
May 2008

Coordinator
Hawaii Range Complex
Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 128
Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii 96752-0128

Hawaii Range Complex  

 

Final Environmental Impact Statement/
Overseas Environmental Impact Statement (EIS/OEIS)

 

Volume 3 of 5:  Chapters 12-13



 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 
 

HAWAII RANGE COMPLEX 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/  

OVERSEAS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 
 

Volume 3 of 5 
 
 
 

MAY 2008 

 
 
 
 
 

 Coordinator 
 Hawaii Range Complex 
 Pacific Missile Range Facility 
 P.O. Box 128 
 Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii 96752-0128 
  



 

 



May 2008 

COVER SHEET 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ 

OVERSEAS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
HAWAII RANGE COMPLEX (HRC) 

Lead Agency for the EIS: U.S. Department of the Navy 

Title of the Proposed Action: Hawaii Range Complex 

Affected Jurisdiction:  Kauai, Honolulu, Maui, and Hawaii Counties  

Designation: Final Environmental Impact Statement/Overseas Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS/OEIS) 

Abstract 

This Final EIS/OEIS has been prepared by the U.S. Department of the Navy (Navy) in compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code § 4321 et seq.); the Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (Title 40 
Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] §§ 1500-1508); Navy Procedures for Implementing NEPA (32 CFR § 
775); and Executive Order 12114 (EO 12114), Environmental Effects Abroad of Major Federal Actions.  
The Navy has identified the need to support and conduct current, emerging, and future training and 
research, development, test, and evaluation (RDT&E) activities in the Hawaii Range Complex (HRC).  The 
alternatives—the No-action Alternative, Alternative 1, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3—are analyzed in this 
Final EIS/OEIS.  All alternatives include an analysis of potential environmental impacts associated with the 
use of mid-frequency active (MFA) and high-frequency active (HFA) sonar.  The No-action Alternative 
stands as no change from current levels of HRC usage and includes HRC training, support, and RDT&E 
activities, Major Exercises, and maintenance of the technical and logistical facilities that support these 
activities and exercises.  Alternative 1 includes all ongoing training associated with the No-action 
Alternative, an increased tempo and frequency of such training (including increases in MFA and HFA 
sonar use), a new training event (Field Carrier Landing Practice), enhanced and future RDT&E activities, 
enhancements to optimize HRC capabilities, and an increased number of Major Exercises.  Alternative 2 
includes all of the training associated with Alternative 1 plus additional increases in the tempo and 
frequency of training (including additional increases in MFA and HFA sonar use), enhanced RDT&E 
activities, future RDT&E activities, and additional Major Exercises, such as supporting three Strike Groups 
training at the same time.  Alternative 3 would include all of the training and RDT&E activities associated 
with Alternative 2.  The difference between Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 is the amount of MFA/HFA 
sonar usage.  As described under Alternative 2, Alternative 3 would provide increased flexibility in training 
activities by increasing the tempo and frequency of training events, future and enhanced RDT&E activities, 
and the addition of Major Exercises.  Alternative 3 would consist of the MFA/HFA sonar usage as analyzed 
under the No-action Alternative.  Alternative 3 is the Navy’s preferred alternative.   

This Final EIS/OEIS addresses potential environmental impacts that result from activities that occur under 
the No-action Alternative and proposed activities that would occur under Alternatives 1, 2, and 3.  This 
EIS/OEIS also addresses changes and associated environmental analyses that were presented in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Environmental resource topics evaluated include air quality, airspace, 
biological resources (open ocean, offshore, and onshore), cultural resources, geology and soils, hazardous 
materials and waste, health and safety, land use, noise, socioeconomics, transportation, utilities, and water 
resources.  

Prepared by:   U.S. Department of Defense, Department of the Navy 
Point of Contact:  Pacific Missile Range Facility Public Affairs Officer 
    P.O. Box 128, Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752, (866) 767-3347 
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12.0  CONSULTATION COMMENTS AND 
RESPONSES 

 

This chapter includes consultation and coordination letters with various State and Federal 
agencies.  Agency coordination has been accomplished through meetings with various agencies 
and through distribution of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Overseas Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS/OEIS) and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.   
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13.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES—  
DRAFT EIS/OEIS 

This chapter presents responses to comments received on the Hawaii Range Complex (HRC) 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Overseas Environmental Impact Statement (EIS/OEIS) 
(July 2007).  The comments were expressed during the public comment period for the 
document.  Section 13.1 provides an overview of the Public Involvement process, Section 13.2 
is a summary of comments received, and Section 13.3 is a summary of responses.  Section 
13.4 includes data summary tables organized by the source of the comment: Written Public 
Comments, Email Public Comments, Public Hearing Comments, and Webmail Comments 
(Sections 13.4.1, 13.4.2, 13.4.3, and 13.4.4).  See Chapter 14.0 for responses to comments 
received on the Supplement to the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS.   

13.1 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS 
13.1.1 PUBLIC SCOPING PROCESS 
The HRC EIS/OEIS public involvement process began with the publishing of a Notice of Intent 
(NOI) to prepare an EIS.  The NOI initiated a public scoping period, and was published in the 
Federal Register on August 29, 2006.  The NOI was also published in five local newspapers: the 
Maui News, the Honolulu Star Bulletin, the Hawaii Tribune Herald, the Garden Island, and the 
Honolulu Advertiser) on September 2, 4, and 5, 2006.  The scoping period lasted 46 days, 
concluding on October 13, 2006.  Four scoping meetings were held on September 13, 14, 16, 
and 18, 2006, one each on the islands of Maui, Oahu, Hawaii, and Kauai.  Table 1.5.3.1-1 lists 
the location, date, and number of attendees at the scoping meetings. 

The scoping meetings were held in an open house format, presenting informational posters and 
written information and making Navy staff and project experts available to answer participants’ 
questions.  A court reporter was available to record participants’ oral comments.  The interaction 
during the information sessions was productive and helpful to the Navy, and comments received 
during scoping were used to help determine the breadth of issues analyzed in the Draft 
EIS/OEIS. 

In addition to the scoping meetings, the public could make comments through a toll-free 
telephone number, by sending an email, or by mailing a written comment.  Issues identified by 
the public were provided to resource specialists working on the Draft EIS/OEIS to ensure that all 
comments were considered during the preparation of the document.  Table 1.5.3.1-2 presents a 
summary of the number of issues identified for each resource during scoping. 

13.1.2 PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS 
After scoping, a Draft EIS/OEIS was prepared to assess the potential impacts of the Proposed 
Action and alternatives on the environment.  It was then provided to the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) for review and comment in accordance with their responsibilities 
under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and to have a Notice of Availability (NOA) published in 
the Federal Register.  USEPA published the NOA for the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS in the Federal 
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Register on Friday, July 27, 2007.  The Navy also placed NOAs in the aforementioned five 
newspapers.   

Copies of the Draft EIS/OEIS were distributed to various Agencies, libraries, and private citizens 
(see distribution list, Chapter 10.0).  A cover letter accompanying the Draft EIS/OEIS informed 
the public that the Draft EIS/OEIS was also available on the HRC Public website: 
http://www.govsupport.us/hrc, and informed the public of the dates, locations, and times for the 
public hearings on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  A notification post card was sent to the entire mailing 
list, which included community members, elected officials, agency staff and individuals who 
signed up at the scoping meetings.  The postcard included public hearing information.  The 
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Public Affairs Office also provided a press release of the 
availability of the Draft EIS/OEIS on July 27,, 2007 to all Hawaii media outlets (TV, print, 
associated press, radio, individual reporters, and Pacific Fleet website). 

Table 13.1.2-1 lists the public libraries where copies of the Draft EIS/OEIS were placed. 

Table 13.1.2-1.  Information Repositories with Copies of the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS 

Library Address 

Hawaii State Library, Hawaii and 
Pacific Section Document Unit 478 South King Street Honolulu HI 96813 

Hilo Public Library 300 Waianuenue Avenue Hilo HI 96720 
Kahului Public Library 90 School Street Kahului HI 96732 
Lihue Public Library 4344 Hardy Street Lihue HI 96766 

Princeville Public Library 4343 Emmalani Drive Princeville HI 96722 

Wailuku Public Library 251 High Street Wailuku HI 96793 

Waimea Public Library PO Box 397 Waimea HI 96796 

University of Hawaii, Hamilton Library 2550 McCarthy Mall Honolulu HI 96822 

 

On August 3, 2007, the Navy published a Notice of Public Hearings in the Federal Register that 
included the extension of the initial public comment period from 45 days to 52 days, until 
September 17, 2007.  The Federal Register notice included supplemental information, including 
the size and location of the HRC, specifics on the activities proposed in the Draft EIS/OEIS, 
and, at the request of the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), a brief discussion of the 
Navy’s request for a Marine Mammal Protection Act Letter of Authorization (LOA) that would 
govern incidental takes of marine mammals during the training activities described in the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  

Detailed information concerning locations and times for each of the public hearings was 
published in local and regional newspapers (Table 13.1.2-2).  

http://www.govsupport.us/hrc
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Table 13.1.2-2. Advertisements Published for the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS Public Hearings 
and Comment Period 

Hawaii 
Newspapers 

The Garden 
Island 

Hawaii-
Tribune Herald 

The Honolulu 
Advertiser 

Honolulu-Star 
Bulletin 

The Maui 
News 

Dates Published 

7/27/07 7/27/07 7/27/07 7/27/07 7/27/07 
8/12/07 8/19/07 8/12/07 8/14/07 8/15/07 
8/16/07 8/22/07   8/19/07 
8/23/07     
8/26/07     

 
 
The purpose of the public hearings was to solicit comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  In addition, 
the public hearings identified significant environmental issues that the public and government 
agencies believed needed further analysis.  This chapter includes transcripts from the hearings 
and copies of written public comments received during the comment period.  

Table 13.1.2-3 lists the locations where public hearings were held.  During these public 
hearings, attendees were invited to ask questions and make comments to the program 
representatives at each meeting.  In addition, written comments were received from the public 
and regulatory agencies by letter, email, and through the HRC public website during the 
comment period.  Comments received from the public and agencies pertaining to specific 
resource areas and locations were considered, and more-detailed analysis was provided in the 
EIS/OEIS.  Those comments received from the public concerning Department of Defense (DoD) 
policy and program issues outside the scope of analysis in this EIS/OEIS were not addressed in 
the EIS/OEIS. 

Table 13.1.2-3. Public Hearing Locations, HRC Draft EIS/OEIS 

City (Island) Date Location 
Lihue (Kauai) 21 August 2007 Kauai War Memorial Convention Hall 
Honolulu (Oahu) 23 August 2007 McKinley High School 
Wailuku (Maui) 27 August 2007 Baldwin High School 
Hilo (Hawaii) 29 August 2007 Waiakea High School 

 
 
At the public hearings, a Navy representative provided a clear and concise HRC overview, 
explaining the Proposed Action and Alternatives.  This overview was followed by individual 
testimony.  A summary of attendance at the four public hearings is as follows:  

Kauai:  55 individuals signed in 
  18 individuals provided verbal comments 
  1 individual provided written comments  
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Oahu:  29 individuals signed in 
  4 individuals provided verbal comments 
  1 individual provided written comments  
 
Maui:  76 individuals signed in 
  35 individuals provided verbal comments 
  5 individuals provided written comments  
 
Island of  
Hawaii: 51 individuals signed in 
  26 individuals provided verbal comments 
  7 individuals provided written comments 
 

The Navy solicited additional comments from agencies and the public during the comment 
period that followed the public hearings for the Draft EIS/OEIS.  The comment period ended 
September 17, 2007.  In addition to the public hearings, the public was able to provide 
comments through the Navy’s National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Programs in Hawaii 
website, by sending an email, or by mailing a written comment.  

The Draft EIS/OEIS analyzed potential impacts to marine mammals from Navy actions that 
involve the use of acoustic sources.  Following publication of the Draft EIS/OEIS in July 2007, 
the Navy, in coordination with the NMFS, conducted a re-evaluation of the analysis in that 
document.  This re-evaluation and subsequent identification of new information led the Navy to 
prepare a Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS, which was released to the public in February 
2008.   

The NOI for the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was published in the Federal Register on 
January 17, 2008.  The Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was filed with USEPA for release to 
the public on February 22, 2008, and a Notice of Public Meeting was published in the Federal 
Register on February 26, 2008.  The Navy also placed notices in the aforementioned 
newspapers announcing the availability of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  The 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was circulated for public review, and the comment period 
ended April 7, 2008.  See Chapter 14.0 for responses to comments received on the Supplement 
to the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS.    
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13.2 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 
The Navy received public comments from 677 separate sources—608 were citizens, 45 
represented organizations, and 24 represented government agencies.  The majority of 
commenters were from Hawaii (422 of 677); however, the Navy also received comments from 
individuals residing in 9 foreign countries, 41 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.  
Table 13.2-1 shows the forums that the public used to submit their comments and the number of 
commenters for each forum.      

Table 13.2-1.  Number of Public Commenters—HRC Draft EIS/OEIS  

Source Number of Commenters 
Written  72 
Email 419 
Transcript of Public Hearings 83 
Website 103 
Total  677 

 

The Navy received a total of 2,575 comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Table 13.2-2 provides a 
breakdown of comments received during the public hearings/public comment period and 
indicates the percentage of total comments that each resource area or issue received (rounded 
to the nearest tenth percent).  Comments are organized by resource area.  The summary that 
follows gives an overview of comments received during the comment period.  The first set of 
comments is organized alphabetically by resource area, concluding with Water Resources.  The 
second set of comments covers non-resource specific issues or questions that were raised.  
Most resource areas are self-explanatory: “Biological Resources–Marine” includes all sonar 
comments; “Hazardous Materials and Waste” includes depleted uranium issues.  “Program” 
refers to concerns with the Proposed Action in general.  “Policy/NEPA Process” refers to 
concerns with policies that led to the Proposed Action. 

Air Quality 
Comments in this category requested that the Navy analyze more global impacts of its activities, 
such as impacts on the ozone layer, the use of carbon “offsets,” and effects on weather patterns 
and the atmosphere.  The public also expressed concern over emissions from ships, training at 
Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA), and perceived increases in the number of aircraft at the Hilo 
International Airport.  

Airspace 
Comments focused on potential hazards to aircraft from missile intercepts, perceived increases 
in the number of aircraft at the Hilo International Airport, the proposed use of directed energy 
systems (lasers), and the potential for increased training to interfere with commercial and 
private air traffic.  
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Table 13.2-2. Number of Comments by Resource Issue  
HRC Draft EIS/OEIS 

Resource Area Number of 
Comments  

Percent of Total 
Comments 

Air Quality 10 0.4% 
Airspace 10 0.4% 
Biological Resources—Marine 492 19.1% 
Biological Resources—Terrestrial 69 2.7% 
Cultural Resources  299 11.6% 
Geology and Soils 2 0.1% 
Hazardous Materials and Waste 372 14.4% 
Health and Safety 26 1.0% 
Land Use 20 0.8% 
Noise 5 0.2% 
Socioeconomics 29 1.1% 
Transportation 3 0.1% 
Utilities 8 0.3% 
Water Resources 15 0.6% 
Environmental Justice 24 0.9% 
Alternatives 524 20.4% 
Program  439 17.0% 
Policy/NEPA Process 87 3.4% 
Mitigation Measures 59 2.3% 
Cumulative Impacts 36 1.4% 
Miscellaneous 46 1.8% 
Total 2,575  

 
 

Biological Resources—Marine 
Many of the comments were focused on the perceived harmful effects of mid-frequency active 
(MFA) sonar and the impacts of proposed Navy activities on whales, sea turtles, fish, and 
marine life.  Some of the comments were concerned with international stranding events.  
Specifically, the public requested:   

• A separate threshold for calculating sonar impacts on beaked whales 

• Additional marine mammal dose function modeling details 

• Additional analysis to determine the impact on divers during sonar training activities 

• Additional discussion and analysis of the melon-headed whales stranded in Hanalei 
Bay on Kauai during the 2004 Rim of the Pacific (RIMPAC) Exercise  
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• Additional discussion and analysis of the Bahamas marine mammal stranding 
incident 

• Analysis of 12 marine mammal stranding incidents 

• Additional analysis regarding impacts on fish during the use of sonar 

• Additional analysis concerning bubble propagation or development in marine 
mammals exposed to active sonar 

• Avoidance of endangered populations or areas of high numbers of marine mammals 
while training with sonar, i.e., Northwestern Hawaiian Islands Marine National 
Monument, State Refuge, and the Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale National 
Marine Sanctuary 

• Further analysis of Navy ship collisions with marine mammals 
 

Biological Resources—Terrestrial 
Commenters asked for additional details about the effectiveness of Navy policies and 
procedures that minimize invasive plant species, the potential for Expeditionary Assault 
activities to disturb beaches and dunes at PMRF,  and impacts of debris from missile 
interceptions and chemical simulants on the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands.   

Cultural Resources 
Commenters were concerned that the military’s presence and activities on the Hawaiian Islands 
causes harm and limits access to Native Hawaiian cultural and religious sites, particularly in the 
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands.  Commenters requested the addition of updated archaeological 
data for the Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument.  Other commenters expressed 
concern about impacts on recreational and subsistence fishing, an important activity for 
Hawaiians.  Two commenters requested additional information on Section 106 analysis under 
the National Historic Preservation Act.  The significance of marine mammals in Native Hawaiian 
culture and religion was noted.  

Geology and Soils 
Two commenters requested clarification for one of the references in the text.  The reference 
was specific to lead concentrations near the Vandal launch site at PMRF. 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste 
Comments regarding hazardous materials and waste in general included requests for the Navy 
to identify and clean up former and currently contaminated sites.  Other comments expressed 
concern about the potential effects of Navy technologies, such as the Directed Energy Laser 
Weapons Program, and the use of munitions that contain or result in exposure to depleted 
uranium and other heavy metals.  Some commenters offered suggestions on how the Navy can 
manage waste on ships and maximize recycling and reuse.  
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Health and Safety 
Several commenters asked the Navy to analyze the potential health and safety impacts of a 
specific activity or technology, such as missile launch failures, nuclear-powered ships, lasers, 
electromagnetism, chemical simulants, and gamma rays.  Other commenters asked about the 
danger to scuba divers from the use of MFA sonar and the risk to people using the access road 
to Polihale State Park during directed energy tests.   

Land Use 
Commenters expressed concern about public access and other impacts on the beach areas at 
PMRF, in particular, Polihale State Park, the Upper Rifle Range, and Kokole Point.  Other 
commenters identified specific policies and plans that the Navy must consider in its analysis, 
such as Coastal Zone Management laws.  Two commenters suggested that additional 
information be included in Appendix I, Land Use. 

Noise 
Comments included concern for the noise generated from purported sonic booms and increases 
in the Navy presence at Hilo International Airport, PTA, Bradshaw Army Airfield, and the 
Kawaihae Pier.   

Socioeconomics 
Comments were largely focused on potential impacts on the tourist industry.  Several 
commenters requested that the EIS/OEIS analyze in greater detail the social costs of Navy 
activities, including how increases in permanent and visiting Navy personnel would impact rent 
rates, prostitution, traffic, noise, utilities, schools, social services, water usage, and sewage. 

Transportation 
Commenters requested additional information about Navy ship strikes to small fishing and 
recreational vessels, the transportation of Stryker vehicles on the Superferry, and how various 
shipping companies operate under the Voluntary Intermodal Sealift Program and U.S. 
Transportation Command (USTRANSCOM).   

Utilities 
Comments included concerns about the impacts from the proposed Directed Energy Laser 
Weapons Program facility, recommendations for coordination with the Kauai County Water Use 
and Development Plan, and concerns over potential impacts on various underwater pipelines in 
the vicinity of Navy activities.  

Water Resources 
Commenters requested study of the project’s impacts on groundwater resources, highlighting 
issues that the Navy is currently having with perchlorate detection in the groundwater.  
Commenters also requested more details on the effect of the hydrogen fluoride waste generated 
from the proposed Directed Energy Laser Weapons Program. 
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Environmental Justice 
Environmental Justice comments were largely focused on the perception that activities in the 
EIS/OEIS would have an effect on Native Hawaiian sovereignty and self determination.  

Alternatives 
Many commenters requested that the Navy consider alternative sites within and outside the 
HRC to conduct its activities.  Several commenters suggested alternatives to sonar 
technologies, such as computer simulation.  The majority of the “Alternatives” comments 
supported the No-action Alternative, (i.e., no expansion); while others saw fallacy in the 
assumption that baseline activity is acceptable as the No-action Alternative and requested an 
analysis of a reduction of Navy activity.  Other commenters requested that different training 
combinations and levels be included, such as an alternative that describes a much more 
precautionary approach in relation to MFA sonar.   

Policy/National Environmental Policy Act Process 
Comments on Navy Policy and the NEPA process were split between those that praised and 
criticized the format and content of the document.  Some commenters were concerned that they 
could not find where their scoping comments had been incorporated into the Draft EIS/OEIS.  

Another group of comments expressed concerns with future steps in this specific NEPA 
process.  These comments included requests that the Navy provide a Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS with more information regarding the sonar impacts, including the model methodology, 
source data, means, and other aspects of the dose response function. 

Program 
Program comments included concern about the permanent stationing of the Army’s 2/25th 
Stryker Brigade Combat Team on the islands, Navy involvement in the development of the 
Superferry, and the need for a greater military presence in Hawaii.  Many of the commenters 
requested a reduction in the amount of all military training; others suggested that military funds 
be redirected to other types of activities, such as education, alternative energy, and 
environmental restoration.  Several comments were of a general nature and suggested that the 
Navy rethink its programs and purpose.  Some commenters communicated support of the 
Navy’s proposal to increase activities and upgrade facilities. 

Mitigation Measures 
Most comments regarding mitigation measures focused on marine mammals.  For example, it 
was requested that the Navy employ better protective measures than those used in RIMPAC 
Exercises, such as conducting more monitoring and enforcing larger safety zones around ships.  
A few commenters requested the study and use of foreign government’s sonar mitigation for 
marine mammals. 

Cumulative Impacts 
Commenters on cumulative impacts expressed concern about the overall impact of past and 
present military activity in Hawaii and requested that the Navy initiate cleanup activities.  
Additional commenters requested that the Navy study the impacts of other actions, such as 
initiation of Stryker Brigade activities, stationing of C-17s in Hawaii, and the Superferry.  There 
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were multiple requests for cumulative impacts analysis to account for sound sources other than 
Navy sonar activities, including multiple exposures to sonar, fishing activities, shipping activities, 
and coastal development. 

Miscellaneous 
There were a few general comments regarding the structure and format of the EIS/OEIS 
document.  Comments addressed the spelling of Hawaiian words using diacritical marks, 
access to specific references, and the organization of the document by location. 

13.3 SUMMARY OF RESPONSES 
Many of the comments received on the Draft EIS/OEIS were declarative statements not 
requiring a direct response, but which are noted in the context of overall public review.  
Examples of comments on non-EIS-related topics include operation of the Superferry, the 
deployment and activities of the Stryker program, the Iraq war, and other general operations of 
the military.  Some comments were related to program issues such as system cost, potential 
threat, and system effectiveness.  These general program-related comments are considered to 
be outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS and therefore require no revision to the EIS/OEIS. 

Some comments questioned the methodologies, analyses, and conclusions for various 
environmental resource impacts and mitigations presented in the EIS/OEIS.  For each of these 
comments, a specific response was prepared.  In addition, the acquisition of new data and the 
preparation of additional analyses were included in the HRC EIS/OEIS as required.  New 
information and analysis supporting or changing the conclusions of the Draft EIS/OEIS have 
been incorporated into the text of the Final EIS/OEIS. 

The Navy received many substantive comments during a rigorous EIS/OEIS process and 
carefully considered all public input in the decision-making process prior to issuing this final 
document. Specifically, the Navy addressed the public comments discussed above in the 
following manner:  

Air Quality 
Language has been added to the EIS/OEIS regarding ozone and global warming.  Launch 
exhaust is limited spatially, is temporary, and does not have a globally significant impact on 
ozone depletion.  

Projected increases in carbon dioxide emissions have been quantified at PMRF.  Most 
propellant systems produce carbon dioxide, which is a greenhouse gas.  Table 4.3.2.1.1.1-2 
shows that the estimated quantity of carbon dioxide emissions from typical missile launches 
ranges from 0 to 0.5 ton per launch, depending on the missile.  Although it is not easy to know 
with precision how long it takes greenhouse gas to leave the atmosphere, missile exhaust 
emissions per launch are relatively small and short-term.  The No-action Alternative does not 
include specific Navy flight training activities.  Aircraft and vehicle emissions are quantified for 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, and the impacts are minor.  Carbon dioxide from launches, aircraft, and 
vehicles would have an insignificant effect on global warming.  Hydrocarbon fuel usage for 
vessels is not quantified in the EIS/OEIS but is addressed as irreversible or irretrievable effects 
due to the use of nonrenewable energy sources. 
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A plan is being developed by the Army to fully address the issue of depleted uranium at PTA. 

Airspace 
As part of the planning process for each missile flight test, intercept debris patterns will be 
generated and reviewed to minimize potential impacts and to define the area for the Notice to 
Airmen (NOTAM).  There are no proposed activities in the EIS/OEIS that include Navy training 
at Hilo Airport.  As the laser program matures, and specific information is available, the Navy will 
coordinate with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Western Service Area specialists to 
determine potential impacts on airspace. The increased training would be accommodated within 
the existing airspace, therefore it will not interfere with commercial and private air traffic. 

Biological Resources—Marine 
A separate threshold for calculating sonar impacts on beaked whales—Adequate data currently 
do not exist to support development of a separate threshold for beaked whales.  However, there 
is widespread consensus that cetacean response to MFA sound signals needs to be better 
defined using controlled experiments.  The Navy is contributing to an ongoing behavioral 
response study in the Bahamas that is anticipated to provide some initial information on beaked 
whales, the species identified as the most sensitive to MFA sonar.  Until additional data is 
available, NMFS and the Navy have determined that the datasets described in Section 4.1.2.4.9 
are the most applicable for the direct use in the development of risk function parameters to 
describe what portion of a population exposed to specific levels of MFA sonar will respond in a 
manner that NMFS would classify as harassment. 

The Navy also analyzed the known range of operational, biological, and environmental factors 
involved in the Bahamas stranding and focused on the interplay of these factors to reduce risks 
to beaked whales from Anti-Submarine Warfare (ASW) training.  The confluence of these 
factors does not occur in the Hawaiian Islands (see Section 4.1.2.4.9.8).   

Additional marine mammal dose function modeling details—As presented in the Supplement to 
the Draft EIS/OEIS, the risk function has replaced the dose function.  The development of the 
risk function is detailed in Section 4.1.2 and reflects the recommendations of NMFS and the 
scientific review panel charged with revision of the analytical methodology. 

Additional analysis to determine the impact on divers during sonar training activities—Based on 
this research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 
yards from the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure level would be 
approximately 190 decibels (dB).  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 nautical mile (nm), this 
same unprotected diver could operate for over 3 hours.  This text has been added to the 
EIS/OEIS. 

Additional discussion and analysis of the Hanalei Bay incident—The Hanalei Bay “stranding” is 
discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.10.2.  Investigations of Hanalei Bay concluded that it was not 
known what caused the pod to enter the bay.  NMFS’s report indicated that sonar may have 
contributed to a “confluence of events,” including human presence (notably the uncontrolled and 
random human interactions fragmenting the pods of whales on 3 July) and/or other unknown 
biological or physical factors.  The full moon could have been a contributing factor in terms of 
bringing the animals closer to the shore.  Many assumptions and qualifications went into the 
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findings documented in the Hanalei Bay report.  Dr. Southall has indicated since the report was 
written that he is aware of a separate event involving melon-headed whales and rough-toothed 
dolphins that took place over the same period of time off Rota in the Northern Marianas Islands, 
which is several thousand miles from Hawaii.  No known active sonar transmissions occurred in 
the vicinity of that event.  NMFS’s original report on the Hanalei Bay event was issued before it 
knew of the events near Rota. 

The reason the Rota Stranding was noted is that NMFS considered the Hanalei “mass 
stranding” anomalous when considering causal factors leading to the event.  Given the Rota 
stranding was simultaneous, this and other information was not considered in the NMFS report 
on the Hanalei event, and the previous findings presented in the NMFS report should be re-
examined.  The Rota event was termed a stranding under the same criteria that the Hanalei 
event was termed a “mass stranding” by NMFS. 

Additional discussion and analysis of the Bahamas marine mammal stranding incident—More 
details have been added to the EIS/OEIS and this new conclusion added: The post-mortem 
analyses of stranded beaked whales lead to the conclusion that the immediate cause of death 
resulted from overheating, cardiovascular collapse and stresses associated with being stranded 
on land.  However, the presence of subarachnoid and intracochlear hemorrhages were believed 
to have occurred prior to stranding and were hypothesized as being related to an acoustic 
event.  Passive acoustic monitoring records demonstrated that no large-scale acoustic activity 
besides the Navy sonar exercise occurred in the times surrounding the stranding event.  The 
mechanism by which sonar could have caused the observed traumas or caused the animals to 
strand was undetermined.  The spotted dolphin was in overall poor condition for examination, 
but showed indications of long-term disease.  No analysis of baleen whales (minke whale) was 
conducted.  Baleen whale stranding events have not been associated with either low-frequency 
or MFA sonar use (International Council for the Exploration of the Sea, 2005a, 2005b). 

Analysis of 12 marine mammal stranding incidents—More details were added; however, they 
did not change the overall conclusions in the EIS/OEIS.  Section 4.1.2.4.10.2 includes specific 
stranding events that have been linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these events 
represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year period (approximately 40 animals) 
worldwide. 

Additional analysis regarding impacts on fish during the use of sonar—The EIS/OEIS includes 
new findings by Popper et al.(2007) who exposed rainbow trout, a fish sensitive to low 
frequencies, to high-intensity low-frequency sonar (215 dB re 1 μPa2 170-320 Hz) with receive 
levels for two experimental groups estimated at 193 dB for 324 or 648 seconds.  While low-
frequency sonar is not included in the Proposed Action, these results of low-frequency sonar 
effects on low-frequency sensitive rainbow trout are encouraging in that similar results may be 
found with mid-frequency sonar use when applied to mid-frequency sensitive fish.  Fish 
exhibited a slight behavioral reaction, and one group exhibited a 20-dB auditory threshold shift 
at one frequency.  No direct mortality, morphological changes, or physical trauma was noted as 
a result of these exposures.  

Additional analysis concerning bubble propagation or development in marine mammals exposed 
to active sonar—Section 4.1.2.4.7 of the Draft EIS/OEIS presents a thorough discussion of 
acoustically mediated bubble growth and decompression sickness.  In brief, although theoretical 
predictions suggest the possibility for acoustically mediated bubble growth, there is considerable 
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disagreement among scientists as to its likelihood.  Evidence supporting the possible 
phenomenon is, therefore, debatable. 

Avoidance of endangered populations or areas of high numbers of marine mammals while 
training with sonar (i.e., within the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands Marine National Monument, 
State Refuge, and the Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary)—
Training in or near these areas is necessary because the geography of these areas provides 
realistic and effective ASW training and assessment during Undersea Warfare Training 
Exercises (USWEXs).  It is critical for the Navy to be able to conduct USWEXs in a variety of 
environmental and bathymetric conditions, including in the vicinity of seamounts. 

Further analysis of Navy ship collisions with marine mammals—Section 4.1.2.4.10.1 of the 
EIS/OEIS provides details on the various causes of marine mammal strandings, including ship 
strikes.  The discussion states, that while there are reports and statistics of whales struck by 
ships in U.S. waters, the magnitude of the risks commercial ship traffic poses to marine 
mammal populations is difficult to quantify or estimate.  In addition, there is limited information 
on ship strike interactions between ships and marine mammals outside of U.S. waters.  Naval 
activities represent a very small percentage of the overall U.S. ship traffic.  While Navy ship 
movements may contribute to the ship strike threat, given the lookout and mitigation measures 
adopted by the Navy, the probability of ship strikes is greatly reduced.  

Biological Resources—Terrestrial 
Wash downs, agricultural inspections, brown tree snake inspections, and ballast water 
procedures will continue to minimize the effects of Navy actions on vegetation and wildlife, as 
well as limit the potential for introduction of invasive plant species.  These measures are now 
discussed in Appendix C and Chapter 6.0 of the EIS/OEIS.  No impact on wildlife from 
electromagnetic radiation generation is anticipated.  Text has been added to Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 
concerning the size and area of anticipated missile intercept debris fields.  Additional 
information about chemical simulants has been added to Section 2.2.3.5.  Amphibious landings, 
which occur at Majors Bay, are not located within nesting areas.  As stated in Section 
4.3.1.1.1.1, “Within 1 hour prior to initiation of Expeditionary Assault landing event, landing 
routes and beach areas are surveyed for the presence of sensitive wildlife.” 

Cultural Resources 
Using the information provided in the Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument World 
Heritage Application (March 2007), Section 3.2.2.2 has been updated to reflect the most current 
archaeological information for Nihoa and Necker (Mokumanamana), the southeastern most 
portion of the Monument where missile intercepts and associated falling debris could occur. 

Section 106 consultation was initiated during the scoping process for this EIS/OEIS in the fall of 
2006.  Representatives from the Navy held public and Agency meetings at several locations 
throughout the islands between September 13 and September 18, 2006, and additional Agency 
coordination has been conducted since that time.  This includes providing the Hawaii State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) with a copy of the Draft EIS/OEIS.  A follow-up letter was 
also sent to the SHPO’s office, and a concurrence letter was received by the Navy on 
September 17, 2007 indicating that “no historic properties will be affected.”  In addition, there is 
an existing Programmatic Agreement (PA) in place for Navy activities in Hawaii.  Signed in June 
2003, the PA was negotiated between the Commander, Navy Region Hawaii, the Advisory 
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Council on Historic Preservation, and the Hawaii SHPO.  There were also several consulting 
parties to this PA including the National Park Service, the National Trust for Historic 
Preservation, and the Office of Hawaiian Affairs (see Appendix H.2). 

Existing policies regarding native Hawaiian access to recreational, religious, traditional, and 
cultural sites or Native Hawaiian religious and subsistence practices (e.g., fishing) are noted 
throughout the Draft EIS/OEIS and remain unchanged with the proposed activities.  Access to 
these types of areas is accommodated within the constraints of the mission and in consideration 
of any safety issues. 

Laws that protect cultural resources are not directly applicable to animals, including marine 
mammals; however, they are protected by the Endangered Species Act and the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act.  Any potential effects on marine mammals and associated mitigation 
measures are discussed within the biological sections of the EIS/OEIS. 

Geology and Soils 
An additional Navy reference regarding lead concentrations near the Vandal launch site at 
PMRF has been added to the EIS/OEIS. 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste 
The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in contamination of certain sites.  
Congress has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available.  

Projected research, development, test, and evaluation (RDT&E) laser programs do not include 
the use of hydrogen fluoride, and therefore the use of hydrogen fluoride is not part of the 
Proposed Action.  In the event laser programs do come to PMRF, separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts from training. The Proposed 
Action includes the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which may contain depleted 
uranium (DU).  The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in accordance 
with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental Protection Agency approval.  Section 
4.1.7.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS provides more details on the analysis of potential impacts from these 
DU projectiles.  This is the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  In addition, 
any training activities proposed at PTA will follow guidance provided to users of the facility.  

The Navy’s at-sea waste disposal practices are consistent with Federal laws and regulations, 
and comparable to those of commercial and recreational vessels. 

Health and Safety 
The Navy does not see a catastrophic launch failure as a reasonably foreseeable impact, and 
thus an analysis of the impact would be based on pure conjecture.  The impact of the Navy’s 
nuclear power programs is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS, which addresses increased 
levels of personnel training using the current inventory of nuclear-powered ships and land 
facilities. 
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Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1.  The Navy issues 
Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) to alert commercial and recreational users, such as dive 
services, about upcoming at-sea training activities so that they may divert to open areas. 

Section 4.3.2.1.7.2 includes health and safety analysis of the chemical simulants proposed.  
None of the proposed simulants are considered hazardous substances or constituents; 
however, caution would be used when they are handled.  For the proposed high-energy laser, 
PMRF would develop the necessary Standard Operating Procedures and range safety 
requirements necessary to provide safe operations, including the safety of people using the 
access road to Polihale State Park during directed energy tests.  Separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts from training activities.  Section 
4.3.2.1.7.3 describes health and safety concerns regarding the use of high-energy lasers at 
PMRF. 

Land Use 
Impacts on the beach areas at PMRF, in particular, Polihale State Park, the Upper Rifle Range, 
and Kokole Point include the 30 times per year that the Navy can apply a restrictive easement 
due to missile launches from PMRF.  The anticipated times that the easement is expected to be 
used for the Proposed Action could be between 7 and 28 annually (if PMRF provides support for 
the exercise). 

The Navy is complying with the requirements of the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA).  
Early consultation was initiated with the State and a Coastal Consistency Determination (CCD) 
was submitted to the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP) for review on 
February 22, 2008. Navy determined the activities proposed in the HRC EIS/OEIS consistent to 
the maximum extent practicable with the enforceable policies of Hawaii’s Coastal Zone 
Management Program. 

Appendix I describes the circumstances by which the lands now known as PMRF came into 
Federal ownership, and is not intended to represent the full or complete recitation of law(s) 
relating to the lands now known as PMRF. 

Noise 
The Proposed Action does not include Navy activities at the Hilo International Airport.   

Supersonic flight and sonic booms are discussed in Section 4.1.6.1 for the Open Ocean 
activities and in detail in Appendix G.  The HRC is approved for supersonic flight; however, no 
data are available that describe the exact location of supersonic operations.  Supersonic activity 
in the HRC is generally restricted to altitudes greater than 30,000 feet above sea level or in 
areas at least 30 nm from shore.  These restrictions prevent most sonic booms from reaching 
the ground.  Sonic booms are also discussed in Section 3.3.2.1.9 for missile launches at 
PMRF/Main Base.  Populated areas are not likely to be affected by sonic booms generated 
during launch activities because missile trajectories will not include over flight of populated 
areas.  

While training events would increase in number at PTA, the type of training would be the same 
and would not increase the current modeled noise levels.  The proposed training would be 



 

13.0 Comments and Responses—Draft EIS/OEIS 

 

13-16 Hawaii Range Complex Final EIS/OEIS  May 2008 
 
  

individual events and would not occur simultaneously.  The additional training events at 
Bradshaw Army Airfield would produce noise levels similar to the current levels.  Current 
training at Kawaihae Pier includes Expeditionary Assault and Special Warfare Operations.  The 
training proposed for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 at Kawaihae Pier would be the same and would 
produce noise levels similar to those currently produced during Navy training events.  The 
proposed training would be considered individual events and would not occur simultaneously. 

Socioeconomics 
The social cost of the Proposed Action is directly related to the addition of permanent military 
personnel.  The only anticipated permanent increase of personnel is for the operation of the 
proposed Range Operations Control building at PMRF—an increase by 34 percent (from 120 to 
161) or 41 additional personnel.  Added personnel are not anticipated to affect society at large. 

The social costs of and impacts on the various resources have been considered in the. 
Socioeconomic Sections for various applicable locations within Hawaii. 

Transportation 
Ship strikes to small fishing and recreational vessels are not within the scope of the EIS/OEIS. 
Commercial vessels (i.e., Superferry, Matson vessels, Horizon Lines, and other carriers 
operating in Hawaii), the Voluntary Intermodal Sealift Program (VISA), and the USTRANSCOM 
are not within the scope of this document.  

Utilities 
The proposed Directed Energy Laser Weapons Program facility requires the development of 
Standard Operating Procedures and range safety requirements necessary to provide safe 
operations with future high-energy laser tests.  In the event laser programs come to PMRF, 
separate environmental documentation would be required to analyze any potential impacts.  

Training operations that could occur at the Ewa Training Minefield are the same as have 
occurred there in the past.  Therefore, the Navy would continue to take the same safety 
precautions that have protected the underwater outfall pipes in the past.  To ensure that all local 
or municipal rules and regulations are followed, the Navy maintains a cooperative working 
relationship with the Kauai County Water Department. 

Water Resources 
There are currently no plans for chemical lasers.  Because plans for the directed energy 
program have not been finalized, they cannot be fully analyzed in this EIS/OEIS.  Regarding 
perchlorate, USEPA has recommended 24 parts per billion (ppb) as the level of concern for 
perchlorate in groundwater.  However, as stated in Section 3.3.2.1.13 of the EIS/OEIS, the Navy 
has adopted 4 ppb.  Results from groundwater tests at PMRF have shown the perchlorate level 
to be below 4 ppb. 

Environmental Justice 
Comments regarding the occupation of Hawaii by the military and the rights of Native Hawaiians 
to lands are noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.  
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Alternatives 
As discussed in Chapter 1.0 of the EIS/OEIS, the Navy considers, but rejects, a reduction in 
training and does not consider alternate locations because this analysis would not be consistent 
with the purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS.  Although the Navy does do some simulated 
training, such simulation does not fully develop the skills and capabilities necessary to attain 
appropriate military readiness.  

Alternative 3 was added to the Final EIS/OEIS.  Alternative 3 consists of the MFA and high-
frequency active (HFA) sonar usage analyzed under the No-action Alternative plus all non-ASW 
training and RDT&E activities from Alternative 2 (as described in Sections 2.2.4.1 and 2.2.4.3 
through 2.2.4.8).  In relation to MFA sonar, the Navy has changed the MFA sonar hours used 
each year for the No-action Alternative in the EIS/OEIS. 

Policy/National Environmental Policy Act Process 
Regarding requests for a Supplemental EIS/OEIS—The Navy released a Supplement to the 
Draft EIS/OEIS for public comment in February 2008 in light of the new sonar data and noise 
modeling methodology.   

Program 
The permanent stationing of the Army’s 2/25th Stryker Brigade Combat Team on the islands, 
and the Superferry are both discussed in Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts.  The Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be made within the HRC 
that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this document are both 
reasonable and necessary. 

Mitigation Measures 
Mitigation measures identified to reduce effects or ensure that there would be no future impacts 
have not substantially changed from the Draft EIS/OEIS.  

The EIS/OEIS does not assert that visual monitoring alone is sufficient to ensure 100 percent 
detection.  Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the Navy’s protective measures that 
have been Standard Operating Procedures for unit-level ASW training since 2004.  The Navy 
continues to analyze the effectiveness of the current mitigation measures.  In addition, the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the best available science balanced with 
the NMFS regulatory requirements and the requirements of the Navy to train. 

Imposing training restrictions from other countries on the Navy without considering the 
differences between each navies’ capabilities, systems, mission requirements, and threats; and 
without considering whether the foreign country’s training restrictions are more effective in 
protecting marine mammals from harm than the extensive precautions currently taken by the 
Navy, would arbitrarily undermine the Navy’s ability to maintain military readiness.   
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To give an example of how foreign mitigation would undermine military readiness in Hawaii:  
The Royal Australian Navy restricts sonar use above 210 dB within 30 nautical miles of the 
coastline when practicable.  Such a reduction would be problematic for the U.S. Navy because 
much of the established fixed Shallow Water Training Range/PMRF range would fall within 30 
nm of the coastline, and restricting sonar use to below 210 dB in that area would make training 
unrealistic, greatly diminishing the value of training.   

Cumulative Impacts 
The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in contamination of certain sites.  
Congress has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available.  

Given the location of the Superferry water lanes, it is not anticipated that the increased vessel 
traffic from this commuting ferry will contribute to the cumulative effects when assessed in 
combination with the actions proposed in this EIS/OEIS.  Detailed analysis for the permanent 
stationing of the 2/25th Stryker Brigade Combat Team is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS but 
can be found in the Army’s Final EIS (U.S. Department of the Army, 2008).  Cumulative impacts 
from Army activities are considered in Chapter 5.0. 

Section 5.4.2.3 has been added to discuss anthropogenic sources of ambient noise that are 
most likely to have contributed to increases in ambient noise. These include vessel noise from 
commercial shipping and general vessel traffic, oceanographic research, and naval and other 
use of sonar. 

Miscellaneous 
Many of the miscellaneous comments received on the Draft EIS/OEIS were declarative 
statements not requiring a direct response. 

