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Appendix K Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses 

Comments Responses 

I1-1 

I1-1 

Members of both Malama Makua and Hui Malama Makua were 

given an opportunity to fill out the questionnaire for the cultural 

impact assessment and were also given an opportunity to revise 

the questionnaire when a member of the Hui objected to the tone 

of the questions; a revised questionnaire was received from Wil-

liam Aila after the report had been prepared. The questionnaires 

for the cultural impact assessment were advertised in the Waia-

nae newspapers, were made available at the Waianae public li-

brary (200 copies), and were distributed to members of the pub-

lic. If there was a separate questionnaire from outside the Army, 

no member of the public has provided that questionnaire to the 

Army. 
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Comments Responses 

I1-2 

I1-3 

I1-2 

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 SBCT EIS, Chapter 2 (page 2

-43), section on Combined Live-Fire Maneuver Training, addresses 

how SBCT forces would conduct dismounted training to include 

company-level CALFEXs.  The MMR EIS contains an analysis of 

the potential environmental impacts associated with dismounted 

CALFEXs for current forces and the SBCT (see Chapter 5).  Two 

separate EIS were prepared for training at MMR and for SBCT 

transformation.   

 

I1-3 

The SBCT EIS, Chapter 2 (page 2-43), section on Combined Live-

Fire Maneuver Training, addresses how SBCT forces would conduct 

dismounted training to include company-level CALFEXs. The MMR 

EIS contains an analysis of the potential environmental impacts asso-

ciated with dismounted CALFEXs (see Chapter 5).  The Program-

matic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) addressed the envi-

ronmental concerns which may affect various aspects of Army 

Transformation including, but not limited to:  unit location; material 

acquisition and testing; training areas; range requirements; and stra-

tegic requirements.  The use of Stryker at Makua is now addressed in 

this EIS. 
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Comments Responses 

I1-4 

I1-5 

I1-6 

I1-7 

I1-4 

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 al-

ternative was added in response to public comments received on the 

Draft EIS.  Use of MMR, however, remains the preferred alternative.  

 

I1-5 

The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environmental 

Policy Act and with applicable federal and Army regulations.  Re-

view of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protection Agency 

found the document to be adequate.  The alternatives considered in 

the EIS, both those evaluated in detail and those eliminated from fur-

ther analysis, were analyzed based on their ability to achieve the pro-

posed action and meet the purpose and need. 

 

Cost considerations would be a factor in the final decision. 

 

I1-6 

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 al-

ternative was added in response to public comments received on the 

Draft EIS.  Use of MMR, however, remains the preferred alternative.  

 

I1-7 

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.  
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I1-7 

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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Comments Responses 

I1-9 

I1-8 

The Army makes every required effort to protect cultural sites at 

MMR through site protection measures, avoidance, changes to 

training scenarios and the realignment of SDZs. 

 

I1-9 

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 require-

ments. While units have been assessed in the past as ready for com-

bat without conducting live-fire training exercises at MMR, the 

Army was forced to undertake training work-arounds to include 

training at locations outside of the state of Hawaii.  These work 

arounds were both time consuming and costly.  Additionally, the 

lack of home-based live-fire training capability has an impact on 

Soldier morale as more time is spent away from family, which is 

not quantifiable in Unit Status Reports. 

I1-8 
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Comments Responses 

I2-1 

I2-1 

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.  

Letter I2 
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Comments Responses 

I2-2 

I2-2 

I2-3 

I2-2 

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.  

 

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.  

 

 

I2-3 

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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Comments Responses 

I2-3 

I2-4 

I2-4 

I2-5 

I2-4 

I2-4 

I2-4 

As the lead agency, the Army has the discretion to define its pro-

posed action, as well as the purpose and need for that proposed 

action. The EIS was prepared in accordance with the National En-

vironmental Policy Act and with applicable federal and Army regu-

lations. Review of the Draft EIS by the US Environmental Protec-

tion Agency found the document to be adequate. 

 

I2-5 

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.  

 

I2-6 

Chapter 2 describes the proposed action.  See response to I2-5 for 

an explanation of a PTA alternative. 

 

I2-7 

The EIS is not intended to make value determinations, such as 

whether one alternative is better than another. To facilitate compre-

hension by the public, the Draft EIS included an executive sum-

mary, tables that provide concise data on the project and resources, 

and summary tables that provide brief overviews of the expected 

impacts. The Army has also funded technical experts to provide the 

community with the support needed to understand the technical 

issues associated with this project and to provide substantive input 

into the impact analysis process.  
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Comments Responses 

I2-6 

I2-7 

I2-8 

I2-9 

I2-9 

I2-10 

I2-4 

I2-11 

 

I2-8 

Section 2.4.3 of the Draft EIS described in detail an example com-

pany-level CALFEX, which is the highest intensity level of training 

that would occur at MMR. Due to the nature of training range opera-

tions, the exact mix of training activities that would occur from year 

to year would vary, but those activities would encompass the com-

pany-level CALFEX and other training exercises described in Section 

2.4. 

