIS identified long-term, cumulative environmental justice
T33-3 impacts on the Waianae community in Sections 4.12 and 5.3.12.
Moreover, the EIS was prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act with applicable federal and Army regula-
tions. Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate.

T33-5

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. 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.

T33-4

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.

T33-5

The Army has completed all surface and subsurface archaeological
surveys consistent with NEPA and the settlement agreements with
Malama Makua.
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T33-6

T33-7

T33-8

Comments

Responses

T33-6

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.

T33-7

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.

T33-8

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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T33-9

T34-1

Comments

Responses

T33-9

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.

T34-1

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.

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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