13.4 SUMMARY TABLES 
Sections 13.4.1 through 13.4.4 of the EIS/OEIS provide reproductions of all the original letters, 
emails, and transcripts that were received during the public comment period for the HRC Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Responses to issues included in those documents are also provided.  As shown 
below, the organization of Sections 13.4.1 through 13.4.4 provides a separate 
comment/response section for each of the forums (email, written, etc.) that the public used to 
submit their comments: 

• 13.4.1  Written Public Comments 
– Table 13.4.1-1  Written Commenters on the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS 
– Exhibit 13.4.1-1 Copy of Written Documents 
– Table 13.4.1-2 Responses to Written Comments 

 
• 13.4.2  Email Public Comments 

– Table 13.4.2-1  Email Commenters on the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS 
– Exhibit 13.4.2-1  Copy of Email Documents 
– Table 13.4.2-2  Responses to Email Comments 
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• 13.4.3  Public Hearing Comments  
– Table 13.4.3-1  Public Hearing Commenters on the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS 
– Exhibit 13.4.3-1  Copy of Public Hearing Documents 
– Table 13.4.3-2  Responses to Public Hearing Comments 

 
• 13.4.4  Webmail Comments 

– Table 13.4.4-1  Webmail Commenters on the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS 
– Exhibit 13.4.4-1 Copy of Webmail Documents 
– Table 13.4.4-2  Responses to Webmail Comments 

 
 
The first table in each section provides an index of the names of the individuals who submitted 
comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Each individual was assigned an identification number.  The 
code in the middle of the identification number indicates the source of the comment as follows: 

• W = Written comments  

• E = Email comments 

• T = Transcript comments from public hearing 

• N = Comments received via the public HRC website 
 

Comments that were received during the public review period for the Draft EIS/OEIS were 
treated equally regardless of the form or commenter.  A commenter can be listed multiple times.  
Each comment was carefully documented, thoroughly read and evaluated, and categorized 
according to the environmental resource area (see Table 13.2-2).  Each of the identified issues 
was numbered as shown in the exhibit in each section.  For example, if the 10th speaker 
presented in a transcript from a public hearing (P-T-0010) provided comments on seven 
separate topics, those comments were numbered P-T-0010-1 through P-T-0010-7.  Finally, the 
Navy responded to each comment, as provided in the second table in each section. 

To follow comments and responses for a specific individual, find their commenter number (e.g., 
D-W-0042, D-E-0003, D-T-0021, D-N-0030) in the appropriate Commenters table, locate their 
document within the Copy of Documents exhibit, and use the issue numbers to identify 
corresponding responses in the Response Table.    
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13.4.1 WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS 
There were 72 members of the public who provided written comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
Twenty-four of the 72 were from governmental organizations.   

Table 13.4.1-1 lists individuals who commented in writing, with their respective commenter 
identification number.  This number can be used to find the written document that was submitted 
and to locate the corresponding table in which responses to each comment are provided.  

Exhibit 13.4.1-1 presents reproductions of the written comment documents that were received in 
response to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Comment documents are identified by commenter ID number, 
and each statement or question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental 
issue is designated with a sequential comment number (D-W-0082-1, D-W-0082-2, etc.). 

Table 13.4.1-2 presents the responses to written comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Responses 
to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding commenter ID number and 
sequential comment number identifiers.  

Table 13.4.1-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Written)  

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Eleanor Ballard D-W-0082 Duane Erway D-W-0128 
Bonnie P. Bator D-W-0089 Clyde Fuse, on behalf of 

the Federal Aviation 
Administration 

D-W-0075 

Nova Blazej, Manager, 
Environmental Review 
Office, on behalf of the 
U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

D-W-0090 Marsha Green, North 
American Representative, 
on behalf of the 
International Ocean Noise 
Coalition 

D-W-0111 

John Broussard D-W-0079 Cory Harden D-W-0110 
Evelyn de Buhr D-W-0102 Cory Harden, on behalf of 

the Sierra Club, Moku Loa 
Group 

D-W-0097 

Inanna Carter D-W-0103 Cory Harden D-W-0125 
Lester Chang, Director, on 
behalf of the City and 
County of Honolulu, 
Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

D-W-0127 Jennifer Ho D-W-0106 

John and Nancy Conley D-W-0080 Gary Hooser, Majority 
Leader, on behalf of the 
Hawaii State Senate 

D-W-0098 

Peter Courture D-W-0088 Jeffrey S. Hunt, Planning 
Director, on behalf of the 
County of Maui 
Department of Planning 

D-W-0132 
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Table 13.4.1-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Written) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Bob Jacobson, 
Councilmember, on behalf 
of the Hawaii County 
Council, District 6 

D-W-0078 Alton Miyasaka, Aquatic 
Biologist, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, 
Division of Aquatic 
Resources 

D-W-0074 

Wayne Johnson D-W-0066 Nina Monasevitch D-W-0109 
Robbie Kaholokula, 
Tourism Specialist, on 
behalf of the County of 
Kauai, Office of Economic 
Development 

D-W-0095 Nina Monasevitch D-W-0136 

Micah A. Kane, Chairman, 
on behalf of the Hawaiian 
Homes Commission 

D-W-0077 David Monasevitch D-W-0134 

Ken C. Kawahara D-W-0069 Hans Mortensen D-W-0121 
Manuel Kuloloio D-W-0115 Thomas Nakagawa D-W-0118 
Robert G.F. Lee, Adjutant 
General, on behalf of the 
Hawaii National Guard 

D-W-0131 Lynn Nakkim D-W-0124 

Cathy Liss, President, on 
behalf of the Animal 
Welfare Institute 

D-W-0112 Clyde Namuo, 
Administrator, on behalf of 
the Office of Hawaiian 
Affairs 

D-W-0091 

Judie Lundborg D-W-0017 Star Newland D-W-0123 
C.A. Macgeorge D-W-0087 Akahi Nui D-W-0129 
Cheryl Magill D-W-0138 John Y. Ota D-W-0083 
Kristin McCleery D-W-0086 Vincent K. Pollard D-W-0084 
Bob McDermott D-W-0116 Patricia S. Port, Regional 

Environmental Officer, 
U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Office of 
Environmental Policy and 
Compliance 

D-W-0076 

Nancy Merrill D-W-0135 Daniel S. Quinn, State 
Parks Administrator, on 
behalf of the State of 
Hawaii, Department of 
Land and Natural 
Resources, Division of 
State Parks 

D-W-0073 

Jay Miller D-W-0107 Timothy Ragen, Executive 
Director, on behalf of the 
Marine Mammal 
Commission 

D-W-0130 

Sandra Miner D-W-0085 Peter Rappa D-W-0092 

 
 



 

13.0 Comments and Responses—Draft EIS/OEIS  

 

May 2008 Hawaii Range Complex Final EIS/OEIS  13-23 
 
  

Table 13.4.1-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Written) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Cynthia Rapu D-W-0081 Russell Y. Tsuji, 

Administrator, Land 
Division, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, 
Commission on Water 
Resource Management 

D-W-0067 

Roland Sagum D-W-0099 Russell Y. Tsuji, 
Administrator, Land 
Division, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources  

D-W-0068 

Helen Schonwatter D-W-0126 Russell Y. Tsuji, 
Administrator, Land 
Division, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, 
Division of Forestry and 
Wildlife 

D-W-0070 

Howard Sharpe D-W-0117 Russell Y. Tsuji, 
Administrator, Land 
Division, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, 
Engineering Division  

D-W-0071 

Edmond Silva D-W-0108 Russell Y. Tsuji, 
Administrator, Land 
Division, on behalf of the 
State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, 
Division of Boating and 
Ocean Recreation 

D-W-0072 

Lanny Sinkin D-W-0120 Steve Tyler D-W-0104 
Shelley Stephens D-W-0122 Maria Walker D-W-0101 
Eric S. Takamura, Director, on 
behalf of the City and County 
of Honolulu, Department of 
Environmental Services 

D-W-0096 Valerie Weiss D-W-0100 

Laura Thielen, State Historic 
Preservation Officer, on behalf 
of the State of Hawaii, 
Department of Land and 
Natural Resources 

D-W-0133 Juan Wilson D-W-0113 

Beth Tokioka D-W-0094 Mike Winneguth D-W-0137 
James Tollefson, President 
and CEO, on behalf of The 
Chamber of Commerce 
Hawaii. 

D-W-0093 Anita Wintner D-W-0119 
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           Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS 

Russell Y.  Tsuji --DLNR D-W-0067-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0068-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Ken C.  Kawahara --DLNR D-W-0069-1 Utilities 4.3.2.1.12 To ensure that all local or municipal rules and regulation are followed, 
the Navy maintains a cooperative working relationship with the county 
water department.

Wayne  Johnson D-W-0066-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  
MFA sonar use in Hawaii is not new and has occurred using the same 
basic sonar equipment and output for over 30 years.  Given this history 
and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low.  Though the Navy works to 
minimize impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent 
practicable, they are not mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to 
marine mammals.  Over the past 30 years, the numbers of marine 
mammals around Hawaii appear to be increasing and there are no 
indications that sonar has affected marine mammals.

Judie  Lundborg D-W-0017-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary. The training that is conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

D-W-0017-2 Policy/NEPA Process The proponent agency (Lead Agency/Sponsor) is responsible for 
performing the environmental analysis of its actions, which for this 
document is the U.S. Navy. Section 1501.5 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) states that a lead agency shall 
supervise the preparation of an environmental impact statement.  
Additionally, Section 1501.2 of NEPA states that Agencies shall 
integrate the NEPA process with other planning at the earliest possible 
time to insure that planning and decisions reflect environmental values, 
to avoid delays later in the process, and to head off potential conflicts."

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Russell Y.  Tsuji --DLNR D-W-0070-1 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

As part of the development of the Integrated Natural Resources 
Management Plans, Navy coordinates with the appropriate State and 
Federal agencies.

D-W-0070-2 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

6.0, Appendix C Your comment regarding the integration of statewide response between 
DLNR and Department of Navy for invasive species, oil spills, stranded 
wildlife, and avian disease monitoring is noted. Regarding invasive 
species, various instructions, as well as exercise-specific operations 
orders such as the Exercise RIMPAC Operations Order, advise 
commanding officers of requirements regarding the protection of Hawaii 
from the immigration of additional alien or invasive species.  
Introduction of any plant or animal into Hawaii without permission of the 
State of Hawaii Department of Agriculture is prohibited.  All ship 
commanding officers and aircraft are required by the Defense 
Transportation Regulation, DoD 4500.9-R, to conduct inspections of 
equipment, cargo, supplies and waste prior to entering their first port of 
entry into the U.S. OPNAVINST 6210.2, Quarantine Regulations of the 
Navy, is intended to prevent the introduction and dissemination, 
domestically or internationally originated, of diseases affecting humans, 
plants, and animals; prohibited or illegally taken wildlife; arthropod 
vectors; and pests of health and agricultural importance. Information in 
the HRC EIS, Chapter 6.0 and Appendix C on protection against 
immigration of species has been updated.

D-W-0069-3 Utilities 4.3.2.1.12 To ensure that all local or municipal rules and regulation are followed, 
the U.S. Navy maintains a cooperative working relationship with the 
county water department.

Ken C.  Kawahara --DLNR D-W-0069-2 Water Resources 3.3.2.1.13, 4.3.2.1.13 Depending on the action or construction being undertaken, a variety of 
Federal and State approvals, comments, and permits may be required.  
In addition, all construction activities would follow Spill Prevention, 
Control, and Countermeasures Plans and transportation safety 
measures; therefore, potential effects on surface and groundwater 
resulting from accidental spills of hazardous materials would be 
minimized.  

The EIS evaluated the potential impacts of launch emissions, spills of 
toxic materials, and early flight termination.  The analysis concluded 
that hydrogen chloride emissions would not significantly affect the 
chemical composition of surface or groundwater; that there would be no 
significant increase in aluminum oxide in surface waters due to 
launches; that sampling of surface waters in the vicinity of the launch 
site showed that hydrogen chloride, potentially deposited during past 
launches, has not affected surface water quality on PMRF or adjacent 
areas; and that contamination from spills of toxic materials would be 
highly unlikely.  A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) permit is not required for launch activity due to the lack of 
significant storm water runoff.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0070-5 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0070-6 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Your comment regarding the Department of Navy acquiring lands to 
buffer impacts on existing resource management programs and areas is 
noted but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0070-4 Socioeconomics Public recreational opportunities are allowed on Department of Defense 
property within the constraints military of missions and public safety 
concerns.  For example, Kauai residences possessing an approved 
beach access pass are welcome to enjoy the approximately 200 ft by 2 
miles of beach at Majors Bay.  Recreational opportunities are discussed 
throughout the EIS/OEIS under each location.

Russell Y.  Tsuji --DLNR D-W-0070-3 Cultural Resources As a trustee of Hawaii's cultural resources, the Navy continually strives 
to protect sensitive areas and sites through monitoring of activities and 
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer and with Native 
Hawaiian groups during decision-making processes.

Daniel S.  Quinn --DLNR D-W-0073-1 Water Resources 3.3.2.1.13, 4.3.2.1.6, 
4.3.2.1.13.1, 
4.3.2.1.13.2

Polihale State Park is located approximately 1 mile north of the closest 
launch site and has low potential for groundwater impacts from missile 
launch emissions. The greatest potential for groundwater impacts from 
missile launch exhaust emissions is on PMRF. The results of metal-in-
soil sampling conducted in 1999, 2002, and 2007 in rocket motor 
staging areas are presented in Sandia National Laboratories, 2008. The 
results show that most reported values are below the EPA residential 
screening level. Iron and thallium exceeded the residential screening; 
however, they are below industrial screening level. Arsenic exceeds the 
industrial screening level; however, the state of Hawaii has identified 
special circumstances for arsenic. Sampling for perchlorate was 
conducted at PMRF in October and November 2006 and the results 
indicated perchlorate levels were within guidelines.

D-W-0072-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0070-7 Water Resources The Navy welcomes opportunities to participate  in cooperative and 
collaborative partnerships with state,  Federal, and local governmental 
entities, private entities, and non-governmental organizations in 
accordance with Executive Order 12875 Enhancing the 
Intergovernmental partnership.

D-W-0071-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

John and Nancy  Conley --
Aloha Acres

D-W-0080-1 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.1.1 There is no scientific evidence to support existence of an ozone hole 
above Kauai.  The ozone depletion from launch exhaust is limited 
spatially, is temporary, and these reactions do not have a globally 
significant impact on ozone depletion.  This language has been added 
to Section 4.3.2.1.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0079-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

John   Broussard D-W-0079-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.5, 4.1.2.4.11, 
4.1.2.4.11.2, 6.0

As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei stranding of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.  


See response to comment D-W-0066-1 with regard to likely impact on 
marine mammals from sonar training.


See response to comment D-E-0086-1 with regard to human diver 
threshold levels and comparison to marine mammals.

D-W-0080-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Clyde  Fuse --US Dept. of 
Transportation

D-W-0075-1 Airspace Based on further discussions with the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA), special use airspace boundaries will be modified as the 
information becomes available.  Training and RDT&E activities that 
require the use of special use airspace are coordinated with the FAA.  
Navy planners utilize the most current airspace boundaries during their 
planning and coordination.

Alton   Miyasaka --DLNR D-W-0074-1 Mitigation Measures          6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events.  It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004.  In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

Bob   Jacobson --Hawai'i 
County Council

D-W-0078-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Micah A.  Kane --State of 
Hawaii

D-W-0077-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Patricia S  Port --US Dep't of 
the Interior

D-W-0076-1 Miscellaneous See response to comment D-E-0437.

D-W-0075-2 Airspace As the laser program matures, and specific information is available, the 
Navy will coordinate with the FAA Western Service Area specialists to 
determine potential impacts.  Early coordination with the FAA will allow 
the program to make adjustments to minimize impacts on air traffic 
operations.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

John Y.  Ota D-W-0083-1 Cumulative Impacts 3.6.2.1.4 Section 3.6.2.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS includes details of depleted uranium 
at Pohakuloa Training Area.  The Army has confirmed the presences of 
depleted uranium on remote sections of Pohakuloa Training Area.  
Since the Proposed Action includes training activities at Pohakuloa 
Training Area, guidance provided to users of Pohakuloa Training Area 
will be followed.

D-W-0083-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4 The Navy currently trains at Pohakuloa Training Area, which provides 
unique training resources otherwise unavailable in Hawaii.  As 
discussed in Section 3.6.2.1.4, a plan is being developed to fully 
address the issue of deplete uranium at the Pohakuloa Training Area by 
the U.S. Army.

Cynthia  Rapu D-W-0081-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-W-0081-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-W-0080-4 Land Use 4.4.1.2.3.1 The underwater training area would be approximately 2 mi off the 
southeast coast of Niihau.  The restricted access in this area would 
minimize the potential for public safety issues.  The closure of 
recreational areas near PMRF will be temporary to accommodate 
recreational use.

D-W-0082-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

John and Nancy  Conley --
Aloha Acres

D-W-0080-3 Alternatives Your comments regarding transferring activities from Kauai to Oahu are 
noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS. The CEQ requires 
consideration of a reasonable range of alternatives in EIS/OEISs. [40 
CFR Section 1508.9 (b)]. Under a rule of reason, an EIS/OEIS need not 
consider an infinite range of alternatives, only reasonable, or feasible 
ones. The choice of alternatives is bounded by some notion of 
feasibility, and the Navy is not required to consider alternatives which 
are infeasible, ineffective, or inconsistent with its basic policy objectives.

D-W-0081-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3

D-W-0082-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3

D-W-0082-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-W-0082-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-W-0081-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Eleanor  Ballard D-W-0082-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

John Y.  Ota D-W-0083-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Yes, the Navy is concerned about the effects of noise as well as 
additional issues.  The numbers of threatened and endangered species 
are often greater on military installations than in the surrounding areas.  
The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.  Navy has provided protected haul-
out locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat for 
the wedge-tailed shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick-up 
beach trash while documenting marine debris.  Navy also participated in 
a program to remove invasive plants from endangered Hawaiian stilt 
habitat and has active programs to conserve energy and use renewable 
resources including solar powered water heating panels and shielded 
street lights.

D-W-0083-4 Water Resources Although no studies have been conducted, potential changes to ice 
under the peaks of Mauna Kea and Mauna Loa would not be expected.  
Ground vibrations at Pohakuloa Training Area from exploding rounds 
would dissipate over relatively short distance  and would not be strong 
enough to affect ice under the peaks.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

John Y.  Ota D-W-0083-5 Mitigation Measures          Appendix F Visual detection of marine mammals has proven an effective mitigation 
as documented in Appendix F.  Fish finders are higher frequency sonar 
and some are closer to the center frequency range of toothed whale 
hearing than the Navy's mid-frequency sources.  They are used to 
detect schools of fish at relatively short distances.  These fish finders 
may impact marine mammals, they are not present on the Navy ships 
conducting ASW training in the HRC, and are not capable of detecting 
anything at the distances required to serve as effective mitigation during 
ASW training events.  Navy submarines are capable of passive acoustic 
detection of vocalizing marine mammals.    

As stated in Chapter 6.0, U.S. Navy shipboard lookout(s) are highly 
qualified and experienced observers of the marine environment.  Their 
duties require that they report all objects sighted in the water to the 
Officer of the Deck and all disturbances that may be indicative of a 
threat to the vessel and its crew.  There are personnel serving as 
lookouts on station at all times when a ship or surfaced submarine is 
moving through the water.  

Navy lookouts undergo extensive training in order to qualify as a 
watchstander.  This training includes on-the-job instruction under the 
supervision of an experienced watchstander, followed by completion of 
the Personal Qualification Standard program, certifying that they have 
demonstrated the necessary skills. In addition to these requirements, 
Fleet lookouts periodically undergo a 2-day refresher training course.  
The Navy includes marine species awareness as part of its training for 
its bridge lookout personnel on ships and submarines.  Marine species 
awareness training was updated in 2005, and the additional training 
materials are now included as required training for U.S. Navy lookouts.  
This training addresses the lookout’s role in environmental protection, 
laws governing the protection of marine species.

D-W-0083-6 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text

13-163



Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0086-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.10, 
4.1.2.4.11, 6.1.2

Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding 
events in Section 4.1.2.  In addition, see the discussion added to the 
EIS/OEIS in Section 4.1.2 regarding the critical importance  of context 
(as discussed by Southall et al. (2004)) and any likely impacts on 
beaked whales in the Hawaiian Islands.  The Bahamas conditions do 
not occur in Hawaii. With regards to why passive sonar can not be used 
exclusively for ASW, see Section 6.1.2.

Kristin  McCleery D-W-0086-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

John Y.  Ota D-W-0083-7 Mitigation Measures 6 There is no data specific to sonar affects on new born whales.  As 
stated in Chapter 6.0, Mitigation: seasonal avoidance suggestions fail to 
take into account the fact that the mitigation measures avoid all 
detected marine mammals no matter the season and that there are 
"whales" present year-round in Hawaii.  If the question is in regards to 
humpback whales, the Navy specifically informs all naval vessels to 
increase vigilance when the first humpback whales have been sighted 
around the Hawaiian Islands.  The purported need for such suggested 
mitigation measures is based on speculative findings from other areas 
of the world that do not have direct application to the unique 
environment present in Hawaii.  Such measures also can not be 
accurately implemented until there is a scientific basis defining 
parameters for the measures.  Lacking any scientific basis behind the 
measures in Hawaii and lacking any evidence in Hawaii that there has 
ever been an impact resulting from the lack of these measures, there is 
no evidence that they would increase the protection of marine 
mammals.  However, they would unacceptably impact the effectiveness 
of the training.

Sandra  Miner D-W-0085-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11

See response to comment D-E-0057-1.

D-W-0084-2 Alternatives See response to comment D-T-0039-2

Vincent K.  Pollard D-W-0084-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.1, 4.1.2.2, 4.1.2.3, 
4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11

See response to comment D-W-0066-1 with regard to noise effects on 
marine mammals and Sections 4.1.2.1 thru 4.1.2.3 with regard to noise 
effects on other marine species.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0086-4 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated to reflect the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their  use of the best available 
science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

C.A.  Macgeorge D-W-0087-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Kristin  McCleery D-W-0086-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 To summarize Section 4.1.2.2, based on the limited studies, there is 
some evidence that there could be minor impacts on fish (i.e., 
behavioral response or avoidance)  from mid-frequency active (MFA) 
sonar, while in other studies, using hearing specialist species and 
intense exposure there has been severe impacts (i.e., death) to fish 
from MFA sonar.  Also, exposure to a high intensity sound has been 
shown for some species to potentially damage the ears of fish, if left in 
close proximity (which generally they would avoid). However, most 
marine fishes are hearing generalists, with a hearing range generally 
below the mid-frequency bandwidth.   Therefore, given a worst-case 
scenario (e.g., a hearing specialist fish in close proximity to the source 
and unable to relocate), there is the possibility of fish mortality.  
However, the loss of individuals in close proximity to the source would 
not result population impacts on the species.  Also, it is assumed that 
fish that could detect MFA sonar would vacate the area, as a behavioral 
response, which would be deemed a temporary, not a permanent, 
adverse impact.  To summarize Section 4.1.2.3, the intensity of sound 
and how turtles sense it is dependent on them being able to "hear" at 
that frequency.  Turtles do not hear mid-frequency sounds, so the 
intensity is irrelevant.

Peter  Courture D-W-0088-1 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0, As discussed in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0, the HRC provides the 
geography, infrastructure, space, and location necessary to accomplish 
complex military training and RDT&E activities.  The large area 
available to deploy forces within the HRC allows training to occur using 
a geographic scope that replicates possible real world events.  In 
addition, the HRC has the infrastructure to support a large number of 
forces, has extensive existing range assets, and accommodates Navy 
training and testing responsibilities both geographically and 
strategically, in a location under U.S. control.  The Navy’s physical 
presence and training capabilities are critical in providing stability to the 
Pacific Region.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0090-3 Alternatives 2.2.4. 3.0 See response to comment D-W-0090-2.  Training 
Applications/Munitions elements and hazardous constituents are 
discussed in Chapter 3.0 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0088-3 Program 4.1.2.5.4 The Navy is in compliance with all applicable environmental laws.  
Regarding Marine Mammal Protection Act endangered species, effects 
on listed species are the subject of consultations with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service.  The Navy is 
consulting with the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program in 
accordance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.  In regard to the 
National Marine Sanctuaries Act, there is no new consultation 
requirement in law; all activities have been previously reviewed, and 
there is not a significantly greater chance of destruction or injury to 
sanctuary resources.

Peter  Courture D-W-0088-2 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events. It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004. In 
addition, The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0090-2 Alternatives 2.2.4, 2.2.5 In the Supplement to the Draft EIS and as incorporated into the 
EIS/OEIS, an additional alternative (Alternative 3) has been analyzed. 
Sonar hours for Alternative 3 and effects associated with ASW training 
would be identical to that presented under the No-action Alternative. 
Table 2.2.5-1 lists MFA/HFA sonar usage analyzed for the No-action 
Alternative and Alternative 3.  Sonar usage is based on SPORTS data 
and operator input.    Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative because it 
allows the Navy to meet its future non-ASW training and RDT&E 
mission objectives and avoid increases in potential effects to marine 
mammals above historic levels of ASW training in the HRC.

Bonnie P.  Bator D-W-0089-4 Policy/NEPA Process Scoping transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the 
EIS/OEIS but are included in the Administrative Record.

Nova  Blazej --USEPA, 
Region 9

D-W-0090-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 As discussed in Southal et al (2007:413-414) and presented in 4.1.2.4.6 
of the EIS/OEIS, the modeling and threshold levels developed for 
analysis of impacts to marine mammals universally erred on the side of 
precaution with regard to the range at which an animal may have a 
probability of behavioral harassment  (65 nmi and 120 dB) or with 
regard to the accumulation of energy for harassment with no accounting 
for reactions of animals.

D-W-0089-6 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0089-5 Miscellaneous 10 Your name will be added to the EIS/OEIS distribution list.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0090-7 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 The Navy limits the amounts and types of unrecovered training 
materials deposited on the lands and waters within the HRC.  Many of 
the larger training items are recoverable.  The EIS/OEIS concludes that 
the deposition of unrecovered training materials has no substantial 
effect on ocean water quality.  Therefore, mitigation measures are not 
necessary.  Additional information has been added to Sections 4.1.2, 
4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0090-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

2.2.3.5.2, 3.1.4, 3.4.2, 
4.4.2.2.3.2.

The EIS/OEIS discusses the potential for mobilization of existing 
contaminants into the water column, and subsequent effects on 
environmental resources, in Sections 3.4.1 and 3.4.2.  Development of 
the Acoustic Test Facility involves the addition of pinger equipment at 
pier S291 on Ford Island, Beckoning Point piers, or on a mobile test site 
that could operate within the test area.  As a result, there would be no 
disturbance of any contaminated sediments or soils containing PCBs 
(see Sections 2.2.3.5.2 and 4.4.2.2.3.2).

Nova  Blazej --USEPA, 
Region 9

D-W-0090-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6, 6.1.2 As discussed in Southal et al (2007:413-414) and presented in 4.1.2.4.6 
of the EIS/OEIS, the modeling and threshold levels developed for 
analysis of impacts to marine mammals universally erred on the side of 
precaution with regard to the range at which an animal may have a 
probability of behavioral harassment  (65 nmi and 120 dB) or with 
regard to the accumulation of energy for harassment with no accounting 
for reactions of animals.  For a discussion of alternative mitigation 
measures considered but not carried forward, see Section 6.1.2.

D-W-0090-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 Tuna species, including bigeye tuna are discussed in the EIS/OEIS and 
Essential Fish Habitat Assessment, and are recognized as being 
members of Pelagic Management Unit Species (i.e., managed species 
by the Western Pacific Fishery Management Council).  The impact 
analysis does not specifically address tuna species, as tuna species are 
not considered endangered or threatened.  They are grouped with other 
pelagic species, with the analysis focusing on impacts associated with 
any of the proposed operations that may affect pelagic species (e.g., 
detonation in the open ocean, sonar).  The Navy recognizes that 
individual fish may be injured or killed as the result of several of the 
operations; however, that these incidents are localized, and would not 
have a population impact on any individual species.  The Navy does not 
believe that training will affect Essential Fish Habitat.  Regarding the 
qualification of impacts, all impact analyses are qualified based on the 
best available data, the effects of the operations, and the level or 
criteria to which an impact would be deemed adverse.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0090-9 Alternatives 2.2.4, 2.2.5 In the Supplement to the Draft EIS and as incorporated into the 
EIS/OEIS, an additional alternative (Alternative 3) has been analyzed. 
Sonar hours for Alternative 3 and effects associated with ASW training 
would be identical to that presented under the No-action Alternative. 
Table 2.2.5-1 lists MFA/HFA sonar usage analyzed for the No-action 
Alternative and Alternative 3.  Sonar usage is based on SPORTS data 
and operator input.    Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative because it 
allows the Navy to meet its future non-ASW training and RDT&E 
mission objectives and avoid increases in potential effects to marine 
mammals above historic levels of ASW training in the HRC.

Clyde  Namuo --State of 
Hawaii

D-W-0091-1 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy and NMFS, in the role as regulator and as a cooperating 
agency, developed the risk function for analysis of impacts using the 
best available and applicable science.  As described in Southall et al 
(2004) and as discussed in Section 4.1.2, there is paucity of data upon 
which to base threshold criteria; however, the Navy is following the 
recommendations of NMFS and using the criteria established by NMFS 
through a process of scientific review and recommendation.

Nova  Blazej --USEPA, 
Region 9

D-W-0090-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the HRC 
EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any 
potential effects on personnel and the environment has been added to 
Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0091-4 Alternatives Modeling to provide predicted numbers of marine mammal exposures is 
only the first step in an analysis of impacts.  For the large whales and 
those such as sperm whales which tend to be grouped in pods of many 
individuals, it is likely that visual mitigations will preclude the exposure 
of these whales to high levels of sonar.  Despite the mitigation 
measures, Navy is applying for a permit from NMFS for all predicted 
exposures rather than a reduced number as a result of the mitigation.

D-W-0091-2 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0091-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 The EIS/OEIS contains a revised methodology provided by NMFS for 
the Navy, presented to the public in the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS, and incorporated into the revised discussion in Section 4.1.2 
of the Final EIS/OEIS.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0091-6 Alternatives 6.4.5 Monk seals are not likely to occur in areas where the majority of ASW 
training would take place.  In addition, activities taking place on land 
where monk seals may be hauled out, are subject to clearance 
procedures before those activities can take place, such as at PMRF.  
The “Plan” referenced is the National Marine Fisheries Service recovery 
plan and not the Navy’s.  Any concerns regarding that plan should be 
addressed to the National Marine Fisheries Service.

Clyde  Namuo --State of 
Hawaii

D-W-0091-5 Mitigation Measures 6 Visual monitoring is critical for ship safety, irrespective mitigation.  Navy 
lookouts and bridge personnel (5 in total on surface ships) are highly 
qualified and experienced marine observers. Compared to commercial 
vessels, Navy ships bridges are positioned forward to allow more 
optimal scanning of the ocean area from the bridge and bow area. Navy 
lookouts undergo extensive training to include on-the job instruction 
under supervision of an experienced lookout followed by completion of 
Personnel Qualification Standard Program. NMFS-approved Marine 
Species Awareness training is required before every exercise using 
MFA sonar. Navy lookouts use both hand held and “Big Eye” (20X110) 
binoculars. Aerial platforms also undertake visual monitoring prior to 
commencement of ASW operations. Passive acoustic systems are used 
by all platforms to monitor for marine mammal vocalizations, which are 
then reported to the appropriate watch station for dissemination. Navy 
ships also monitor their surroundings using all appropriate sensors at 
night and with night vision goggles as appropriate for activities 
conducted at night.

D-W-0091-7 Land Use 1.2, 4.2 As discussed in Sections 1.2 of the EIS/OEIS, the President's 
Proclamation establishing the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National 
Monument exempted "activities and exercises of the Armed Forces" 
from the prohibitions on activities in the Monument, in recognition of the 
importance of on-going missile testing over and within Monument 
boundaries.  However, the Proclamation does require that all activities 
and exercises of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in a manner that 
avoids, to the extent practicable and consistent with operational 
requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources and qualities.  
As discussed in 4.2, due to the infrequency and short duration of tests, 
the large ocean areas in which testing would occur, and the relatively 
small number of boosters or large debris that could impact Monument 
waters, it is highly unlikely that harm to marine mammals or other 
sensitive marine life or resources would occur.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Clyde  Namuo --State of 
Hawaii

D-W-0091-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

1.2, 3.2, 4.1.2.1., 4.2 Section 4.1.2.1 Corals (Biological Resources - Open Ocean) addresses 
potential debris impacts on deep water corals.  Specifically, the 
potential for impacts on these deep water corals from Navy training and 
RDT&E activities would be remote.  The Navy activities would not result 
in any direct impacts on the coral or degradation of water/sediment 
quality in the vicinity of the corals.  The probability of intercept debris or 
debris from GUNEX, BOMBEX, MISSILEX, or SINKEX reaching the 
bottom of the ocean floor where the coral is located would be extremely 
small.  The debris is dispersed over a wide area, so even in the unlikely 
event the debris lands on the coral, the pieces would be spread out and 
most would be very small.  There is no deep water coral located in the 
area where SINKEX is typically conducted.  The potential for impacts on 
deep sea coral is remote.

D-W-0091-9 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 Using the information provided in the Papahanaumokuakea Marine 
National Monument World Heritage Application (March 2007),  Section 
3.2.2.2 will be updated to reflect the most current archaeological 
information for Nihoa and Necker (Mokumanamana).

D-W-0091-11 Cultural Resources 4.2.2.2, Appendix H.2 See response to comment D-W-0091-12.

D-W-0091-10 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 For background purposes, and to more fully convey the cultural


significance of the entire Papahanaumokuakea Marine National


Monument, Section 3.2.2.2 will be revised to include additional cultural 
resources information. Under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the cultural resources area of potential effects (APE) 
is defined as "the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking 
may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of 
historic properties, if such properties exist." For the activities near 
Papahanaumokuakea proposed in this EIS/OEIS, the cultural resources 
APE encompasses the southeastern most portion of the Monument 
(i.e., Nihoa and Mokumanamana [Necker] Islands), where missile 
intercepts and associated falling debris could occur.  Because of the 
proposed missile trajectories, the other islands of Papahanaumokuakea 
would not be affected.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0092-12 Health and Safety 4.3.2.1.7 See response to comment D-E-0324-14.

D-W-0092-13 Land Use 3.3.2.1.8,  4.3.2.1.8 See response for comment D-E-0324-15

D-W-0092-11 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.1 See Section 4.1.2.4.1 regarding ship strikes and marine mammals.

Peter  Rappa --Univ. of 
Hawaii at Manoa

D-W-0092-1 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0, See response to comment D-E-0324-4.

D-W-0092-2 Miscellaneous 9 The information was obtained from a report identified as For Official 
Use Only.  The reference section has been revised accordingly. Other 
reference documents that may not be accessible to the public also have 
been identified as such.

D-W-0092-9 Program 4.3.2.1.7.1, K See response to comment D-E-0324-11.

Clyde  Namuo --State of 
Hawaii

D-W-0091-12 Cultural Resources 4.2.2.2, Appendix H.2 Section 106 consultation was initiated during the scoping process for 
this EIS in the fall of 2006. Representatives from the Navy held public 
and agency meetings at several locations throughout the islands 
between September 13 and September 18, 2006, and additional 
agency coordination has been conducted since that time. This includes 
providing the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer with a copy of 
the Draft EIS/OEIS. A follow up letter was also sent to the SHPO’s 
office and a concurrence letter was received by the Navy on September 
17, 2007 indicating that "no historic properties will be affected.”  In 
addition, there is an existing  Programmatic Agreement (PA) in place for 
Navy activities in Hawaii.  Signed in June 2003, the PA was negotiated 
between the Commander, Navy Region Hawaii, the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation, and the Hawaii SHPO. There were also several 
consulting parties to this PA including the National Park Service, the 
National Trust for Historic Preservation, and the Office of Hawaiian 
Affairs (see Appendix H.2).

D-W-0092-4 Program 4.3.2.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0324-5.

D-W-0092-7 Program See response to comment D-E-0324-9.

D-W-0092-8 Program See response to comment D-E-0324-10.

D-W-0092-5 Program See response to comment D-E-0324-6.

D-W-0092-6 Airspace 3.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0324-8.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0092-16 Health and Safety See response to comment D-E-0324-18.

D-W-0092-17 Program 2.2.2.1, 2.2.2.3, 2.2.2.4, 
2.2.2.4.1

See response to comment D-E-0324-19.

D-W-0092-18 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-1 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

Peter  Rappa --Univ. of 
Hawaii at Manoa

D-W-0092-14 Utilities 2.2.4.4, 4.1.1.3, 4.1.5.3 See response to comment D-E-0324-16.

D-W-0092-15 Cumulative Impacts See response to comment D-E-0324-17.

D-W-0092-20 Program See response to comment  D-E-0324-7.

Beth  Tokioka --Office of 
Economic Development

D-W-0094-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Robbie  Kaholokula --Office 
of Economic Development

D-W-0095-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Eric S.  Takamura --
Department of 
Environmental Services

D-W-0096-1 Utilities 3.4.1.7 As noted in Section 3.4.1.7, the Ewa Training Minefield is an ocean 
area extending from Ewa Beach approximately 2 nautical miles (nm) 
toward Barber Point, and out to sea approximately 4 nm.  The area is 
restricted by 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 334.1400 and has 
been used for surface ship mine avoidance training.  The Navy would 
continue to take the same safety precautions that have protected 
underwater utilities in the past.

D-W-0092-21 Geology and Soils '3.3.2.1.5 See response to comment D-E-0324-12

D-W-0092-22 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.3.2.1.3.1, 4.3.2.1.6, 
4.3.2.1.7,

See response to comment D-E 0324-13.

James  Tollefson --The 
Chamber of Commerce of 
Hawaii

D-W-0093-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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D-W-0097-3 Cumulative Impacts 5.2.1.3 Section 5.2.1.3 has been added to discuss anthropogenic sources of 
ambient noise that are most likely to have contributed to increases in 
ambient noise. These include vessel noise from commercial shipping 
and general vessel traffic, oceanographic research, and naval and other 
use of sonar.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.3, 4.1.7, 5.0 The EIS/OEIS evaluates the expenditure and environmental fate of a 
variety of training materials.  Both qualitative and quantitative 
assessments of these expenditures conclude that their effects on water 
quality and bottom sediments, and on the biota that inhabit these 
environments, would be negligible.  A cumulative impact is the sum of 
the Proposed Action's effects and the effects of other projects. Thus, 
while the combined ocean discharges of wastewater treatment plants, 
urban runoff, marine vessels, and other sources may result in 
unhealthful concentrations of marine pollutants, the Navy's expended 
training materials would not contribute to that impact. See Section 5.0.

D-W-0097-4 Cultural Resources A shark heiau (Hal-oKapuni), where human remains were offered to 
sharks, is said to be located offshore of Kawaihae Pier.  Its precise 
location is unknown since it has been buried for decades.

D-W-0097-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

D-W-0097-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the HRC 
EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any 
potential effects on personnel and the environment has been added to 
Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-13 Cumulative Impacts The Proposed Action does not include planned use of the commercial 
vessel Superferry.

D-W-0097-12 Miscellaneous Hawaiian diacritical marks were used for the names of species in the 
Biological Resources sections and when their use was specifically 
called out in reference citations or quoted material. Hawaiian diacritical 
marks were also used when referring to the Papahanaumokuakea 
Marine National Monument.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-7 Cultural Resources 4.6.2.1.3 Previous cultural resources surveys of Pohakuloa Training Area 
encompass the Keamuku area. This has been added to the text. 



Existing policies regarding native Hawaiian access to religious, 
traditional, and cultural sites or native Hawaiian religious and 
subsistence practices are noted throughout the EIS/OEIS and remain 
unchanged with the proposed activities.  Department of Defense 
installations throughout the state of Hawaii make every effort to 
accommodate requests for access to religious and subsistence sites 
within the constraints of their missions. Coordination of site visits is 
necessary to ensure the safety of all visitors. 





Alteration of roads and trails at Pohakuloa Training Area is not 
expected; however, that determination cannot always be made until 
specific project planning is undertaken.  If alterations are required, 
mission planners will coordinate with the appropriate environmental 
managers prior to activities to ensure that there are no impacts on 
cultural resources.

D-W-0097-11 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0097-8 Noise 4.1.6.1,  3.3.2.1.9 Supersonic flight and sonic booms are discussed in Section 4.1.6.1 for 
the Open Ocean activities and in detail in Appendix G.  The HRC is 
approved for supersonic flight; however, no data is available that 
describes the exact location of supersonic operations.  Supersonic 
activity is the HRC is generally restricted to altitudes greater than 
30,000 feet above sea level or in areas at least 30 nautical miles from 
shore.  These restrictions prevent most sonic booms from reaching the 
ground. Sonic booms are also discussed in Section 3.3.2.1.9 for missile 
launches at PMRF/Main Base.  Populated areas are not likely to be 
affected by sonic booms generated during launch activities because 
missile trajectories will not include over flight of populated areas.

D-W-0097-10 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Your comment regarding allegations of tampering with scientific results 
by a USFWS official is noted but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0097-9 Policy/NEPA Process The Navy released a Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS for public 
comment in light of new sonar data.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-16 Cumulative Impacts 5 Cumulative impacts are addressed in Chapter 5.0 of this EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0097-17 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

2.2.3.5.4, 4.6.2.1.2.2 Sections 2.2.3.5.4 and 4.6.2.1.2.2 include details concerning the 
proposed Joint Threat Emitters at the Pohakuloa Training Area.  These 
transmitters are threat simulators capable of generating radar signals 
associated with threat systems and consist of a computer controlled 
multiple emitter and receiver system (one or two command and control 
units).  The proposed transmitters could be antenna or mobile vehicles.  
Command and control sensors are passive systems.  Standard 
operating procedures and specific safety plans have been developed 
and would ensure that the general public and range personnel and 
assets are provided an acceptable level of safety.

D-W-0097-15 Policy/NEPA Process Non-training activities (i.e., combat related activities/operations) are 
exempt from environmental analysis under the NEPA statute/Executive 
Order 12114.  However, military combat operations are planned to take 
into account potential impacts on the environment, and are then 
designed to reduce environmental impacts, when possible.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-14 Transportation Commercial vessels (i.e., Superferry, Matson vessels, Horizon Lines, 
and other carriers operating in Hawaii) , the Voluntary Intermodal Sealift 
Program (VISA),  and  the Transportation Command (USTRANSCOM) 
are not within  the scope of this document.

D-W-0097-21 Miscellaneous 3.1.2.4,  4.1.2 Chapter 3.0 describes the environmental characteristics that may be 
affected by each alternative presented in the EIS/OEIS.  An analysis of 
the impact(s) to the marine mammals listed in Table 3.1.2.4-1 (page 3-
29) is presented in Chapter 4.0. Chapter 4.0 describes potential 
environmental consequences at each location; the same resource 
areas addressed in Chapter 3.0 for each location are addressed in 
Chapter 4.0; see Section 4.1.2.

D-W-0097-20 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.5 While some of these terms are no longer used subsequent to the 
information presented in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS, as 
technical information is the source for analysis for some sections of the 
EIS/OEIS, the terms used are the most accurate, precise, and therefore 
the most appropriate to use.  Section 4.1.2.4.5 defines these terms.

D-W-0097-18 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.6.2.1.2-1. The following comment on the EIS/OEIS was received on 18 April 2007 
from Darryl York, Pohakuloa Training Area Biologist:  "Remove 
Hemignathus munroi `Akia pola`au from Pohakuloa Training Area 
species list."

D-W-0097-19 Alternatives 4.1.2, 4.1.2.4.13.1 As described in the EIS/OEIS, this information is classified.  In addition, 
Section 4.1.2 evaluates impacts from the Proposed Actions on 
biological resources in the open ocean.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-23 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.0, 4.1.4 The topic of hazardous wastes, including the amounts that could be 
generated at sea under Alternatives  2 or 3, are addressed in Section 
4.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS.  The island-specific subsections of Section 4 
each include facility-specific discussions of hazardous waste generation 
under Alternatives 2 or 3.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-22 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 The EIS/OEIS contains a revised methodology provided by NMFS for 
the Navy, presented to the public in the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS, and incorporated into the revised discussion in Section 4.1.2 
of the Final EIS/OEIS.  Affects of multiple pings are considered under 
the energy metric (EFD) criteria beginning with TTS, which is the first 
measurable physiological effect presently known.  A new risk function is 
used in the present analysis has behavioral response curve with a lower 
mean (165 dB SPL) than the previously proposed 173 dB SPL.