 

I2-9 

The level of training proposed in the Draft EIS would meet the train-

ing needs of the 25th ID and the US Marine Corps. As stated in Sec-

tion 2.4.1 of the Draft EIS, In the Marine Corps, Navy, Coast Guard, 

Army Reserve, and Hawai‘i Army National Guard have trained at 

MMR in the past. US military units and those from other countries 

would use MMR this training resource from time to time and would 

be limited to a company-level CALFEX as the maximum level of 

training and would be required to adhere to the same MMR-specific 

training constraints as the Army. 

 

I2-10 

Like any other unit, the Stryker Brigade Combat Team forces would 

have access to MMR for training, as discussed in Section 2.2. Those 

forces would be subject to the constraints and limitations that apply to 

all units using MMR.  The Stryker vehicles would not be used for off-

road maneuvers and will remain on existing trails, except for access 

to approved firing positions. 

 

I2-11 

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 al-

ternative was added in response to public comments received on the 

Draft EIS.  Use of MMR, however, remains the preferred alternative.  
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Comments Responses 

I2-12 

I2-12 

I2-13 

I2-14 

I2-12 

I2-14 

I2-12 

Please see response to comment I2-11 

 

I2-13 

Please see response to comment I2-11 

 

I2-14 

Please see response to comment I2-11 
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Comments Responses 

I2-14 

I2-15 

I2-15 

I2-14 

I2-14 

I2-14 

I2-15 

I2-15 

The Army manages the entire 4,190 acres of MMR (reference Sec-

tion 3.1.2). The land ownership interests at MMR are considered 

adequate for the purpose and need described in the EIS.   
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Comments Responses 

I2-15 

I2-16 

I2-17 

I2-17 

I2-18 

I2-18 

I2-18 

I2-15 

I2-16 

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.  

 

I2-17 

The EIS has been revised to address an alternative involving acquir-

ing land and constructing a new training facility in Section 2.5.6. 

 

I2-18 

Section 2.5 of the EIS has been revised to address construction of 

replacement training facilities. 

 

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 responses received from public meetings 

and input received during the public comment period on the Draft 

MMR EIS (Reference Section 1.7 for a full description of the scop-

ing process and subsequent public involvement). Nevertheless, use 

of MMR remains the preferred alternative.  
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Comments Responses 

I2-19 

I2-19 

I2-20 

I2-19 

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.  

 

I2-20 

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 

I2-20 

I2-21 

I2-22 

I2-21 

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.  

 

I2-22 

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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Comments Responses 

I3-1 

I3-2 

I3-3 

I3-4 

I3-5 

I3-4 

I3-5 

I3-1 

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.  

 

I3-2 

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 Protec-

tion Agency found the document to be adequate.  Also, please see 

response to Comment I3-1. 

 

I3-3 

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.  

 

I3-4 

The Army has provided the public with 75 days to review the Draft 

EIS and has conducted three public meetings to receive comments. 

In addition, the Army has held informational meetings prior to the 

start of the review period, has maintained a project web site with 

background information on the project, and has made its resource 

specialists available during public meetings on the Draft EIS. 

 

I3-5 

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.  

Letter I3 
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Comments Responses 

I4-1 

I4-2 

I4-3 

I4-4 

I4-5 

I4-1 

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. 

 

I4-2 

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.  Results of extensive 

sampling results reported by the analytical laboratory of soil, surface 

water, and groundwater showed no pattern of contamination. 

 

I4-3 

Four sets of  streambed samples were collected from four locations, 

with three different depth intervals collected at each location.  Please 

see Appendix G-1 for details.   

 

I4-4 

Soil samples collected at MMR were located in the areas of maxi-

mum concentrations of training activities. Background samples pro-

vided additional information to expand the spatial coverage.  The 

sampling and analysis plan distributed to the public in 2002, as well 

as Appendix G-1 of the Draft EIS, discuss soil study methodology 

and data.  The data collected are representative of the existing condi-

tions at MMR and were incorporated modeling.  

 

I4-5 

To evaluate potential contamination of off-site receptors, data were 

collected from all streams within MMR, but more data were col-

lected from the largest stream (Makua Stream) with the most flow at 

MMR. The study further found consistent results between manually 

and automatically collected samples. Please see Appendix G-1 for 

details. 

Letter I4 




