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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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T34-1

T35-1

T35-2

Comments

Responses

T35-1

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.

T35-2
Cumulative impacts of historical military training on these re-
sources were assessed in Chapter 5 in the Draft EIS.
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T35-3
The Draft EIS evaluated the effects of proposed military training
in Chapter 4 and cumulative impacts of military use of MMR in

Chapter 5.

T35-4

The EIS considered other training locations in Section 2.5. Based

on the analysis in the section, the Army determined that only
T35-3 MMR satisfies the purpose and need for the proposed action.
T35-4
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T36-1

T36-2

Comments

Responses

T36-1

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.

T36-2

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 described under each alterna-
tive represent maximums below which actual use of MMR would
fall. Because of this approach, the discretion of Army commanders
to reduce training requirements for their units would not greatly
expand the range of alternatives available to accomplish the Army's
purpose and need. The discretion given to the Major Command
Commander is still dependent on the assessment of the unit for
combat. The Major Command Commander cannot eliminate train-
ing requirements that in his judgement are necessary for unit readi-
ness, notwithstanding environmental considerations.
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T36-3

The alternatives considered in the EIS, both those evaluated in
detail and those eliminated from further analysis, were analyzed
based on their ability to achieve the proposed action and meet the
purpose and need, not on whether they are cost prohibitive. For
this reason, no financial analysis of the alternatives is included in
the EIS.

T36-2

T36-3
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T36-4

Comments

Responses

T36-4

Because the actions proposed for MMR and SBCT are not con-
nected, separate EIS were prepared for those projects. While those
projects were designed so either one could be implemented inde-
pendently of the other, SBCT Forces may use MMR if the ranges
are available after completion of the MMR EIS and ROD. Ac-
cordingly, the MMR EIS contains an analysis of the potential en-
vironmental impacts associated with dismounted CALFEXs for
current force and SBCT. See Chapter 5.
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T36-5

Please see the response to Comment T36-4. The EIS was prepared
in accordance with the National Environmental 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.

T36-5
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T37-1

T38-1

Comments

Responses

T37-1

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 Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate.
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T38-1

T38-2

Comments

Responses

T38-1

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. All members of public were invited to
participate in the three public meetings held for the Draft EIS
through advertisements in local newspapers, press releases, and
direct mailing of notices. In addition to oral comments, written
comments were also accepted through mail, email, and facsimile.

T38-2

The Army's waiver request (dated May 5, 2006) was rejected by
Army Headquarters on December 21, 2006, as stated in a Deputy
Assistant Secretary of the Army memorandum, dated January 10,
2007.
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T38-3

Comments

Responses

T38-3

The EIS does not contain this information because remediation of
MMR is not proposed at this time, a discussion of this issue is be-
yond the scope of this EIS.
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T38-4

Including all the studies agreed to under the 2001 Settlement Agree-
ment with Malama Makua, the estimated cost of the EIS is approxi-
mately $5 million.

T38-4
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T38-5

Comments

Responses

T38-5

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 Protection
Agency found the document to be adequate.
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T39-1
Because this issue does not have an environmental effect and is out-
side the scope of NEPA, it is not addressed in the Draft EIS.

T39-1
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T39-2

T40-1

Comments

Responses

T39-2
The Army's contribution to the local economy is discussed in Sec-
tions 3.12 and 4.12 of the Draft EIS.

T40-1
Because this issue does not have an environmental effect and is
outside the scope of NEPA, it is not addressed in the Draft EIS.
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T33-10

T33-11

Comments

Responses

T33-10

Tracking civilians with weapons is not a part of any training sce-
nario. Weapons are locked when driving through civilian areas.
Future situations of this nature should be immediately reported to
the Army's Public Affairs Office and include the bumper numbers
of the vehicles involved, so that appropriate action can be taken.

T33-11

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

T39-3

Please see response to Comment T39-1. Further, your comment has
been considered and has been included as part of the administrative
record for this process.

T39-3
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T41-1

T41-1

Comments

Responses

T41-1

The highest level found in sampling for arsenic was at the Objec-
tive Elk site (see Appendix G-1, Table K-4). The concentration
was 19.1 milligrams per kilogram, which is less than the EPA
industrial preliminary remediation goal. In the frequency table,
Appendix G-2, the arsenic sampling was reflected as above
17,500 micrograms per kilogram but below 50.000 micrograms
per kilogram. The lead sampling was also obtained from Objec-
tive Elk (see Appendix G-1, Table K-4). Of all the surface soil
samples taken, only one sample had a concentration that exceeded
the USEPA industrial PRG.
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