D-W-0097-26 Air Quality 3.6.2.1.4 As detailed in Section 3.6.2.1.4, a plan is being developed to fully 
address the issue of depleted uranium at the Pohakuloa Training Area 
by the U.S. Army.  Guidance provided to users of Pohakuloa Training 
Area will be followed for proposed training activities.

D-W-0097-25 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.2.1.1.1.1 Text has been added to section 4.2.1.1.1.1 clarifying the size and area 
of an anticipated debris field.  The exact size of debris anticipated would 
vary with each intercept.  In a successful intercept, both missiles would 
be destroyed by the impact.  Momentum would carry debris along the 
respective paths of the two missile until the debris falls to earth.  The 
debris would consist of a few large pieces (approximately 110 pounds 
[lb]), of each missile, many medium pieces (approximately 11 lb), and 
mostly tiny particles.  This debris is subject to winds on its descent to 
the surface.  The debris would generally fall into two elliptically-shaped 
areas.

D-W-0097-24 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 The time necessary for chaff fibers to decompose depends upon the 
environment to which the fiber is exposed, but can be as little as three 
months. Cartridges, pistons, end caps, and other elements of the chaff 
dispensing system will generally fall into the ocean and sink to the 
bottom. Some potential exists for chaff fibers dispensed over the ocean 
to be inhaled but, to date, there have been no known cases of chaff 
inhalation or other chaff-related health incidents on land or at sea.  
Discussions of chaff are provided in Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 
4.1.7.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-27 Airspace 4.6.2.1 As described in Section 4.6.2.1.1, these types of training events are 
confined to the special use airspace R-3103 located above the range 
associated with Pohakuloa Training Area.  Air activity is controlled and 
coordinated by Pohakuloa Training Area Range Control.  For training 
that includes 10 or more aircraft, the Bradshaw Army Airfield manager 
submits a Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) Honolulu Flight Service Station to be published as 
a Honolulu Local NOTAM and as a Class D NOTAM.  The Bradshaw 
Army Airfield manager provides this information to the airfield Air Traffic 
Information Service. 

Typically, one aircraft carrier trains during a Major Exercise.  
Alternatives 2 and 3 propose the use of three aircraft carriers during a 
Major Exercise; this would require an increase in coordination and 
scheduling by the Navy, Bradshaw Army Airfield, and the FAA.  The 
increased training would be accommodated within the existing airspace.

D-W-0097-30 Noise 2, 3.6.2.1.5,  4.6.2.1.5 Specific changes in tempo, frequency and number are provided in 
Chapter 2.0.  Section 3.6.2.1.5 has been updated and Figure 3.6.2.1.5-
1 has been added to include information regarding existing noise levels 
at Pohakuloa Training Area.  These noise levels include current (the No
-action Alternative) Navy training and RDT&E activities.   According to 
the current noise levels depicted in Figure 3.6.2.1.5-1, Laupahoehoe is 
not within the Zone II or III noise levels.  This means that, in accordance 
with the Army's noise evaluation program, the area would not receive 
noise levels equal to or higher than 65 dBA.  


In addition, Section 4.6.2.1.5 has also been updated.  While training 
events would increase in number at Pohakuloa Training Area, the type 
of training would be the same and would not increase the current 
modeled noise levels.  The proposed training would be individual events 
and would not occur simultaneously.

D-W-0097-29 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.6.2.1.2.3 Up to three Strike Groups could visit the area once a year.  Their 
operations would be mainly in the Open Ocean and thus the potential 
for impacts would not necessarily be added to Army impacts.  
Cumulative impacts are discussed in Chapter 5.0 of the HRC EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0097-28 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.0, 5.0 Impacts from applicable Army activities are addressed in Chapter 5.0--
Cumulative Impacts.  Chapter 4.0 of the HRC EIS/OEIS addresses 
impacts from Navy activities on Army land.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-32 Socioeconomics 4.6.2.2 As noted in Section 4.6.2.2, there are no activities proposed within this 
EIS/OEIS that would affect socioeconomics or transportation at 
Bradshaw Army Airfield.  The number of personnel living in or traveling 
to Bradshaw Army Airfield will not increase, and there would be   to the 
level of service for the roadways.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-31 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.3, 4.1.7, 5.0 Under the No-action alternative, there would be a continuation of 
ongoing training activities at Bradshaw Army Airfield.  The activities will 
not cause an increase in the amount or type of hazardous materials 
used or hazardous waste produced.  Bradshaw Army Airfield has plans 
in place to manage hazardous materials and waste.  Training activities 
proposed for Alternatives 1 and 2 would be similar to those for the No-
action Alternative.  While the number of activities would increase, 
hazardous materials used and hazardous waste generated would be 
similar to existing usage and generation, and would not result in any 
changes to management plans currently in place at Bradshaw Army 
Airfield.

D-W-0097-33 Airspace 2.2.4.1, 4.6.2.2.1.1 Helicopter raids are associated with Special Warfare Operations 
(SPECWAROPS).  For all locations in the HRC there are 30 
SPECWAROPS per year identified for the No-action, Alternative 1, 
Alternative 2, and Alternative 3 (EIS/OEIS, Table 2.2.2.3-1).  There 
would be less than six helicopter raids per year at Bradshaw Army 
Airfield (see Section 4.6.2.2.1.1).

D-W-0097-36 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

D-W-0097-35 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.8 Correspondence with and comments provided by  USFWS (Dept. of 
Interior)  are included in the EIS/OEIS.  NMFS correspondence and 
comments are not included because they are a cooperating agency on 
the EIS/OEIS.  Compliance status with the National Marine Sanctuaries 
Act has been added to Table 4.8-1.

D-W-0097-34 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.6.2.2.2.2 As stated Section 4.6.2.2.2.2,  training operations at Bradshaw Army 
Airfield are limited in scope and not anticipated to impact areas beyond 
the airfield itself. Training occurs within pre-defined areas. Thirty 
SPECWAROPS occur annually throughout the HRC, including 
Bradshaw. This number is not expected to increase under either 
Alternative 1, 2, or 3.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-42 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Both the Department of the Interior and the Department of Defense (the 
Navy in this case) recognize that migratory birds are of great ecological 
and economic value and are an important international resource. They 
are a key ecological component of the environment. The Department of 
the Interior and Department of Defense also recognize that steps 
should be taken to minimize or avoid negative impacts on migratory 
birds when planning and executing military readiness activities, while 
maintaining the effectiveness of such activities. The Department of the 
Interior reviewed the Draft EIS/OEIS and their comments/concurrence 
will be in the final version.

D-W-0097-43 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Only simulants discussed in the Lethality Program EA and also 
proposed at HRC are TBP and glycols.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-37 Cumulative Impacts The scope of this EIS/OEIS is to evaluate the environmental effects of 
the Proposed Actions within the HRC.  It is not intended to provide an 
analysis of the programs requested.  Consequently, inclusion of this 
information is not appropriate or essential to perform the required 
environmental analysis of the Proposed Action.

D-W-0097-41 Alternatives 2 As discussed in Chapter 2.0, the Proposed Action does not include the 
use of low-frequency active sonar.

D-W-0097-38 Cumulative Impacts 4 Specific information relation on other marine resources related to 
environmental contamination and biotoxins is also not available to 
adequately determine potential cumulative impacts.  However, a 
detailed analysis of potential impacts on water resources, hazardous 
materials and waste, and essential fish habitat is provided in Chapter 4

D-W-0097-40 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 Use of the SOFAR channel is beyond the scope of this document given 
that it does not involve one of the proposed actions.  The EIS states 
that the nominal source level of the AN/SQS 53 is 235 dB @ 1m re 1 u-
Pa2.  Marine mammals (we believe your reference is to studies on 
beluga specifically) are context specific for animals that are hunted and 
must contend with shifting ice, which does not have relevance in the 
Hawaii context.  In addition, "the 110 to 120 dB", discussed is a 
received level (at the whales) as opposed to a source level (1 meter 
from the sonar), which is inside the sonar dome (inside the bow of the 
ship).  Thresholds developed in cooperation with NMFS are presented 
in Section 4.1.2, which provides details on the various possible effects 
and the method NMFS has approved for analyzing those possible 
effects.

D-W-0097-39 Cumulative Impacts Detailed analysis for the permanent stationing of the 2/25th Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS but can be 
found at the following website:  http://www.sbct-seis.org/.  However, 
cumulative impacts from Army activity are considered in Chapter 5.0 of 
this EIS/OEIS.

Commenter Comment # Resource Text EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0097-46 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4.1.1, C.5 Hazardous materials generated aboard ship that would be considered 
hazardous wastes when offloaded in port are not disposed of at sea. 
Hazardous wastes are offloaded upon reaching port in Hawaii, and 
enter the Navy's shore-side waste management system (see Section 
4.1.4.1.1). The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental 
stewardship seriously, providing training, funds, pollution prevention 
efforts and professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  The 
Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws, reporting 
requirements, and has established rules and procedures to ensure that 
Navy activities are performed in a responsible manner to protect 
Hawaii’s environment (see Appendix C.5).

D-W-0097-47 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

In layman's terms, used hazardous materials and hazardous wastes will 
be characterized by trained professionals, placed in containers of 
appropriate materials and design, stored in secure areas under 
appropriate conditions, and finally transported to government-approved 
treatment or disposal facilities, all in accordance with State and Federal 
regulations.

D-W-0097-45 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

The Navy and other Services recognize that past practices conducted 
decades ago resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, 
Congress has created and funded programs to identify those sites in 
need of remediation and remediation is proceeding with the available 
funds.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-44 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.3.2.1.7.2 Section 4.3.2.1.7.2 details health and safety for target launches that 
include TBP and various glycols proposed for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3.

D-W-0097-50 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 Please see responses to comments D-E-0460-37, D-E-0460-38, and D-
E-0460-39.

D-W-0097-48 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.4 Most wastes meeting RCRA hazardous criteria cannot be disposed in 
Hawaii, where land is at a premium and the volumes of various types of 
hazardous waste streams are insufficient for a disposal facility to be 
cost-effective, but this is a dynamic situation. Depending upon the 
materials, some treatment - such as consolidation, blending, and 
neutralization - can be accomplished in Hawaii. Hazardous wastes that 
are not treated or disposed in Hawaii are shipped to mainland facilities 
(see Section 3.1.4 - Disposal)

D-W-0097-49 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 Under Alternatives 2 or 3, about 4,884 cartridges of aerial chaff and 
about 280 cartridges of super-bloom offboard chaff will be used per 
year, totaling about 5 tons per year of these materials.  The amounts 
used by other services are not relevant, in that they do not occur in the 
same areas as the expenditures of chaff under the Proposed Action, so 
there is no cumulative effect. See Section 4.1.4.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0106-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Jennifer  Ho D-W-0106-1 Policy/NEPA Process In accordance to Section 1506.6 of the National Environmental Policy 
Act, the Navy made a diligent effort to involve the public in preparing 
and implementing the NEPA process, which includes making the 
document available where the public would have access.  The Draft 
EIS/OEIS was placed in 8 public libraries in the state of Hawaii, and 
there were 4 public hearings held between 21 and 29 August 2007.  
The Navy solicited additional comments from agencies and the public 
during the comment period that followed the public hearings for the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.  Additionally, a website was created so stakeholders 
would be able to download or view the document for review and 
comments could be e-mailed or submitted via the website to the Navy.

Steve  Tyler D-W-0104-1 Cumulative Impacts Your comment regarding sonar training off the southern California coast 
is noted but is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Jay  Miller D-W-0107-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Edmond  Silva D-W-0108-1 Environmental Justice Thank you for your comment.

Gary  Hooser --Hawaii State 
Senate

D-W-0098-1 Miscellaneous The initial comment period was extended from 45 days to 52 days (July 
27 - September 17, 2007).

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Moku Loa

D-W-0097-51 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.7 Chaff fibers dispersing into the ocean from the aerial releases where 
the chaff cartridge functions as designed will never be present in 
surface waters at concentrations that could fill the digestive tract of a 
bird. In addition, the size, thickness, and visibility in water of individual 
chaff fibers are such that it would be difficult for a seabird to selectively 
feed on these materials. In those rare instances (estimated at <5 
percent) where the cartridge does not function as designed, the most 
likely result would be that the chaff was not dispensed at all (see 
Section 4.1.4 - Chaff and Flares)

Inanna  Carter D-W-0103-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding 
events in Section 4.1.2.  In addition, see the discussion added to the 
EIS/OEIS in Section 4.1.2 regarding the critical importance  of context 
(as discussed by Southall et al., 2004) and any likely impacts on 
beaked whales in the Hawaiian Islands.  The Bahamas conditions do 
not occur in Hawaii.

Roland  Sagum D-W-0099-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Evelyn de  Buhr D-W-0102-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Maria  Walker D-W-0101-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Valerie  Weiss D-W-0100-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Cory  Harden D-W-0110-1 Alternatives As "highly technical" information is the source for analysis for some 
sections of the EIS/OEIS, the term(s) are the best/most appropriate to 
use.

D-W-0110-2 Health and Safety 4.1.2,  4.1.4,  4.2 Sections 4.1.2, Biological Resources - Open Ocean, 4.1.4, Hazardous 
Materials & Waste - Open Ocean, and 4.2, Northwestern Hawaiian 
Islands, include details regarding missile intercept and the debris 
associated with these intercepts.

D-W-0110-3 Alternatives 3.0, As stated in Chapter 3.0, environmental characteristics are discussed 
according to location; the Open Ocean Area is discussed first, followed 
by offshore and onshore discussion organized by island location from 
west to east:  Northwestern Hawaiian Islands, Kauai, Oahu, Maui, and 
Hawaii.  For organizational purposes, discussions about Niihau and 
Kaula are included under the Kauai heading, because although they are 
separate islands, they are part of Kauai County.  In addition, 
discussions about Molokai, Lanai, and Kahoolawe are included under 
the Maui heading, because although they are separate islands, they are 
part of Maui County.  The last section discusses the Hawaiian Islands 
Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary.  Preparing environmental 
analysis by location seemed to be the most logical, it allows the reader 
to find their area of concern without confusion.

Nina  Monasevitch D-W-0109-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0109-2 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

D-W-0110-4 Miscellaneous All The document will be reviewed, and if appropriate, "lay-person" 
terminology will be considered.

D-W-0110-5 Environmental Justice 5 Chapter 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the cumulative impacts for 
Cultural Resources, Land Use, Health & Safety, and Socioeconomics.  
Chapter 4.0 discusses the factors used during the analysis of each 
alternative for the Proposed Action presented in the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0110-6 Socioeconomics Your comments regarding native Hawaiians are noted, but these types 
of issues are outside the scope of the environmental impact analysis 
process.

D-W-0110-7 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Marsha  Green --
International Ocean Noise 
Coalition

D-W-0111-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.2. Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding 
events in Section 4.1.2.  Also note that the analysis of impacts is based 
on metrics for direct physiological impacts and for behavioral impacts.  
In the Bahamas, it is unlikely that sound energy directly caused the 
histological manifestations reported in the stranded beaked whales.  It 
is also important that in the Hawaii context, there has never been a 
beaked whale stranding associated with the use of sonar over decades 
of sonar use in Hawaiian Waters.

D-W-0111-2 Alternatives Nowacek et al. (2004) used an “alert stimuli” signal meant specifically to 
keep Atlantic right whales from having ship strikes.  This “alert stimuli” 
signal is in no way comparable to mid-frequency active sonar.

Cory  Harden D-W-0110-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

D-W-0111-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6, 4.1.2.4.9.1, 
4.1.2.4.9.2

Section 4.1.2 provides a discussion of the data used to generate the 
analytical risk function.  As explained in Section 4.1.2 and as presented 
in Southall et al., 2007, “data gaps severely restrict the derivation of 
scientifically-based noise exposure criteria.”  As explained in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS and in Section 4.1.2, the risk function 
made use of all appropriate data as recommended and reviewed by 
NMFS scientists.

D-W-0111-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 While the absence of evidence does not prove there have been no 
effects, 30 years of history with no evidence of any impacts or 
strandings would seem to indicate that problems encountered in 
locations far from Hawaii involving beaked whales are location and 
context specific and do not apply in Hawaiian waters.

D-W-0111-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.1 The behavioral criteria established takes into account reactions to very 
low received sound pressure levels to account for potential and direct 
effects.  See Section 4.1.2 discussion of the risk function in this regard.  
There have been very few cases over the last decade when the Navy 
and NMFS believe that this has happened, and all these occurred in 
locations other than Hawaii.  Chapter 6.0 details mitigation measures in 
place to further minimize the possibility.  Acknowledging the uncertainty 
and small probability, the Navy has requested mortality of a small 
number of a few species.  This amount of mortality would not result in 
any long-term population level effects.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0111-7 Alternatives 4.1.2, 5.0 Cumulative effects analysis is presented in Chapter 5.0 of the 
EIS/OEIS.  The discussion of the framework for derivation and analysis 
of acoustic effects is provided in Section 4.1.2 of the EIS/OEIS.  These 
concerns will also be addressed independently by NMFS during 
rulemaking (a public process) for issuance of the Letter of Authorization 
under MMPA and the Biological Opinion for Endangered Species.

Marsha  Green --
International Ocean Noise 
Coalition

D-W-0111-6 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 In Hawaii, there have been no known beaked whales strandings 
associated with the use of mid-frequency active sonar.  While the 
absence of evidence does not prove there have been no effects on 
beaked whales, 30 years of history with no evidence of any impacts or 
strandings would seem to indicate that problems encountered in 
locations far from Hawaii involving beaked whales are location and 
context specific and do not apply in Hawaiian waters.

Cathy   Liss --Animal 
Welfare Institute

D-W-0112-1 Biological Resources -     6.0
Marine

Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated to reflect the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their  use of the best available 
science balanced with the NMFS approach and the requirements of the 
Navy to train.

D-W-0111-8 Mitigation Measures It is critical that Navy be able to conduct ASW training in a variety of 
environment and bathymetric conditions, including in the vicinity of 
seamounts. The seamount allows a submarine to hide in an area that is 
shadowed by seamount because the active transmission cannot reach 
the sub via the bottom bounce path.  Therefore, it is critical to operate 
MFA sonar in areas of high bathymetric variability.

D-W-0111-11 Mitigation Measures Imposing training restrictions from other countries on the U.S. Navy 
without considering the differences between each navies’ capabilities, 
systems, mission requirements, and threats; and without considering 
whether the foreign country’s training restrictions are more effective in 
protecting marine mammals from harm than the extensive precautions 
currently taken by the U.S. Navy, would arbitrarily undermine the U.S. 
Navy’s ability to maintain military readiness.

D-W-0111-10 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.3 As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei “stranding” of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.

D-W-0111-9 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy, and NMFS in its cooperating agency role, used the best 
available and applicable science as determined by the regulator 
(NMFS) and the regulatory scheme required by the MMPA. If and when 
the regulatory scheme changes and NMFS establishes subgroup 
populations, the Navy will reassess their analysis.
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D-W-0112-6 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11

As described in Section 4.1.2, it is unlikely given the Navy's standard 
protective measures that there will be any serious injury to marine 
mammals in the Hawaiian Islands as a result of the continuation of 
training and RDT&E in the HRC.  The activities being analyzed have 
been occurring in the Hawaiian Islands for decades and there have 
been no known impacts resulting from those activities, especially sonar 
use.

Cathy   Liss --Animal 
Welfare Institute

D-W-0112-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2 provides a discussion of the data used to generate the 
analytical risk function.  As explained in Section 4.1.2 and as presented 
in Southall et al., 2007, “data gaps severely restrict the derivation of 
scientifically-based noise exposure criteria.”  As explained in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS and in Section 4.1.2, the risk function 
made use of all appropriate data as recommended and reviewed by 
NMFS scientists.

D-W-0112-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 In Hawaii, there have been no known beaked whales strandings 
associated with the use of mid-frequency active sonar.  While the 
absence of evidence does not prove there have been no affects on 
beaked whales, 30 years of history with no evidence of any impacts or 
strandings would seem to indicate that problems encountered in 
locations far from Hawaii involving beaked whales are location and 
context specific and do not apply in Hawaiian waters.

D-W-0112-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10, 4.1.2.4.11.2 Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding 
events in Section 4.1.2.  In addition, see the discussion added to the 
EIS/OEIS in Section 4.1.2 regarding the critical importance  of context 
(as discussed by Southall et al. (2004)) regarding likely impacts on 
beaked whales in the Hawaiian Islands.  The Bahamas conditions do 
not occur in Hawaii.

D-W-0112-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6, 4.1.2.4.9.1, 
4.1.2.4.9.2, 4.1.2.4.12, 
5.2.1, 5.3.3.2

The Navy and NMFS, in the role as regulator and as a cooperating 
agency, developed the risk function for analysis of impacts using the 
best available and applicable science.  As described in Southall et al 
(2004) and as discussed in Section 4.1.2, there is paucity of data upon 
which to base threshold criteria, however, Navy is following the 
recommendations of NMFS and using the criteria established by NMFS 
through a process of scientific review and recommendation.
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D-W-0112-14 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-W-0112-8 Mitigation Measures 6.0 Navy ships monitor their surroundings using all appropriate sensors at 
night and with night vision goggles as appropriate for activities 
conducted at night.

Cathy   Liss --Animal 
Welfare Institute

D-W-0112-7 Mitigation Measures 6 Visual monitoring is critical for ship safety, irrespective mitigation.  Navy 
lookouts and bridge personnel (5 in total on surface ships) are highly 
qualified and experienced marine observers. Compared to commercial 
vessels, Navy ships bridges are positioned forward to allow more 
optimal scanning of the ocean area from the bridge and bow area. Navy 
lookouts undergo extensive training to include on-the job instruction 
under supervision of an experienced lookout followed by completion of 
Personnel Qualification Standard Program. NMFS-approved Marine 
Species Awareness training is required before every exercise using 
MFA sonar. Navy lookouts use both hand held and “Big Eye” (20X110) 
binoculars. Aerial platforms also undertake visual monitoring prior to 
commencement of ASW operations. Passive acoustic systems are used 
by all platforms to monitor for marine mammal vocalizations, which are 
then reported to the appropriate watch station for dissemination. Navy 
ships also monitor their surroundings using all appropriate sensors at 
night and with night vision goggles as appropriate for activities 
conducted at night.

D-W-0112-13 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-W-0112-9 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events. It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004. In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0112-12 Mitigation Measures 6.4 Section 6.4, Mitigation Measures for Underwater Detonations, includes 
turtles and fish.

D-W-0112-11 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 To summarize Section 4.1.2.3, the intensity of sound and how fish and 
turtles sense it is dependent on them being able to "hear" at that 
frequency.  Turtles and fish do not hear mid-frequency sounds, so the 
intensity is irrelevant.

D-W-0112-10 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.2.3, 3.1.2.2.4, 
3.1.2.2.5, 3.1.2.2.6

Please see Section 3.1.2.2.3 - Fish Acoustics, Section 3.1.2.2.4 - 
Behavioral Effects of Sound, Section 3.1.2.2.5 - Physiological Effects of 
Sound, and Section 3.1.2.2.6 - Masking Effects, as they discuss noise 
impacts on fish.
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D-W-0113-8 Mitigation Measures Additional environmental documentation for construction and use of the 
Maritime Directed Energy Center at PMRF would include analysis of the 
safety issues associated with directed energy.  The EIS/OEIS only 
addresses potential locations of the Center on PMRF as part of the R & 
D activities.

D-W-0113-2 Alternatives The activities being analyzed, including mid-frequency active tactical 
sonar, DICASS sonobuoys, MK-48 torpedo, dipping sonar and 
underwater demolition training have been occurring in the Hawaiian 
Islands for decades and there have been no known impacts resulting 
from those activities.

Juan  Wilson D-W-0113-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0113-7 Health and Safety PMRF would develop the necessary standard operating procedures and 
range safety requirements necessary to provide safe operations 
associated with future direct energy tests. However, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts from these R & D activities.

D-W-0113-3 Mitigation Measures 6 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events. It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004. In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0113-6 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 There are currently no plans for chemical lasers.  Because the directed 
energy programs have not been defined, they cannot be fully analyzed 
in this EIS/OEIS.  As stated in Section 2.2.4.4 of the EIS/OEIS, “Should 
the Airborne Laser program decide to perform testing at PMRF, 
separate environmental documentation would be required to analyze 
potential impacts.”

D-W-0113-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

2.2.4.4, 4.1.1.3, 4.1.5.3 Projected RDT&E laser programs do not include the use of hydrogen 
fluoride, and therefore the use of hydrogen fluoride is not part of the 
Proposed Action.  In the event laser programs do come to PMRF, 
separate environmental documentation would be required to analyze 
potential impacts from training operations  (see Sections 2.2.4.4, 
4.1.1.3, and 4.1.5.3).

D-W-0113-4 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0438-3.
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Anita  Wintner D-W-0119-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-T-0058-1.

D-W-0118-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

See response to comment D-T-0045-5.

D-W-0118-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-T-0045-6.

Bob  McDermott --Navy 
League

D-W-0116-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

See response to comment D-T-0037-2

D-W-0116-2 Mitigation Measures 5.2.1 See response to comment D-T-0037-4.

Manuel  Kuloloio D-W-0115-1 Miscellaneous 13 All comments received will be placed in Chapter 13.0 in the EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0118-3 Socioeconomics See response to comment D-T-0045-4.

Juan  Wilson D-W-0113-9 Cumulative Impacts The scope of this EIS/OEIS is not intended to provide an analysis of 
Littoral Combat Vessels stationed in Hawaii with an Expeditionary 
Attack Force since there are no proposals ready to date.  Consequently, 
inclusion of information concerning the use of Littoral Combat Vessels 
is not appropriate or essential to perform the required environmental 
analysis of the Proposed Actions.

Thomas  Nakagawa D-W-0118-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0118-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-T-0045-2

D-W-0117-2 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-W-0116-3 Cumulative Impacts See response to comment D-T-0037-3.

Howard  Sharpe D-W-0117-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.
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D-W-0119-9 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.2 Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 includes a discussion of specific stranding events 
that have been linked to potential sonar operations. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.

Lanny  Sinkin D-W-0120-1 Alternatives The 1998 observations referenced were in regard to use of low-
frequency active (LFA) sonar. The use of LFA in the HRC is not part of 
the Proposed Action of this EIS/OEIS.  In addition, your comment's 
characterization of the results of the tests is in error.

Anita  Wintner D-W-0119-2 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1. 
The Navy issues Notices to Mariners (NOTMARS) to alert commercial 
and recreational users, such as dive services, about upcoming at-sea 
training activities so that they may divert to open areas. During training 
exercises, Navy assets monitor the area to ensure that the public is not 
exposed to a health or safety risk. If non-participants are detected in the 
vicinity of an exercise, then it is delayed or postponed until those 
individuals have moved a safe distance away.  With these measures in 
place, the Navy has an exemplary record of public safety.  To date, no 
member of the public has been exposed to unhealthful levels of 
underwater noise.

D-W-0119-8 Policy/NEPA Process To the best of the Navy's knowledge, the National Marine Fisheries 
Services has not released “a cause of death” for the whale that was 
found in Kihei, Maui and reported at 6:30 a.m. on April 25, 2007.  A 
necropsy was being performed to provide more information on the 
species of toothed whale, which inhabits the deep ocean and is rarely 
seen.

D-W-0119-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 See response to comment D-T-0058-3

D-W-0119-7 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events.  It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004.  In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0119-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.3.2 The species description in Section 3.1.2.3.2 has been revised to 
include: "Since 1991, 81 nesting female hawksbills have been tagged 
on the Big Island at various locations, 22 tagged in the last 3 years.  
These do not include nesting females from Maui or Molokai which 
would add a small number to the total.  While this appears to be an 
encouraging trend, Seitz and Kagimoto (2007) report that there are 
insufficient data to confirm an increasing population as yet.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Hans  Mortensen --
Keaukaha Community 
Assoc.

D-W-0121-1 Noise 3.6.2.1 Section 3.6.2.1 has been revised to state that there are no proposed 
activities in this EIS/OEIS that include Navy training at the Hilo 
International Airport. The State of Hawaii Department of Transportation, 
Airports Division operates and maintains the airport in conformity with 
environmental rules.  Navy P-3 aircraft from Marine Corps Base Hawaii 
do currently perform infrequent practice approach and landing 
proficiency flights at Hilo International Airport and other airfields (e.g., 
Kona, Lihue, Kahului).  The Navy P-3 has a limited flying schedule 
based on its home airfield, and operations only occur between 0730 
and 2300 Monday through Thursday, 0730-2100 on Friday, and 0730-
1600 on Saturday.  There are no Sunday flights.  Military aircraft 
activities make up a small percentage of the total aircraft activities at the 
Hilo International Airport.  Based on FAA statistics for calendar year 
2003, there were 99,415 total aircraft operations at the Hilo International 
Airport.  Of these, only 11 percent were military aircraft; the remaining 
89 percent were commercial.  Preliminary statistics for the 12-month 
period ending 30 March 2007 indicates 9% of the flights were military.

D-W-0121-2 Health and Safety 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-W-0121-1

D-W-0120-3 Policy/NEPA Process See response for comment D-T-0078-4.

Lanny  Sinkin D-W-0120-2 Policy/NEPA Process See response for comment D-T-0076-3.

D-W-0123-2 Policy/NEPA Process 13 Scoping transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the 
EIS/OEIS but are included in the Administrative Record.   All comments 
were reviewed and incorporated where appropriate. Some comments 
may have been outside the scope of the document and therefore were 
not addressed in the EIS/OEIS. Chapter 13.0 contains all comments on 
the draft EIS/OEIS received during the public comment period and the 
responses to each comment.

Star  Newland --Sirius 
Institute

D-W-0123-1 Miscellaneous See response for comment D-T-0094.

D-W-0121-3 Air Quality 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-W-0121-1

Shelley  Stephens D-W-0122-1 Cultural Resources 4.2.2.2 See response comments D-E-0062-4 and D-W-0091-12.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0126-3 Biological Resources -     6.0 
Marine

Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated to reflect the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their  use of the best available 
science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0126-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2.1.1 As explained in Section 4.2.1.1,  less than 12 missile flight trajectories 
per year could overfly the NWHI. Of these only a select few would have 
the potential to expend material on or offshore of Nihoa. Military 
readiness activities, including flight testing interceptor and target 
missiles, are exempt from consultation requirements or Monument


regulations.

Helen  Schonwatter --
KAHEA, the Hawaiian 
Environmental Alliance

D-W-0126-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.2 Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 includes a discussion of specific stranding events, 
including Hanalei Bay, that have been linked to potential sonar 
operations. Of note, these events represent a small overall number of 
animals over an 11-year period (approximately 40 animals) and not all 
worldwide strandings can be linked to naval activity.  Navy believes that 
evidence not considered previously involving the Hanalei “stranding of 
July 2004 indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing 
factor in terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.

Lynn  Nakkim D-W-0124-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Star  Newland --Sirius 
Institute

D-W-0123-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

6.1.2 As discussed in Section 6.1.2, “seasonal” avoidance suggestions fail to 
take into account the fact that the existing mitigation measures avoid 
exposing detected marine mammals to levels associated with TTS or 
injury.  In addition, the Navy specifically informs all naval vessels to 
increase vigilance when the first humpback whales have been sighted 
around the Hawaiian Islands.  The purported need for such suggested 
mitigation measures is based on speculative findings from other areas 
of the world that do not have direct application to the unique 
environment present in Hawaii.  Such measures also can not be 
accurately implemented until there is a scientific basis defining 
parameters for the measures.  Lacking any scientific basis behind the 
measures in Hawaii and lacking any evidence in Hawaii that there has 
ever been an impact resulting from the lack of these measures, there is 
no evidence that they would increase the protection of marine 
mammals.  However, they would unacceptably impact the effectiveness 
of the training.

D-W-0125-4 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Your comment regarding allegations of tampering with scientific results 
by a USFWS official is noted but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0125-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2 Potential impacts on the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands (Nihoa and 
Necker) are discussed in Section 4.2.

D-W-0125-2 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club D-W-0125-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.
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Lester  Chang --City and 
County of Honolulu

D-W-0127-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your review of the document.

Duane  Erway D-W-0128-1 Miscellaneous All comments received during the "public comment period" will be 
published. Transcripts from the public meeting cannot be altered or 
deleted.

Akahi  Nui --Kingdom of 
Hawaii

D-W-0129-1 Environmental Justice Your file for the record regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and 
the inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are 
noted but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Helen  Schonwatter --
KAHEA, the Hawaiian 
Environmental Alliance

D-W-0126-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.2 Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 includes a discussion of specific stranding events 
that have been linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.

D-W-0126-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 Please refer to Section 4.1.2.2 for an updated analysis of fish and 
underwater noise levels.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-1 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) requires consideration of 
a reasonable range of alternatives in EISs [40 CFR Section 1508.9 (b)].  
Under a rule of reason, an EIS need not consider an infinite range of 
alternatives, only reasonable, or feasible ones.  The No-action 
Alternative consists of the current baseline of operations at the HRC, 
including over 9,300 training and RDT&E operations being conducted in 
the HRC annually.  This Alternative appropriately uses current activities 
as the no-action status quo.  A reduction in training operations could 
jeopardize the ability of specialty forces, transient units, and Strike 
Groups using the HRC for training purposes to be ready and qualified 
for deployment.

D-W-0130-2 Alternatives 4.1.2 As presented in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS, the risk function 
has replaced the dose function.  The development of the risk function is 
detailed in Section 4.1.2 and reflects the recommendations of NMFS 
and the scientific review panel charged with revision of the analytical 
methodology.

D-W-0130-3 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s protective 
measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine 
mammals and Federally listed species during training events.  It should 
be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004.  In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.
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D-W-0130-13 Alternatives This information is classified.  No greater detail can be provided; 
however, the acoustic impact modeling was undertaken using 
representative parameters for the systems modeled.

D-W-0130-5 Air Quality 4.1 Text has been added to Section 4.10 to address your concern regarding 
irreversible or irretrievable effects due to the use of nonrenewable 
energy sources:  hydrocarbon fuels for aircraft, vessels, and vehicles.

D-W-0130-6 Alternatives 2.0, 3.0, Appendix D The description of the activities that allows the commenter to weigh 
national security benefits of each alternative is provided in Chapter 2.0 
and in Appendix D.  A cost benefit analysis is beyond the scope of this 
EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0130-12 Alternatives This information is classified.  No greater detail can be provided; 
however, the acoustic impact modeling was undertaken using 
representative parameters for the systems modeled.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-4 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 There has been no presumption that exposures are reduced to zero by 
mitigation and in fact the Navy is consulting with NMFS for all 
exposures resulting from the modeling without any reduction as a result 
of mitigation or standard protective measures, however, the few 
exposures resulting in injury (e.g. PTS) are very unlikely given the 
protective measures and range clearance procedures that have been in 
place for years.  There has never been, to anyone's knowledge, any 
impact on marine mammals as a result of training to testing in the HRC 
over decades of operation.

D-W-0130-7 Alternatives Economic analysis of the security benefits of each alternative is beyond 
the scope of the HRC EIS/OEIS.  The loss of training opportunities 
would be detrimental to military readiness.

D-W-0130-10 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0130-11 Alternatives Appendix J See Appendix J for details on implementation of the risk function of the 
methodology.

D-W-0130-8 Alternatives The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Installations & Environment) 
determines both the level and mix of training to be conducted and the 
range capabilities enhancements to be made within the HRC that best 
meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this 
document are both reasonable and necessary.

D-W-0130-9 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations are discussed. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.
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D-W-0130-19 Alternatives 4.1.2 The EIS/OEIS has revised the discussion to make clear that the context 
in Hawaii is not in any way comparable to the context in the Bahamas 
or other locations where sonar was potentially associated with a 
stranding.  The measures required by NMFS and employed during 
RIMPAC 2006 were of questionable and/or unknown effectiveness at 
the time they were mandated, which is why NMFS required the 
RIMPAC After Action Report was to evaluate them following the 
exercise.  The discussion previously presented on page 4-63b, was 
inaccurate and the text has been revised.

D-W-0130-18 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0130-20 Alternatives 4.1.2 The work cited is discussed as evidence why the Hawaii context is 
different from other locations where beaked whales have been 
associated with strandings coincident with the use of sonar.  Long-term 
residency by beaked whales in locations where sonar use has occurred 
for decades suggests there is no need to avoid these areas due to the 
presence of beaked whales.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-14 Alternatives 4.1.2, Appendix J The discussion of regarding the acoustic modeling methodology has 
been revised in Section 4.1.2 and in Appendix J.  This is, however, a 
very technical subject and is not conducive to simplistic explanations 
without loss of the required precision and accuracy necessary to remain 
factual.

D-W-0130-17 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy has coordinated with NMFS on all marine species impact 
criteria used in the HRC EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0130-16 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 As discussed in Southal et al (2007:413-414) and presented in 4.1.2.4.6 
of the EIS/OEIS, the modeling and threshold levels developed for 
analysis of impacts to marine mammals universally erred on the side of 
precaution with regard to the range at which an animal may have a 
probability of behavioral harassment  (65 nmi and 120 dB) or with 
regard to the accumulation of energy for harassment with no accounting 
for reactions of animals. There has been no presumption that 
exposures are reduced to zero by mitigation and in fact the Navy is 
consulting with NMFS for all exposures resulting from the modeling 
without any reduction as a result of mitigation or standard protective 
measures.  The few exposures resulting in injury (e.g. PTS) are very 
unlikely given the protective measures and range clearance procedures 
that have been in place for years.  There has never been, to anyone's 
knowledge, any impact on marine mammals as a result of training to 
testing in the HRC over decades of operation.

D-W-0130-15 Alternatives The charge weight of an IEER/EER is spread over a long ribbon having 
a total weight of 4.4 pounds and does not act in the same manner as a 
4.4 pound point source.  Information beyond that is classified and will 
not assist in any greater understanding of the potential for effects.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0130-24 Mitigation Measures         6.0 Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated and presents the 
U.S. Navy’s protective measures, outlining steps that would be 
implemented to protect marine mammals and Federally listed species 
during training events.  The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect 
the use of the best available science balanced with the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy 
to train.

D-W-0130-25 Mitigation Measures 6.0 Navy lookouts and bridge personnel (5 in total on surface ships) are 
highly qualified and experienced marine observers. Navy lookouts 
undergo extensive training to include on-the job instruction under 
supervision of an experienced lookout followed by completion of 
Personnel Qualification Standard Program. NMFS-approved Marine 
Species Awareness Training is required for every qualified lookout.  In 
addition, available aerial platforms also provide visual monitoring during 
ASW events. Passive acoustic systems are used by all platforms to 
monitor for marine mammal vocalizations, which are then reported to 
the appropriate watch station for dissemination.  There effects of the 
visual mitigation are not applied to the quantification of potential 
acoustic exposures, so the contention that the "takes" are otherwise 
being reduced to zero is not correct nor suggested.  The Navy's Letter 
of Authorization request to NMFS is for the total number of modeled 
marine mammals acoustic exposures.

D-W-0130-26 Mitigation Measures          6.0 The EIS/OEIS does not assert that visual monitoring alone is sufficient 
to assure 100 percent detection.  Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has 
been updated and presents the U.S. Navy’s protective measures, 
outlining steps that would be implemented to protect marine mammals 
and Federally listed species during training events.  It should be noted 
that these protective measures have been standard operating 
procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 2004.  In 
addition, the Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the 
best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0130-23 Mitigation Measures 6.0 Chapter 6 presents a detailed review and analysis of monitoring and 
mitigation options.  A monitoring plan is being developed in coordination 
with NMFS.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-21 Alternatives 4.1.2 The text has been revised to eliminate mention of harbor porpoise.

D-W-0130-22 Alternatives 4.1.2 The text has been revised to incorporate additional references.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0130-29 Mitigation Measures There was an after-action report for RIMPAC 2006 and reports being 
sent to NMFS detailing  data on the marine mammals detected during 
every USWEX event (in Hawaii) and JTFEX event (in Southern 
California) so this suggestion has already been implemented.

D-W-0130-30 Biological Resources - 
Marine

2.2.3.5.3 The Portable Undersea Tracking Range would be located in suitable 
areas around the Main Hawaiian Islands. The figure (2.2.3.6.3-1) has 
been revised to more clearly depict this.

D-W-0130-28 Mitigation Measures The Navy and NMFS are developing  a monitoring plan to address the 
most effective use of the various technologies and methods for 
detecting marine mammals.  The use of passive acoustics to detect and 
localize marine mammals is still in the development stages and is 
complicated by the context in Hawaii where the number of diversity 
marine mammal vocalizations are very large.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-27 Mitigation Measures 6.0, Appendix F Given the paucity of scientific information regarding marine mammals, 
there is no data present on the quantifiable effectiveness of mitigation 
measures.  The mitigation measures presented in Chapter 6.0 are, 
however, believed to be effective to some degree.  Appendix F provides 
information on the qualitative effectiveness of the mitigation measures 
during RIMPAC 2006 and a USWEX event.   In addition, the Navy’s 
current mitigation measures reflect the use of the best available science 
balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) approach 
and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-W-0130-31 Program 1.7. 2.2.3.5.3 The Navy has been working with many partners during the preparation 
of this EIS/OEIS.  The Navy has sought the advice of the National 
Marine Fisheries Services (NMFS) and has worked closely with their 
marine mammal and regulatory experts in trying to develop a method to 
quantify potential impacts on marine life caused by Navy activities, 
including use of the portable ranges (see Section 2.2.3.6.3).  As stated 
in Section  1.7, NMFS is one of several cooperating agencies in the 
preparation of this EIS/OEIS.

D-W-0130-34 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

D-W-0130-32 Mitigation Measures Temporary/portable arrays are frequency filtered to detect and track the 
specific frequencies of range pingers (placed on ships, submarines, and 
targets) and are therefore not useful in detection and localization of 
marine mammals.

D-W-0130-33 Mitigation Measures If an animal traveled 5 knots and a ship traveled 10 knots, when ship is 
2000 yards, animal would still be 1000 yards back.  There are many 
scenarios given a variety of ship speeds and animal speeds but all are 
unlikely given that, if one assumes that sonar is adverse to marine 
mammals, it is inconsistent to postulate that the marine mammal would 
continue to swim close to the ship.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-W-0130-36 Mitigation Measures Navy could not locate the text that the commenter is referring to, 
however, Navy does more than just visual monitoring.  Aerial platforms 
also undertake visual monitoring prior to commencement of ASW 
operations.  Passive acoustic systems are used by all platforms to 
monitor for marine mammal vocalizations, which are then reported to 
the appropriate watch station for dissemination.  Navy ships also 
monitor their surroundings using all appropriate sensors at night and 
with night vision goggles as appropriate for activities conducted at night.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-35 Mitigation Measures 6.8 As described in Section 6.8, the Navy is developing a long-term marine 
mammal monitoring plan to determine behavioral and population level 
changes to marine mammals within Navy ranges.  This plan will 
continue or initiate studies of abundance, distribution, habitat utilization, 
etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual surveys, passive and 
acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio 
linked to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and 
movements).  The plan will include the validation of Navy lookouts that 
monitor all exercises. As of this EIS/OEIS, the Long-term Marine 
Mammal Monitoring Plan is under review by NMFS.

D-W-0130-37 Mitigation Measures 6.1.2 Further details regarding the source of confusion are presented in 
Section 6.1.2. Using non-Navy personnel onboard Navy vessels to 
provide surveillance of Antisubmarine Warfare (ASW) or other exercise 
events would adversely impact military readiness activities, including 
personnel safety, and the practicality of implementation, and impact on 
the effectiveness of the military readiness activity.  Security clearance 
issues would have to be overcome to allow  onboard participants.  Use 
of non-Navy observers is not necessary given that Navy lookouts are 
extensively trained in spotting items at or near the water surface.

