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T43-1

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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T44-1

Training requirements are constantly changing based on lessons
learned in combat, training events, new equipment, and new com-
manders. Using historical data to assess future needs is faulty
logic. Times of war, such as now, drastically change training re-
quirements. Combat readiness, moreoever, is an assessment based
on a commander's experience and training, and therefore is a matter
of discretion. Lack of training at MMR reduces a unit's readiness
level and increases the potential for casualties in combat situations;
MMR has been determined to meet the purpose and need of the
proposed action.
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T44-2

Comments

Responses

T44-2

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. In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act and applicable regulations and
guidelines, the EIS does not contain commitments to implement
specific mitigation measures. Those decisions are made and docu-
mented in the Record of Decision.
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T44-3

T44-4

Comments

Responses

T44-3

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.

T44-4

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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T44-5

The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your par-
T44-5 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.

T44-6

T44-6 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.

T44-7
The Army thanks you for your comment and appreciates your par-
Ta4-7 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. Moreover, this and other community alterna-
tives do not satisfy the purpose and need stated in Sections 1.2 and
1.3 of the Draft EIS.
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T45-1

Comments
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T45-1

The Army conducted a dive survey to locate any metal globules lo-
cated on the floor of the near-shore areas. The dive survey found no
globules in the ocean, but one was found on Makua Beach and ex-
amined. It was determined to be material from aluminum cans and
not toxic. This was discussed in Section 3.11.4 of the Draft EIS.
Accordingly, futher study of this issue is not warranted.
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T45-2

The hydrogeologic assessment represents a widespread evaluation
of the potential for contamination as reflected in Appendix G-1.
Sampling was conducted of soil, sediment, surface water, and
groundwater with no pattern of contamination that would impact
off-site receptors.

T45-2
T45-3

In Section 4.6 of the Draft EIS, the traffic analysis found that the
increase in traffic volumes in the communities along Farrington
Highway would be within the normal daily fluctuations in hourly

T45-3 traffic volumes.

T45-3
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T46-1

Comments
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T45-4

The vehicles proposed for use along Farrington Highway are
similar to those used in the past, and it is not expected that sig-
nificant damage from their use would occur. Impacts from over-
weight/oversize vehicles are addressed in Section 4.6.3.

T46-1

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.
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T46-3

Comments
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T46-2
The hydrogeologic investigation report, which is contained in the
EIS as appendix G-1, includes maps that show the sampling loca-
tions.

T46-3

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. The hydrogeologic assessment repre-
sents a widespread evaluation of the potential for contamination as
reflected in Appendix G-1. Sampling was conducted of soil, sedi-
ment, surface water, and groundwater with no pattern of contami-
nation that would impact off-site receptors.
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T46-4)

T47-1

Comments

Responses

T46-4

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 EIS considered other training locations in
Section 2.5., the Army determined that MMR satisfies the purpose
and need for the Proposed Action.

T47-1

To facilitate comprehension by the public, the Draft EIS included
an executive summary, tables that provide concise data on the pro-
ject and resources, and summary tables that provide brief over-
views of the expected impacts.The Army has also funded technical
experts to provide the community with the support needed to un-
derstand the technical issues associated with this project and to
provide substantive input into the impact analysis process.
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T47-3

Comments
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T47-2

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.

T47-3
Please see the response to Comment T47-1.
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T47-4

T47-5

Comments

Responses

T47-4
Please see the response to Comment T47-1.

T47-5

MMR is important to military training in Hawaii, and thus SBCT
forces would use MMR if the ranges were available after completion
of the MMR Final EIS and ROD. The MMR EIS contains an analy-
sis of the potential environmental impacts associated with dis-
mounted CALFEXs for current forces and SBCT forces (see Chap-
ter 5). Further, the hydrogeologic assessment represents a wide-
spread evaluation of the potential for contamination as reflected in
Appendix G-1. Sampling was conducted of soil, sediment, surface
water, and groundwater with no pattern of contamination that would
impact off-site receptors.
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