D-W-0130-38 Mitigation Measures 6.0, Appendix F Mitigation Measures as described in Chapter 6 and as discussed in 
Appendix F, present only one mitigation measure (survey of the area 
before, during, and after without a sampling design) that was argued to 
be not cost effective as opposed to being too costly.  Chapter 6 has 
been updated and presents the Navy’s protective measures, outlining 
steps that would be implemented to protect marine mammals and 
Federally listed species during training events.  The Navy’s current 
mitigation measures reflect the use of the best available science 
balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) approach 
and the requirements of the Navy to train.  The Navy is in cooperation 
with NMFS over the development of a monitoring plan and integration of 
appropriate and effective technologies.
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Table 13.4.1-2.  Responses to Written Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Nancy  Merrill D-W-0135-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Cheryl  Magill --The Stop 
LFAS Worldwide Network

D-W-0138-1 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-W-0135-2 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Mike  Winneguth D-W-0137-1 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Nina  Monasevitch D-W-0136-1 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

David  Monasevitch D-W-0134-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Timothy  Ragen --Marine 
Mammal Commission

D-W-0130-39 Mitigation Measures 6.4.12 As described in Section 6.4.12, the Navy is developing a long-term 
marine mammal monitoring plan to determine behavioral and population 
level changes to marine mammals within Navy ranges.  This plan will 
continue or initiate studies of abundance, distribution, habitat utilization, 
etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual surveys, passive and 
acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio 
linked to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and 
movements).  The plan will include the validation of Navy lookouts that 
monitor all exercises. As of this EIS/OEIS, the Long-term Marine 
Mammal Monitoring Plan is under review by NMFS.

D-W-0134-2 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

Robert G. F.  Lee --Hawaii 
National Guard

D-W-0131-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Laura   Thielen --Department 
of Land and Natural 
Resources

D-W-0133-1 Cultural Resources Thank you for your comments.

Jeffrey S.   Hunt --County of 
Maui

D-W-0132-1 Biological Resources -      6.0
Marine

Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated to reflect the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their use of the best available 
science balanced with the NMFS approach and the requirements of the 
Navy to train.
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13.4.2 EMAIL PUBLIC COMMENTS 
There were 419 emails from the public commenting on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  A form letter made 
up 265 of the 419 emails.    

Table 13.4.2-1 presents individuals who commented via email, with their respective commenter 
identification number.  This number can be used to find the emailed document that was 
submitted and to locate the corresponding table in which responses to each comment are 
provided.  

Exhibit 13.4.2-1 presents reproductions of the emails that were received in response to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Comment documents are identified by commenter ID number, and each statement 
or question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental issue is designated 
with a sequential comment number. 

Table 13.4.2-2 presents the responses to emailed comments to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Responses 
to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding commenter ID number and 
sequential comment number identifiers.  

Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email)  

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Ron Agor D-E-0475 Debra Baruch D-E-0412 
Melinda Ahn D-E-0243 Ihor Basko D-E-0413 
Pi'ilani Akina D-E-0202 Joseph Bateman D-E-0097 
Bill Akiona D-E-0191 Jeri Baumgardner D-E-0485 
Jim Albertini D-E-0076 Marguerite Beavers  D-E-0477 
James V. Albertini D-E-0400 Elisha Belmont D-E-0096 
Bobbie Alicen D-E-0098 David Bishaw D-E-0244 
Kathy-Lyn Allen D-E-0113 Moana Bjur D-E-0151 
Rosemary Alles D-E-0306 Rhonda Black D-E-0290 
Email alohajai D-E-0064 Donna Blackwell D-E-0245 
Judith Altemus D-E-0403 Beryl Blaich D-E-0183 
Nadine Apo D-E-0137 Patricia Blair D-E-0170 
Harvey Arkin D-E-0091 Pat Blair D-E-0364 
Dick Artley D-E-0081 Humberto Blanco D-E-0369 
Chessa Au D-E-0274 Dmitry Boldvrev D-E-0362 
Charlene Avallone D-E-0312 Lee Bowden D-E-0134 
Andrea Baer D-E-0380 Royelen Lee Boykie D-E-0148 
Jacquelyn Baetz D-E-0129 Jonathan Boyne D-E-0065 
Gia Baiocchi D-E-0402 Ursula Brackett D-E-0253 
Robin W. Baird, Research 
Biologist, on behalf of the 
Cascadia Research Collective 

D-E-0404 Tim Brause D-E-0222 

Linda Ballou D-E-0320 Janice Brencik D-E-0067 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Andrea Brower D-E-0439 Fred Dente D-E-0411 
Jose Bulatao, Jr. D-E-0450 Priscilla Derven D-E-0343 
Debbie Burack D-E-0219 Caren Diamond D-E-0169 
Kelley Burg D-E-0442 Dennis Dias D-E-0457 
Ellen Caldwell D-E-0449 Lisa Diaz D-E-0286 
Ruth Callahan D-E-0224 Jacquelyn Dillon D-E-0434 
Makana Cameron D-E-0192 Stephen Dinion D-E-0195 
Ru Carley D-E-0057 David H Dinner D-E-0055 
Ru Carley D-E-0436 Fred Dodge D-E-0125 
Melissa Castaneda D-E-0146 Pete Doktor D-E-0106 
Emily Castro D-E-0272 Email Dolphinaria D-E-0353 
Sherry Chambers D-E-0303 Kaj Dorstenia D-E-0103 
Ednette Chandler D-E-0289 Noreen Dougherty D-E-0389 
Deanna Chang D-E-0283 Kristin Duin D-E-0293 
Sam Chung Hoon D-E-0204 Elaine Dunbar D-E-0407 
Christy Church D-E-0252 J T Dunlap D-E-0241 
Email ckeala D-E-0352 Amy Dunn D-E-0465 
Paul Clark D-E-0361 Frederika Ebel D-E-0130 
Miriam Clarke D-E-0428 Romi Elnagar D-E-0421 
DJ Colbert D-E-0438 Bryson Embernate D-E-0111 
Leslie Conder D-E-0217 Duane Erway D-E-0431 
Robert Conlan D-E-0145 Garid Faria D-E-0174 
Nola Conn D-E-0175 Estrella Ferrer D-E-0236 
Elizabeth Connors D-E-0042 Joel Fischer D-E-0050 
Don Cooke D-E-0288 Katy Fogg D-E-0318 
Tara Cornelisse D-E-0190 Erin Foley D-E-0394 
Kevin Correll D-E-0127 Erin Foley D-E-0395 
Robert V. Crifasi D-E-0424 Doug Fox D-E-0390 
John Cusick D-E-0063 Doug Fox D-E-0316 
Donna Cussac D-E-0187 Angela Franco D-E-0210 
Michael Dahlem D-E-0357 Neil Frazer D-E-0184 
Lisa Damon D-E-0323 Elizabeth Freeman D-E-0469 
Sarah Daniels D-E-0275 Karin Friedemann D-E-0432 
J. Scott Daniels D-E-0069 Kekama Galioto D-E-0158 
Jordan Davis D-E-0227 Joy Gardner D-E-0302 
Ralph Davis D-E-0099 Cathy Garger  D-E-0425 
Michelle DeFelice D-E-0321 Felicita Garrido D-E-0156 
Marj Dente D-E-0398 John Garvison D-E-0337 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
David and Carol Gerow D-E-0419 Arius Hopman D-E-0375 
Glenn Giles D-E-0418 Michael Howells D-E-0279 
Carrie Ginnane D-E-0208 Emilie Howlett D-E-0330 
Mary K Gionson D-E-0075 Lorraine Howlett D-E-0331 
Christopher Glenn D-E-0257 Ron Howlett D-E-0334 
Suzanne Chantal Godbout D-E-0336 Mark Hubbard D-E-0384 
William Golove D-E-0089 Ka'iulani Huff D-E-0420 
Sharon Goodwin D-E-0480 Everett Hullum D-E-0372 
Gregory I. Goodwin D-E-0458 Sara Hult D-E-0254 
Marsha Green, North American 
Representative, on behalf of 
The Hawaiian-Environmental 
Alliance 

D-E-0481 Forrest Hurst D-E-0135 

Jo Greenwald D-E-0242 Kathlen Ireland D-E-0093 
Aarin Gross D-E-0167 Rana Jackson D-E-0185 
Ravi Grover D-E-0326 Rana Jackson D-E-0358 
Edgar Guiher D-E-0260 Tom Jackson D-E-0332 
Margaret Guiler D-E-0355 Kirsten Jackson D-E-0435 
Ka`iana Haili D-E-0162 Bob Jacobson D-E-0360 
Monica Hall D-E-0351 Scott Jarvis D-E-0284 
Eric Hanson D-E-0062 Michael Jasny, Senior Policy 

Analyst on behalf of the Natural 
Resources Defense Council  

D-E-0463 

Linda Harmon D-E-0448 Jonathan Jay D-E-0416 
Marcia Harter D-E-0391 Alexander Jelinek D-E-0107 
Alison Hartle D-E-0181 Delaney Jeter D-E-0231 
Hilary Harts D-E-0220 Pearl Johnson D-E-0038 
Andrea Hauck D-E-0266 JoJo JoJo D-E-0339 
Vanda Hauserova D-E-0281 Michael Jones D-E-0324 
Sara Hayes D-E-0108 Kyle Kajihiro  D-E-0451 
Judith Heath  D-E-0422 Sandy Kamaka D-E-0327 
Selina Heaton D-E-0100 Kalai Kamauoha D-E-0144 
Claudia Herfurt D-E-0363 David Kane D-E-0356 
Sandy Herndon D-E-0383 Kanoe Kapu D-E-0193 
Hana Hill D-E-0114 Linda M. Karr D-E-0154 
Andrew Hina D-E-0133 Sonja and Andy Kass D-E-0163 
Martha Hodges D-E-0083 Email katrinaa D-E-0094 
Daniel Hoffman D-E-0430 Christine Kauahikau D-E-0116 
Russell Hoffman D-E-0415 Pualani Kauila D-E-0166 
Casey Holaday D-E-0406 Lehua Kaulukukui D-E-0247 
Fern Holland D-E-0194 Pono Kealoaha D-E-0472 
J.J. Holt Jr. D-E-0486 Keone Kealoha D-E-0453 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Pono Kealoha D-E-0178 Lynn Manheim D-E-0346 
Naia Kelly D-E-0248 Marya  Mann D-E-0417 
Colleen Kelly D-E-0149 Katie Marshall D-E-0258 
Suzanne Kim D-E-0277 Matt Mason D-E-0237 
Roy Kincaid D-E-0126 James Mason D-E-0221 
Rob Kinslow D-E-0344 Camellia May D-E-0426 
Zachary Klaja D-E-0179 Candy McCaslin D-E-0374 
Michael Kline D-E-0365 Bobby McClintock D-E-0256 
Louis Korn D-E-0399 Amber McClure D-E-0225 
Diana La Bedz D-E-0452 Katt McConiga D-E-0268 
Gordon La Bedz D-E-0444 Tabitha McCoy D-E-0232 
Matthew Laclair D-E-0230 Spencer McDonald D-E-0410 
Steve LaFleur D-E-0164 Michele McKay D-E-0246 
Joan Lander D-E-0297 Napuanani McKeague D-E-0433 
Joan Lander D-E-0471 Joe Meagher D-E-0228 
Holly Lazo D-E-0077 David Meanwell D-E-0123 
Barbara Leighton D-E-0199 Marianne Merki D-E-0315 
Gordana Leonard D-E-0461 Marilyn Mick D-E-0115 
Pilipo Souza Leota D-E-0092 Dick Miller D-E-0101 
Kathryn Letkey D-E-0139 Rebecca Miller D-E-0376 
David Letourneau D-E-0136 Jay Miller D-E-0216 
Jason Leverett D-E-0270 Bryan Milne D-E-0282 
Ellen Levinsky D-E-0325 Alison Moceri D-E-0188 
Joan Levy D-E-0368 Maya Moiseyev D-E-0070 
Sam Long D-E-0349 Email MomBurgess D-E-0446 
Barbara Long D-E-0200 Guenter  Monkowski D-E-0310 
Thomas Loudat D-E-0180 Mishelle Morales D-E-0269 
Aimee Love    D-E-0305 Gian Andrea Morresi D-E-0393 
Bryan Lovsness D-E-0322 Claire Mortimer D-E-0487 
Alapaki Luke D-E-0155 Claire Mortimer D-E-0215 
Jeannette Lyons D-E-0287 Roy Moss D-E-0211 
Denise Lytle D-E-0207 Paul Moss D-E-0128 
Stephen MacDonald D-E-0338 Lisa Muehlstein D-E-0295 
Phin MacDonald D-E-0265 Michael Myers D-E-0261 
Angela Macken D-E-0294 Kristie Nakasato D-E-0341 
Vic Maietta D-E-0218 David Nelson D-E-0251 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Nadine Newlight D-E-0079 Pat Porter D-E-0080 
Dafydd Nicholas D-E-0121 Ken Posney D-E-0408 
Dafydd Nicholas D-E-0118 Eve Powers D-E-0381 
Jason S. Nichols D-E-0427 Nina Puhipau D-E-0159 
James M. Nordlund D-E-0213 Anjali Puri D-E-0165 
Kaleopono Norris D-E-0110 Wendy Raebeck D-E-0378 
Akahi Nui D-E-0482 Kim L. Ramos D-E-0196 
Email ocean5 D-E-0307 Janet Rapoport D-E-0455 
Caitlin Odom D-E-0392 Susan Rasmussen D-E-0240 
Nancy O'Harrow D-E-0068 Rayne Regush D-E-0484 
Catherine Okimoto D-E-0301 Jacqueline Remington D-E-0105 
Maren Orion D-E-0447 Anna Reycraft D-E-0280 
Jamie Oshiro D-E-0262 Sarah Rickerby D-E-0300 
L. Osterer D-E-0379 Odette Rickert D-E-0109 
Lea Padilla D-E-0212 Erin Rietow D-E-0354 
Pumehana Paisner D-E-0160 Cathy Robinson D-E-0264 
Janice Palma-Glennie D-E-0249 Bina Robinson D-E-0157 
Kealii Pang D-E-0172 Email rocokona D-E-0308 
Graham Parkes D-E-0095 Joseph Rodrigues D-E-0143 
Alika Parks  D-E-0445 Puanani Rogers D-E-0347 
Linda Pascatore D-E-0382 Elyse Rollins D-E-0238 
Julie Penny D-E-0440 Cynthia Romero D-E-0229 
Chris Perritt D-E-0088 Angela Rosa D-E-0273 
William D. Perry D-E-0371 Katy Rose D-E-0405 
Kelsey Peterson D-E-0271 Cheryl Rosenfeld D-E-0074 
Cara Petty D-E-0201 Ruby Roth D-E-0319 
Douglas Phillips D-E-0119 Shannon Rudolph D-E-0104 
Sandra Phillips D-E-0214 Shannon Rudolph D-E-0423 
Matthew Pintar D-E-0141 Randyl Rupar D-E-0043 
Bruce Pleas D-E-0470 A. Russell D-E-0153 
Marilyn & Ed Pollock D-E-0386 Janice Saaristo D-E-0255 
Kylie Polzin D-E-0066 Jeff Sacher D-E-0140 
Uhane Pono D-E-0171 Barbara Saiki D-E-0462 
Email ponoau  D-E-0348 Pake Salmon D-E-0176 
Tina Pope D-E-0292 Noyita Saravia D-E-0206 
Patricia S Port D-E-0437 Shelby Sargent D-E-0234 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Essence Satterfield D-E-0329 Catherine Taylor D-E-0239 
Tom Scallon D-E-0335 Cynthia Taylor D-E-0328 
Ed Schlegel D-E-0142 Gabriela Taylor D-E-0385 
Jon Schmitz D-E-0117 Kalinke ten Hulzen D-E-0150 
Greg Schneider D-E-0203 Lee Tepley D-E-0397 
Helen Anne Schonwalter D-E-0082 Addie Texeira D-E-0168 
Susan Scott D-E-0401 Sarah Thornton D-E-0173 
Zena Seeley D-E-0350 Marilynn Tolmachoff D-E-0313 
John P. Shannon D-E-0443 Robin Tomer D-E-0235 
Sarah Sharp D-E-0147 Lynne Torres D-E-0309 
Kelly Silberstein D-E-0090 Marti Townsend D-E-0233 
Jade Silver D-E-0333 LiLi Townsend D-E-0317 
Philip Simon D-E-0085 Healani Trembath D-E-0414 
Amanda Sims D-E-0124 Ron Tuason D-E-0388 
Harriet Smith D-E-0467 Antoinette Tenhunen 

Tukholmankatu 
D-E-0340 

Harriet Smith  D-E-0476 Masako Uematsu D-E-0205 
Colleen Soares D-E-0152 Kelley Uyeoka D-E-0223 
Francisca Sopacua D-E-0182 Dona Van Bloemen D-E-0186 
Maureen O'Dea Spencer D-E-0122 Stela Vasques D-E-0250 
Hugh Y. Starr D-E-0474 Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0459 
Kourtney Startin D-E-0259 Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0456 
Sandi Sterker D-E-0377 Katie Velasquez D-E-0189 
Donald Stevens D-E-0072 Briana Wagner D-E-0131 
Carmen Stevens D-E-0120 Robert Wagner D-E-0086 
Samantha Stewart D-E-0278 Felicia Ann Waialae D-E-0197 
Email stfpare D-E-0087 Virginia Walden D-E-0102 
Dawn Stobart D-E-0298 Judy Walker D-E-0460 
Kevin Stockhausen D-E-0285 Maria Walker D-E-0478 
Kahea Stocksdale D-E-0209 Judy Walker D-E-0466 
Michal Stover D-E-0299 Judy Walker D-E-0473 
Michal Stover D-E-0366 Loreen Walker & family D-E-0409 
Petra Sundheim D-E-0359 Sheila Ward D-E-0161 
Jerry Taber D-E-0291 Aaron Warren D-E-0276 
Robert Tanner D-E-0267 Ilana Waxman D-E-0073 
Randy Tashjian D-E-0177 Denise Weber D-E-0263 
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Table 13.4.2-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Ingrid Wedel D-E-0370 Juan Wilson D-E-0060 
Lorena Werner D-E-0345 Marty Wilson D-E-0138 
Momi Wheeler D-E-0071 Angeline Winsor D-E-0296 
Ron Whitmore D-E-0198 Emil Wolfgramm D-E-0479 
Den Mark Wichar D-E-0078 Dawn Wooten D-E-0112 
Email Wild Dolphin 
Foundation 

D-E-0226 Bill Young D-E-0373 

Donald H. Wilson D-E-0387   
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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D-E-0196

D-E-0204

D-E-0203

D-E-0202

D-E-0201

D-E-0205

D-E-0195 D-E-0206

13-226



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 13.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0233

D-E-0232

D-E-0231

D-E-0230

D-E-0229

D-E-0237
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D-E-0255

3

D-E-0259

D-E-0258
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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D-E-0351
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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1

5

D-E-0356
(cont.)
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2
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(cont.)
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Exhibit 13.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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D-E-0361 D-E-0362
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1
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1

1
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13-261
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1

D-E-0368 D-E-0368
(cont.)
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1
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Exhibit 13.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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1

D-E-0371 D-E-0372

13-264
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D-E-0373 D-E-0374

13-265
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1
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D-E-0375 D-E-0375
(cont.)

13-266
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1

D-E-0376 D-E-0377

13-267
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1

1

2

D-E-0377
(cont.)

D-E-0378

13-268
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2
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4

D-E-0378
(cont.)

D-E-0379

13-269
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1

D-E-0380 D-E-0381

13-270
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1

2
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D-E-0382 D-E-0383

13-271
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4
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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(cont.)
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13-276



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 13.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

1

3
1

2

D-E-0390 D-E-0390
(cont.)
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(cont.)
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        Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS 

Joel  Fischer --University of 
Hawai'i

D-E-0050-1 Cumulative Impacts Detailed analysis for the permanent stationing of the 2/25th Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS but can be 
found at the following website:  http://www.sbct-seis.org/.  However, 
cumulative impacts from Army activity are considered in Chapter 5.0 of 
this EIS/OEIS.

David H  Dinner D-E-0055-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Ru Carley D-E-0057-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 There are no known strandings or marine mammal deaths as a result of 
sonar use in the Hawaiian Islands, but there are uncertainties.  While 
there have been incidents occurring in other locations, the context of 
those incidents and marine mammals in Hawaii are different.  Section 
4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  
MFA sonar use analyzed in the EIS/OEIS is not new and has occurred 
in the HRC using the same basic sonar equipment and output for over 
30 years.  Given this history and the scientific evidence, the Navy 
believes that risk to marine mammals from sonar training is low.  NMFS 
can authorize mortality as long as negligible impact is found.

Randyl  Rupar D-E-0043-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2, 4.8 The EIS/OEIS provides an analysis of the potential impacts on the 
Monument in Section 4.2. The EIS/OEIS notes that Presidential 
Proclamation 8031, which established the Monument, made the 
prohibitions required in the Proclamation, such as the prohibition on 
entry into the Monument, inapplicable to activities and exercises of the 
Armed Forces.  The EIS/OEIS also acknowledges that it is the Navy's 
obligation to ensure that all "activities and exercises of the Armed 
Forces shall be carried out in a manner that avoids, to the extent 
practicable and consistent with operational requirements, adverse 
impacts on monument resources and qualities."

Pearl  Johnson D-E-0038-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 The use of sonar as presented in the EIS/OEIS does not violate the 
MMPA.  Takes may be authorized as long as negligible impact occurs.  
Sonar does not violate NEPA, as this is a process statute.

Elizabeth  Connors D-E-0042-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Juan  Wilson D-E-0060-2 Cumulative Impacts 5.3.11 Guidance regarding depleted uranium provided to users of Pohakuloa 
Training Area will be followed. 

'Your comments regarding the use of the Superferry for military 
activities are noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.  Given 
the location of the ferry water lanes, it is not anticipated that the 
increased vessel traffic from this commuting ferry will contribute to the 
cumulative effects when assessed in combination with the actions 
proposed in this EIS/OEIS.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Eric Hanson D-E-0062-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7, 12 Based on this EIS/OEIS, Navy’s  Coastal Consistency Determination 
reviewed the activities proposed internal or external to the Humpback 
Whale National Marine Sanctuary, and find them to be within the range 
of activities previously reviewed and allowed by the Sanctuary as 
indicated in 15 CFR Part 922, Subpart Q.  None of the activities have 
been modified such that they would be likely to destroy, cause the loss 
of, or injure any Sanctuary resource in a manner significantly greater 
than what had been previously reviewed by NOAA at the time of the 
Sanctuary's creation. Under the Sanctuary regulations, military activities 
are allowed within the sanctuary and not subject to vessel/aircraft 
approach distances, discharge of materials prohibitions within the 
sanctuary and consultation requirements if they are “classes of military 
activities, internal and external to the Sanctuary, conducted prior to 
1997” (provided in Exhibit C-1 of the EIS/OEIS).  Proposed military 
activity after 1997 is also allowable but subject to prohibited activities 
such as vessel/aircraft approach to humpback whales and discharge of 
materials. 

Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS reviewed the NWHI Marine 
Monument.  Navy notes that Presidential Proclamation 8031 (71 FR 
36443, June 26, 2006), which established the Monument under the 
authority of the Antiquities Act (16 U.S.C. 431), made the prohibitions 
required in the Proclamation, such as the prohibition on entry into the 
Monument, inapplicable to activities and exercises of the Armed Forces.   
Navy acknowledges, as stated in the Proclamation, that it is their 
obligation to ensure that all "activities and exercises of the Armed 
Forces shall be carried out in a manner that avoids, to the extent 
practicable and consistent with operational requirements, adverse 
impacts on monument resources and qualities." 

Consideration has also been given to Executive Order 13089 of June 
11, 1998, "Coral Reef Protection," and consistent with the policies 
stated in that Order, to the extent permitted by law, the Navy will ensure 
that the Proposed Actions will not degrade the conditions of U.S. coral 
reef ecosystems.

Juan  Wilson D-E-0060-3 Program 4.1.1.3 and 4.1.5.3 Projected RDT&E laser programs do not include the use of hydrogen 
fluoride, and therefore the use of hydrogen fluoride is not part of the 
Proposed Action. Construction of the Directed Energy Test Center, 
which may include a high-energy laser program, would require separate 
and additional environmental documentation initiated from the program 
office for Directed Energy.  Analysis is included in this  EIS/OEIS as 
Alternatives 2 or 3 and includes the development of the necessary 
standard operating procedures and range safety requirements 
necessary to provide safe operations associated with directed energy R 
& D. Directed energy is discussed in Section 2.2.4.4 and the impacts 
are analyzed in airspace and health and safety sections (see Sections 
4.1.1.3 and 4.1.5.3).

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0062-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H EIS cultural resources analysts comprehensively research affected 
areas by reviewing reports, histories, maps and databases that describe 
the types of resources known and expected within the area affected by 
the proposed activities.  Sections of the EIS/OEIS are prepared based 
on this information, which covers prehistoric, historic, traditional and 
modern usage of the lands and underwater areas.





Documents for the protection of cultural resources at affected locations 
(which includes mitigation measures such as monitoring during 
construction) have been developed through consultation with various 
local agencies and native Hawaiian groups. These include Integrated 
Cultural Resources Management Plans (ICRMPs), Memoranda of 
Agreement (MOAs), and Programmatic Agreements (PAs), which 
specify mitigation measures and contingencies for unexpected 
discoveries of cultural materials.  In addition, there is close coordination 
between construction personnel and installation cultural resources 
managers to ensure site protection; additional consultation with 
agencies and native Hawaiian groups is conducted as situations arise.

D-E-0062-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 The use of hazardous materials is inherent in most military training 
activities and cannot be avoided.  However, analysis within this 
EIS/OEIS indicates that there will no significant effects on the 
environment from hazardous materials usage. Discussions of 
hazardous materials and waste can be found throughout Chapters 3.0 
and 4.0 and in Section 5.3.6.

Eric Hanson D-E-0062-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  
MFA sonar use analyzed in the EIS/OEIS is not new and has occurred 
in the HRC using the same basic sonar equipment and output for over 
30 years.  Given this history and the scientific evidence, the Navy 
believes that risk to marine mammals from sonar training is low.  Over 
the past 30 years, the numbers of marine mammals around Hawaii 
appear to be increasing and there are no indications that sonar has 
affected marine mammals.  As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, the 
Navy believes that evidence not considered previously involving the 
Hanalei "stranding" of July 2004 indicates that the full moon could have 
been a contributing factor in terms of bringing the animals closer to the 
shore.  A few strandings of beaked whales have occurred elsewhere 
(locations far from Hawaii) that seem to be related to MFA sonar in 
combination with specific ocean conditions.  Strandings of beaked 
whales associated with sonar have not happened in Hawaii to anyone's 
knowledge.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0065-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0065-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Jonathan Boyne D-E-0065-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0064-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kylie Polzin D-E-0066-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0065-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0065-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0063-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0063-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

John Cusick D-E-0063-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0064-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Eric Hanson D-E-0062-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 The training events that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  As noted in Sections 1.1 through 1.3, the requirement to have 
a trained and prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter.  The 
Navy’s mission is to maintain, train, and equip combat-ready naval 
forces capable of winning wars, deterring aggression and maintaining 
freedom of the seas.  This mission is mandated by Federal law.  Title 
10, Section 5062 of the U.S. Code requires the Navy to be organized, 
trained, and equipped for prompt and sustained combat incident to 
operations at sea.  The Navy is responsible for the preparation of forces 
necessary for the effective prosecution of war.   Training is a vital 
component of the Navy’s mission obligation.

D-E-0064-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0064-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Email alohajai D-E-0064-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0063-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0063-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0069-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Maya Moiseyev D-E-0070-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0070-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0069-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

J. Scott Daniels D-E-0069-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0069-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0069-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0070-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0070-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0066-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Janice Brencik D-E-0067-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0067-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0066-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0068-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kylie Polzin D-E-0066-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0066-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0068-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0068-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0068-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Nancy O'Harrow D-E-0068-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0067-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0067-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0067-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0074-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0074-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0074-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Cheryl Rosenfeld D-E-0074-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0073-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0073-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0074-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Mary K Gionson D-E-0075-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0075-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0071-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0071-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0071-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0071-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0073-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Maya Moiseyev D-E-0070-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Momi Wheeler D-E-0071-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0072-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Ilana Waxman D-E-0073-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0073-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0072-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Donald Stevens D-E-0072-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0072-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0072-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0078-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Nadine Newlight D-E-0079-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0079-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0078-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0078-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0078-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0079-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0079-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0079-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jim Albertini D-E-0076-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0076-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0076-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0075-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Den Mark Wichar D-E-0078-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Mary K Gionson D-E-0075-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0075-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0077-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0077-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0077-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0077-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0076-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0076-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Holly Lazo D-E-0077-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0083-2 Alternatives 5 The Navy has made every effort to provide objective, sound 
environmental analysis based on the best available scientific data.  
Detailed analysis for the permanent stationing of the 2/25th Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS but can be 
found at the following website:  http://www.sbct-seis.org/.  However, 
cumulative impacts from Army activity are considered in Chapter 5.0 of 
this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0082-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Martha Hodges D-E-0083-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2, 4.8 See response to comment D-E-0043-1.

D-E-0080-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0080-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Dick Artley D-E-0081-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0080-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0082-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Pat Porter D-E-0080-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0080-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Helen Anne Schonwalter D-E-0082-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0082-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0082-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0081-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0081-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0081-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0081-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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Robert Wagner D-E-0086-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 New low-frequency active (LFA) sonar language has been added to the 
EIS/OEIS, Section 4.1.2.4.2 and 5.0 to avoid further confusion.  
Comparisons between humans and marine mammals with regard to 
hearing are not valid.  Furthermore, the reference to “a limit of 145 dB 
for human divers,” does not appear in the HRC EIS/OEIS and may stem 
from materials presented in reference to use of LFA sonar, which is not 
part of the Proposed Action in this EIS/OEIS.     





As stated in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-
frequency active (MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical 
Research Laboratory and the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to 
determine permissible limits of exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this 
research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for over 1 hour at a 
distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this 
distance, the sound pressure level will be approximately 190 dB.  At 
2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same unprotected diver could 
operate for over 3 hours.

D-E-0085-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0083-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The cleanup of existing remediation 
sites is not discussed in this EIS/OEIS because the proposed activities 
are unrelated to ongoing or planned remediation of historical 
contamination.

Martha Hodges D-E-0083-3 Alternatives 2.2.1.3 As stated in Section 2.2.1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, the use of computer 
simulation was considered as an alternative.  Under this alternative 
considered, naval training would be completed through the use of 
simulation in place of actual exercises.  Computer simulators and other 
types of simulation training tools are already used extensively in the 
Navy’s training programs.  While computer simulation is essential in 
training, it cannot substitute the high-stress environment that is 
encountered during actual non-training situations.  This alternative was 
deemed inadequate since it would fail to meet the purpose and need of 
the Proposed Action of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0085-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0085-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0085-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Philip Simon D-E-0085-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0089-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kelly Silberstein D-E-0090-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0090-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0089-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0089-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0090-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0090-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0087-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0087-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0087-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0089-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Robert Wagner D-E-0086-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 3.7, 
4.2, 4.7

See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary) - The training 
exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not recreational but 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  As noted in 
Sections 1.1 -1.3, the requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval 
force is not a discretionary matter.

Email stfpare D-E-0087-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0087-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0088-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0088-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

William Golove D-E-0089-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Chris Perritt D-E-0088-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0088-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0088-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0094-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0094-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0094-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Email katrinaa D-E-0094-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0093-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0093-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0094-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Graham Parkes D-E-0095-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0095-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0091-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0091-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0091-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0091-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0093-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Kelly Silberstein D-E-0090-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Harvey Arkin D-E-0091-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0092-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kathlen Ireland D-E-0093-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0093-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0092-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Pilipo Souza Leota D-E-0092-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0092-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0092-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0098-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Ralph Davis D-E-0099-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0099-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0098-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0098-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0098-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0099-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0099-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0099-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Elisha Belmont D-E-0096-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0096-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0096-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0095-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bobbie Alicen D-E-0098-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Graham Parkes D-E-0095-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0095-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0097-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0097-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0097-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0097-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0096-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0096-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Joseph Bateman D-E-0097-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-422



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0103-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0103-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0103-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0103-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0102-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kaj Dorstenia D-E-0103-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Shannon Rudolph D-E-0104-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0104-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0100-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0100-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Dick Miller D-E-0101-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0100-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0102-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Selina Heaton D-E-0100-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0100-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Virginia Walden D-E-0102-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0102-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0102-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0101-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0101-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0101-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0101-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0107-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sara Hayes D-E-0108-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0108-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0107-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0107-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0107-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0108-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0108-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0108-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jacqueline Remington D-E-0105-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0105-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0105-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0104-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Alexander Jelinek D-E-0107-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Shannon Rudolph D-E-0104-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0104-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0106-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0106-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0106-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0106-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0105-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0105-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Pete Doktor D-E-0106-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0112-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0112-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0112-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0112-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0111-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Dawn Wooten D-E-0112-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Kathy-Lyn Allen D-E-0113-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0113-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0109-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0109-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kaleopono Norris D-E-0110-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0109-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0111-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Odette Rickert D-E-0109-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0109-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Bryson Embernate D-E-0111-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0111-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0111-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0110-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0110-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0110-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0110-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0116-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jon Schmitz D-E-0117-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0117-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0116-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0116-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0116-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0117-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0117-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0117-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Hana Hill D-E-0114-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0114-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0114-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0113-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Christine Kauahikau D-E-0116-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Kathy-Lyn Allen D-E-0113-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0113-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0115-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0115-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0115-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0115-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0114-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0114-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Marilyn Mick D-E-0115-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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D-E-0121-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0121-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0121-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0121-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0120-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Dafydd Nicholas D-E-0121-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Maureen O'Dea Spencer D-E-0122-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0122-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0118-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0118-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Douglas Phillips D-E-0119-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0118-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0120-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Dafydd Nicholas D-E-0118-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0118-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Carmen Stevens D-E-0120-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0120-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0120-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0119-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0119-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0119-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0119-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0125-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0125-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0125-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0124-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Fred Dodge D-E-0125-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0125-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Roy Kincaid D-E-0126-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0126-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0122-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0122-7 Socioeconomics The Navy takes its environmental stewardship role seriously, complies 
with all applicable environmental laws, and has established procedures 
to ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.   Your 
comment regarding competitive commercial fishing is noted, but is 
beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

David Meanwell D-E-0123-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0124-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Maureen O'Dea Spencer D-E-0122-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0122-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0123-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Amanda Sims D-E-0124-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0124-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0124-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0123-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0123-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0123-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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D-E-0129-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Frederika Ebel D-E-0130-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0130-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0129-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0129-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0129-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0130-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0130-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0130-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kevin Correll D-E-0127-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0127-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0127-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0126-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jacquelyn Baetz D-E-0129-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Roy Kincaid D-E-0126-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0126-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0128-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0128-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0128-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0128-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0127-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0127-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Paul Moss D-E-0128-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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D-E-0135-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0135-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0135-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0135-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0134-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Forrest Hurst D-E-0135-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

David Letourneau D-E-0136-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0136-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0131-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0131-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Andrew Hina D-E-0133-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0131-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0134-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Briana Wagner D-E-0131-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0131-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Lee Bowden D-E-0134-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0134-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0134-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0133-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0133-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0133-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0133-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0139-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jeff Sacher D-E-0140-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0140-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0139-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0139-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0139-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0140-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0140-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0140-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Nadine Apo D-E-0137-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0137-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0137-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0136-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kathryn Letkey D-E-0139-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

David Letourneau D-E-0136-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0136-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0138-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0138-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0138-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0138-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0137-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0137-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Marty Wilson D-E-0138-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0144-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0144-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0144-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0144-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0143-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kalai Kamauoha D-E-0144-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Robert Conlan D-E-0145-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0145-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0141-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0141-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Ed Schlegel D-E-0142-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0141-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0143-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Matthew Pintar D-E-0141-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0141-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Joseph Rodrigues D-E-0143-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0143-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0143-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0142-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0142-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0142-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0142-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-432



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0148-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Colleen Kelly D-E-0149-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0149-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0148-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0148-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0148-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0149-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0149-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0149-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Melissa Castaneda D-E-0146-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0146-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0146-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0145-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Royelen Lee Boykie D-E-0148-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Robert Conlan D-E-0145-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0145-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0147-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0147-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0147-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0147-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0146-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0146-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sarah Sharp D-E-0147-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0153-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0153-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0153-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0153-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0152-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

A. Russell D-E-0153-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Linda M. Karr D-E-0154-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0154-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0150-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0150-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Moana Bjur D-E-0151-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0150-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0152-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Kalinke ten Hulzen D-E-0150-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0150-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Colleen Soares D-E-0152-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0152-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0152-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0151-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0151-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0151-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0151-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0157-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kekama Galioto D-E-0158-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0158-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0157-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0157-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0157-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0158-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0158-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0158-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Alapaki Luke D-E-0155-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0155-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0155-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0154-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bina Robinson D-E-0157-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Linda M. Karr D-E-0154-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0154-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0156-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0156-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0156-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0156-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0155-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0155-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Felicita Garrido D-E-0156-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0162-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0162-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0162-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0162-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0161-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Ka`iana Haili D-E-0162-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Sonja and Andy Kass D-E-0163-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0163-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0159-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0159-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Pumehana Paisner D-E-0160-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0159-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0161-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Nina Puhipau D-E-0159-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0159-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Sheila Ward D-E-0161-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0161-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0161-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0160-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0160-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0160-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0160-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0166-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Aarin Gross D-E-0167-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0167-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0166-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0166-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0166-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0167-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0167-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0167-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Steve LaFleur D-E-0164-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0164-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0164-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0163-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Pualani Kauila D-E-0166-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Sonja and Andy Kass D-E-0163-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0163-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0165-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0165-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0165-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0165-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0164-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0164-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Anjali Puri D-E-0165-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0171-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0171-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0171-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0171-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0170-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Uhane Pono D-E-0171-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Kealii Pang D-E-0172-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0172-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0168-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0168-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Caren Diamond D-E-0169-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0168-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0170-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Addie Texeira D-E-0168-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0168-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Patricia Blair D-E-0170-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0170-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0170-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0169-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0169-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0169-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0169-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0175-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Pake Salmon D-E-0176-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1

D-E-0176-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0175-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0175-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0175-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0176-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0176-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0176-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sarah Thornton D-E-0173-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0173-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0173-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0172-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Nola Conn D-E-0175-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Kealii Pang D-E-0172-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0172-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0174-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0174-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0174-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0174-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0173-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0173-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Garid Faria D-E-0174-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0180-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0180-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0180-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0180-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0179-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Thomas Loudat D-E-0180-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Alison Hartle D-E-0181-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0181-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0177-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0177-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Pono Kealoha D-E-0178-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0177-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0179-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Randy Tashjian D-E-0177-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0177-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Zachary Klaja D-E-0179-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0179-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0179-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0178-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0178-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0178-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0178-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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Francisca Sopacua D-E-0182-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0182-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0182-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0181-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0184-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Alison Hartle D-E-0181-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0181-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Neil Frazer D-E-0184-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0184-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0184-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0183-2 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  As discussed in Sections 1.1 through 1.3, the requirement to 
have a trained and prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter.

D-E-0182-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0182-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Beryl Blaich D-E-0183-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2 Navy understands and respects the value and importance of the 
Papahanaumokuakea National Marine Monument (the Monument) to 
many people.  Navy also recognizes that the primary management 
philosophy for the Monument is protection and preservation and they 
share that philosophy.  The Navy takes precautions when possible to 
minimize harm to the Monument.  

There are protections in place to minimize the possibility of any adverse 
impacts on the Monument. Many of these protections have been in 
place since the late 1990s, long before the Monument was designated.  
Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS address the Monument.  Navy will 
do their best, as the President’s Proclamation requires, minimizing and 
avoiding adverse impacts, keeping in mind that their  primary mission is 
defense of the nation.  Navy will continue to confer with the three 
Monument partners (NMFS, Fish & Wildlife, and the State of Hawaii) 
and seek their opinions and expertise.
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Alison Moceri D-E-0188-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0188-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0188-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0187-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0187-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0187-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0188-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0188-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Katie Velasquez D-E-0189-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0189-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0185-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0185-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0185-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0187-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Neil Frazer D-E-0184-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Rana Jackson D-E-0185-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0185-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0186-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0186-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Donna Cussac D-E-0187-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Dona Van Bloemen D-E-0186-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0186-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0186-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0192-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kanoe Kapu D-E-0193-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0193-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0192-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0192-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0192-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0193-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0193-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0193-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Tara Cornelisse D-E-0190-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0190-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0190-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0189-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Makana Cameron D-E-0192-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Katie Velasquez D-E-0189-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0189-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0191-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0191-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0191-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0191-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0190-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0190-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bill Akiona D-E-0191-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0197-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0197-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0197-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0197-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0196-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Felicia Ann Waialae D-E-0197-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Ron Whitmore D-E-0198-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0198-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0194-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0194-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Stephen Dinion D-E-0195-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0194-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0196-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Fern Holland D-E-0194-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0194-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Kim L. Ramos D-E-0196-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0196-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0196-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0195-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0195-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0195-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0195-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0201-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

Pi'ilani Akina D-E-0202-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0202-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0201-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0201-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0201-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0202-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0202-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0202-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

Barbara Leighton D-E-0199-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0199-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0199-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0198-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Cara Petty D-E-0201-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Ron Whitmore D-E-0198-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0198-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0200-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0200-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0200-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

D-E-0200-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0199-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0199-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Barbara Long D-E-0200-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0206-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0206-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0206-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

D-E-0206-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0205-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

Noyita Saravia D-E-0206-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Denise Lytle D-E-0207-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0207-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0203-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0203-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

Sam Chung Hoon D-E-0204-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0203-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0205-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Greg Schneider D-E-0203-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0203-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Masako Uematsu D-E-0205-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0205-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0205-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0204-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

D-E-0204-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0204-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0204-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-446



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0210-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Roy Moss D-E-0211-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0211-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0210-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0210-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0210-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0211-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0211-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0211-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Carrie Ginnane D-E-0208-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0208-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0208-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0207-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5

Angela Franco D-E-0210-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Denise Lytle D-E-0207-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0207-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0209-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0209-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0209-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0209-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0208-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0208-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kahea Stocksdale D-E-0209-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0215-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0215-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0215-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0215-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0214-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Claire Mortimer D-E-0215-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Jay Miller D-E-0216-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0216-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0212-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0212-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

James M. Nordlund D-E-0213-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0212-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0214-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Lea Padilla D-E-0212-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7.4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0212-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Sandra Phillips --15751 S 
Eaden Rd

D-E-0214-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0214-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0214-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0213-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0213-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0213-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0213-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0219-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Hilary Harts D-E-0220-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0220-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0219-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0219-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0219-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0220-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0220-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0220-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Leslie Conder D-E-0217-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0217-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0217-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0216-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Debbie Burack D-E-0219-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Jay Miller D-E-0216-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0216-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0218-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0218-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0218-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0218-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0217-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0217-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Vic Maietta D-E-0218-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0224-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0224-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0224-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0224-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0223-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Ruth Callahan D-E-0224-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Amber McClure D-E-0225-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0225-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0221-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0221-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Tim Brause D-E-0222-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0221-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0223-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

James Mason D-E-0221-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0221-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Kelley Uyeoka D-E-0223-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0223-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0223-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0222-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0222-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0222-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0222-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0228-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0228-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0228-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Joe Meagher D-E-0228-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0228-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Cynthia Romero D-E-0229-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0225-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Email Wild Dolphin 
Foundation --Wild Dolphin 
Foundation

D-E-0226-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0226-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0227-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Amber McClure D-E-0225-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0225-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0226-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0227-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0227-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0227-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0226-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0226-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jordan Davis D-E-0227-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0232-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0232-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Marti Townsend D-E-0233-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0232-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Tabitha McCoy D-E-0232-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0232-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0233-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0233-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0233-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0229-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Matthew Laclair D-E-0230-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0230-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0229-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0231-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Cynthia Romero D-E-0229-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0229-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0231-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0231-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0231-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Delaney Jeter D-E-0231-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0230-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0230-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0230-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.
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D-E-0237-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0237-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0237-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Matt Mason D-E-0237-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0236-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0236-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0237-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Elyse Rollins D-E-0238-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0238-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0234-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0234-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0234-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0234-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0236-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Marti Townsend D-E-0233-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Shelby Sargent D-E-0234-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0235-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Estrella Ferrer D-E-0236-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0236-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0235-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Robin Tomer D-E-0235-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0235-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0235-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0241-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jo Greenwald D-E-0242-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0242-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0241-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0241-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0241-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0242-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0242-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0242-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Catherine Taylor D-E-0239-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0239-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0239-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0238-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

J T Dunlap D-E-0241-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Elyse Rollins D-E-0238-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0238-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0240-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0240-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0240-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0240-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0239-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0239-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Susan Rasmussen D-E-0240-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-454



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0246-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0246-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0246-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0246-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0245-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Michele McKay D-E-0246-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Lehua Kaulukukui D-E-0247-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0247-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0243-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0243-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

David Bishaw D-E-0244-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0243-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0245-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Melinda Ahn D-E-0243-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0243-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Donna Blackwell D-E-0245-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0245-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0245-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0244-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0244-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0244-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0244-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0250-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0250-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Stela Vasques D-E-0250-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0249-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0250-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0250-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0247-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Naia Kelly D-E-0248-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0247-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0249-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Lehua Kaulukukui D-E-0247-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0249-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0249-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Janice Palma-Glennie D-E-0249-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0248-2 Socioeconomics 3.3.1.1.3, 4.3.1.1.3 Disruptions to day-to-day activities of the public and Hawaiian visitors 
are minimal, and temporary clearance procedures via Notices to Airmen 
(NOTAMs) and Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) have been employed 
periodically over time without significant socioeconomic impacts on 
tourist-related activities. NOTAMs and NOTMARs provide information to 
pilots, ship operators, commercial fisherman, recreational boaters, and 
other area users that the military will be operating in a specific area, 
allowing them to plan their activities accordingly (see Section 4.1.5.1.1, 
and Chapter 8.0).  NOTAMs and NOTMARs are available through 
subscription services, email notifications, or via Internet postings.  In 
order to stay current individuals should subscribe to the local notices or 
check the online version frequently to see what notices have been 
posted.  Additional information can be found at 
http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/publications/notices/ and 
http://www.navcen.uscg.gov/lnm/

D-E-0248-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.
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D-E-0254-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0254-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0254-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0254-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0253-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sara Hult D-E-0254-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Janice Saaristo D-E-0255-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0255-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0251-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0251-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Christy Church D-E-0252-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0251-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0253-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

David Nelson D-E-0251-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0251-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Ursula Brackett D-E-0253-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0253-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0253-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0252-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0252-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0252-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0252-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0258-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kourtney Startin D-E-0259-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0259-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0258-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0258-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0258-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0259-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0259-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0259-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bobby McClintock D-E-0256-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0256-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0256-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0255-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Katie Marshall D-E-0258-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Janice Saaristo D-E-0255-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0255-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0257-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0257-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0257-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0257-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0256-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0256-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Christopher Glenn D-E-0257-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0263-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0263-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0263-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0263-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0262-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Denise Weber D-E-0263-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Cathy Robinson D-E-0264-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0264-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0260-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0260-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Michael Myers D-E-0261-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0260-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0262-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Edgar Guiher D-E-0260-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0260-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Jamie Oshiro D-E-0262-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0262-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0262-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0261-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0261-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0261-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0261-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0267-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0267-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0267-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Robert Tanner D-E-0267-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0267-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Phin MacDonald D-E-0265-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0265-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0265-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0264-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0266-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Cathy Robinson D-E-0264-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0264-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0266-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0266-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0266-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Andrea Hauck D-E-0266-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0265-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0265-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0265-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 3.6.2.1.4, 
4.1.7.1.1, 4.4.2.1.1

Additional information about the levels of depleted uranium (DU) at 
Pohakuloa Training Area and Makua and any potential effects on 
personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 
4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.  HRC EIS/OEIS proposed 
activities include the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which 
may contain DU. The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to 
sea and is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and 
Environmental Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU 
in the EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.
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D-E-0271-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0271-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0271-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0271-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0270-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kelsey Peterson D-E-0271-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Emily Castro D-E-0272-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0272-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0268-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0268-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Mishelle Morales D-E-0269-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0268-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0270-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Katt McConiga D-E-0268-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0268-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Jason Leverett D-E-0270-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0270-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0270-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0269-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0269-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0269-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0269-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0275-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Aaron Warren D-E-0276-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0276-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0275-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0275-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0275-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0276-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0276-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0276-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Angela Rosa D-E-0273-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0273-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0273-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0272-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sarah Daniels D-E-0275-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Emily Castro D-E-0272-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0272-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0274-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0274-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0274-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0274-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0273-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0273-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Chessa Au D-E-0274-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0280-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0280-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0280-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0280-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0279-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Anna Reycraft D-E-0280-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Vanda Hauserova D-E-0281-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0281-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0277-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0277-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Samantha Stewart D-E-0278-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0277-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0279-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Suzanne Kim D-E-0277-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0277-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Michael Howells D-E-0279-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0279-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0279-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0278-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0278-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0278-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0278-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0284-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kevin Stockhausen D-E-0285-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0285-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0284-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0284-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0284-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0285-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0285-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0285-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bryan Milne D-E-0282-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0282-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0282-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0281-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Scott Jarvis D-E-0284-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Vanda Hauserova D-E-0281-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0281-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0283-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0283-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0283-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0283-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0282-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0282-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Deanna Chang D-E-0283-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0289-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Rhonda Black D-E-0290-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0290-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0289-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0289-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0289-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0286-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0286-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jeannette Lyons D-E-0287-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

D-E-0286-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Ednette Chandler D-E-0289-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Lisa Diaz D-E-0286-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0286-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0288-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0288-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0288-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0288-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0287-2 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 See response to comment D-W-0091-10.

D-E-0287-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 3.7, 
4.2, 4.7

See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary) - The training 
exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not recreational but 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines. As noted in 
Section 1.1-1.3, the requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval 
force is not a discretionary matter.

Don Cooke D-E-0288-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0293-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Angela Macken D-E-0294-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0294-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0293-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0293-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0293-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0294-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0294-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0294-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Jerry Taber D-E-0291-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0291-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0291-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0290-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Kristin Duin D-E-0293-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Rhonda Black D-E-0290-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0290-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0292-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0292-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0292-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0292-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0291-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0291-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Tina Pope D-E-0292-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0297-5 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0297-6 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0295-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0295-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Angeline Winsor D-E-0296-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0295-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0297-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Lisa Muehlstein D-E-0295-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0295-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Joan Lander D-E-0297-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2 Navy understands and respects the value and importance of the 
Papahanaumokuakea National Marine Monument (the Monument) to 
many people.  Navy also recognizes that the primary management 
philosophy for the Monument is protection and preservation and they 
share that philosophy.  The Navy takes precautions when possible to 
minimize harm to the Monument.  

There are protections in place to minimize the possibility of any adverse 
impacts on the Monument. Many of these protections have been in 
place since the late 1990s, long before the Monument was designated.  
Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS address the Monument.  Navy will 
do their best, as the President’s Proclamation requires, minimizing and 
avoiding adverse impacts, keeping in mind that their  primary mission is 
defense of the nation.  Navy will continue to confer with the three 
Monument partners (NMFS, Fish & Wildlife, and the State of Hawaii) 
and seek their opinions and expertise.

D-E-0297-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0297-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0296-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0296-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0296-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0296-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0300-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Catherine Okimoto D-E-0301-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0301-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0300-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0300-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0301-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0301-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0301-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Joy  Gardner --Vibrational 
Healing Program

D-E-0302-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

D-E-0298-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0298-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0298-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0300-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Joan Lander D-E-0297-7 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Dawn Stobart D-E-0298-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0298-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0299-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0299-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sarah Rickerby D-E-0300-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Michal Stover D-E-0299-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0299-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0299-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0308-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0308-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0308-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Email rocokona D-E-0308-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0307-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0307-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0308-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0303-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0303-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Aimee Love D-E-0305-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0303-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0307-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Sherry Chambers D-E-0303-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0303-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0306-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Email ocean5 D-E-0307-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0307-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0306-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Rosemary Alles D-E-0306-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0306-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0306-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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Marilynn  Tolmachoff D-E-0313-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.7, 4.7, 12 Sections 3.7 and 4.7 of the  EIS/OEIS and the Coastal Consistency 
Determination in accordance with the CZMA (see Chapter 12 for 
submittal letter)  reviewed the proposed activities  internal or external to 
the Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary, and find them to be 
within the range of activities previously reviewed and allowed by the 
Sanctuary as indicated in 15 CFR Part 922, Subpart Q.  None of the 
activities have been modified such that they would be likely to destroy, 
cause the loss of, or injure any Sanctuary resource in a manner 
significantly greater than what had been previously reviewed by NOAA 
at the time of the Sanctuary's creation.

Marianne Merki D-E-0315-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0309-3 Policy/NEPA Process The proponent agency (Lead Agency/Sponsor) is responsible for 
performing the environmental analysis of its actions.  Section 1501.5 of 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) states that a lead agency 
shall supervise the preparation of an environmental impact statement.  
Additionally, Section 1501.2 of NEPA states that  “Agencies shall 
integrate the NEPA process with other planning at the earliest possible 
time to insure that planning and decisions reflect environmental values, 
to avoid delays later in the process, and to head off potential conflicts."

D-E-0309-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0312-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Lynne Torres D-E-0309-2 Health and Safety 4.1.7.1.1 More details on the analysis of potential impacts from these depleted 
uranium (DU) projectiles has been added to Section 4.1.7.1.1. The HRC 
EIS/OEIS Proposed Action includes the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain DU.  The Navy’s use of these 
projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in accordance with Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission and Environmental Protection Agency 
approval.   This is the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed 
Action.  Training activities are proposed at the Pohakuloa Training Area. 
Guidance provided to users of Pohakuloa Training Area will be 
followed.

Guenter  Monkowski D-E-0310-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0312-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0312-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Charlene Avallone D-E-0312-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0312-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.
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D-E-0319-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0319-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Linda Ballou D-E-0320-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0319-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0319-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0320-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0320-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0315-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0315-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Doug Fox D-E-0316-1 Cumulative Impacts The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago 
resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress 
has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of 
remediation and proceed with the available funds.

Ruby Roth D-E-0319-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Marianne Merki D-E-0315-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0315-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0318-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0318-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0318-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

LiLi Townsend D-E-0317-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1., 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 3.7, 
4.2, 4.7

See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).  The training 
exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not recreational but 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  As noted in 
Section 1.1-1.3, the requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval 
force is not a discretionary matter.

Katy Fogg D-E-0318-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0318-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.
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Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-1 Policy/NEPA Process The document was placed in seven public libraries in the state of 
Hawaii (Hilo Public Library-Hilo, Hawaii HI; Kahului Public Library 
Kahului, Maui HI; Wailuku Public Library Wailuku, Maui HI; Lihue Public 
Library Lihue, Kauai HI; Princeville Public Library Princeville, Kauai, HI 
96722; Waimea Public Library Waimea, Kauai HI; Hawaii State Library 
Hawaii and Pacific Section Document Unit 


Honolulu, Oahu HI). As requested, the University of Hawaii, Hamilton 
Library in Honolulu, HI  has been added as an Information Repository 
for the HRC EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0323-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0323-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0323-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0321-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0321-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0321-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Michelle DeFelice D-E-0321-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0323-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Linda Ballou D-E-0320-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0320-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0322-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0322-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Lisa Damon D-E-0323-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0322-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0321-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Bryan Lovsness D-E-0322-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1

D-E-0322-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.
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Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-1 Alternatives 2.2 Section 2.2 includes the Proposed Action and alternatives along with 
alternatives considered, but eliminated from further consideration.  The 
alternatives carried forward were selected based on their ability to meet 
the following criteria:  (a) use existing Navy ranges and facilities in and 
around Hawaii; (b) be consistent with the stated current and emerging 
requirements for the range complex; (c) achieve training tempo 
requirements based on Fleet deployment schedules; (d) meet the 
requirements of DoD Directive 3200.15, Sustainment of Ranges and 
Operating Areas; (e) implement new  training requirements and RDT&E 
actions; and (f) support realistic training that replicates expected 
operating environments for naval forces.

D-E-0324-2 Policy/NEPA Process Scoping transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the 
EIS/OEIS but are included in the Administrative Record.  All comments 
were reviewed and incorporated where appropriate.  Some comments 
may have been outside the scope of the document and therefore were 
not addressed in the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0324-5 Program 4.3.2.1.1.1 Operational security guidance prohibits publication of specific propellant 
information for target or interceptor missiles.  When necessary for 
purposes of analysis, general approximations or ranges of propellant 
weights are referenced. Relative comparisons of propellant weights are 
also made by differences/similarities in size (i.e., bigger missiles have 
more propellant than smaller missiles).  Table 4.3.2.1.1.1-2 provides 
estimated emissions from typical missile launches at PMRF.

D-E-0324-4 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0 As discussed in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0, the HRC provides the 
geography, infrastructure, space, and location necessary to accomplish 
complex military training and RDT&E activities.  The large area 
available to deploy forces within the HRC allows training to occur using 
a geographic scope that replicates possible real world events.  In 
addition, the HRC has the infrastructure to support a large number of 
forces, has extensive existing range assets, and accommodates Navy 
training and testing responsibilities both geographically and 
strategically, in a location under U.S. control.  The Navy’s physical 
presence and training capabilities are critical in providing stability to the 
Pacific Region.
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Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-6 Program The Final Missile Defense Agency (MDA) Ballistic Missile Defense 
System Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, 2007; the MDA 
Ground-Based Midcourse Defense Extended Test Rage EIS, 2003; the 
Theater High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) Pacific Test Flights, 2002; 
the North Pacific Targets Program EA, 2001; and the Pacific Missile 
Range Facility Enhanced Capability EIS, 1998 all address ballistic 
missile flight corridors across the broad ocean areas of the north and 
south Pacific Ocean.  Within the corridors, the majority of DoD 
representative target and interceptor missiles have been launched from 
either Kodiak Launch Complex, AK; Vandenberg AFB, CA; Pacific 
Missile Range Facility, HI; Ronald Reagan Ballistic Missile Test Site, 
Marshall Islands, Wake Island, or mobile platforms into the Hawaii 
Temporary Operating Area.

D-E-0324-7 Program Comments pertaining to the INF and START treaties are not applicable 
to the proposed tests discussed in this EIS/OEIS.  The limits and 
restrictions posed by both the INF and START treaties apply only to 
those systems specifically captured by the respective treaties.  All 
programs involving ballistic missiles are reviewed for treaty compliance 
by the DoD Compliance Review Group and/or Missile Defense Agency 
(MDA) General Counsel.  To the extent that MDA utilizes treaty 
accountable ballistic missiles subject to treaties as targets, it does and 
will continue to comply with all applicable treaty provisions.  A detailed 
discussion of treaty compliance is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-8 Airspace 3.1.1 As Figure 3.1.1-1 shows, there are very few routes that cross the 
Temporary Operating Area (TOA).  Four routes enter the south end of 
the TOA and remain near the edge of the area.  Two routes enter the 
eastern edge of the TOA and remain near the edge of the area.  The 
intercept debris from targets launched from Wake, Kwajalein, or 
Vandenberg is not likely to affect these routes that are near the edge of 
the TOA.  Route A-450 and route 3MIL20 cross the TOA where debris 
could fall.  However, as stated in the EIS/OEIS, the continuing training  
will be conducted in compliance with Department of Defense (DoD) 
Directive 4540.1, as directed by Office of the Chief of Naval Operations 
Instruction (OPNAVINST) 3770.4A, which specifies procedures for 
conducting aircraft operations and for missile/projectile firing.  Namely, 
that missile and projectile firing areas shall be selected so that 
trajectories are clear of established oceanic air routes or areas of 
known surface or air activity.  In addition, before conducting a training 
event that is hazardous to nonparticipating aircraft, Notices to Airmen 
(NOTAMs) published by the FAA will be sent in accordance with the 
conditions of the directive specified in OPNAVINST 3721.20A.  
Diagrams of the debris areas are therefore not necessary for the 
EIS/OEIS.  As part of the planning process for each missile flight test, 
intercept debris patterns will be generated and reviewed to minimize 
potential impacts and to define the area for the NOTAM.

D-E-0324-9 Program Explosive Safety Quantity-Distance (ESQD) is based on propellant 
weight. In this case, the propellant is Class 1.3, which is much less 
energetic than the Class 1.1 of STARS; thus the ESQD is smaller even 
though there is more propellant mass.  On the other hand, the Ground 
Hazard Area (GHA) is not directly based on propellant weight.  It is 
largely a function of the dynamic flight environment of the vehicle 
(acceleration, drag, ability to steer, launcher elevation, etc...). This is an 
unguided sounding rocket (albeit larger than most), but the analysis 
shows (through thousands of impact simulations per standard rail 
launched sounding rocket practice) that the GHA is still contained within 
the areas typical of smaller sounding rockets. (In fact, some of the 
smaller sounding rockets might be worse because they can accelerate 
faster and be more susceptible to wind excursions.)  The argument of 
whether to use a 2000 ft. GHA versus a 1500 ft. GHA is somewhat 
arbitrary.  If PMRF wants to use a the larger number to be consistent 
with the "unguided systems" GHA sizes they used in the past, the 
analysis shows that the Super Strypi is contained well within those 
boundaries.
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D-E-0324-11 Program 4.3.2.1.7.1, K As described in Appendix K, each missile is evaluated for the toxic 
release hazard and explosive potential. When appropriate, more-
detailed modeling of the transport of the toxic species is performed that 
incorporates atmospheric effects, such as local winds and turbulence. 
In addition, the facility flight corridor azimuth limits for PMRF are 
depicted in Figure 4.3.2.1.7.1-1.

Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-10 Program Additional environmental documentation for construction and use of the 
Maritime Directed Energy Test Center would include analysis of the 
safety issues associated with such high-power laser beams projected 
onto air and surface targets.  The additional environmental 
documentation would also examine alternative locations. The HRC 
EIS/OEIS only addresses potential locations of the center on PMRF as 
part of the range complex activities.

D-E-0324-14 Health and Safety 4.3.2.1.7 Flight termination systems, as described in Section 4.3.2.1.7, are used 
by the Missile Flight Safety Officer at PMRF if a missile malfunctions 
and leaves a predefined region or violates other predefined mission 
rules.  Due to a shortened response time required for flight termination 
systems at PMRF, the required hazard area is also reduced.

D-E-0324-13 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.3.2.1.5 The Navy continues to recognize the referenced 1993 Lease of 
Exclusive Easement, which can be found in Appendix C of the 
Enhanced Capabilities EIS.  As described in Chapter 3, soils within 100 
feet of the Vandal launch pad have been sampled. The results of metal-
in-soil sampling conducted in 1999, 2002, and 2007 in rocket motor 
staging areas are presented in Sandia National Laboratories, 2008. The 
results show that most reported values are below the EPA residential 
screening level. Iron and thallium exceeded the residential screening; 
however, they are below industrial screening level. Arsenic exceeds the 
industrial screening level; however, the state of Hawaii has identified 
special circumstances for arsenic. Sampling for perchlorate was 
conducted at PMRF in October and November 2006 and the results 
indicated perchlorate levels were within guidelines.

D-E-0324-12 Geology and Soils 3.3.2.1.5 The reference in Section 3.3.2.1.5 has been changed to:  U.S. 
Department of the Navy, Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Pearl 
Harbor, 1996.  Environmental Baseline Study, Pacific Missile Range 
Facility, Second Working Copy, January (for official use only).
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D-E-0324-20 Program The Missile Defense Agency fiscal year 08 line budget for Classified 
Programs does not include activities at PMRF.

D-E-0324-19 Program 2.2.2.1, 2.2.2.3, 2.2.2.4, 
2.2.2.4.1

The HRC EIS/OEIS does evaluate Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense 
(BMD) tests.  Specifically, section 2.2.2.4.1 Pacific Missile Range 
Facility, subsection Anti-Air Warfare RDT&E, addresses the Aegis BMD 
tests.  Aegis BMD (under Anti-Air Warfare (AAW)) activities are further 
described in each of proposed training and RDT&E activities.  Tables 
2.2.2.1-1 through 2.2.2.4-1 describe the alternatives, including Aegis 
BMD.

Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-15 Land Use 3.3.2.1.8,  4.3.2.1.8 Information was added to Section 3.3.2.1.8 regarding the 30 times per 
year for closures due to missile launches from PMRF.  Information on 
the number of times the easement has been used in the past several 
years, and anticipated due to Alternatives 1, 2, or 3,  was added to 
Section 4.3.2.1.8.  In 2002 it was less than 4 launches; in 2006 less 
than 9 launches; and in 2007 less than 11 launches.  The anticipated 
times the easement is expected to be used per year due to Alternatives 
1, 2 or 3 could be between 7 and 28 (if PMRF provides support for the 
exercise).

D-E-0324-18 Health and Safety Navy does not see a catastrophic launch failure as a reasonably 
foreseeable impact, and thus an analysis of the impact would be based 
on pure conjecture.  Navy would establish launch hazard areas to 
account for a malfunction/catastrophic impact.

D-E-0324-17 Cumulative Impacts 5.1 Table 5.2-1 has been revised to include Long-range missile tests in the 
HRC Temporary Operating Area.  Between 2003 - 2007, 68 different 
types of DoD target and interceptor missiles were launched from either 
Kodiak Launch Complex, AK; Vandenberg AFB, CA; Pacific Missile 
Range Facility, HI; Ronald Reagan Ballistic Missile Test Site, Marshall 
Islands, Wake Island, or mobile platforms in to or near the Hawaii 
Temporary Operating Area.  A total of approximately 628 missile 
launches occurred during this time period and the majority of this 
missile activity was associated with the PMRF fleet training.

D-E-0324-16 Utilities 2.2.4.4, 4.1.1.3, 4.1.5.3 Requirements for the Directed Energy program are not yet complete. As 
discussed in Section 2.2.4.5, "should the Airborne Laser program 
decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts.”  At that 
time, the public will be involved in accordance to the requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  See response to 
comment D-E-0060-3.
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D-E-0328-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0328-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0328-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Cynthia Taylor D-E-0328-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0328-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Essence  Satterfield D-E-0329-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Emilie Howlett D-E-0330-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Ravi Grover D-E-0326-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0326-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0326-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0327-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Michael Jones --Univ. of 
Hawaii

D-E-0324-21 Health and Safety ES The proposed Maritime Directed Energy Test Center in Alternatives 2 or 
3 includes development of standard operating procedures and range 
safety requirements necessary to provide safe operations associated 
with future high-energy laser tests.  Should a directed energy program 
decide to perform tests at PMRF, separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts from 
training activities. There is no current proposal for laser targets on or 
near Niihau. Table ES-11 has been revised.

Ellen Levinsky D-E-0325-1 Alternatives 2.0, 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1. As discussed in Chapter 2.0, 
the Proposed Action does not include the use of underwater missile 
testing or high-frequency sonar.

D-E-0327-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0327-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0327-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0326-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0326-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sandy Kamaka D-E-0327-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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Tom Scallon D-E-0335-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Although the scope of the proposed activities in the EIS/OEIS does not 
extend to developing new training materials, such as chaff, your 
suggestion is appreciated.   The environmental fate of the chaff now in 
use has been studied, and it has been found to be environmentally 
benign.  Chaff has undergone a long development process to ensure 
that it functions as designed and achieves its intended purpose, with a 
minimal effect on the environment.  Any replacement material would 
need to undergo a similar development process, and would not be 
ready for deployment in the near future.

Suzanne Chantal Godbout D-E-0336-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Ron Howlett D-E-0334-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Jade Silver D-E-0333-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0333-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0330-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Lorraine Howlett D-E-0331-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0331-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0330-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0332-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Emilie Howlett D-E-0330-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0330-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0332-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0332-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0332-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Tom Jackson D-E-0332-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0331-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0331-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0331-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.
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D-E-0340-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0340-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0340-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0340-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0339-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Antoinette Tenhunen 
Tukholmankatu

D-E-0340-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Kristie Nakasato D-E-0341-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0341-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0336-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

John Garvison D-E-0337-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Stephen MacDonald D-E-0338-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0336-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0339-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Suzanne Chantal Godbout D-E-0336-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0336-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

JoJo JoJo D-E-0339-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0339-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0339-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0338-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0338-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0338-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0338-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.
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D-E-0345-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0345-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Lynn Manheim D-E-0346-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0345-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Lorena   Werner D-E-0345-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0345-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0346-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0346-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0346-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Priscilla Derven D-E-0343-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0343-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0343-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0341-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0344-6 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Kristie Nakasato D-E-0341-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0341-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0344-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0344-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0344-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0344-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0343-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0343-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Rob  Kinslow D-E-0344-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.
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D-E-0350-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0350-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Zena Seeley D-E-0350-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0349-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0349-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0347-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0347-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0347-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0347-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0349-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Lynn Manheim D-E-0346-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Puanani Rogers D-E-0347-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0348-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Sam Long D-E-0349-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0349-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0348-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Email ponoau D-E-0348-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0348-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0348-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0353-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0353-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0353-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0351-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0351-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0351-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

Monica Hall D-E-0351-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0353-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Zena Seeley D-E-0350-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0350-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0352-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0352-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Email Dolphinaria D-E-0353-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0352-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0351-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Email ckeala D-E-0352-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0352-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.
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David Kane D-E-0356-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Your comments regarding discovering new species are noted but are 
outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Margaret Guiler D-E-0355-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0354-2 Alternatives 6.4.11.1, 6.4.12 The Navy would also like to see more research on mid-frequency active 
(MFA) sonar.  See Sections 6.4.11.1 and 6.4.12 for information 
regarding future Navy research.  There are no records of adverse 
impacts on marine mammals from MFA sonar around Hawaii, but there 
are uncertainties.  The model presented in the EIS/OEIS represents the 
best science currently available, and was developed by the Navy and 
NOAA with input from non-governmental organizations.  The EIS/OEIS 
indicates that we should not see significant impacts on marine 
mammals from MFA sonar around Hawaii, although the model tells us 
that in certain circumstances, animals could be exposed to sound levels 
that may cause them to change their behavior.

Erin Rietow D-E-0354-1 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

6 As discussed in Chapter 6.0 and Appendix C, Navy policies and 
procedures that minimize effects of their actions include wash downs, 
agricultural inspections, brown tree snake inspections, and ballast water 
procedures.

D-E-0354-6 Program 1.3.3 Section 1.3.3 describes the Tactical Training Theater Assessment and 
Planning Program (TAP).   NEPA and subsequent consultation with 
regulatory agencies is the protocol within TAP to check impact on the 
environment.

D-E-0354-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.0, 12 Use of the sanctuary areas by the Navy for training and RDT&E 
activities is historic.  See response to comment D-E-0062-1. 
Geographic training restrictions are not required.

D-E-0354-4 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.1 Section 4.3.2.1.1 has been updated to include analysis of ozone 
depleting substances, particularly as they relate to emissions from 
missile launches at PMRF.  Air quality impacts locally would be limited 
to temporary, short-term missile exhaust emissions from CastorIV, STS, 
STRYPI, Vandal, PAC-3 MEADS, THAAD, Hera, and Lance missiles.

D-E-0354-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 See response to comment D-T-0095-1.  The HRC EIS/OEIS addresses 
expended training materials and the potential for leaching of potentially 
toxic materials in Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7. The analysis presented 
concludes that the amounts and concentrations of these materials will 
have no noticeable effect on ocean water quality and will affect an 
insignificant portion of the ocean bottom sediments.
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D-E-0356-3 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-E-0356-4 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0456-2.

Petra Sundheim D-E-0359-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.

David Kane D-E-0356-2 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4 The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers 
appropriate alternatives to achieve them.  To implement its 
Congressional mandates, the Navy needs to support and to conduct 
current and emerging training and RDT&E training events in the HRC 
and upgrade or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance and 
sustain Navy training and testing.  These objectives are required to 
provide combat capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in 
accordance with U.S.C. Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and 
mix of training to be conducted and the range capabilities 
enhancements to be made within the HRC that best meet the needs of 
the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this document are both 
reasonable and necessary.

Rana Jackson D-E-0358-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0358-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0356-5 Cumulative Impacts Examples of Navy's environmental stewardship programs include 
protection of haulout locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved 
nesting habitat for the wedge-tailed shearwater, beach trash pickup 
during documentation of marine debris, and active programs to 
conserve energy and use renewable resources (including solar 
powered water heating panels and shielded street lights).

Michael Dahlem D-E-0357-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.
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Michal Stover D-E-0366-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

D-E-0360-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 Section 4.1.2 includes analysis regarding marine resources and the 
Navy's use of sonar.

D-E-0360-3 Program Your comment regarding aggressors is noted but is outside the scope 
of this EIS/OEIS.

Michael Kline D-E-0365-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

Bob Jacobson --HAWAII 
COUNTY COUNCIL

D-E-0360-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.7.11 The HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action includes the continued use of 20 
mm projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU).  
The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  More details on the analysis of potential 
impacts from these DU projectiles can be found in Section 4.1.7.1.1.  
This is the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.


The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago 
resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress 
has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of 
remediation and proceeded with the available funds.

Paul Clark --Save Our Seas D-E-0361-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

Claudia Herfurt D-E-0363-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

Pat Blair D-E-0364-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

Dmitry Boldvrev D-E-0362-1 Alternatives Your comments on the Superferry are noted, but are outside the scope 
of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0362-2 Cultural Resources Thank you for your comment.
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Bill  Young D-E-0373-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Everett  Hullum D-E-0372-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.1.2 See response to comment D-E-0369-1.

Candy McCaslin D-E-0374-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Michal Stover D-E-0366-2 Mitigation Measures 6 What is presented in Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures have been 
standard operating procedures (SOP)  for unit-level antisubmarine 
warfare training since 2004. The effectiveness of the SOPs is 
addressed on an ongoing basis.  It is critical for the Navy to be able to 
conduct training in a variety of environmental and bathymetric 
conditions, which may overlap with marine habitat.  Seamounts allow 
the submarine to hide in an area that is shadowed by the seamount 
because the active transmission cannot reach the submarine via the 
bottom bounce path. Most coastal restrictions that have been proposed 
would prohibit operations in a significant portion of the HRC.

William D. Perry D-E-0371-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

Joan  Levy D-E-0368-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 2.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Ingrid Wedel D-E-0370-1 Alternatives 5.2.1.6 The proposed action regarding sonar is generally to continue training 
similar to that which has occurred for decades without any known 
impacts on marine mammals.  Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains 
the potential effects on marine mammals from Navy mid-frequency 
active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  MFA sonar use analyzed in the 
EIS/OEIS is not new and has occurred in the HRC using the same 
basic sonar equipment and output for over 30 years.  Given this history 
and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low.  Over the past 30 years, the 
numbers of marine mammals around Hawaii appear to be increasing 
and there are no indications that sonar has affected marine mammals.  
As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei stranding of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.  A few strandings of 
beaked whales have occurred elsewhere (locations far from Hawaii) 
that seem to be related to MFA sonar in combination with specific 
ocean conditions.  Strandings of beaked whales associated with sonar 
have not happened in Hawaii to anyone's knowledge.

Humberto Blanco D-E-0369-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.1.2 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  Section 6.1.2 now discusses 
habitat avoidance as a mitigation measure that was considered but 
eliminated.  The habitat requirements for most of the marine mammals 
in the Hawaiian Islands are unknown.  Accordingly, there is no 
information available on possible alternative exercise locations or 
environmental factors that would otherwise be less important to marine 
mammals in the Hawaiian Islands.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-487



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Sandi Sterker --Kauai 
Republican Women’s Club 
of Kauai

D-E-0377-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Wendy  Raebeck D-E-0378-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand. It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

D-E-0378-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Rebecca Miller D-E-0376-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.

Arius  Hopman D-E-0375-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0375-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

L. Osterer D-E-0379-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0379-2 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0 As discussed in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0, the HRC provides the 
geography, infrastructure, space, and location necessary to accomplish 
complex military training and RDT&E activities.  The large area 
available to deploy forces within the HRC allows training to occur using 
a geographic scope that replicates possible real world events.  In 
addition, the HRC has the infrastructure to support a large number of 
forces, has extensive existing range assets, and accommodates Navy 
training and testing responsibilities both geographically and 
strategically, in a location under U.S. control.  The Navy’s physical 
presence and training capabilities are critical in providing stability to the 
Pacific Region.

D-E-0379-3 Program Your comment regarding adversarial threats to the United States is 
noted but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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D-E-0380-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0380-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

Andrea Baer D-E-0380-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0382-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 2.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1. As discussed in Chapter 2.0, 
the Proposed Action does not include the use of low-frequency active 
sonar.

L. Osterer D-E-0379-4 Program 1.0, 2.0 The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers appropriate 
alternatives to achieve them (see Chapters 1.0 and 2.0). To implement 
its Congressional mandates, the Navy needs to support and to conduct 
current and emerging training and RDT&E training events in the HRC 
and upgrade or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance and 
sustain Navy training and testing.  These objectives are required to 
provide combat capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in 
accordance with U.S.C. Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and 
mix of training to be conducted and the range capabilities 
enhancements to be made within the HRC that best meet the needs of 
the Navy.  The objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable 
and necessary.  Your comments regarding funding and budgetary 
matters are noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0381-2 Mitigation Measures It is critical for the Navy to be able to conduct training in a variety of 
environmental and bathymetric conditions, which may overlap with 
marine mammal areas.  Seamounts allow the submarine to hide in an 
area that is shadowed by the seamount because the active 
transmission cannot reach the submarine via the bottom bounce path. 
Most coastal restrictions that have been proposed would prohibit 
operations in a significant portion of the HRC.

Linda Pascatore D-E-0382-1 Land Use 3.3.2.1.8 As detailed in Section 3.3.2.1.8, the Navy will maintain its current 
property boundaries at PMRF and has no intention of expanding land 
ownership in the PMRF/Main Base Area. PMRF does not control the 
approximately 6,000 acres that make up the Mana Plain. The 
agricultural land is owned by the State of Hawaii and is leased by the 
Agribusiness Development Corporation.

Eve Powers D-E-0381-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0380-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0380-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.
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D-E-0387-6 Water Resources Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-7 Land Use Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-5 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-3 Cultural Resources Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-4 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

The Navy also tries to be a good environmental steward on its other 
installations.

D-E-0387-8 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-9 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0387-10 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

Sandy Herndon D-E-0383-1 Program 2 The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.  Chapter 2.0 has been modified to clarify the alternatives 
that are being proposed.

D-E-0383-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0382-4 Alternatives Your comments regarding closing PMRF are noted but are outside the 
scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0387-2 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

Linda Pascatore D-E-0382-3 Alternatives Projected RDT&E laser programs do not include the use of hydrogen 
fluoride, and therefore the use of hydrogen fluoride is not part of the 
Proposed Action.

D-E-0383-3 Program 2 As noted in Chapter 2.0, the Proposed Action does not include plans to 
acquire any new lands or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, 
there is no proposal to expand PMRF.

Marilyn & Ed Pollock D-E-0386-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11

See response to comment D-E-0066-1.  In addition, use of low-
frequency active (LFA) sonar in the HRC is not part of the Proposed 
Action of this EIS/OEIS.

Donald H. Wilson D-E-0387-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0385-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Mark Hubbard D-E-0384-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Gabriela Taylor D-E-0385-1 Land Use 3.3.2.1.8 As detailed in Section 3.3.2.1.8, the Navy will maintain its current 
property boundaries at PMRF and has no intention of expanding land 
ownership in the PMRF/Main Base Area.
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Erin Foley D-E-0394-1 Program Training that is conducted within the HRC is not recreational but is 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The 
requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force is not a 
discretionary matter.

D-E-0394-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 Use of the sanctuary areas by the Navy for training and RDT&E 
operations is historic.  See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0393-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0393-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0393-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0388-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0388-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

Noreen Dougherty D-E-0389-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0388-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.

D-E-0393-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Ron Tuason D-E-0388-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0388-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Marcia Harter D-E-0391-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1 regarding strandings across the 
globe.  As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, the Navy believes that 
evidence not considered previously involving the Hanalei stranding of 
July 2004 indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing 
factor in terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.

Caitlin Odom D-E-0392-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.

Gian Andrea Morresi D-E-0393-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0390-4 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

Doug Fox D-E-0390-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0390-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0390-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0297-1.
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Louis  Korn D-E-0399-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.  Navy has provided protected haul-
out locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat for 
the wedge-tailed shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick-up 
beach trash while documenting marine debris.  Navy has also 
participated in a program to remove invasive plants from endangered 
Hawaiian stilt habitat.  Navy has active programs to conserve energy 
and use renewable resources including solar powered water heating 
panels and shielded street lights.

Marj Dente D-E-0398-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace, therefore there is no proposal to 
expand.  In addition, the training exercises that are conducted within the 
HRC are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
Naval force is not a discretionary matter.

D-E-0395-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Erin Foley D-E-0394-3 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 See response to comment D-W-0091-10.

Lee  Tepley D-E-0397-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.7 There are no answers to the first two specific questions given that they 
are predicated on the assumption that whales "get the bends", which 
has not been established.  As explained in Section 4.1.2, the issue 
raised and other potential hypotheses with regards to causes of marine 
mammal strandings remain highly speculative.  With regards to the third 
question, given that there has never been, to anyone's knowledge, any 
marine mammal that has died or been injured as a result of sonar use in 
Hawaiian waters over decades of sonar training, it is unlikely that any 
marine mammals will be killed or injured by the continuation of training.

D-E-0395-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0395-5 Program 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 See response to comment D-E-0062-5.

D-E-0395-4 Cultural Resources Appendix H See response to comment D-E-0062-4.

D-E-0395-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 4.0, 5.3.6 See response to comment D-E-0062-3.
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D-E-0400-2 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

James V. Albertini --Malu 
`Aina Center for Non-violent 
Education & Action

D-E-0400-1 Alternatives 3.7, 4.7, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11

Sonar at 235dB is the level at the source.  It is impossible for that sound 
level to reach an animal since that is the level measured within the 
sonar dome (within the bow) of the ship.  In addition, it is extremely 
unlikely that the receiving level could be anywhere near that high, 
again, because the distances are so short to that received level and the 
Navy has mitigation measures that require a shut-down of the sonar if a 
marine mammal comes within 200 yards of the bow.  Finally, it is not 
accurate to compare human physiology to that of marine mammals with 
regard to the thresholds of injury, which is why Navy and NMFS worked 
in cooperation to develop the criteria for marine mammals used in this 
analysis.  The Navy respectfully disagrees regarding the need for 
exemptions to continue training in the Hawaiian Islands Humpback 
Sanctuary.

D-E-0400-6 Health and Safety Your comment regarding the link between the Navy low-frequency 
navigation and communication towers in Lualualei Valley on the 
Waianae coast and the increase in Down syndrome in the area is noted 
but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0400-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

A discussion of a 38-year-old incident that did not result in any public 
health or safety impact (only Navy personnel were injured) is outside of 
the scope of the EIS/OEIS for the HRC. The Navy's training materials 
and safety protocols both have evolved so extensively during the 
intervening period as to make that incident irrelevant to any discussion 
of existing or future public health and safety.

D-E-0400-4 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense, are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0400-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.
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Judith Altemus D-E-0403-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 6.0 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, the Navy’s 
mitigation measures to protect marine species are presented in Chapter 
6.0.

Robin W. Baird --Cascadia 
Research Collective

D-E-0404-1 Mitigation Measures 6.4.12 As described in Section 6.4.12, the Navy is developing a long-term 
marine mammal monitoring plan to determine behavioral and population 
level changes to marine mammals within Navy ranges.  This plan will 
continue or initiate studies of abundance, distribution, habitat utilization, 
etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual surveys, passive and 
acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio 
linked to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and 
movements).  The plan will include the validation of Navy lookouts that 
monitor all exercises. As of this EIS/OEIS, the Long-term Marine 
Mammal Monitoring Plan is under review by NMFS.

James V. Albertini --Malu 
`Aina Center for Non-violent 
Education & Action

D-E-0400-7 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the HRC 
EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any 
potential effects on personnel and the environment has been added to 
Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Gia Baiocchi D-E-0402-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

Susan Scott D-E-0401-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11, 6.1.2

See response to comment D-W-0066-1. Section 6.1.2 now discusses 
habitat avoidance as a mitigation measure that was considered but 
eliminated.  The habitat requirements for most of the marine mammals 
in the Hawaiian Islands are unknown.  Accordingly, there is no 
information available on possible alternative exercise locations or 
environmental factors that would otherwise be less important to marine 
mammals in the Hawaiian Islands.

D-E-0400-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

The Navy does not maintain records of the exact quantities of weapons 
previously used in the HRC.
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D-E-0404-3 Mitigation Measures 4.1.2.4.12 Section 4.1.2.4.12  and 'Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the 
U.S. Navy’s protective measures, outlining steps that would be 
implemented to protect marine mammals and Federally listed species 
during training events.  Navy does not expect that 100% of the animals 
present in the vicinity of training events will be detected and the 
acoustic impact modeling quantification is not reduced as a result of 
mitigation effectiveness.  In addition, the probability of trackline 
detection is for visual observers during a survey.  In general, there will 
be more ships, more observers present on Navy ships, and additional 
aerial assets all engaged in exercise events having the potential to 
detect marine mammals, than is present on a single, generally smaller 
(having a lower height of eye), survey ship from which the 2% figure is 
derived.

D-E-0404-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 There is no reduction in the number of exposures resulting from the 
acoustic impact modeling being quantified in the EIS/OEIS.  For 
example, it is argued that large animals, or those generally having a 
large group size, are likely to be detected by the Navy's standard 
lookout procedures.  Navy agrees with the comment regarding minke 
whales, and the test has been altered accordingly.

Robin W. Baird --Cascadia 
Research Collective

D-E-0404-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 The reason the Rota Stranding was noted is that NMFS considered the 
Hanalei "Mass Stranding" anomalous when considering causal factors 
leading to the event.  Given the Rota stranding was simultaneous, this 
and other information were not considered in the NMFS report on the 
Hanalei event, the previous findings presented in the NMFS report 
should be re-examined.  The Rota event was termed a stranding under 
the same criteria that the Hanalei event was termed a "Mass Stranding" 
by NMFS.  Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that 
have been linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these events 
represent a small overall number of animals over an 11 year period 
(approximately 40 animals) worldwide.
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D-E-0404-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these events represent a 
small overall number of animals over an 11-year period (approximately 
40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can be linked to naval 
activity.

Robin W. Baird --Cascadia 
Research Collective

D-E-0404-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

The Navy is required to assess impacts based on the resources as 
defined by NMFS, who serves as the regulator for these resources 
(marine mammals).  Research indicating genetic distinctions between 
possible sub-populations of marine mammals currently considered one 
stock by NMFS has been discussed during preliminary consultations 
with NMFS over this EIS/OEIS.  The Navy believes that years of site 
fidelity by individual beaked whales in areas where sonar has operated 
for years is an indicator that beaked whales in Hawaii are not 
comparable to resident beaked whales in locations on the other side of 
the planet.  In fact, implicit in the statements, that resident populations 
have been identified in the Hawaiian Islands and that there is a genetic 
segregation between some marine mammals of Hawaiian Islands and 
the rest of the Pacific Stock, is an acknowledgment that the animals of 
the Hawaiian Islands have coexisted with sonar operations without long 
term detriment to populations. Findings by Baird and McSweeney are 
contrary to speculation that large numbers of marine mammals die or 
abandon sites due to sonar but are not observed, potentially resulting in 
population level impacts.  Residency demonstrates that the animals are 
remaining in the area despite sonar exercises.

D-E-0405-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0404-7 Mitigation Measures Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of the best available 
science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.  In the RIMPAC 
2006 After Action Report, passive detection of a marine mammal led to 
the implementation of mitigation measures (having a detrimental effect 
on the training event), so the contention that the Navy's mitigation 
measure involving passive detection was ineffective is incorrect.  There 
is no suggestion that mitigation measures  are 100% effective, but are 
meant to mitigate impacts while still being able to conduct critical 
training activities around the clock including periods at darkness.

D-E-0405-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 As stated in Section 4.3.1.1.1.1,  amphibious landings as part of 
Expeditionary Assault activities on PMRF would occur only at Majors 
Bay and are restricted to existing routes.  The area used is not typically 
used by sea turtles or Hawaiian monk seals.

D-E-0405-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Katy Rose D-E-0405-1 Program See responses to comment D-E-0428-1.
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D-E-0407-5 Air Quality High-frequency Active Auroral Research Program (HAARP) or 
atmospheric/weather experimentation is not part of the Navy's 
Proposed Action.

D-E-0407-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

2.2.1, 2.2.3, 2.2.4 An accounting of the exact numbers of each type of weapon is neither 
possible nor pertinent, because it is the expended ordnance - not the 
weapon that discharged it - that has an effect, The EIS/OEIS provides 
numbers for each ordnance item to be used in Sections 2.2.1, 2.2.3, 
and 2.2.4. No nuclear weapons are included in the Proposed Action. 
The purpose of establishing a safety area (e.g., a 10,000-foot radius) is 
specifically to prevent risks to personnel. The discussion of 
electromagnetic hazards to personnel, fuel, and ordnance is an 
explanation of how the military's procedures avoid such hazards, not a 
description of the hazards to be expected under the Proposed Action.

D-E-0406-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The comment cites instances of past contamination from military 
activities, perhaps more than 50 years old. As with other industries and 
institutions, the military's practices have evolved over the years to be 
much more environmentally benign, so past effects are not indicative of 
potential future effects.  Congress has created and funded programs to 
identify those historic sites in need of remediation and to clean them up 
as funds become available. For example, the Navy received more than 
$400 million for a 10-year cleanup of Kahoolawe conducted in 
consultation with the State of Hawaii.

Casey Holaday D-E-0406-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0407-3 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0406-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 Use of the sanctuary areas by the Navy for training and RDT&E 
operations is historic.  See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0407-2 Alternatives 2.0, 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0066-1.  In addition, as noted in Chapter 
2.0, the Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new 
lands or rights over land, sea or airspace, therefore there is no proposal 
to expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the 
frequency of training.

Elaine Dunbar D-E-0407-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.

D-E-0406-4 Program Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-497



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Loreen Walker & family D-E-0409-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Spencer McDonald D-E-0410-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Elaine Dunbar D-E-0407-6 Miscellaneous The Navy is not expanding within the HRC.  The Proposed Action 
presented in the EIS/OEIS does not require the Navy to acquire 
additional land, nor alter on-base or off-base land use patterns.  The 
Navy's mission to maintain, train, and equip combat ready naval forces 
capable of winning wars deterring aggression, and maintaining freedom 
of the seas is mandated by Federal law - Title 10 U.S.C. section 5062, 
which charges the Chief of Naval Operations with the responsibility for 
ensuring the readiness of the Nation's naval forces.

Ken Posney D-E-0408-1 Miscellaneous 3.4.1.2.1 More than 40 nations have diesel-electric submarines, which are 
extremely difficult to detect. They include Iran and North Korea. Littoral 
(coastal) waters are noisy  environments that offer acoustic cover for 
modern diesel-electric submarines that make no more noise than the 
fan on your home computer. Active sonar is the most effective way to 
detect them, but it’s not an easy skill to master, and it cannot be 
duplicated in a simulator. Commercial shipping areas are very busy 
places, therefore not conducive to training.  The analysis of biological 
resources in the EIS/OEIS (Section 3.4.1.2.1) includes the native or 
naturalized vegetations, wildlife, and the habitats in which they occur 
collectively (open ocean, offshore, and onshore).  Coral, fish, sea 
turtles, and marine mammals (whales, dolphins and seals) are analyzed 
in the document.

D-E-0407-7 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.1 Additional information has been added to Section 4.1.2.4.1.

D-E-0407-9 Policy/NEPA Process Although the EIS/OEIS states that aircraft at MCBH include, but are not 
limited to P-3s, C-130s, C-17s, F/A-18s, CH-53Ds, SH-60s, and C-29 
20Gs, any proposed "C-17 Runways" are outside the scope of this 
document.

D-E-0407-8 Transportation 4.1.5.1.1, 8.0 Public notifications are made via Notices to Airmen (NOTAMs) and 
Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs), which provide information to pilots, 
ship operators, commercial fisherman, recreational boaters, and other 
area users that the military will be operating in a specific area, allowing 
them to plan their activities accordingly (see Section 4.1.5.1.1, and 
Chapter 8.0).  NOTAMs and NOTMARs are available through 
subscription services, email notifications, or via Internet postings.    In 
order to stay current individuals should subscribe to the local notices or 
check the online version frequently to see what notices have been 
posted.  Additional information can be found at 
http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/publications/notices/ and 
http://www.navcen.uscg.gov/lnm/
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D-E-0416-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

'4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0405-3.

D-E-0416-4 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 See response to comment D-E-0412-1.

D-E-0412-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

D-E-0412-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0405-3.

Debra  Baruch D-E-0412-1 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 Projected RDT&E laser programs do not include the use of hydrogen 
fluoride, and therefore the use of hydrogen fluoride is not part of the 
Proposed Action.  Because the directed energy programs have not 
been defined they cannot be fully analyzed in this EIS/OEIS. As stated 
in Section 2.2.4.5 of the EIS/OEIS, “Should the Airborne Laser program 
decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts.”

D-E-0416-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2.

Fred  Dente D-E-0411-1 Environmental Justice 2.2 As noted in Section 2.2, the Navy will be using existing Navy ranges 
and facilities in and around the state of Hawaii. The Proposed Action 
does not include plans to acquire any new lands or rights over land, 
sea, or airspace, therefore there is no proposal to expand. It is true that 
the proposal includes increases in the frequency of training. 


Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0412-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Russell Hoffman D-E-0415-1 Program See responses for issues identified at D-N-0071-1.

Jonathan Jay D-E-0416-1 Program See responses for issues identified at D-E-0428-1.

D-E-0414-2 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Ihor Basko D-E-0413-1 Socioeconomics The Baseline, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 for the Proposed Training 
Operations and RDT&E Activities considered in the HRC EIS/OEIS do 
not include expanding the HRC or the Temporary Operating Area 
(TOA).  The Navy is not proposing any activities that would have a 
significant amount of impacts or irretrievable commitment of resources 
on Kauai.  The Navy is a good environmental steward and wants to 
keep Kauai as a tourist destination.

Healani Trembath D-E-0414-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.
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Glenn Giles D-E-0418-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0417-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.

David and Carol Gerow D-E-0419-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.  The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter, but is required under U.S. 
Code Title 10.  Reduction in training does not meet Federal 
requirements.

Jonathan Jay D-E-0416-5 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0417-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Marya  Mann D-E-0417-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

D-E-0417-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.2 The use of low-frequency active sonar in the HRC is not part of the 
Proposed Action of this EIS/OEIS.  As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.2, 
MFA and LFA sonar are not directly comparable, so operational 
parameters established for an LFA system are not appropriate for MFA.

D-E-0417-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.11 As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei “stranding” of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.  The 1998 
observations referenced were in regard to use of low-frequency active 
(LFA) sonar.  The  use of LFA in the HRC is not part of the Proposed 
Action of this EIS/OEIS. In addition, Section 4.1.2.4.7 contains a 
discussion of the "bends-like" issue raised in your comment.  It has not 
been demonstrated that sonar causes the effects noted.
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D-E-0419-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

Ka'iulani Huff D-E-0420-1 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense therein are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0419-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  As discussed in Section 
4.1.2.4.11, the Navy believes that evidence not considered previously 
involving the Hanalei “stranding” of July 2004 indicates that the full 
moon could have been a contributing factor in terms of bringing the 
animals closer to the shore.

David and Carol Gerow D-E-0419-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 Use of the sanctuary areas by the Navy for training and RDT&E 
operations is historic. The Navy is aware of the endangered species 
and takes their presence into consideration during operations.  See 
response to comment D-E-0062-1.

Romi Elnagar D-E-0421-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

D-E-0422-2 Alternatives See response to comment D-E-0417-3.

D-E-0421-2 Cumulative Impacts 5 Cumulative impacts of the Proposed Action are addressed by resource 
area (including socioeconomic and health and safety)  in Chapter 5.0 of 
this EIS/OEIS.

Judith Heath D-E-0422-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.11 As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei “stranding” of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.  The 1998 
observations referenced were in regard to use of low-frequency active 
sonar.  The  use of low-frequency active sonar in the HRC is not part of 
the Proposed Action of this EIS/OEIS. In addition, Section 4.1.2.4.7 
contains a discussion of the "bends-like" issue raised in your comment. 
It has not been demonstrated that sonar causes the effects noted.
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Robert V. Crifasi D-E-0424-1 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Shannon Rudolph D-E-0423-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago 
resulted in contamination of certain sites. Since that time, Congress has 
created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of 
remediation and proceeded as funds are available.  The training 
exercises that are conducted within the HRC are necessary 
preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of 
our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a 
trained and prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter.

D-E-0425-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0424-2 Program The Navy is particularly sensitive to native Hawaiian cultural concerns, 
making areas under our control accessible for cultural and religious 
activities when not in conflict with operational needs (see response to 
comment D-W-0097-7).  The training exercises that are conducted 
within the HRC are not recreational but are necessary preparedness 
actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, 
Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.

D-E-0425-3 Environmental Justice Your concerns and comments are noted.  Additionally, the Proposed 
Action presented in the EIS/OEIS does not require the Navy to acquire 
additional land, nor alter on-base or off-base land use patterns.

D-E-0425-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Cathy Garger D-E-0425-1 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-502



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0428-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Cathy Garger D-E-0425-5 Socioeconomics 3.3.1.1.3, 4.3.1.1.3 The 2006 Annual Visitor Research Report published by the State of 
Hawaii, Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism 
noted that Hawaii had 2 years of exceptional growth in 2004 and 2005, 
and the Hawaii’s visitor industry reported more modest increases in 
2006 by visitors who came by air to the islands, particularly in terms of 
total visitor expenditures, visitor days, and arrivals. Growth in visitors 
who came to Hawaii by cruise ships, on the other hand, rose 
significantly from the previous year 
(http://www.hawaii.gov/dbedt/info/visitor-stats/visitor-research/2006-
annual-research-r.pdf).  See Sections 3.3.1.1.3 and 4.3.1.1.3.

Miriam Clarke D-E-0428-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary. The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter.

Jason S. Nichols D-E-0427-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter, but is required by U.S. Code Title 10.  The 
Navy does take its environmental stewardship role seriously, providing 
funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this important matter.

Camellia May D-E-0426-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

Live munitions have been safely tested and used for training in Hawaii 
for more than 50 years. The Proposed Action would continue and 
enhance existing training and test activities.  HRC EIS/OEIS proposed 
activities include the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which 
may contain depleted uranium (DU). The Navy’s use of these projectiles 
occurs far out to sea and is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and Environmental Protection Agency approval.  This is 
the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional 
information about DU and any potential effects on personnel and the 
environment has been added to Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 
4.4.2.1.1 of the  EIS/OEIS.
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Daniel Hoffman D-E-0430-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, refer to the status 
of species (Chapter 3.0).  Based on the references none of the whale 
species listed are likely to go extinct due to Navy sonar use.  The NEPA 
process includes coordination with state and Federal regulatory 
agencies to reduce potential for harm to marine species from Navy 
training.  These agencies include many of the nation's experts on a 
variety of sensitive species.

Miriam Clarke D-E-0428-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0405-3.

Duane Erway D-E-0431-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.5, 4.1.2.4.7, 
4.1.2.4.11.2, 4.1.2.7.3, 
6.0, 6.1.3

The Hawaii context cannot be compared to the Bahamas (see Southall 
et al., 2007 for a general discussion of "context").  Regarding the 
Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding events in Section 
4.1.2 and a discussion of the thresholds established injury.  There 
remain many unknowns regarding marine mammals in general and 
specific answers to the questions posed have not been scientifically 
investigated.  The Navy and NMFS believe the thresholds established 
for the physiological effects and those established for behavioral effects 
are comprehensive.  Estimated exposures to Cuvier's beaked whales 
can be found in each discussion of the various Alternatives (e.g., 
Section 4.1.2.7.3, sub-heading Cuvier's Beaked Whales).  Also see the 
discussion in Chapter 6.0 regarding the limitations of passive acoustic 
detection of marine mammals. 


See the discussion in Section 4.1.2.4.5 regarding threshold levels for 
marine mammals. 


See the discussion of mitigation measures provided in Section 6.1.3. 

See Section 4.1.2.4.7 containing discussion of Acoustically Mediated 
Bubble Growth and Decompression Sickness.

D-E-0431-3 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 As stated in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-
frequency active (MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical 
Research Laboratory and the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to 
determine permissible limits of exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this 
research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for over 1 hour at a 
distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this 
distance, the sound pressure level will be approximately 190 dB.  At 
2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same unprotected diver could 
operate for over 3 hours.

D-E-0431-2 Miscellaneous 13 All comments received during the public comment period are  
published. Transcripts from the public meeting held on 29 August 2007 
in Hilo cannot be altered or deleted (See D-T-0081-1).
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Jacquelyn Dillon D-E-0434-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Napuanani McKeague D-E-0433-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.   In addition, your comments 
regarding education, homelessness, and health care are noted but are 
outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0434-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Duane Erway D-E-0431-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these events represent a 
small overall number of animals over an 11-year period (approximately 
40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can be linked to naval 
activity.

Karin Friedemann D-E-0432-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

Live munitions have been safely tested and used for training in Hawaii 
for more than 50 years. The Proposed Action would continue and 
enhance existing training and test activities.  HRC EIS/OEIS proposed 
activities include the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which 
may contain depleted uranium (DU). The Navy’s use of these projectiles 
occurs far out to sea and is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and Environmental Protection Agency approval.  This is 
the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional 
information about DU and any potential effects on personnel and the 
environment has been added to Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 
4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0431-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.5.1.1 As stated in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-
frequency active (MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical 
Research Laboratory and the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to 
determine permissible limits of exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this 
research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for over 1 hour at a 
distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this 
distance, the sound pressure level will be approximately 190 dB.  At 
2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same unprotected diver could 
operate for over 3 hours.

D-E-0431-7 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.7 Section 4.1.2.4.7 contains a discussion of the issues raised.  It has not 
been demonstrated that sonar causes the effects noted in the 
referenced paper.

D-E-0431-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 See response to D-E-0431-4.
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Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-1 Miscellaneous Your latest comments will be considered (see D-W-0076-1).

D-E-0437-2 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.9, 4.0 The affected environment and environmental consequences have been 
revised as applicable.  The role of other facility and management plans 
has been clarified. Navy activities on other Services' installations will be 
performed in accordance with all applicable regulations, management 
plans, and Biological Opinions.

Ru  Carley D-E-0436-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Kirsten Jackson D-E-0435-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are necessary 
preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of 
our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a 
trained and prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter, but is 
required by U.S. Code Title 10.  The Navy does take its environmental 
stewardship role seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional 
staff dedicated to this important matter.  Navy has provided protected 
haul-out locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat 
for the wedge-tailed shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick up 
beach trash while documenting marine debris.  Navy complies with all 
applicable environmental laws and has established procedures to 
ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-E-0437-3 Program 2.0, 2.2.3.2, 8.0, D The definitions for tempo and frequency as they apply to the activities in 
this EIS/OEIS are provided in Section 2.2.3.2 and has been added to 
the glossary (Chapter 8.0).  The terms are applied to the various 
activities and locations throughout the document and in Chapter 2.0.  
The foundation for the analysis is also described in Appendix D.

D-E-0437-7 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.0, 6.0 Policies and procedures regularly implemented are provided throughout 
Chapter 4.0 and also in Chapter 6.0.

D-E-0437-6 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Navy activities will be performed in accordance with all applicable 
regulations, management plans, and Biological Opinions, which provide 
guidance on avoiding impacts on critical habitat.

D-E-0437-4 Program 1.9, 1.9.1 Most of the actions listed within this comment have required additional 
environmental documentation in the forms of EAs and EISs.  Lists of 
related environmental documents and environmental documents being 
prepared concurrent with this EIS/OEIS are provided in Sections 1.9 
and 1.9.1.

D-E-0437-5 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.0, 4.0 The role of other facility and management plans has been clarified. 
Navy activities on other Services' installations will be performed in 
accordance with all applicable regulations, management plans, and 
Biological Opinions.
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D-E-0437-15 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

2.2.4.4,  3.3.2.1.3 The circles on Figure 2.2.4.5-1 depicting the proposed locations for the 
Maritime Directed Energy Test Center do not represent the actual 
footprint of the area to be disturbed.  Construction would not take place 
in critical habitat for Sesbania tomentosa or Panicum nihauensis shown 
in Figure 3.3.2.1.3-1.

D-E-0437-9 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.1.3.1 Results of a study of EMR and bats has been added and the text in the 
EIS/OEIS biological resources sections has been expanded to include 
additional analysis of EMR.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.7 In most cases, based on the assumptions presented in the EIS/OEIS, 
the concentrations of potential marine contaminants would be far below 
the concentrations that are measurable by laboratory analytical 
methods. Thus, such concentrations could not be correlated with 
biological effects. To the extent such information is available from 
governmental or peer-reviewed technical sources, threshold 
concentrations for biological effects have been added to Section 3.1.7 
of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0437-14 Program 2.2.3.5.4 The new location of the Kingfisher Underwater Training Area is 
analyzed in this EIS/OEIS (see Sections 2.2.3.5.4, 3.3.1.1.1, and 
4.3.1.1.1).   Additional environmental documentation and coordination 
with USFWS and NMFS would be completed prior to establishment of 
the new location.

D-E-0437-10 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0437-13 Program 2.2.3.5.3 Additional information on the anchor size and weight has been added to 
Section 2.2.3.6.3 of the EIS/OEIS.  See response to comment D-E-
0437-12.

D-E-0437-12 Biological Resources - 
Marine

2.2.3.5.3 The anchors (concrete or sand bags) would be approximately 1.5 feet-
by-1.5 feet and would weigh approximately 300 pounds.  The majority 
of deep water corals are located at depths between 162 and 774 ft.  
The anchors would be located at depths greater than 600 ft which 
should avoid the majority of deep corals.   The Portable Undersea 
Tracking Range could be located anywhere within the area shown on 
Figure 2.2.3.5.3-1 and not necessarily consistently deployed in the 
same area.  According to Section 2.2.3.5.3, the Navy proposes using 
the system for only 2 days per month.

D-E-0437-11 Program 2 The training and RDT&E activities covered under the Proposed Action 
fall into one of three categories: (1) U.S. Navy units (ships, aircraft, 
personnel) conducting unit-level activities on any military's range within 
the HRC; (2) any U.S. or foreign military unit conducting activities on 
U.S. Navy-operated ranges; and, (3) any U.S. or foreign military unit 
conducting activities on any military's range in Hawaii as part of a Navy-
sponsored exercise.  Clarifying text has been added to Chapter 2.0 of 
the EIS/OEIS.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-18 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.3.1.1.1 Keyhole limpet has been replaced with “limpets” in Section 3.3.1.1.1.

D-E-0437-19 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.3.2.1.3,  3.4.2 Citations have been added to the Environmentally Sensitive Habitat 
sections in  Chapter 3.0 as appropriate.  Navy has reviewed the 2006-
2007 NWI data and has incorporated any changes as a result of the 
information provided therein.

D-E-0437-17 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.2 Section 3.2 states that the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National 
Monument includes the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands Coral Reef 
Ecosystem Reserve among other special areas.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-16 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.2 This statement in Section 3.2 is correct.  Only 12 species of "alien" 
marine algae, invertebrates, and fish have been recorded in the 
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands. However, your statement regarding rich 
faunal presence has been added to the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0437-23 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.4.2.1.1 The locations of the two units of the Pearl Harbor National Wildlife 
Refuge mentioned have been added to Figure 3.4.2.1.1-1.  Plants 
within the Honouliuli Unit would not be affected by existing or proposed 
activities.  The text has been revised to state that “Recently, three 
endangered plants, kooloaula (Abutilon menziesii), ohai (Sesbania 
tomentosa), and loulu (Pritchardia kaalae) were established as 
mitigation for past projects at the Honouliuli Unit of the Pearl Harbor 
National Wildlife Refuge. These three plants are at least 3 mi from the 
EOD Land Range and Lima Landing, the closest facilities along West 
Loch.”

D-E-0437-24 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.4.2.6.2 The Kalaeloa Unit of the Pearl Harbor National Wildlife Refuge has 
been added to the Environmentally Sensitive Habitat, Section 3.4.2.6.2.  
Achyranthes splendens is already listed in the Endangered Plant 
Species section as being located in the southwestern corner of 
Kalaeloa.  Activities performed on U.S. Coast Guard Air Station Barbers 
Point/Kalaeloa Airport would avoid this unit of the refuge.

D-E-0437-22 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.1.2.1.1 The Microwave and EMESS 1 on Niihau are focused on PMRF only.  A 
small signal (~5 watts, similar to a cell phone) is transmitted from the 
sites.  Nesting seabirds on Lehua are outside the transmission area and 
would not be affected.

D-E-0437-20 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.1.3.1, 4.3.2.9.1.1, 
4.3.2.10.2, 4.6.2.1.2.1,

Citations have been added to the Environmentally Sensitive Habitat 
sections in the EIS/OEIS as appropriate.  Navy has reviewed the 2006-
2007 NWI data and has incorporated any changes as a result of the 
information provided therein.

D-E-0437-21 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.3.2.9.1 The presence of the olulu or alula (Brighamia insignis) and its critical 
habitat are addressed in the EIS/OEIS in Section 3.3.2.9.1.  The 
additional listed plants have been added, although the majority of the 
plants were historically observed on Niihau.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-32 Program 4.1.2.2.1 The baseline number of 3,134 hours is provided in the discussion of the 
No-action Alternative, under Section 4.1.2.2.1.

D-E-0437-31 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2.1 Section 4.1.2 has been fully revised.

D-E-0437-33 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2.2 Section 4.1.2 has been fully revised.  The number of hours of sonar 
analyzed in Alternative 1 is greater than the number of hours analyzed 
in the No-action Alternative.  The text will be corrected to eliminate the 
confusion.  'Section 4.1.2 has been fully revised.  The number of hours 
of sonar analyzed in Alternative 1 is greater than the number of hours 
analyzed in the No-action Alternative.  The text will be corrected to 
eliminate the confusion.  In addition, the number of hours of sonar 
analyzed includes all AN/SQS-53 and AN/SQS-56 surface ship sonar, 
the AN/AQS-22 helicopter dipping sonar, the AN/SSQ-62 sonobuoy 
sonar, and the MK-48 torpedo sonar hours, not just those associated 
with ASW TRACKEX and ASW TORPEX.

D-E-0437-26 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.4.2.11.1, 4.4.2.11.1.1 Section 3.3.2.11.1 table has been revised as applicable.  The text in 
3.4.2.11.1 has been clarified to match the depiction of  critical habitat 
shown on the figure.  The Navy’s compliance has been added to 
Section 4.4.2.11.1.1.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-25 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.4.2.9.2 Nesting by stilts on Hickam AFB has been added to the discussion of 
endangered birds in Section 3.4.2.9.2. Hawaiian stilts are low-flying 
birds and the potential for strikes is not a major concern.  All activities 
would be performed in accordance with both Air Force and Navy 
Bird/Animal Strike Hazard (BASH) requirements.  The BASH programs 
include ways to minimize impacts on both the birds and planes.

D-E-0437-30 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.6.2.1.2, 4.6.2.2.1, 
4.6.2.2.2

Figure 3.6.2.1.2-1 has been revised to include the Pohakuloa Training 
Area boundary, thus showing where palila (Loxioides bailleui) critical 
habitat is designated within and adjacent to Pohakuloa Training Area. 
Text added in Chapter 4.0 to explain that Navy activities at Pohakuloa 
Training Area and Bradshaw Army Airfield would be performed in 
accordance with applicable Army/USFWS biological opinions.

D-E-0437-29 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.4.1.6.1 Species have been added as suggested and additional information 
added as appropriate.

D-E-0437-28 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.4.2.12.1, 4.4.2.13.1 Text added to Chapter 4.0 to explain that Navy activities at Kahuku and 
Dillingham would be performed in accordance with applicable 
Army/USFWS biological opinions.

D-E-0437-27 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.4.2.11.1 The description of the Reservation's intermittent stream and estuary 
provided in the Makua Military Reservation Implementation Plan has 
been added to Section 3.4.2.11.1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-509



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-35 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 PMRF does not collect data on collisions with sea turtles.  A study of 
green sea turtle strandings in the Hawaiian Archipelago from 1982-2003 
showed that boat strikes and shark attacks each accounted for 2.7 
percent of the 3,732 green sea turtle strandings. Green turtle strandings 
attributable to boat strikes were likely from Kauai and Oahu. The most 
common cause of the strandings was the tumor-forming disease, 
fibropapillomatosis (28 percent); 49 percent of the strandings could not 
be attributed to any known cause.  (Chaloupka et al, 2004).

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-34 Program 4.1.2.2.1, 4.1.2.2.3, The baseline number of 3,134 hours is provided in the discussion of the 
No-action Alternative, under Section 4.1.2.2.1.  The number of 1,590 
hours of sonar activity included in the Alternatives 2 and 3 discussion is 
not inclusive of all sonar activities.  The total number is 5,179, which is 
noted in Section 4.1.2.2.3 (Alternatives 2 or 3).

D-E-0437-36 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3,  4.1.2.3.1 Section 4.1.2.3 includes the potential impacts of sonar on sea turtles 
and discusses the measured hearing threshold of green turtles and 
other hard-shell turtles, the appropriateness of extrapolating marine 
mammal and human hearing data notwithstanding.





The following section, 4.1.2.3.1,  discusses the impact of underwater 
detonations on marine mammals and sea turtles and outlines the 
criteria and thresholds for injury and harassment.  Potential injury and 
mortality is indexed to charge size and distance as well as animal size.  
For non-injurious harassment (Level B and onset TTS) two criteria are 
used: 182dB (Energy Flux Density Level) and 23 psi peak pressure 
level for charge sizes less than 2,000 lbs.  





The available experimental and observational data on the effects of 
detonations/explosives on sea turtles is limited, but using these data in 
conjunction with the modeling done for ship-shock and other Navy 
projects (which extrapolated effects on sea turtles) provided the best 
thresholds for effects.

D-E-0437-37 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.7 In most cases, based on the assumptions presented in the EIS/OEIS, 
the concentrations of potential marine contaminants would be far below 
the concentrations that are measurable by laboratory analytical 
methods. Thus, such concentrations could not be correlated with 
biological effects. To the extent such information is available from 
governmental or peer-reviewed technical sources, threshold 
concentrations for biological effects have been added to Section 3.1.7 
of the EIS/OEIS.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-38 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.2.1.1.1.1 Analysis regarding  the use of chemical simulants is found in offshore 
sections of the EIS/OEIS because simulants are dispersed offshore.   
Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 has additional information regarding debris as 
follows: "In a successful intercept, both missiles would be destroyed by 
the impact.  Momentum would carry debris along the respective paths 
of the two missiles until the debris falls to earth.  The debris would 
consist of a few large pieces, (approximately 110 lb) of each missile, 
many medium pieces, (approximately 11 lb), and mostly tiny particles.  
This debris is subject to winds on its descent to the surface.  The debris 
would generally fall into two elliptically-shaped areas.  Most debris 
would fall to earth within 3 to 40 minutes after intercept, but some of the 
lighter particles may drift, airborne, for as long as 2 to 4 hours before 
landing."

D-E-0437-39 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

The Navy has participated in the NMFS debris removal efforts.  Ocean 
debris and non-Navy activities such as fishing and whale-watching pose 
a real, documented threat to marine mammals in Hawaii.  For example, 
in the 2006-07 humpback whale season, there were 26 reports of 
whales or dolphins entangled in fishing gear, numerous hooked monk 
seals and eight collisions between humpbacks and whale-watching 
vessels (see NMFS Stranding Response Network Newsletter  
[http://www.fpir.noaa.gov/Library/PRD/Marine%20Mammal%
20Response/Newsletter%205.pdf]).

D-E-0437-41 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.1.2.1.2 The text in Section 4.3.1.2.1.2 has been clarified. Buoys deployed by 
the Navy at Kingfisher Underwater Training Area could act as  Fish 
Aggregating Devices (FADs) that could attract pelagic species such as 
tuna, mahimahi, wahoo, and numerous shark species and thus also 
attract fishermen.  However,  this has not been an issue for the current 
Kingfisher training area offshore of PMRF.

D-E-0437-40 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.1.1.1.1, 4.3.1.2.1 Expeditionary Assault or SPECWAROPS amphibious landing exercises 
on PMRF occur at Majors Bay, which has coral coverage of less than 2 
percent.  The exercises take place in specific routes in order to 
minimize to the extent practicable impacts on coral and other sensitive 
marine life (see Section 4.3.1.1.1.1).  As stated in Section 4.3.1.2.1, 
“Reefs offshore of Niihau are poorly developed and SPECWAROPS on 
Niihau use existing openings, which will minimize the potential for 
impacts from Major Exercises.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-46 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.1.1.1.1 Amphibious landings, which occur at Majors Bay, are not located within 
nesting areas.  As stated in Section 4.3.1.1.1.1, "Within 1 hour prior to 
initiation of Expeditionary Assault landing exercises, landing routes and 
beach areas are surveyed for the presence of sensitive wildlife."

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-42 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.1.3.1, 4.3.2.10.2.1 To summarize Sections 4.3.1.3.1 and 4.3.2.10.2.1, two additional Air-to-
Ground GUNEX events per year could occur under Alternatives 1, 2, or 
3 at Kaula. Niihau is not used for GUNEX training.  Only small caliber 
weapons are used.  Only the southern tip of Kaula (less than 10 percent 
of the total acreage) is used for Navy activities.  There are no known 
threatened or endangered plant species. Some individual migratory 
seabirds may be lost to GUNEX training  in the designated impact area.  
Gunnery rounds that may occasionally miss the designated impact area 
may also result in the loss of some individuals elsewhere on the island.  
However, current migratory seabird populations appear to be healthy 
and reproducing normally.  Kaula is covered by a sparse grass 
landscape and earthen/rock outcrops, reportedly underlain by a 
relatively thin soil layer with highly weathered limestone bedrock.  Soil 
erosion is not an issue for the island.  The Navy does not agree that a 
avian survey is necessary at this time because  s are being proposed to 
the nature of activities at Kaula.

D-E-0437-45 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.1.3.1 Text revised in Section 4.3.2.1.3.1 to ‘…delayed as long as necessary 
until…”

D-E-0437-44 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.1 Section 4.3.2.1.3.1 now states that  no listed plants have been identified 
adjacent to the Strategic Target System launch pad.   The launch pad is 
kept clear and the surrounding area contains landscaped vegetation.   
Additional measures from the PMRF Enhanced Capability EIS  are now 
listed that reduce possible environmental impacts around the launch 
pad.  The installation of a portable blast deflector on the launch pad 
could protect the vegetation on the adjacent sand dunes.  The potential 
for starting a fire would be further reduced by clearing dry vegetation 
from around the launch pad.  Spraying the vegetation adjacent to the 
launch pad with water just before launch would reduce the risk of 
ignition.  Emergency fire crews would be available during launches to 
quickly extinguish any fire and minimize its effects.  An open (spray) 
nozzle will be used, when possible, rather than a directed stream when 
extinguishing fires, to avoid erosion damage to the sand dunes and to 
prevent possible destruction of cultural resources.

D-E-0437-43 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

The Navy has considered inspections of inbound flights from the U.S. 
mainland.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-49 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.1 This statement has been removed from Section 4.3.2.1.3.1. There is 
supporting data already in the EIS/OEIS regarding launches of NASA 
rockets and the effects of noise on the wildlife in the vicinity. AT PMRF, 
an inspection of the launch area follows each launch.

D-E-0437-50 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.1 As stated in Section 4.3.2.1.3.1, monitoring data from PMRF show 
wildlife would not be affected by aluminum oxide and hydrogen chloride  
exhaust. Birds will not come into contact with the exhaust plume 
because of their flight away from the initial launch noise. In addition, 
because aluminum oxide and hydrogen chloride do not bioaccumulate, 
no indirect effects on the food chain are anticipated from these rocket 
exhaust emissions.

D-E-0437-48 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.9.2.1 As stated in Section 4.3.2.9.2.1, target drones are currently flown along 
the west coast of the island away from inhabited areas.  The drones do 
not fly over occupied areas; however, there is the potential for a drone 
to crash and deposit hazardous waste onto the island. The PMRF 
Hazardous Material Spill Response Team will be dispatched to the 
crash site of any mishap to ensure proper removal of all hazardous 
material/hazardous waste.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
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D-E-0437-47 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.2 The Laysan albatross is being discouraged from nesting at PMRF to 
prevent interaction between the species and aircraft using the runway. 
Text has been added to Section 4.3.2.1.3.2 regarding  the Navy's 
albatross egg and chick removal surrogate parenting program.  This 
program  is anticipated to continue as long as viable eggs are available 
at PMRF.

D-E-0437-51 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

3.3.2.1.7 Safety zones and their locations are discussed under Health and Safety 
and shown in Figure 3.3.2.1.7-1.  The launch would be delayed until the 
animal has left the area.  Chapter 6.0 provides standard operating 
procedures and mitigation measures for sea turtles and monk seals 
observed in the safety zone prior to a launch.

D-E-0437-54 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.1.3 Information from Section 4.3.2.1.9.2 (Noise) has been added to Section 
4.3.2.1.3.2.  Other touch and go procedures currently take place at the 
runway.

D-E-0437-52 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.6 impacts on soils and any associated mitigation measures are described 
in Section 4.3.2.1.6--Hazardous Materials and Waste.

D-E-0437-53 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.1 See response to comment D-E-0437-44.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-56 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.2 The text in question has been deleted.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
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D-E-0437-55 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.1.3.2 The placement of new equipment to enhance electronic warfare training 
capability would be collocated on an existing communication tower or 
other structure.  Any new towers would not be sited in or near wetlands, 
other known bird concentration areas (e.g., state or Federal refuges, 
staging areas, rookeries), in known migratory or daily movement 
flyways, or in habitat of threatened or endangered species.  The towers 
proposed for use are not located in Newell’s shearwater nesting areas.  
Any required lighting would be shielded in accordance with existing 
PMRF policy.  PMRF works directly with Save our Shearwaters to 
minimize effects on the birds from its activities.

D-E-0437-57 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.2 The Control Building would not be constructed in a wetland.  Section  
4.3.2.1.3.2 states:  “The proposed building site is within the previously 
disturbed administrative area.”  An environmental review of the 
proposed Consolidated Range Operations Complex construction was 
conducted that determined that the effects of the proposed construction 
on the environment are minimal and a categorical exclusion (CATEX) 
for the proposed project was approved on 14 May 2004.

D-E-0437-60 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.2.2.3 As stated in Section 4.3.2.1.3.3,  Multiple Strike Group activities would 
occur mainly offshore and would involve many of the training operations 
identified under the No-action Alternative.  No new lighting, fire 
potential, noise, electromagnetic radiation/ electromagnetic fields from 
increased operations, or introduction of non-native species would occur.

D-E-0437-59 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.3 Section  4.3.1.1.1.3-Biological Resources—PMRF Offshore now states:  
Effects from reentry vehicles and missiles impacting Illeginni have been 
assessed in several documents including the 1977 EA Missile Impacts, 
Illeginni Island and the 2004 EA for Minuteman III Modification, which 
includes the Summary of the 1992 EA for Department of Energy (DOE) 
Reentry Vehicles, Flight Test Program, U.S. Army Kwajalein Atoll, 
Republic of the Marshall Islands (Ballistic Missile Defense System 
Command, 1977; U.S. Department of the Air Force, 2004).  Reentry 
vehicles' impacts on Illeginni most often occur in cleared or maintained 
areas in the center of the island.  Mitigation measures include the use of 
best management practices developed by USAKA to prevent any 
unnecessary additional disturbance of bird nesting sites and the least 
possible disruption of vegetation and habitat in the post-test cleanup 
process.

D-E-0437-58 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.3 This statement has been removed from Section 4.3.2.1.3.3.
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Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0437-66 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Niihau is not used for GUNEX training.  Therefore, nearshore 
environments would not be affected.

D-E-0437-67 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.10.2.1 Section 4.3.2.10.2.1 now states that seabirds, such as the sooty tern 
(Sterna fuscata), brown noddy, red-footed booby, and masked booby 
will be reduced on Kaula.

D-E-0437-68 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.1.1.1.2, 4.4.1.2.1.1 Text added to Sections 4.4.1.1.1.2 and 4.4.1.2.1.1:  "Prior to the sinking 
of any vessels or deployment of steel frames for Naval Special Warfare 
exercises, environmental documents would be developed and reviewed 
as appropriate.  The Navy would begin early coordination with 
regulatory agencies as applicable to reduce environmental impacts and 
to assist with the development of any required mitigative measures."

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
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D-E-0437-61 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.2.2.2, 4.3.2.3.2.2 As stated in  4.3.2.2.2.2 and 4.3.2.3.2.2, SPECWAROPS troops would 
avoid sensitive biological resources, such as the dwarf iliau, when 
possible since regular existing routes are used. All participants would 
continue to be briefed on current guidelines to avoid undue impacts on 
vegetation.

D-E-0437-65 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.9.1 Text in Section 4.3.2.9.1 has been deleted.  However, the presence of 
listed plants is acknowledged.

D-E-0437-62 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.3.2.2 Text in Section 4.3.2.3.2.2 has been added to clarify the impacts:  The 
installation of the antennas would not require additional lighting or 
changes to the physical size of the structure.  Telemetry, command and 
control, and optical sensors are passive systems that do not present the 
same potential for impacts on wildlife as the radar systems such as the 
THAAD radar used on the HRC, even though they may use a radar or 
other active sensors for tracking and pointing activities.

D-E-0437-64 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.6 and 4.3.2.7 The text has been revised in Section 4.3.2.6 and 4.3.2.7 to include the 
following: Activities would follow existing procedures used to prevent 
the introduction of non-native species.  All Navy ships calling on 
Hawaiian ports are advised of important natural resource issues, 
including precautions regarding whales, in the reply to their request for 
a berth.  Because this anticipates the actual date of arrival by 
approximately 2 days, the ships are advised of humpback precautions 
and other possible issues well before they approach Hawaii.

D-E-0437-63 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.3.2.3.2.2 The text has been revised.  Newell’s shearwaters and Hawaiian dark-
rumped petrels often fly into utility wires and poles and fall to the 
ground.  KIUC has implemented a number of conservation measures to 
benefit listed seabird species on Kauai. The cooperative has shielded 
all streetlights on utility poles along county and state highways to 
reduce light-attraction impacts.  KIUC has also placed power line 
marker balls in areas of concentrated seabird flight paths.  (Kauai Island 
Utility Cooperative, 2006)  These measures could also be used for the 
proposed installation of additional poles and cable between PMRF and 
Kokee.
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D-E-0437-71 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.2.3.1.1, 4.4.2.5.1 Additional text has been added.  The Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor 
National Wildlife Refuge, which supports breeding populations of 
endangered water birds, is across the Loch from the Naval Inactive 
Ship Maintenance Facility, Pearl Harbor.  Mine Neutralization activities 
could startle these birds, but suspension of the mines at least 10 ft 
underwater would dampen the potential for airborne noise effects. 

Lima Landing is approximately 3 mi from the Honouiliuli Unit of the 
refuge.  Mine Neutralization activities could startle these birds, but 
suspension of the mines at least 10 ft underwater would dampen the 
potential for airborne noise effects.

D-E-0437-72 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.2.4.1.1 The following text has been added: "There is no significance cut-off for 
noise impacts on wildlife, including birds.  While individual foraging or 
transient birds in the vicinity of the EOD pit may be startled, training is 
unlikely to adversely affect a population of one of the 46 migratory 
species that occur in Pearl Harbor vicinity.  At 4,000 ft from the EOD pit, 
the noise levels would be reduced to approximately 94 dB.  The EOD 
Land Range is approximately 3 mi from the Honouiliuli Unit of the 
refuge, which would result in even lower noise levels at that site."

D-E-0437-73 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.4.2.6.2 Mitigation measures are provided in Chapter 6.0. A statement has been 
added to Section 4.4.2.6.2 to clarify  that Navy activities would be 
conducted in accordance with all applicable Biological Opinions and 
U.S. Coast Guard regulations.
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D-E-0437-69 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.1.9.1 The exercises are performed concurrently.  To clarify, "concurrent" has 
been added to the text in Section 4.4.1.9.1.

D-E-0437-70 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.2.1.1.1 The text has been revised to:  "While individual birds may be startled, 
the training operations (C2, In-port and Personnel Support Operations, 
SPECWAROPS, and Salvage Operations) being currently performed 
are not likely to adversely affect a population of one of the 46 migratory 
species that occur in the Naval Station Pearl Harbor area and thus 
should exempt the HRC from the take prohibitions."
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D-E-0437-76 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.4.2.11.1 A statement was added to Section 4.4.2.11.1 advising that Navy 
operations at the site would be performed in accordance with all 
applicable biological opinions and existing Army regulations.

D-E-0437-77 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.4.2.16 A statement has been added to Section 4.4.2.16 to clarify  that 
telemetry, command and control, and optical sensors are passive 
systems that do not present the same potential for impacts on wildlife 
as the radar systems such as the THAAD radar used on the HRC, even 
though they may use a radar or other active sensors for tracking and 
pointing activities.

D-E-0437-75 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.2.9.2.1 The Bird Aircraft Strike Hazard (BASH) Program is at every Air Force 
base with a runway in order to prevent as many wildlife strikes to 
aircraft as possible.  Habitat and terrain controls include mowing for 
specific vegetation heights, brush and tree  removal, and dewatering 
and netting small ponds near runways.  Navy operations would be 
performed in accordance with all applicable Air Force Biological 
Opinions, rules and regulations, including those addressed under the 
Air Force BASH Program.

Patricia S Port --US Dept of 
Interior

D-E-0437-74 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.4.2.6.2 Text in Section 4.4.2.6.2 has been revised to: "Noise and movement of 
personnel, vehicles, helicopters, and landing craft may temporarily 
displace sensitive bird species such as the ae`o (Hawaiian stilt) from 
feeding and resting areas.  However, training operations are generally 
short in duration and they occur in areas regularly used for such training 
operations.  Air operations are a routine occurrence on the installation.  
All participants in training operations are to adhere to the Navy 
guidelines provided in Table 4.4.1.2.1.1-1, along with applicable U.S. 
Coast Guard procedures, to assist in minimizing impacts on biological 
resources.  While individual birds may be startled, the training events 
(Air Operations, Aircraft Support Operations, and SPECWAROPS) 
currently being performed are not likely to adversely affect a population 
of one of the migratory species that occur in the U.S. Coast Guard Air 
Station Barbers Point/Kalaeloa Airport area and thus should exempt the 
HRC from the take  prohibitions.

D-E-0437-78 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.4.2.17,  4.4.2.18, 
4.4.2.19

See response to comment D-E-0437-77.

D-E-0438-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

DJ  Colbert D-E-0438-1 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 See response to comment D-E-0412-1.

D-E-0437-79 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.8 The suggested regulations have been added to Section 4.8.

D-E-0437-80 Biological Resources - 
Marine

6.2.1.4, 6.4.11 The Navy has existing standard operating procedures to provide 
guidance on how to assist injured animals and to report collisions with 
marine life.  Text to that effect has been added to Chapter 6.0.
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Kelley Burg D-E-0442-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0440-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

John P. Shannon D-E-0443-1 Health and Safety An evaluation of the adequacy of the Navy's nuclear power 
management and safety programs  is beyond the scope of the 
Proposed Action.  This EIS/OEIS addresses increased levels of 
personnel training using the current inventory of nuclear-powered ships 
and land facilities.

D-E-0438-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

DJ  Colbert D-E-0438-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 As clarified in Section 4.3.1.1.1.1--Biological Resources—PMRF 
Offshore, amphibious landings as part of Expeditionary Assault 
activities on PMRF would occur only at Majors Bay and are restricted to 
existing routes.  The area used is not typically used by sea turtles or 
Hawaiian monk seals.

Julie Penny D-E-0440-1 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Andrea Brower D-E-0439-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.  The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter.  The Navy does take its 
environmental stewardship role seriously, providing funds, efforts, and 
professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  Navy complies 
with all applicable environmental laws and has established procedures 
to ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-E-0439-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0439-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0438-3.

D-E-0439-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.
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Alika Parks D-E-0445-1 Program Individuals may not follow regulations and controls; however, the Navy 
does have regulations and controls established to protect the 
environment.  The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to 
environmental stewardship seriously, providing funds, efforts, and 
professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  Navy complies 
with all applicable environmental laws and has established procedures 
to ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-E-0445-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0445-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

NWHI is experiencing a decline of monk seal population; however, 
sightings of monk seals have increased in the Main Hawaiian Islands.

John P. Shannon D-E-0443-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Gordon La Bedz --Surfrider 
Foundation

D-E-0444-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0062-2.

Linda Harmon D-E-0448-1 Program It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require increases in 
the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.  The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter.

Ellen Caldwell D-E-0449-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11. 
4.1.2.4.11.2

See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  Regarding the Bahamas 
stranding, see Section 4.1.2.4.11.2.

D-E-0445-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Email MomBurgess D-E-0446-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.

Maren Orion D-E-0447-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.
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D-E-0451-6 Socioeconomics 3.3.2.1.10, 4.3.2.1.11.2, 
4.3.2.1.12.2, 4.3.2.1.12, 
4.4.6.1, 4.3.2.1.9.2, 
4.4.2.7.42, 4.6.2.1.5.2

The social costs of and impacts on the various resources have been 
considered in the EIS/OEIS. Social costs incorporate the total of all the 
costs associated with an economic activity and are borne by the 
economic agent (in this case the U.S. Navy) and by society at large. 
Sections 3.3.2.1.10, 4.3.2.1.11.2, 4.3.2.1.12.2, 4.3.2.1.12, 4.4.6.1, 
4.3.2.1.9.2, 4.4.2.7.42, and 4.6.2.1.5.2 discuss various socioeconomic 
factors and impacts.

D-E-0451-7 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.3 See Section 4.1.2.4.3, which describes the analytical framework and 
history behind the development of the Navy’s compliance efforts.

D-E-0451-5 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Jose  Bulatao, Jr. --Kauai 
Westside Watershed Council

D-E-0450-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0450-2 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0438-3.

D-E-0451-4 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 Thank you for your comment.

Ellen Caldwell D-E-0449-2 Program An alternative that would decrease military training from current levels 
would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action or 
support the Navy’s ability to meet Federal statutory requirements.  In 
addition, a reduction in training operations could jeopardize the ability of 
specialty forces, transient units, and Strike Groups using the HRC for 
training purposes to be ready and qualified for deployment.

D-E-0451-2 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0451-3 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace, therefore there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

D-E-0450-3 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 There are currently no plans for chemical lasers.  Because the directed 
energy programs have not been defined,  they cannot be fully analyzed 
in this EIS.  As stated in Section 2.2.4.5 of the EIS/OEIS, “ Should the 
Airborne Laser program decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts from training operations.”

Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-1 Policy/NEPA Process Scoping transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the 
EIS/OEIS but are included in the Administrative Record.
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D-E-0451-12 Program 3.1.4, 4.3.1.3, C.5 Section 3.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS describes various types of ordnance to 
be used during training.  Under the Military Munitions Rule (MMR), the 
munitions expended on a military range need not be cleaned up until 
the range is formally closed. Under the MMR, land ranges in the HRC 
would be cleaned up when the military no longer needs them, and 
decides to close them.  Navy activities on other Services' installations 
will be performed in accordance with all applicable regulations, 
management plans, and Biological Opinions associated with each 
installation. Kaula has been used as a target location by U.S. and Allied 
forces since 1952.  At one time the entire island was used for training in 
air-to-surface and surface-to-surface weapons delivery. Today only the 
southeastern tip, approximately 8 percent, of the island is used for 
training.

Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-8 Biological Resources - 
Marine

C.3 The military's responsibility with regard to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
is described in Appendix C, Section C.3 Biological Resources.  Military 
readiness activities are exempt from the take prohibitions of the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, provided they do not result in a significant 
adverse effect on the population of a migratory bird species.  Navy 
activities in the HRC are not expected to adversely affect populations of 
a particular bird species.

D-E-0451-11 Cumulative Impacts 5.4.1-1 A detailed cumulative impact analysis relative to projects listed in Table 
5.4.1-1 is provided in Section 5.

D-E-0451-10 Cultural Resources 3.1.3, 3.1.2.4.1 The cultural significance of marine species is well documented in 
numerous documents, many of which can be accessed at local libraries 
and museums and on various Internet websites.  Among these are The 
Works of the People of Old (Mary Kawena Pukui, 1976); Hawaiian 
Reflections (Rick Golt, 1978); Feathered Gods and Fishhooks (Patrick 
Kirch, 1985); An Account of the Polynesian Race (Fornander, 1878); 
and in several articles by NOAA posted at 
http://hawaiihumpbackwhale.noaa.gov (including "The Cultural 
Significance of Whales in Hawaii."  Laws that protect cultural resources 
are not directly applicable to animals, including marine mammals; 
however, they are protected by the Endangered Species Act and the 
Marine Mammals Protection Act.  Any potential effects on marine 
mammals and associated mitigation measures are discussed within the 
biological sections (Open Ocean and Offshore areas) of the EIS/OEIS 
and supported through consultation with Hawaiian agencies and cultural 
groups.

D-E-0451-9 Utilities 4.3.2.1.1.1, 5.3.12 As noted in Section 5.3.12, activities proposed within this EIS/OEIS 
would not significantly increase utility service demand.  See response to 
comment D-E-0456-2 for a quantification of carbon dioxide emissions.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-521

http://hawaiihumpbackwhale.noaa.gov


Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0451-15 Program The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers appropriate 
alternatives to achieve them.  To implement its Congressional 
mandates, the Navy needs to support and to conduct current and 
emerging training and RDT&E training events in the HRC and upgrade 
or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance and sustain Navy 
training and testing.  These objectives are required to provide combat 
capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in accordance with U.S.C. 
Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.  Your comments regarding costs and budgetary matters are 
noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-13 Health and Safety 5 General community health conditions are outside the scope of this 
EIS/OEIS.  Cumulative effects from the proposed action are discussed 
in Chapter 5.0.

D-E-0451-14 Water Resources 3.3.2.1.13 USEPA has recommended 24 parts per billion (ppb) as the level of 
concern for perchlorate.  However, as stated in Section 3.3.2.1.13 of the 
EIS/OEIS, the Navy has adopted 4 ppb.  Results from tests at PMRF 
have shown the perchlorate level to be below 4 ppb.
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Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-16 Health and Safety 4.2.1.1.1.1,  4.2.1.1.1.2,  
4.3.2.1.7.2

Sections 4.2.1.1.1.1 and 4.2.1.1.1.2 includes analysis of potential 
impacts on biological resources from the use of chemical simulants.  
The potential ingestion of toxins, such as the small amount of propellant 
or simulant remaining in the spent boosters or on pieces of missile 
debris, by marine mammals or fish species in the offshore area will be 
remote because of (1) atmospheric dispersion, (2) the diluting and 
neutralizing effects of seawater, and (3) the relatively small area that 
could potentially be affected.  


Section 4.3.2.1.7.2 includes health and safety analysis of the chemical 
simulants proposed.  The top three preferred stimulants would be TBP, 
glyceryl tributyrate, and propylene glycol.  None of proposed simulants 
are considered hazardous substances or constituents; however, caution 
would be used when they are handled.  


The proposed testing of the Advanced Hypersonic Weapon would 
include launches using the previously analyzed Strategic Target System 
boosters. However, launches using the two ORION boosters (Orion 50S 
XLG first stage and Orion 50S XL second stage) have not been 
analyzed at PMRF.  The effects would be similar to previous launches 
at PMRF and would have minimal impacts.  


For the proposed high-energy laser, PMRF would develop the 
necessary standard operating procedures and range safety 
requirements necessary to provide safe operations associated.  Should 
a high-energy program decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts from training activities.
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D-E-0451-18 Socioeconomics Your comment regarding housing prices and homelessness is noted but 
is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-17 Socioeconomics Discussions of these types of social issues are outside the scope of the 
environmental impact analysis process.  The scoping issues raised in 
this comment were reviewed for applicability. Transcripts/ comments 
from scoping are available in the Administrative Record.  Regarding 
crime, there does not appear to be a correlation between crime and the 
largest influx of personnel during RIMPAC, which occurs every 2 years. 
A review of the Honolulu Crime Index for 1996-2005 indicates the 
following non-statistically tested correlations regarding the influx of 
military personnel in Oahu during RIMPAC 2000, 2002, and 2004.  

In 2000, 46,659 crimes were committed, the population of Oahu was 
876,156, and the total number of tourists on Oahu was 4,719,244.  The 
total number of military personnel that could have possibly visited Oahu 
when they were not participating in RIMPAC 2000 was 25,000, or 2.8 
percent of the permanent population and 0.5 percent of the annual 
tourists.

In 2002, crime rose on Oahu by approximately 23 percent.  The number 
of military personnel that participated in RIMPAC 2002 was 44 percent 
less than the 2000 exercise (a total of 11,000), or 1.2 percent of the 
permanent population. 

 In 2004 crime decreased by 18.6 percent from 2002 and by 0.07 
percent from 2000.  The population of Oahu was 897,969.  The total 
number of military personnel that could have possibly visited Oahu 
when they were not participating in RIMPAC 2004 was 17,000 or only 
1.9 percent of the permanent population and 0.4 percent of the tourists 
that visited Oahu during the entire year of 2004.

D-E-0451-19 Socioeconomics Your comment regarding tensions between the community and the 
military is noted but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0451-21 Utilities 2.2.4.4 None of the proposed activities described within this EIS/OEIS would 
increase utility service demands.  Once final decisions have been made 
regarding the directed energy program, additional environmental 
documents would be prepared (see Section 2.2.4.5).

D-E-0451-20 Land Use The Proposed Action presented in the EIS/OEIS does not require the 
Navy to acquire additional land, nor alter on-base or off-base land use 
patterns.  All recreational services available to military personnel and 
civilians will remain at current status during non-hazardous training 
operations.  Additionally, temporary clearance procedures for safety 
purposes have been employed regularly over time without significant 
impact on commercial shipping, commercial fishing, or tourist-related 
activities.
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D-E-0453-4 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 There are currently no plans for chemical lasers. Because the directed 
energy programs have not been defined they cannot be fully analyzed 
in this EIS/OEIS.  As stated in Section 2.2.4.5, “ Should the Airborne 
Laser program decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts from training operations.”

D-E-0453-5 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Janet  Rapoport D-E-0455-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.

Kyle  Kajihiro  --American 
Friends Service Committee

D-E-0451-22 Cultural Resources 4.2.2.2, Appendix H.2 See response to comment issues identified for comment D-W-0091-12.

D-E-0453-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0438-3.

D-E-0451-23 Cultural Resources Hawaiian cultural and religious practices will remain unaffected by 
Proposed Actions.  Oral histories, interviews and ethnographic studies 
are not conducted for routine undertakings; however, they are 
conducted when complex or special circumstances arise or if there is 
insufficient information available for analysis.  For this EIS,  there were 
existing reports, histories, maps and databases that describe the types 
of resources known and expected within the area affected by the 
proposed activities.  Sections of the EIS/OEIS are prepared based on 
this information, which covers prehistoric, historic, traditional and 
modern usage of the lands.   Location-specific information of 
archaeological and traditional resources sites (e.g., shrines, sacred 
sites, burials) is protected by several laws.  Restricting this information 
ensures the protection of sensitive areas and prevents inadvertent 
disturbance.

Keone  Kealoha D-E-0453-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Diana La Bedz D-E-0452-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0456-1 Cumulative Impacts 4.3.2.1.6,  4.3.2.1.13,  
5.2.1.4

Sections 4.3.2.1.6 and 4.3.2.1.13 provide an analysis of potential 
hazardous materials and wastes and water quality impacts 
(respectively) associated with Navy activities at PMRF.   The cumulative 
impact analysis includes a discussion on environmental contamination 
and biotoxins.  However, there is insufficient information available to 
determine how, or at what levels and in what combinations, 
environmental contaminants may affect marine mammals or other 
marine species.   Existing Navy activities are analyzed as part of the No
-Action Alternative.  Based on the cumulative impact analysis, it was 
determined that implementation of the Proposed Action in conjunction 
with the cumulative actions listed in Table 5.2-1 would not result in 
incremental cumulative impacts. GMO crop cultivation is out of the 
scope of the cumulative analysis.

D-E-0456-2 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.1.1 Projected increases in carbon dioxide emissions have been quantified 
at PMRF.  Most propellant systems produce carbon dioxide, which is a 
greenhouse gas.  Greenhouse gas emissions in the troposphere and 
stratosphere are of concern as they contribute to global warming by 
trapping re-radiated energy in the atmosphere (e.g., water vapor, 
carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, ozone, chlorofluorocarbons, 
hydrofluorocarbons, and perfluorinated carbons).  Table 4.3.2.1.1.1-2 
shows the total quantity of carbon dioxide emissions ranges from 0 to ½ 
ton per launch, depending on the missile.  The worst case estimated 
total carbon dioxide emissions from launches into the troposphere for 
the No-action Alternative would be 36 tons per year (TPY).  Alternative 
1 emissions of carbon dioxide from launches would be 52 TPY, and 
Alternatives 2 and 3 emissions of carbon dioxide from launches would 
be 56 TPY (see Table 2.2.2.3-1 for number of launches per year).  In 
comparison, the total carbon dioxide emissions from all sources in the 
United States was 5,945 million tons in 2005 (U.S. Office of Energy 
Statistics, 2005).  Although it is not easy to know with precision how 
long it takes greenhouse gas to leave the atmosphere, missile exhaust 
emissions per launch are relatively small and short-term.  Therefore, 
carbon dioxide from launches would have an insignificant effect on 
global warming.

D-E-0456-4 Cultural Resources 4.6.2.1.3 See response to comment D-W-0097-7.

D-E-0456-3 Cultural Resources ES1.2.4.3 Biodiversity refers to threatened and endangered species and cultural 
integrity refers to the condition of the various types of cultural sites, 
such as archeological or historic sites described in the EIS/OEIS.
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Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0456-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS describe the expended 
training and testing materials that would be deposited in the HRC as a 
result of the proposed activities.  Any potential impacts on the bottom 
sediments and other elements of the ecosystem are also addressed in 
these sections.  The actual dispersal will depend on the exact locations 
where training and testing events occur.

D-E-0456-8 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.7.1.1, 4.3.1.1.1 Ocean debris and non-Navy activities such as fishing and whale-
watching pose a real, documented threat to marine mammals in Hawaii.  
For example, in the 2006-07 humpback whale season, there were 26 
reports of whales or dolphins entangled in fishing gear, numerous 
hooked monk seals and eight collisions between humpbacks and whale
-watching vessels (see NMFS Stranding Response Network Newsletter  
[http://www.fpir.noaa.gov/Library/PRD/Marine%20Mammal%
20Response/Newsletter%205.pdf]).  NMFS is working these issues; 
they can be contacted at the provided web address; and the stranding 
network is in need of volunteers interested in marine mammal 
protection.  In addition, Sections 4.1.7.1.1 HRC Training Operations and 
4.3.1.1.1 Biological Resources - PMRF Offshore (BARSTUR, BSURE, 
SWTR, Kingfisher) address training debris and the potential for leaching 
of toxic materials.

D-E-0456-7 Socioeconomics 4.1.5.1.1, 8.0 Public notifications are made via Notices to Airmen (NOTAMs) and 
Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs), which provide information to pilots, 
ship operators, commercial fisherman, recreational boaters, and other 
area users that the military will be operating in a specific area, allowing 
them to plan their activities accordingly (see Section 4.1.5.1.1, and 
Chapter 8.0).  NOTAMs and NOTMARs are available through 
subscription services, email notifications, or via Internet postings.    In 
order to stay current individuals should subscribe to the local notices or 
check the online version frequently to see what notices have been 
posted.  Additional information can be found at 
http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/publications/notices/ and 
http://www.navcen.uscg.gov/lnm/

D-E-0456-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 Standard operating procedures (SOPs) and compliance with the DoD 
instructions referenced in this comment minimize risks to public safety 
by insuring that hazardous materials (e.g., ordnance) are stored, 
handled, and used under controlled conditions by trained individuals, 
and that non-participants are excluded from potentially hazardous 
areas. The SOPs and instructions also insure that hazardous wastes 
are identified, stored, handled, and disposed in an appropriate manner. 
Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS describe the expended 
training and testing materials that would be deposited in the HRC as a 
result of the proposed activities.
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D-E-0456-11 Cultural Resources ES, 7 See responses to issues identified in comments D-E-0062-4 and D-E-
0451-23.  NEPA analysis is an interdisciplinary process that is 
conducted by individuals with various experience and educational 
credentials.  The list of preparers for this EIS/OEIS is provided in 
Chapter 7.0.

D-E-0456-12 Mitigation Measures There are no mitigation measures because Northwestern Hawaiian 
Islands would not be affected by the proposed actions and alternatives 
in the EIS/OEIS. Conditions associated with laws and regulations of the 
Sanctuary apply. All Navy mitigation in Chapter 6.0 applies to the 
location as well.

D-E-0456-10 Biological Resources - 
Marine

No expansion of the HRC is being proposed.  All locations mentioned 
have been used in the past or are currently being used for Navy training 
and RDT&E operations.  The best available evidence based on prior 
installation reports supports the claim, such as no mortality or reduction 
in habitat use by birds within 820 feet of Titan launch complexes and 
the continued use of PMRF for successful shearwater nesting.

Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0456-9 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The activities proposed in this EIS/OEIS address a need to continue 
and enhance personnel training, which is unrelated to ongoing, 
planned, or prospective remediation of historical contamination.

D-E-0456-15 Health and Safety 4.3.2.1.7 Health and safety concerns regarding electromagnetic radiation (EMR) 
at PMRF are detailed in Section 4.3.2.1.7.  EMR health and safety 
issues described address hazards of EMR to people, fuel, and 
ordnance (HERP, HERF, and HERO, respectively).  The levels of EMR 
anticipated vary with the type and length training and RDT&E activity.  
However, prior to the installation  of any new radar or modifications to 
existing radar, PMRF conducts an EMR hazard review that considers 
hazards of EMR on personnel, fuel, and ordnance.  The review provides 
recommendations for sector blanking (areas off-limits to EMR) and 
safety systems.  Regular radiation hazard surveys occur of the radar 
and other EMR generating equipment used on PMRF.

D-E-0456-13 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 Navy activities near Nihoa and Necker as discussed in the EIS/OEIS 
are not new, but a continuation of past and current activities.  See 
response to comment D-E-0062-1.

D-E-0456-14 Cultural Resources The exact location of iwi cannot always be pre-determined or 
anticipated.  Cultural resources specialists make every effort to identify 
high sensitivity areas during project planning and closely monitor any 
ground disturbing projects.  When iwi, or any other type of cultural 
remain is unexpectedly encountered, work stops in the immediate 
vicinity of the find and the appropriate individuals and organizations are 
notified (e.g., the Hawaii SHPO, the affected island Burial Council).
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D-E-0460-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.0, 4.0 Additional information has been added throughout Chapters 3.0 and 4.0 
regarding the Hawaiian monk seal.

D-E-0460-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Impacts on wildlife from an increase in frequency and tempo of 
operations would be similar to those described for the No-action 
Alternative since the additional training operations would be performed 
throughout the HRC and not confined to one particular area.  It is 
therefore unlikely that an individual listed species or other wildlife 
offshore would be repeatedly exposed to noise, debris, EMR, or 
emissions as a result of increased training operations.

D-E-0460-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

C.5 Under the Military Munitions Rule (MMR), which is explained in Section 
C.5 of the EIS/OEIS, the munitions expended on a military range need 
not be cleaned up until the range is formally closed. Under the MMR, 
land ranges in the HRC would be cleaned up when the military no 
longer needs them, and decides to close them. The Navy has no plans 
to recover training materials expended at sea.

Dennis Dias D-E-0457-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0456-16 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

Every effort is made to ensure that marine mammals and sea turtles are 
not present in applicable activity (missile testing, detonations, etc.) 
areas prior to operations. Species that can be found in the activity areas 
include coral, fish, and nonlisted birds.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-1 Policy/NEPA Process Due to the technical and complex issues surrounding the activities and 
operations performed in the Hawaiian Range Complex, the document 
had to address them all in detail, which produced the 1,742 pages.  The 
public comment period was extended 15 days beyond the required 30-
day review period for a total review period of 45 days.

Gregory I. Goodwin D-E-0458-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0459-3 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 There are currently no plans for chemical lasers.  Because the directed 
energy programs have not been defined they cannot be fully analyzed 
in this EIS/OEIS.  As stated in Section 2.2.4.5, “Should the Airborne 
Laser program decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts.”

D-E-0459-2 Cultural Resources 4.2.2.2 See response to comment D-E-0062-4 and D-W-0097-7.  Completion of 
the cleanup of Kahoolawe and Waianae is beyond the scope of this 
EIS/OEIS.

Mehana Blaich Vaughan D-E-0459-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.
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D-E-0460-9 Alternatives 4.1.2 As presented in Southall et al., 2007, “data gaps severely restrict the 
derivation of scientifically-based noise exposure criteria.”  As explained 
in Section 4.1.2, the changed  thresholds and method for acoustic 
analysis take into account behaviors from wild animals where that data 
was applicable.  In addition in Chapter 6.0, the Navy is proposing 
research and monitoring to obtain more information about the potential 
impacts resulting from navy operations.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.1

The HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action includes the continued use of 20 
mm projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU).  
The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval. This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS. Guidance provided 
to users of Pohakuloa Training Area will be followed for proposed 
training activities there. The Navy  recognizes that past practices may 
have resulted in contamination of certain sites. Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify sites in need of remediation and has 
proceed with cleanup as funds are available.

D-E-0460-8 Alternatives Technical terms must be used to present a precise and accurate 
discussion for some sections of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-7 Miscellaneous 9 Due to the size and number of documents used as references for the 
EIS/OEIS, they will not be included in an appendix.  If a document is 
available on the internet, the words "URL-available"  appear in Chapter 
9.0.  The public can request that the Navy provide information regarding 
a reference used. If the document is not labeled "For Official Use 
Only/Confidential," information will be provided.

D-E-0460-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.4, C.5 As discussed in Section 3.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS, hazardous wastes 
generated by current and proposed Navy training and test activities are 
disposed in accordance with standard Navy policy (OPNAVINST 
5090.1).  On land facilities, hazardous wastes would be characterized, 
containerized, accumulated, and shipped to transfer, storage, or 
disposal (TSD) facilities in accordance with the Federal Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).  Navy vessels would 
characterize, containerize, and accumulate used hazardous materials 
generated aboard ship in an appropriate manner, and then offload them 
to shore-side hazardous waste accumulation points while in port.  From 
there, the wastes generated at sea would enter the same land-side 
hazardous wastes management system as described for land ranges.  
Because Hawaii lacks the disposal facilities for most hazardous wastes, 
much of this material would be shipped to mainland sites for disposal.
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Judy Walker D-E-0460-10 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations are discussed. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.

D-E-0460-14 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.1 The potential for impacts from a torpedo guidance wire are discussed in 
section 4.1.2.4.1.  Entanglement and ingestion of this equipment is 
considered low.

D-E-0460-11 Mitigation Measures The collection of marine debris by Navy forces engaged in training is 
outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.  Ocean debris and non-Navy 
activities such as fishing and whale-watching pose a real, documented 
threat to marine mammals in Hawaii.  For example, in the 2006-07 
humpback whale season, there were 26 reports of whales or dolphins 
entangled in fishing gear, numerous hooked monk seals and eight 
collisions between humpbacks and whale-watching vessels (see NMFS 
Stranding Response Network Newsletter  
[http://www.fpir.noaa.gov/Library/PRD/Marine%20Mammal%
20Response/Newsletter%205.pdf]).

D-E-0460-13 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 While leatherbacks might be functionally and physiologically closer to 
marine mammals than chelonids they are still sea turtles, though of a 
distinct and different family. Their migratory, breeding, nesting, and 
developmental behaviors and anatomical features are closer to their 
chelonid brethren than marine mammals. As such one could argue 
either way as to which order or family leatherbacks most resemble. In 
the absence of empirical data it is difficult to say with certainty that 
leatherbacks will follow the model of chelonid TTS. However, given the 
best available information regarding the anatomical differences between 
marine mammal and leatherback auditory structures and data from hard
-shell turtles, extrapolations using the chelonid examples were made.

D-E-0460-12 Biological Resources - 
Marine

There have been no estimates of the density of fish where demolition 
training has been occurring for decades.  Given that the activities are 
intermittent and short in duration, it is likely that any fish generally 
inhabiting the area will return when activities that displaced them cease.  
The areas used for demolition training are shallow water and unlikely to 
contain marine mammals.  The setup time for demolition training using 
explosive charges is lengthy given the necessity to ensure all safety 
procedures are accomplished.  These safety procedures will likely result 
in the detection of marine mammals and sea turtles in the area, Navy 
has applying for harassment authorizations as a result of modeled 
exposures without consideration of the mitigation measures which 
should most likely preclude those exposures.
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D-E-0460-17 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3.1 A turtle would have to be near the point of projectile impact on be in the 
affected area.  Given the density of water and the variable direction and 
energy loss of projectiles hitting the water, there is no accurate average 
answer in regard to a specific “area” or “depth.”

D-E-0460-18 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Section 5.2.1.6 describes current research by NMFS for cetacean work 
in the wild in the North Pacific.

D-E-0460-19 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3.1 As discussed in Section 4.1.2.3.1, pressure effects from underwater 
detonations are a second criterion for estimating sea turtle threshold.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-15 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.3, 4.1.2.3 Text has been revised to clarify what was meant and to provide the 
framework for analysis.  All discussions regarding sea turtles can be 
found in Sections 3.1.2.3 and 4.1.2.3.

D-E-0460-16 Mitigation Measures 6.2 Section 6.2 --underwater detonations mitigation section --has details 
regarding clearance  procedures. The EIS/OEIS states that 30 minutes 
is based on a typical dive time of 30 minutes for traveling listed species 
of concern.

D-E-0460-23 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.3, 9.0 All literature used and sited in Section 4.1.2.4.3, as well as the 
remainder of the EIS/OEIS are included in Chapter 9.0, References.

D-E-0460-20 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.4.1.3 The critical habitat of Hawaiian monk seals has not changed since 
1988; therefore, the NMFS reference document is still relevant.  
Additional information from National Marine Fisheries Service 2007 
Recovery Plan has been added to Chapter 3.0.

D-E-0460-21 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4 Green turtles generally do not “crawl” into pukas on the bottom to rest.  
Resting areas are relatively shallow and more often in proximity to the 
shore at the edge of the offshore reefs or at the 10 fathom drop off 
offshore and consist of holes and small caves or openings or shallow 
depressions in the hard substrate in these waters.  Of the large baleen 
whales found within the HRC none could be classified as bottom 
feeders.  Humpbacks are present only during the winter breeding 
season and generally do not feed.  If observed feeding they concentrate 
on small schooling fish and crustaceans at or near the surface.  Blue, 
fin, sei and Brÿde’s whales are generally surface to mid-water feeders 
on small schooling fish, crustaceans and euphausids.  The closest to a 
bottom feeding whale might be the sperm whale which is known to dive 
to great depths to feed on giant squid.  Sperm whales have been found 
entangled in deep water cables, but the reason(s) for the 
entanglements are not entirely clear.  Other small toothed whales such 
as beaked whales, pilot whales, false killer whales, pygmy and dwarf 
sperm whales, and Risso’s dolphins may feed on different species of 
fish and squid within the water column, but not likely on sea floor.

D-E-0460-22 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4 See response to comment D-E-0460-21.
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D-E-0460-26 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.4, 4.1.4 Chaff is neutrally buoyant, and thus does not float.  Aluminum, and 
possibly other metals depending upon the type of chaff used, would 
leach from the chaff fibers over time as it degraded.  Chaff cartridges 
dispensed by aircraft generally weigh 6 to 7 ounces, while chaff 
cartridges fired by surface vessels can weigh up to about 28 pounds.  
Sections 3.1.4 and 4.1.4 for a discussion of chaff.

D-E-0460-27 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Appendix K Appendix K, Missile Launch Safety and Emergency Response, 
discusses in general terms the potential health and safety hazards 
associated with missile launch operations and the corresponding 
procedures that are in place to protect people and assets.  The Range 
Safety System is in place to anticipate mishaps and plan responses 
ahead of time.  These response plans both minimize the potential harm 
and speed recovery from the mishap.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-25 Alternatives 4.1.2 Cumulative effects analysis is presented in Chapter 5.0 of  the 
EIS/OEIS.  The discussion of the framework for derivation and analysis 
of acoustic effects is provided in Section 4.1.2 of the EIS/OEIS.  The 
recovery time for TTS in marine mammals is believed to be relatively 
short (less than an hour), so there is no direct physiological cumulative 
effects given that sonar training is not static in one location relative to 
marine mammals and acoustic exposures that may result in TTS.  
Extrapolation from terrestrial animals is appropriate in terms of general 
mammalian physiology.  The table referenced does not appear in the 
Final EIS/OEIS, given the change to the risk function.

D-E-0460-30 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

No used hazardous materials generated aboard ship that would be 
considered hazardous wastes when offloaded in port would be 
disposed of at sea during Navy training or testing activities described as 
elements of the Proposed Action in the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-28 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2.1.1.1.1 Yes, text in Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 has been revised to include sea turtles.

D-E-0460-29 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

No used hazardous materials generated aboard ship that would be 
considered hazardous wastes when offloaded in port would be 
disposed of at sea during Navy training or testing activities described as 
elements of the Proposed Action in the EIS/OEIS.
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Judy Walker D-E-0460-31 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 The sentence cited in the comment actually states, "A sonobuoy's 
seawater batteries can release copper, silver, lithium, or other metals." 
These other metals (e.g., lead) are listed in Table 4.1.4.1.1-2.  Batteries 
actively release their constituents during operation, which may last up to 
8 hours (as described in the EIS/OEIS), after which trace amounts of 
their constituents could continue to leach into surrounding seawater for 
an indefinite period.  The battery effluents discussed here are the same 
as those previously mentioned; all substances having a potential effect 
on marine organisms are identified.  Sonobuoys generally self-scuttle 
by allowing seawater to flood the device.  The types of sonobuoys used 
for the analysis are those now in the Navy's inventory and in common 
use; the type of item used is determined by its function, not the training 
location.  San Clemente Island information is used because that is 
where the Navy's Sonobuoy Quality Assurance testing is done, and 
detailed information from that program is available.  All sonobuoys of a 
given type are manufactured with the same quantities of constituents.  
Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS discuss 
sonobuoys, based on those sonobuoys now in general use by the Navy.

D-E-0460-35 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 Chaff is discussed in Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The substances that leach from the chaff fibers are 
environmentally benign, and chaff concentrations in the water will not 
be sufficient to affect the digestive systems of vertebrates. Chaff is not 
comparable to nurdles, in that it is not used in such huge quantities as 
are nurdles, the fibers are not buoyant as are nurdles, and chaff fibers 
appear to degrade more quickly than nurdles.

D-E-0460-32 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2.1.1 Text in Section 4.2.1.1 has been revised to (1) remove "20 species", (2) 
add discussion of debris size and extent, and (3) add discussion of 
additional chemical simulants proposed for use.  The probability of a 
marine mammal (offshore of Nihoa) being affected by falling debris is 
described.  “Affecting a marine mammal” in this context means only 
being struck by debris.

D-E-0460-34 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 The estimated number of smoke canisters expended in the HRC has 
been revised in the EIS/OEIS. While the specific number of canisters 
expended has changed, the overall conclusion - that the rate of 
discharge and density of such items is insufficient to have an 
environmental effect - has not changed. (see Section 4.1.4, Table 
4.1.4.1.1-1)

D-E-0460-33 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2.1.1.1.2 Section  4.2.1.1.1.2 has been revised to add discussion of the additional 
chemical simulants proposed for use in Alternative 1, 2, or 3.  Only TBP 
will be used in the No-action Alternative.
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D-E-0460-37 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 See response to comment D-E-0460-36.

D-E-0460-38 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 Depending upon the altitude at which the chaff is released and weather 
conditions at the time of release, the area affected will vary, but 
generally will be so large as to preclude any noticeable effects on 
turbidity and clarity.  Even under worst-case conditions of heavy chaff 
releases at low altitudes, any surface concentrations of chaff would 
disperse in a matter of minutes.  Chaff is discussed in Sections 3.1.4, 
3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-43 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 "Energetic materials" means ordnance.  Failure rates for various 
ordnance items vary widely, and failure rates for the same items vary 
depending upon the circumstances under which they are used.  A 
failure rate of 5 percent and a low-order detonation rate of 0.02 percent 
are assumed to be representative, overall, for purposes of analysis.  
Section 4.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS estimates the amounts of unexploded 
ordnance (UXO) generated by failures and low-order detonations.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-36 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 Chaff cartridges dispensed from aircraft generally weigh 6 to 7 ounces, 
each with approximately 5 million individual chaff fibers, and aircraft can 
dispense numerous such cartridges.  Chaff cartridges fired by vessels 
can weigh from 10 to 30 pounds, each with up to 100 million individual 
chaff fibers, and vessels can fire numerous such cartridges.  The size 
and physical characteristics of the individual fibers are similar, so their 
dispersal in water will be similar.  Chaff is discussed in Sections 3.1.4, 
3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-41 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.4 Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7  of the EIS/OEIS contain an expanded 
discussion of expended training materials, their constituents, and 
environmental fates and effects. They would be dispersed over the 
235,000 square nm of the HRC.

D-E-0460-42 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

8 JATO stands for Jet-Assisted Takeoff. These are bottle rockets, 
generally weighing from about 70 to about 165 pounds, that can be 
attached to various types of aerial targets or aircraft to assist their 
takeoffs.  The definition of JATO bottle has been added to the glossary 
(Chapter 8.0)

D-E-0460-39 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.14, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 4.1.7 See response to comment D-E-0460-36.

D-E-0460-40 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 Expended training materials are, by definition, those training materials 
that are generally not recovered because their recovery would be either 
impractical or hazardous to personnel.  The Navy, thus, has no 
protocols for the recovery of expended materials.  Additional information 
about expended training materials is provided in Section 4.1.4 of the 
EIS/OEIS.
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Judy Walker D-E-0460-44 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

C.5 No requirement exists for the removal of unexploded ordnance (UXO) 
from an active range. UXO on land ranges may be periodically removed 
or destroyed in place during sweeps by explosive ordnance disposal 
(EOD) personnel as part of their training, but the frequency and scope 
of these operations vary from range to range. UXO expended on sea 
ranges is generally not recovered. The Navy's approach to UXO 
includes minimizing the risk to its personnel from UXO, restricting 
access to active ranges to the extent possible, training range users in 
UXO avoidance, and deferring the general cleanup of UXO until the 
range is closed (see Appendix C.5)

D-E-0460-48 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 The Navy intends to fully use the available 235,000 square nm of the 
HRC, although both areas and activities would vary. In fact, a vital 
component of advanced training is "free play" in which commanders are 
encouraged to improvise and their actions, while conforming to 
standard Navy protocols and procedures, are thus unpredictable. For 
purposes of analysis only, the EIS/OEIS assumes that >99 percent of 
the training materials expended at sea would be deposited over no 
more than 20 percent of the range, or about 47,000 square nm.  
Additional text has been added to Section 4.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-45 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 Deposition and decomposition of expended training materials, and their 
effects on human health and the environment, are addressed in Section 
4.1.4 and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS.  These discussions include qualitative 
discussions about the fate of expended training materials, potential for 
releases of toxic substances, and anticipated effects on benthic 
organisms.  More-specific information is unavailable because little 
research in this area has been accomplished.  As noted in other 
responses, the Navy may train in any portion of the HRC, so no specific 
sub-areas can be identified as more likely than others to be affected by 
deposits of expended training materials.

D-E-0460-47 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 The numbers in Table 4.1.4.1.1-1 and the paragraph titled "Pyrotechnic 
Residues" have been revised for the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0460-46 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 The 0.85 lb per item is the estimated amount of residue, not the initial 
weight of the item. The amount of residue will vary, based on the size 
and type of flare or smoke canister, which will vary from one activity to 
another, and may change in the future if new versions of these training 
items are introduced. The average of 0.85 lb per item used in the 
EIS/OEIS is deemed, based on available data, to be reasonably 
representative of the actual amounts of debris for purposes of 
environmental impact analysis (see Section 4.1.4.)
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Judy Walker D-E-0460-49 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.1.4 The exact numbers of flares that would be expended in each portion of 
the range are not known at this time, because decisions about future 
training locations, schedules, and durations will be made at that time. 
Furthermore, the deposition pattern of pyrotechnic residues generated 
in the air will depend upon their initial altitude and the wind speeds and 
directions at that time. The numbers of flares estimated in the EIS/OEIS 
for purposes of evaluating their likely impact on human health and the 
environment are an annual average; actual numbers may vary. The 
EIS/OEIS provides estimates of the density of training materials 
expended at sea that are based on an assumption that >99 percent of 
the materials would be deposited on no more than 20 percent of the 
range area, yielding a conservative scenario for purposes of identifying 
the potentially significant effects of these materials.

D-E-0460-53 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 The most complete information on distribution is for Hawaiian green 
turtles and hawksbills that breed, nest and forage in the Hawaiian 
Archipelago.  Distribution data for the other species of sea turtles found 
within the HRC come mostly from tagging studies conducted on the 
west coast of the United States and Mexico and from tagged and 
released loggerheads taken in the Hawaii-based longline fishery.  
Migration routes and distribution for loggerheads, olive ridleys, and 
leatherbacks are described in Chapter 3.0.  The distribution, behavior, 
and status of the five sea turtle species discussed in the EIS/OEIS  is 
covered in Chapter 3.0 in some detail.  The life history stages of each 
species found within the HRC are also described.  Any differential 
impacts on specific age classes and behaviors from training operations 
will be determined in consultation with NMFS.

D-E-0460-50 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Appendix C.5 RCRA's generic criteria for characterizing hazardous wastes include the 
characteristics of reactivity, ignitability, corrosivity, and toxicity.

D-E-0460-52 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 To summarize Section 4.1.2.3, the intensity of sound and how turtles 
sense it is dependent on them being able to "hear" at that frequency.  
Turtles do not hear mid-frequency sounds, so the intensity is irrelevant.

D-E-0460-51 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Appendix C.5 Some unexploded ordnance (UXO) would meet the criteria for RCRA 
reactivity and some of the components and residues of expended 
training materials would meet the criteria for toxicity, assuming that 
these materials were subject to RCRA. Some materials that did not 
meet the RCRA criteria for reactivity, such as unburned propellants, 
may meet the criteria for ignitability.  The applicability of RCRA to these 
materials does not rest on their hazardous characteristics, however, but 
is prescribed by other laws, regulations, and policies (see Appendix 
C.5).
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D-E-0460-56 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.2.1.1.1.1 The text in Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 has been revised to read: No estimate of 
the actual area impacted was calculated since the likelihood of impacts 
on submerged coral reef habitat at Nihoa is anticipated to be low.  A 
debris analysis to identify weight and toxicity of the debris that could 
potentially impact Nihoa was performed by the Terminal High Altitude 
Area Defense (THAAD) (one of the missiles with a trajectory that could 
potentially result in debris offshore of Nihoa) Project Office. Low-force 
debris (under 0.5 foot-pound) is not expected to severely harm 
threatened, endangered, or other marine species occurring in offshore 
waters. Quantities of falling debris (e.g., solid rocket propellant) will be 
low and widely scattered so as not to present a toxicity issue. The 
potential exists for debris greater than 0.5 foot-pound to impact the 
offshore waters of Nihoa. Since most of the 20 species of coral present 
only survive at depths less than 40 feet, coral cover is not greater than 
25 percent, the debris will be widely scattered, and the velocity will be 
slowed following impact at the water’s surface, the likelihood of impacts 
on submerged coral reef habitat associated with Nihoa will be low.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-54 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 Monitoring for sea turtles and marine mammals from ships is covered in 
the mitigation section of the EIS/OEIS and in the Long-term Monitoring 
Plan that Navy will prepare per a NMFS permit. The percentage of time 
spent at the surface by sea turtles depends on many factors.  Among 
these are the behaviors that affect diving and swimming such as 
foraging, transiting, resting (logging), and migration.  These times are 
also affected by age class, species and gender.  It would be extremely 
difficult to make a general statement about a sight ability index for any 
sea turtle species, except perhaps loggerheads taken and released with 
satellite tags in the Hawaii-based longline fishery.

D-E-0460-55 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2.1.1.1 The following text has been added to Section 3.2.1.1.1: No age data are 
available for coral communities off Nihoa; however, marine surveys 
indicate that the rocky bottoms around Nihoa are scoured by powerful 
surf and has limited coral growth, suggesting that coral communities are 
composed of relatively young colonies.  High-wave energy coral 
communities appear to be most common and are dominated by 
cauliflower coral (Pocillopora spp.) and lobe coral (Porites spp.).
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D-E-0460-58 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.1 The potential for impacts from torpedo guidance wire, launch 
accessories, flex hoses, and sonobuoys parachutes are discussed in 
section 4.1.2.4.1.  Entanglement and ingestion of these equipment is 
considered low.

Judy Walker D-E-0460-57 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Criteria for assessing potential impacts on marine biological resources, 
including coral communities were based on the following: 


(1) Loss of habitat (destruction, degradation, denial, competition); (2) 
Over-harvesting or excessive take (accidental or intentional death, 
injury); (3) Increases in exposure or susceptibility to disease and 
predation; (4) Decrease in breeding success.  Collision with ordnance, 
debris, or vessels; release of contaminants from munitions constituents 
or range debris; sound; or human contact could potentially cause 
impacts. Impacts were considered substantial if they have the potential 
to result in reduction of population size of Federally listed threatened or 
endangered species, degradation of biologically important unique 
habitat, or reduction in capacity of a habitat to support species. If 
impacts are anticipated, consultation with resources agencies would 
occur to either minimize or remove such impacts.





Existing conditions were determined from an extensive search and 
review of the literature, including peer-reviewed, technical reports 
produced by resource agencies, academics, and gray literature.  The 
most current benthic habitat maps and data were provided by the 
NOAA, prepared by the National Ocean Service, Biogeography 
Program, in cooperation with Analytical Laboratories of Hawaii (2002).

Gordana  Leonard D-E-0461-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.9 Available literature, including those cited throughout Section 4.1.2, have 
been reviewed by NMFS and the Navy in the development of the 
behavioral impact criteria.  Having reviewed and considered the 
available literature, the weight of the evidence has led Navy and NMFS 
scientists to determine appropriate thresholds.

Barbara Saiki D-E-0462-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.
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Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-3 Cumulative Impacts 4.0, 5.0 The EIS/OEIS includes an analysis of potential impacts of the HRC 
(Chapter 4.0) as well as a comprehensive analysis of reasonable 
alternatives.  Chapter 2.0 provides a description of alternatives 
considered and Chapter 4.0 provides an impact analysis by resource 
area for each of the alternatives carried forward.  Cumulative impacts 
are addressed in detail in Chapter 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0463-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.10, 4.1.2.4.11.1 The Navy believes that years of site fidelity by individual beaked whales 
in areas where sonar has operated for years is an indicator that beaked 
whales in Hawaii are not comparable to resident beaked whales in 
locations on the other side of the planet.  In fact, implicit in the 
statements, that resident populations have been identified in the 
Hawaiian Islands and that there is a genetic segregation between some 
marine mammals of Hawaiian Islands and the rest of the Pacific Stock, 
is an acknowledgment that the animals of the Hawaiian Islands have 
coexisted with sonar operations without long term detriment to 
populations. Findings by Baird and McSweeney are contrary to 
speculation that large numbers of marine mammals die or abandon 
sites due to sonar but are not observed, potentially resulting in 
population level impacts.  Residency demonstrates that the animals are 
remaining in the area despite sonar exercises.

D-E-0463-5 Mitigation Measures Visual monitoring is critical for ship safety, irrespective mitigation.  Navy 
lookouts and bridge personnel (5 in total on surface ships) are highly 
qualified and experienced marine observers. Compared to commercial 
vessels, Navy ships' bridges are positioned forward to allow more 
optimal scanning of the ocean area from the bridge and bow area. Navy 
lookouts undergo extensive training to include on-the job instruction 
under supervision of an experienced lookout followed by completion of 
Personnel Qualification Standard Program. NMFS-approved Marine 
Species Awareness training is required before every USWEX exercise 
using MFA sonar. Navy lookouts use both hand held and “Big 
Eye” (20X110) binoculars. Aerial platforms also undertake visual 
monitoring prior to commencement of ASW operations. Passive 
acoustic systems are used by all platforms to monitor for marine 
mammal vocalizations, which are then reported to the appropriate 
watch station for dissemination. Navy ships also monitor their 
surroundings using all appropriate sensors at night and with night vision 
goggles as appropriate for activities conducted at night.
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D-E-0463-10 Mitigation Measures See response to comment D-E-0463-6

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-6 Mitigation Measures The US Navy is best suited to determine what mitigation it can 
effectively use during its training and testing activities to mitigate harm 
to marine mammals while still being able to meet its operational needs 
to train for the real-world conditions it may face. 




A thorough understanding of tactical sonar acoustic propagation 
characteristics, marine mammal physiology and population ecology, 
and oceanographic vagaries in the waters of the Hawaiian Islands 
Operating area has been a benchmark of the Navy’s effective mitigation 
program. Refer to the discussion of the ASW history/how Navy operates 
with sonar in the EIS.

D-E-0463-9 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0463-8 Alternatives 2.2, 6.1 As noted in Section 2.2, alternative locations for training and RDT&E 
activities were considered.  The alternatives carried forward were 
selected based on their ability to meet the following criteria: (a) use 
existing Navy ranges and facilities in and around Hawaii; (b) be 
consistent with the stated current and emerging requirements for the 
range complex; (c) achieve training tempo requirements based on Fleet 
deployment schedules; (d) meet the requirements of DoD Directive 
3200.15, Sustainment of Ranges and Operating Areas; (e) implement 
new operational training requirements and RDT&E operations; and (f) 
support realistic training that replicates expected operating 
environments for naval forces. 


In addition, Section 6.1 presents the Navy's mitigation measures, 
outlines steps that would be implemented to protect marine mammals 
and Federally listed species during HRC training events.  This section 
also presents a discussion of other measures that have been 
considered and rejected because they are either: (a) not feasible; (b) 
present a safety concern; (c) provide no known or ambiguous protective 
benefit; or (d) have an unacceptable impact on training fidelity.

D-E-0463-7 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0066-1.
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D-E-0463-12 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11 The Hanalei Bay "stranding" is discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11.  
Investigations of Hanalei Bay concluded that it was not known what 
caused the pod to enter the bay. The report indicated that sonar “may 
have contributed to a ‘confluence of events’, including human presence 
(notably the uncontrolled and random human interactions fragmenting 
the pods of whales on 3 July) and/or other unknown biological or 
physical factors.’ The full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore. Many assumptions 
and qualifications went into the findings documented in the Hanalei Bay 
report.  Dr. Southall has indicated since the report was written that he is 
aware of a separate event involving melon-headed whales and rough-
toothed dolphins that took place over the same period of time off Rota 
in the Northern Marianas Islands, which is several thousand miles from 
Hawaii.  No known active sonar transmissions occurred in the vicinity of 
that event.  NOAA’s original report on the Hanalei Bay event was issued 
before it knew of the events near Rota.”  Therefore, coupled with 
extensive marine mammal awareness training, regulatory reporting and 
coordination requirements, and investments in scientific, peer-reviewed 
data, the Navy has safely operated MFA systems in Hawaiian Islands 
waters in conjunction with major range events for decades.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-11 Alternatives The model is new (January 2007) and will eventually be subject to 
independent peer review for conferences or journal submissions.  The 
EIS/OEIS provides all source levels, frequency ranges, duty cycles, and 
other technical parameters relevant to determining  potential impact on 
marine life unless this information was classified.  Based on the 
information provided in the EIS/OEIS, others with the required technical 
expertise can use the existing information to calculate similar results.  
The CASS/GRAB program is export controlled and not available for  
public release, however, approximate results can be obtained using 
other mathematical models commonly available to those with the 
technical expertise to utilize those tools.
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Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-13 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 During scoping, the alternative to reduce the level of training operations 
in the HRC was suggested.  As stated in Section 2.2.1.1 of the 
EIS/OEIS, an alternative that would decrease military training from 
current levels would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action.  A reduction in levels of training within the HRC would not 
support the Navy’s ability to meet United States Code (U.S.C.) Title 10 
requirements.  In addition, a reduction in training operations could 
jeopardize the ability of specialty forces, transient units, and Strike 
Groups using the HRC for training purposes to be ready and qualified 
for deployment. 



The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers appropriate 
alternatives to achieve them.  To implement its Congressional 
mandates, the Navy needs to support and to conduct current and 
emerging training and RDT&E training events in the HRC and upgrade 
or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance and sustain Navy 
training and testing. These objectives are required to provide combat 
capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in accordance with U.S.C. 
Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.   The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary. 

 

In regard to studied alternatives, the No-action Alternative consists of 
the current baseline of operations at the HRC, including over 9,300 
training and RDT&E operations being conducted in the HRC annually.  
This Alternative appropriately uses current activities as the no-action 
status quo.  CEQ regulations allow the status quo to properly be the No-
action Alternative.  The "No-action" alternative may be thought of in 
terms of continuing with the present course of action until that action is 
changed.  In requiring consideration of a No-action Alternative, the CEQ 
intended that agencies compare the potential impacts of the proposed 
major Federal action to the known impacts of maintaining the status 
quo.   The Navy has done just that in the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0463-15 Alternatives See response to comment D-E-0463-13.

D-E-0463-14 Policy/NEPA Process The EIS/OEIS is prepared by the Department of the Navy in compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council on 
Environmental Quality, the Department of the Navy procedures for 
implementing NEPA, and Executive Order 12114.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-543



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0463-17 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 The Navy disagrees and notes that, for example, Section 4.1.2 in the 
EIS/OEIS includes relevant information even though it may be seen as 
being adverse to the Navy’s interests.  This includes  discussions of all 
strandings alleged to have been associated with the use of sonar.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-16 Program The Navy in Hawaii complies with all applicable environmental laws, 
including NEPA and its requirements.  The Navy has broadly defined its 
objectives and offers appropriate alternatives to achieve them.  To 
implement its Congressional mandates, the Navy needs to support and 
to conduct current and emerging training and RDT&E training events in 
the HRC and upgrade or modernize range complex capabilities to 
enhance and sustain Navy training and testing.  These objectives are 
required to provide combat capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in 
accordance with U.S.C. Title 10, Section 5062. The Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and 
mix of training to be conducted and the range capabilities 
enhancements to be made within the HRC that best meet the needs of 
the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this document are both 
reasonable and necessary.  In regard to statement of purpose, studied 
alternatives, and studied parameters, the Navy is in full compliance with 
NEPA.

D-E-0463-21 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 The marine mammal acoustical analysis is based on the use of the best 
available and applicable science (see Section 4.1.2) as it applies to mid
-frequency and high-frequency sources used during  training in Hawaii.  
The thresholds used in this analysis were developed in cooperation with 
NMFS, who serves as the regulator for these resources.

D-E-0463-20 Alternatives 4.1.2 The EIS/OEIS contains a revised methodology provided by NMFS for 
the Navy, presented to the public in the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS, and incorporated into the revised discussion in Section 4.1.2.  
Affects of multiple pings are considered under the energy metric (EFD) 
criteria beginning with TTS, which is the first measurable physiological 
effect presently known.  A new risk function is used in the present 
analysis has behavioral response curve with a lower mean (165 dB 
SPL) than the previously proposed 173 dB SPL.

D-E-0463-19 Alternatives 4.1.2 The explanation for the derivation of the thresholds and the use of the 
specific data sets is explicit in Section 4.1.2.  While there are many 
limitations on these data sets (as detailed), there remain no other more 
representative or rigorous data from which to derive alternative 
thresholds.  The thresholds and criteria were developed in cooperation 
with NMFS and as more data becomes available, the methodology and 
thresholds will be revised as warranted.

D-E-0463-18 Alternatives The Navy respectfully disagrees.
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D-E-0463-25 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 There are no data in regards to increased stress on marine mammals 
as a  result of sonar.  A discussion of potential effects of stress are 
presented in Section 4.1.2 and Chapter 5 in sections discussing whale 
watching, which has been shown to have effects.  In general, studies on 
high levels of continuous noise effects on terrestrial species cannot be 
correlated with marine mammal species in the ocean exposed to 
intermittent and temporary exposure to relatively low sound pressure 
levels.

D-E-0463-24 Alternatives 4.1.2 The EIS/OEIS contains a revised methodology provided by NMFS for 
the Navy, presented to the public in the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS, and incorporated into the revised discussion in Section 4.1.2.  
The Navy and NMFS disagree that the methods for analysis are not 
accepted within the field, given that the thresholds and criteria were 
established in cooperation with NMFS and leading scientists.  Data from 
the Haro Strait incident were incorporated into the current risk function.  
The effects of surface ducting were incorporated into the modeling 
given that average conditions (including the occasional presence of a 
surface duct) were taken into account.  As discussed in Section 
4.1.2.4.11, Navy believes that evidence not considered previously 
involving the Hanalei “stranding” of July 2004 indicates that the full 
moon could have been a contributing factor in terms of bringing the 
animals closer to the shore.  The Navy's modeling analyzes the 
systems that are most likely to affect marine mammals.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-22 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10, 4.1.2.4.11.2 For the Hawaii context, there are beaked whales with long-term 
residency in locations where the Navy has been training with sonar for 
decades, including the range at PMRF and the Alenuihaha Channel.  
An in-depth discussion is presented in Section 4.1.2.4.10 including a 
discussion of beaked whales in relation to Navy sonar events.  In 
Hawaii, there have been no known beaked whales strandings 
associated with the use of mid-frequency active sonar.  While the 
absence of evidence does not prove there have been no affects on 
beaked whales, 30 years of history with no evidence of any impacts or 
strandings would seem to indicate that problems encountered in 
locations far from Hawaii involving beaked whales are location and 
context specific and do not apply in Hawaiian waters.  In addition, see 
Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 regarding an analysis of stranding events.

D-E-0463-23 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10, 4.1.2.4.11.2 Section 4.1.2.4.10 includes a discussion of beaked whales in relation to 
Navy sonar events.  In addition, see Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 regarding an 
analysis of stranding events.
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D-E-0463-27 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.0, 5.0 Past expenditures are part of the baseline environmental conditions 
described in Chapter 3.0 of the EIS/OEIS. The EIS/OEIS evaluates the 
proposed future expenditure and environmental fate of a variety of 
training materials.  Both qualitative and quantitative assessments of 
these expenditures conclude that their effects on water quality and 
bottom sediments, and on the biota that inhabit these environments, 
would be negligible.  A cumulative impact is the sum of the Proposed 
Action's effects and the effects of other projects. Thus, while the 
combined ocean discharges of wastewater treatment plants, urban 
runoff, marine vessels, and other sources may result in unhealthful 
concentrations of marine pollutants, the Navy's expended training 
materials would not contribute to that impact. The EIS/OEIS addresses 
this issue accordingly.

D-E-0463-28 Policy/NEPA Process 5 Assessment of indirect effects of the Proposed Action is provided in 
Chapter 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS. There are no quantified indirect effects 
identified.  In addition, as described in this analysis, the training 
activities being analyzed have been occurring in Hawaiian waters using 
the same equipment for many decades.  It is not, therefore, reasonably 
foreseeable that there are significant long-term effects from the 
continuation of training by the Navy.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-26 Biological Resources - 
Marine

'4.1.2 Ship strikes are discussed in Section 4.1.2 and Chapter 5.  Results of 
the research by Nowacek et al (2004) where right whales reacted to an 
"alert stimuli", used a sound source that has almost no correlation to 
MFA sonar.  The result of that study were, however, used to develop 
the risk function from which the quantification of predicted exposures 
was derived.

D-E-0463-29 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 The EIS/OEIS includes new findings by Popper et al.(2007) who 
exposed rainbow trout, a fish sensitive to low frequencies, to high-
intensity low-frequency sonar (215 dB re 1 µPa2 170-320 Hz) with 
receive level for two experimental groups estimated at 193 dB for 324 
or 648 seconds.   Fish exhibited a slight behavioral reaction, and one 
group exhibited a 20-dB auditory threshold shift at one frequency.  No 
direct mortality, morphological changes, or physical trauma was noted 
as a result of these exposures. While low-frequency sonar is not 
included in the Proposed Action, these results of low-frequency sonar 
effects on low-frequency sensitive rainbow trout are encouraging in that 
similar results may be found with mid-frequency active sonar use when 
applied to mid-frequency sensitive fish.

D-E-0463-30 Socioeconomics 4.1.2.2 Reduced catch rates and any associated economic effects are not 
anticipated.  The potential effects on fish from sonar will be negligible as 
most fish hear below the range of mid-frequency active sonar.  Although 
some fishes may detect sonar, they will likely not respond to it, and it 
will not affect their hearing.  A discussion of sonar and its effects on 
fishes is found in Section 4.1.2.2.
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D-E-0463-32 Socioeconomics 3.3.2.10.5 The Navy does consider its activities alongside those of other activities 
in the region. As an example, near Kaula the Navy opens the Surface 
Danger Zone for fishing on weekends and holidays in accordance with 
33 CFR § 165.1406.  The Commander Fleet Air Hawaii, as the 
controlling and scheduling agency for the military use of Kaula, is 
responsible for notifying the State of Hawaii Department of Land and 
Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Game, State of Hawaii, and 
Commander Fourteenth Coast Guard District, in writing, of the period of 
time the Surface Danger Zone will be opened for fishing.  These 
agencies then make official notifications to the public (see Section 
3.3.2.10.5).

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-31 Biological Resources - 
Marine

5 Each of these activities is now described in detail in Chapter 5.0.

D-E-0463-35 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 The EIS/OEIS baseline (No-action Alternative) is evaluated for potential 
impacts just like Alternatives 1, 2 and 3.  An alternative that would 
decrease military training from current levels would not meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed Action.  A reduction in levels of 
training within the HRC would not support the Navy’s ability to meet 
Federal statutory requirements.  In addition, a reduction in training could 
jeopardize the ability of specialty forces, transient units and Strike 
Groups using the HRC for training purposes to be ready and qualified 
for deployment.  Also see response to comment D-E-0463-13.

D-E-0463-34 Cumulative Impacts The Navy is required to assess impacts based on the resources as 
defined by NMFS, who serves as the regulator for these resources 
(marine mammals).  Research indicating genetic distinctions between 
possible sub-populations of marine mammals currently considered one 
stock by NMFS has been discussed during preliminary consultations 
with NMFS over this EIS/OEIS.  The Navy believes that years of site 
fidelity by individual beaked whales in areas where sonar has operated 
for years is an indicator that beaked whales in Hawaii are not 
comparable to resident beaked whales in locations on the other side of 
the planet.  In fact, implicit in the statements, that resident populations 
have been identified in the Hawaiian Islands and that there is a genetic 
segregation between some marine mammals of Hawaiian Islands and 
the rest of the Pacific Stock, is an acknowledgment that the animals of 
the Hawaiian Islands have coexisted with sonar operations without long 
term detriment to populations. Findings by Baird and McSweeney are 
contrary to speculation that large numbers of marine mammals die or 
abandon sites due to sonar but are not observed, potentially resulting in 
population level impacts.  Residency demonstrates that the animals are 
remaining in the area despite sonar exercises.

D-E-0463-33 Cumulative Impacts 5.2.1.3 Section 5.2.1.3 provides additional detail on potential cumulative 
impacts on marine mammals as it relates to anthropogenic oceanic 
noise.
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Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-36 Alternatives 2.2.1.3 As stated in Section 2.1.1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, computer simulators and 
other types of simulation training tools are already used extensively in 
the Navy’s training programs. Computer technologies provide excellent 
tools for implementing a successful, integrated training program while 
reducing the risk and expense typically associated with training at sea.  
Simulators may also assist in developing an understanding of basic 
skills and equipment operation, but cannot offer a complete picture of 
the detailed and instantaneous interaction within each command and 
among the many commands and warfare communities that actual 
training at sea provides.  Simulated training does not fully develop the 
skills and capabilities necessary to attain appropriate military readiness. 
Conducting all naval training by simulation was deemed inadequate in 
the EIS/OEIS since it fails to meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action.

D-E-0463-39 Mitigation Measures Each nation has its own training needs based on that nation’s forces, 
capabilities and missions. For the U.S. Navy, the ability to conduct ASW 
in the littorals is critically necessary in order to fight the diesel 
submarine threat.

D-E-0463-38 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 Consideration of alternative geographic siting does not support the 
Navy's purpose and need and is not required within the choice of 
alternatives.  Consideration of alternative locations for training 
conducted in the HRC was rejected from further analysis because it 
does not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action.  In 
accordance with the At Sea Policy and the Tactical Training Theater 
Assessment and Planning Program, the Navy is conducting range-by-
range NEPA and Executive Order (EO) 12114 analyses.  Naval ranges 
will be analyzed separately on a case-by-case basis for potential 
environmental impacts arising from requirements to sustain capabilities 
at each site. The HRC provides the geography, infrastructure, space, 
and location necessary to accomplish naval training. The large area 
available to deploy forces within HRC allows a CSG/ESG to train using 
a geographic scope that replicates possible real world events, with the 
channels between islands serving as strategic choke-points to ocean 
commerce. The presence of the instrumented tracking ranges at PMRF 
as well as DoD-controlled warning areas and special use airspace also 
enable submarine warfare training to proceed in a safe and structured 
manner while retaining the flexibility for controllers to interject tactical 
challenges to enhance realism for exercise participants.

D-E-0463-37 Mitigation Measures Each nation has its own training needs based on that nation’s forces, 
capabilities and missions. For the U.S. Navy, the ability to conduct ASW 
in the littorals is critically necessary in order to fight the diesel 
submarine threat.
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D-E-0463-42 Mitigation Measures The 28 mitigation measures are covered in other NRDC comments.

D-E-0463-43 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.13.1 As described in the EIS/OEIS, this information is classified.

D-E-0463-41 Mitigation Measures See response to comment D-W-0111-8

D-E-0463-49 Biological Resources - 
Marine

No permit is required based on specific provisions of regulations 
regarding the Hawaiian Islands.  Military activities were deemed to be 
allowed activities in the sanctuary.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-40 Mitigation Measures 4.1.2 The Navy's mitigation scheme is more than just visual monitoring.  
Aerials and sonar power-down protocols are used as well.  Section 
4.1.2.4.12  and 'Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. 
Navy’s protective measures, outlining steps that would be implemented 
to protect marine mammals and Federally listed species during training 
events.  Navy does not expect that 100% of the animals present in the 
vicinity of training events will be detected and the acoustic impact 
modeling quantification is not reduced as a result of mitigation 
effectiveness.  In addition, the probability of trackline detection is for 
visual observers during a survey.  In general, there will be more ships, 
more observers present on Navy ships, and additional aerial assets all 
engaged in exercise events having the potential to detect marine 
mammals, than is present on a single, generally smaller (having a lower 
height of eye), survey ship from which the 1 in 50 figure is derived

D-E-0463-47 Land Use 12 The Navy has made a Coastal Consistency Determination in 
accordance with the CZMA.  The submittal letter is provided in Chapter 
12 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0463-48 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 The Navy does not believe that activities analyzed in the EIS/OEIS will 
impact any Essential Fish Habitat in Hawaiian waters.

D-E-0463-46 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.5.4 The Navy is currently in consultation with NMFS and USFWS regarding 
Endangered Species Act requirements.

D-E-0463-44 Miscellaneous The model was first used in January 2007 and will eventually be subject 
to independent peer review for conferences or journal submissions.  
The EIS/OEIS provided all source levels, frequency ranges, duty cycles 
and other technical parameters relevant to determining  potential impact 
on marine life unless this information was classified.

D-E-0463-45 Policy/NEPA Process The EIS/OEIS has received extensive legal review to ensure that 
current operations are in compliance all required Federal, state, and 
local regulations/laws.
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D-E-0463-51 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-50 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.0, C.3 The military's responsibility with regard to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
is described in Appendix C, Section C.3 Biological Resources.  impacts 
on migratory birds are discussed in Chapter 4.0 biological resources 
sections.  Military readiness activities are exempt from the take 
prohibitions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, provided they do not result 
in a significant adverse effect on the population of a migratory bird 
species.  Navy activities in the HRC are not expected to adversely 
affect populations of a particular bird species.

D-E-0463-54 Alternatives 2 The choice of alternatives is bounded by some notion of feasibility, and 
the Navy is not required to consider alternatives which are infeasible, 
ineffective, or inconsistent with its basic policy objectives. The scope of 
environmental impact analysis consists of the range of actions, 
alternatives and impacts. The CEQ requires consideration of a 
reasonable range of alternatives in EISs. [40 CFR Section 1508.9 (b)]. 
Under a rule of reason, an EIS need not consider an infinite range of 
alternatives, only reasonable, or feasible ones.  Navy has considered a 
wider range of mitigation.  Steps would be implemented to protect 
marine life and Federally listed species during HRC operations as 
outlined in Chapter 6.0 of the EIS/OEIS.  Several of these protective 
measures are standard operating procedures for training and were 
implemented for previous HRC exercises such as USWEX.

D-E-0463-53 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0463-52 Land Use 12 The consistency of Navy operations within the HRC with public land use 
policies was thoroughly considered in  the Coastal Consistency 
Determination in accordance with the CZMA (see submittal letter in 
Chapter 12 of the EIS/OEIS).
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Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-55 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10, Whale mortalities in other locations (such as the Bahamas) far from 
Hawaii do not relate to the Hawaiian context.  See EIS/OEIS discussion 
4.1.2.4.10 on the critical nature of "context" presented in Southall et al. 
(2007).  Since there has never been a stranding or death to any beaked 
whales associated with the use of sonar in Hawaii, Navy does not 
believe that continuing what has been decades of sonar use in Hawaii 
will result in any injury to beaked whales. 

 

In spite of this, Navy is not claiming there will be "no injury" and has 
requested a certain number of mortalities in acknowledgement of the 
fact that there are uncertainties associated with even very unexpected 
events.   



There are significant limitations and challenges to any risk function 
derived to estimate the probability of marine mammal behavioral 
responses; these are largely attributable to sparse data.  Ultimately 
there should be multiple functions for different marine mammal 
taxonomic groups, but the current data are insufficient to support them.  
The goal is unquestionably that risk functions be based on empirical 
measurement.  



The risk function presented in EIS/OEIS Section 4.1.2.4.9.4 is based on 
three data sets that NMFS and Navy have determined are the best 
available science at this time.  Until additional data are available, NMFS 
and the Navy have determined that these datasets are the most 
applicable for the direct use in the development of risk function 
parameters to describe what portion of a population exposed to specific 
levels of MFA sonar will respond in a manner that NMFS would classify 
as harassment.



Navy is contributing to an ongoing behavioral response study in the 
Bahamas that is anticipated to provide some initial information on 
beaked whales, the species identified as the most sensitive to MFA 
sonar.

D-E-0463-57 Alternatives 5 The discussion of cumulative effects is provided in Chapter 5.0.

D-E-0463-56 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7, 
4.1.2.4.11

See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, Section 4.1.2.4.7 
contains a discussion of the issues raised.
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D-E-0463-59 Alternatives 4.1.2 The methodology for assessing potential impacts from sound are 
discussed in Section 4.1.2 including a discussion on why TTS reflects 
the use of best available and applicable science.

D-E-0463-61 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 As explained in Section 4.1.2.4.6 and as presented in Southall et al., 
2007, “data gaps severely restrict the derivation of scientifically-based 
noise exposure criteria.”  The analysis presented in the EIS/OEIS 
represents the use of best available science as developed in 
cooperation with NMFS.

D-E-0463-66 Policy/NEPA Process The Navy released a supplement to the EIS/OEIS for public comment in 
light of the new sonar data and noise modeling methodology.

Michael Jasny --National 
Resources Defense Council

D-E-0463-58 Alternatives 4.1.2 Regarding a dual threshold,  as most recently discussed in Southall et 
al (2007), the Navy is applying a more conservative approach by using 
the risk function (SPL) for behavior and energy for PTS /TTS onset 
given that the 230 dB SPL (peak) metric would not reach beyond the 
sonar dome containing a 235 dB source.  The methodology for 
assessing potential impacts from sound are discussed in Section 4.1.2 
including the use of both an energy (EFD) metric and the sound 
pressure level (SPL) metric developed in coordination with NMFS.

D-E-0463-64 Alternatives In this case, the Navy is using dual thresholds for assessing impacts on 
marine mammals by use of the sound exposure level (SEL) energy 
metric and the sound pressure level (SPL) behavioral criteria.

D-E-0463-65 Alternatives 5.2.1 Potential indirect effects were discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.12 and 
Section 5.3.3.2 of the Draft EIS/OEIS.  This discussion was expanded 
in Section 5.2.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0463-62 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.9.2 As explained in Section 4.1.2.4.9.2, the thresholds established for the 
risk function did take into account behaviors from wild animals where 
that data was applicable.

D-E-0463-63 Alternatives 5.2.1 The modeling undertaken does so, as explained in Appendix J, based 
on marine mammal densities evenly distributed over the entire area of 
potential effect.  This is conservative since the tendency is to 
overestimate effects given that marine mammals appearing in pods will 
be easier to detect and therefore be avoided by use of the Navy's 
standard operating procedures serving as mitigation measures.  
Potential indirect effects were discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.12 and 
Section 5.3.3.2 of the Draft EIS/OEIS.  This discussion was expanded 
in Section 5.2.1 of the EIS/OEIS.
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Bruce   Pleas D-E-0470-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Amy  Dunn D-E-0465-1 Mitigation Measures 6.1.2 As noted in Section 6.1.2,  use of non-Navy observers is not necessary 
given that Navy lookouts are extensively trained in spotting and 
reporting anything detected at or near the water surface.  In addition, 
using non-Navy personnel onboard Navy vessels or having civilian 
aircraft surveillance of all ASW or other exercise areas is impractical 
(given the sizes of the areas involved), could adversely impact the 
effectiveness of the military readiness activities, and raises issues 
involving survey personnel safety given the distances offshore.   The 
SOFAR channel acts as a waveguide for low-frequency sound waves, 
which are not part of the proposed actions involving mid- and high-
frequency sound sources.  Thank you for your comment noting the 
professionalism of those engaged in the Navy's marine mammal 
program.

D-E-0469-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Judy Walker D-E-0466-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 Thresholds for analysis of impacts and the applicable science in this 
regard were developed in coordination with NMFS.  Also see discussion 
of humpback whale vocalizations in 4.1.2.  The Navy is required to 
assess impacts based on the resources as defined by NMFS, who 
serves as the regulator for these resources (marine mammals).  
Research indicating genetic distinctions between possible sub-
populations of marine mammals currently considered one stock by 
NMFS has been discussed during preliminary consultations with NMFS 
over this EIS/OEIS.  The Navy believes that years of site fidelity by 
individual beaked whales in areas where sonar has operated for years 
is an indicator that beaked whales in Hawaii are not comparable to 
resident beaked whales in locations on the other side of the planet.  In 
fact, implicit in the statements, that resident populations have been 
identified in the Hawaiian Islands and that there is a genetic segregation 
between some marine mammals of Hawaiian Islands and the rest of the 
Pacific Stock, is an acknowledgment that the animals of the Hawaiian 
Islands have coexisted with sonar operations without long term 
detriment to populations. Findings by Baird and McSweeney are 
contrary to speculation that large numbers of marine mammals die or 
abandon sites due to sonar but are not observed, potentially resulting in 
population level impacts.  Residency demonstrates that the animals are 
remaining in the area despite sonar exercises.

Elizabeth  Freeman D-E-0469-1 Program 3.3, 4.3 Refer to Section 3.3 of the EIS/OEIS for the affected environment of 
locations of current and  proposed HRC operations on Kauai and 
Section 4.3 for the potential environmental consequences of the current 
and proposed operations.

Harriet Smith D-E-0467-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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D-E-0470-4 Land Use Appendix I See response to comment D-E-0470-3.

D-E-0470-5 Program Refer to the EIS/OEIS table of contents to locate each of the sections 
cited.

D-E-0470-6 Program Your comments regarding ownership from pre-contact, historical data 
and costs associated with projects are noted but outside the scope of 
this EIS/OEIS.

Bruce   Pleas D-E-0470-2 Land Use 4.3.2.1.8.1 Public access to the installation’s coastline is outlined in PMRF 
Instruction 5530.7 (March 2004).  The content of this Instruction is 
explained to unauthorized individuals who request access to PMRF.  
The on-base recreation section of 4.3.2.1.8.1 has been revised.

D-E-0470-3 Land Use Appendix I Appendix I describes the circumstances by which the lands now known 
as PMRF came into Federal ownership.  This section is not intended to 
represent the full or complete recitation of law(s) relating to the lands 
now known as PMRF.

D-E-0470-7 Land Use 12 The Navy has made a Coastal Consistency Determination in 
accordance with the CZMA.  The submittal letter is provided in Chapter 
12 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0470-8 Miscellaneous 3 As stated in Section 3.0, 13 environmental resource areas were 
evaluated to provide a context for understanding the potential effects of 
ongoing and proposed naval activities in the Hawaiian Range Complex.  
These areas include air quality, airspace, biological (fish, sea turtles, 
marine mammals, terrestrial fauna), cultural, geology and soils, 
hazardous materials and waste, health and safety, land use, noise, 
socioeconomics, transportation, utilities, and water resources.   Some 
potential topics are not listed separately, but that does not mean that 
they are not considered during training procedures, research and 
development and analysis of potential impacts (e.g., climate, 
topography, hydrogeology,  agriculture capability, flora, terrestrial fauna, 
historical,  scenic resources, and flood hazards).

D-E-0470-9 Socioeconomics The socioeconomic analysis within the EIS/OEIS is based on several 
metrics, including population size, employment characteristics, income 
generated, and the type and cost of housing.  Analysis of 
socioeconomic existing conditions, impacts, and mitigation are 
discussed throughout the EIS/OEIS  for each affected location.

D-E-0470-10 Utilities 4.3.2.1.8, 4.3.2.1.11, 
4.3.2.1.12

Utility discussions for PMRF and the local environs are covered in 
Sections 4.3.2.1.8, 4.3.2.1.11 and 4.3.2.1.12 of the EIS/OEIS.
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D-E-0470-12 Miscellaneous 4.10,  4.11 Sections 4.10 and 4.11 cover these issues as they relate to the 
Proposed Action discussed in the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0470-13 Program 2.2.4.4, 4.1.1.3.2 The proposed Maritime Directed Energy Test Center in Alternatives 2 or 
3 includes development of standard operating procedures and range 
safety requirements necessary to provide safe operations associated 
with future directed energy tests. Should a direct energy program 
decide to perform tests at PMRF, separate environmental 
documentation would be required to analyze potential impacts from 
training activities.

Bruce   Pleas D-E-0470-11 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0 The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers appropriate 
alternatives to achieve them. To implement its Congressional 
mandates, the Navy needs to support and to conduct current and 
emerging training and RDT&E training events in the HRC and upgrade 
or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance and sustain Navy 
training and testing. These objectives are required to provide combat 
capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in accordance with U.S.C. 
Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.

Joan  Lander D-E-0471-1 Program Navy practices conducted decades ago resulted in contamination of 
certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created and funded 
programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and proceed 
with the available funds.

D-E-0472-3 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Pono  Kealoaha D-E-0472-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0472-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.
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D-E-0472-5 Health and Safety It is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS to address an increase in Down 
syndrome in the Lualualei Valley.

Pono  Kealoaha D-E-0472-4 Health and Safety A discussion of a 38-year old incident that did not result in any public 
health or safety impact (only Navy personnel were injured) is outside of 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS. The Navy's training materials and safety 
protocols both have evolved so extensively during the intervening 
period as to make that incident irrelevant to any discussion of existing 
or future public health and safety.

Hugh Y. Starr D-E-0474-1 Alternatives 2.2.1.1, 4.1.2.4.3, 
4.1.2.4.4, 4.1.2.4.5,

See Section 4.1.2.4.3 thru 4.1.2.4.4 regarding discussions on 
harassment.  Section 4.1.2.4.5 provides a discussion of relative sound 
levels.  As noted in Section 2.2.1.1, a reduction in the level of current 
training in the HRC would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action and would not support the Navy's mandate to be 
prepared.

Judy Walker D-E-0473-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your input and clarification.

D-E-0472-7 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.5.1.1, 3.7, 4.0, 12 As stated in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-
frequency active (MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical 
Research Laboratory and the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to 
determine permissible limits of exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this 
research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for over 1 hour at a 
distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this 
distance, the sound pressure level will be approximately 190 dB.  At 
2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same unprotected diver could 
operate for over 3 hours.  In addition, Sections 3.7 and 4.7 of the 
EIS/OEIS and the Coastal Consistency Determination in accordance 
with the CZMA reviewed the proposed activities internal or external to 
the Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary, and find them to be 
within the range of activities previously reviewed and allowed by the 
Sanctuary as indicated in 15 CFR Part 922, Subpart Q. None of the 
activities have been modified such that they would be likely to destroy, 
cause the loss of, or injure any Sanctuary resource in a manner 
significantly greater than what had been previously reviewed by NOAA 
at the time of the Sanctuary's creation.

D-E-0472-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.
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D-E-0474-3 Socioeconomics 5.3.10 The cumulative effects of the various alternatives on socioeconomic 
issues are discussed in Section 5.3.10.

Hugh Y. Starr D-E-0474-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 3.7, 
4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 4.7

See response to comment D-E-0472-7.

Harriet  Smith D-E-0476-1 Program 4.1.2.4.2 The use of low-frequency active (LFA) sonar is not included in the 
Proposed Action.  Section 4.1.2.4.2 discusses the difference between 
LFA and the proposed use of mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar.

Ron   Agor --State Board of 
Land and Natural Resources

D-E-0475-1 Land Use 4.3.2.1.8 Any reference to the "uniqueness" of beaches on PMRF has been 
removed from the document. The document also states, in Section 
4.3.2.1.8, that recreation services available to military personnel and 
civilians at PMRF/Main Base will remain at current status during non-
hazardous training operations.  The installation's approximately 200-ft 
by 2-mi beach in the southern zone of PMRF will remain accessible to 
Kauai residents possessing an approved beach access pass. Potential 
exists to increase the number of times beaches will be closed. Areas 
within the region of influence that are typically accessible by the public 
will not change as a result of the No-action, Alternative 1,2, or 3.

D-E-0474-6 Miscellaneous Due to the extensive historical military support provided by the State of 
Hawaii we are not able to include all events in the EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0474-5 Mitigation Measures Regarding necropsies on stranded marine mammals, Navy and NMFS 
are coordinating on a stranding protocol designed to provide the most 
effective use of resources from the two agencies.  The desire is to 
investigate all stranded marine mammals in the Hawaiian Islands so 
that a baseline of common morphology found in stranded marine 
mammals can be established so if there is a stranding coincident with 
sonar use any differences could be investigated.  Imposing training 
restrictions from other countries on the U.S. Navy without considering 
the differences between each navies’ capabilities, systems, mission 
requirements, and threats; and without considering whether the foreign 
country’s training restrictions are more effective in protecting marine 
mammals from harm than the extensive precautions currently taken by 
the U.S. Navy, would arbitrarily undermine the U.S. Navy’s ability to 
maintain military readiness.  The RIMPAC After Action Report, in 
Appendix F, provides an analysis detailing the reasons for adoption, 
modification, or rejection of the RIMPAC 2006 mitigation measures.  
The programs undertaking research involving the hearing physiology of 
marine mammals are not part of the proposed action and are therefore 
beyond the scope of this document.
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D-E-0478-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 3.7, 
4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 4.7

See response to comment D-E-0472-7.

D-E-0478-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Marguerite  Beavers  --
Divine Designs

D-E-0477-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea, or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training.  The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary.  The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter, but a Federal legal 
requirement.  The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to 
environmental stewardship seriously, providing funds, efforts and 
professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  The Navy is 
particularly sensitive to native Hawaiian cultural concerns, making areas 
under our control accessible for cultural and religious activities when not 
in conflict with operational needs.

Maria  Walker D-E-0478-1 Alternatives 2, 12, 5.0 The Proposed Action does not include the use of low-frequency active 
sonar.  The Coastal Consistency Determination in accordance with the 
CZMA  (see submittal letter in Chapter 12) reviewed the activities 
proposed to be conducted internal or external to the Humpback Whale 
National Marine Sanctuary, and find them to be within the range of 
activities previously reviewed and allowed by the Sanctuary as 
indicated in 15 CFR Part 922, Subpart Q.  None of the activities have 
been modified such that they would be likely to destroy, cause the loss 
of, or injure any Sanctuary resource in a manner significantly greater 
than what had been previously reviewed by NOAA at the time of the 
Sanctuary's creation.
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Sharon  Goodwin D-E-0480-1 Alternatives 2.2, 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.  In addition, Section 2.2 
describes the Proposed Action which does not include plans to acquire 
any new lands or rights over land, sea or airspace, therefore there is no 
proposal to expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the 
frequency of training.

Marsha Green --KAHEA, the 
Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-E-0481-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter, but a Federal legal requirement.

Emil  Wolfgramm D-E-0479-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.2.1.2, 
4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11

As noted in Section 2.2.2.1, alternative locations for training and 
RDT&E activities were considered.  The alternatives carried forward 
were selected based on their ability to meet the following criteria: (a) 
use existing Navy ranges and facilities in and around Hawaii; (b) be 
consistent with the stated current and emerging requirements for the 
range complex; (c) achieve training tempo requirements based on Fleet 
deployment schedules; (d) meet the requirements of DoD Directive 
3200.15, Sustainment of Ranges and Operating Areas; (e) implement 
new operational training requirements and RDT&E operations; and (f) 
support realistic training that replicates expected operating 
environments for naval forces.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-559



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-E-0481-3 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 See response to comment D-W-0091-10.

D-E-0481-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.1.4, 4.1.4 Section 3.1.4 of the EIS/OEIS addresses chemical simulants, chaff, 
missile debris, and other expended training materials, and Section 4.1.4 
analyzes their potential short-term and long-term effects on human 
health and the environment, including the accumulation of missile 
debris.

Marsha Green --KAHEA, the 
Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-E-0481-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2 The largest portion of the Temporary Operating Area (TOA), i.e., the 
area north and west of Kauai, is used only 8 to 10 times per year for 
missile testing and evaluation for short periods of time (usually a few 
hours).  Navy restricts access at those times to protect the public in the 
unlikely case of falling missile debris. Navy understands and respects 
the value and importance of the Papahanaumokuakea National Marine 
Monument (the Monument) to many people.  Navy also recognizes and 
shares the primary philosophy of the Monument, which is protection and 
preservation.  The Navy takes precautions when possible to minimize 
harm to the Monument. 


According to the Presidential Proclamation establishing the Monument 
regarding military activities in the area: 


"The prohibitions required by this proclamation shall not apply to 
activities and exercises of the Armed Forces (including those carried 
out by the United States Coast Guard) that are consistent with 
applicable laws."


"All activities and exercises of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in 
a manner that avoids, to the extent practicable and consistent with 
operational requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources 
and qualities."


"In the event of threatened or actual destruction of, loss of, or injury to a 
monument resource or quality resulting from an incident, including but 
not limited to spills and groundings, caused by a component of the 
Department of Defense or the USCG [U.S. Coast Guard], the cognizant 
component shall promptly coordinate with the Secretaries for the 
purpose of taking appropriate actions to respond to and mitigate the 
harm and, if possible, restore or replace the monument resource or 
quality."

D-E-0481-5 Cumulative Impacts 5.3 The cumulative impact analysis presented in Section 5.3 provides the 
adequate level of analysis to determine the potential for cumulative 
impacts as a result of implementation of the Proposed Action.  As a 
result of the analysis, it was determined that no significant cumulative 
impacts would occur within the 13 resource areas.
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D-E-0481-7 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Marsha Green --KAHEA, the 
Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-E-0481-6 Alternatives 2 Consideration of alternative locations for training conducted in the HRC 
was rejected from further analysis because it does not meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed Action. In accordance with the At 
Sea Policy and the Tactical Training Theater Assessment and Planning 
Program, the Navy is conducting range-by-range NEPA and Executive 
Order (EO) 12114 analyses.  Naval ranges will be analyzed separately 
on a case-by-case basis for potential environmental impacts arising 
from requirements to sustain capabilities at each site. The HRC 
provides the geography, infrastructure, space, and location necessary 
to accomplish naval training. The large area available to deploy forces 
within HRC allows a CSG/ESG to train using a geographic scope that 
replicates possible real world events, with the channels between islands 
serving as strategic choke-points to ocean commerce.  The presence of 
the instrumented tracking ranges at PMRF as well as DoD-controlled 
warning areas and special use airspace also enable submarine warfare 
training to proceed in a safe and structured manner while retaining the 
flexibility for controllers to interject tactical challenges to enhance 
realism for exercise participants.

D-E-0481-8 Mitigation Measures 3.2.2.2,  4.2.2.2 Sections 3.2.2.2 and 4.2.2.2 state that some of these islands are known 
to have significant cultural resources sites, and the islands of Nihoa and 
Necker are listed in the National and Hawaii State Registers of Historic 
Places.  Previous debris analyses of the types, quantities, weights, and 
sizes associated with the PMRF missile exercises indicate that the 
potential to impact land resources of any type is very low and extremely 
remote.  In addition, trajectories can be altered under certain 
circumstances to further minimize the potential for impacts.  As a result, 
impacts on cultural resources within the Northwest Hawaiian Islands are 
not expected.
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D-E-0481-18 Mitigation Measures See response to comment D-W-0111-8.

D-E-0481-17 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0111-7.

D-E-0481-16 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 See response to comment D-W-0111-6.

D-E-0481-19 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0111-9.

D-E-0481-10 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Marsha Green --KAHEA, the 
Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-E-0481-9 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.2.1.1.1.1 Text has been added to Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 clarifying the size and area 
of an anticipated debris field.  The exact size of debris anticipated would 
vary with each intercept.  In a successful intercept, both missiles would 
be destroyed by the impact.  Momentum would carry debris along the 
respective paths of the two missile until the debris falls to earth.  The 
debris would consist of a few large pieces (approximately 110 pounds 
[lb]), of each missile, many medium pieces (approximately 11 lb), and 
mostly tiny particles.  This debris is subject to winds on its descent to 
the surface.  The debris would generally fall into two elliptically-shaped 
areas.

D-E-0481-15 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.1 See response to comment D-W-0111-5.

D-E-0481-11 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 See response to comment D-W-0111-1.

D-E-0481-14 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10 See response to comment D-W-0111-4.

D-E-0481-13 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 See response to comment D-W-0111-3.

D-E-0481-12 Alternatives See response to comment D-W-0111-2.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-562



Table 13.4.2-2.  Responses to Email Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

J.J.  Holt Jr. D-E-0486-1 Alternatives Your comments regarding transferring exercises to other areas are 
noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.  The Council on 
Environmental Quality requires consideration of a reasonable range of 
alternatives in EIS/OEISs [40 CFR Section 1508.9 (b)].  Under a rule of 
reason, an EIS/OEIS need not consider an infinite range of alternatives, 
only reasonable, or feasible ones.  The choice of alternatives is 
bounded by some notion of feasibility, and the Navy is not required to 
consider alternatives which are infeasible, ineffective, or inconsistent 
with its basic policy objectives.

Jeri   Baumgardner D-E-0485-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0066-1.  In addition, use of low-
frequency active sonar in the HRC is not part of the Proposed Action of 
this EIS/OEIS.

D-E-0487-5 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0487-4 Water Resources 2.2.4.4 There are currently no plans for chemical lasers.  Because the directed 
energy programs have not been defined they cannot be fully analyzed 
in this EIS/OEIS.  As stated in Section 2.2.4.5, “Should the Airborne 
Laser program decide to perform testing at PMRF, separate 
environmental documentation would be required to analyze potential 
impacts.”

D-E-0487-3 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.1.1.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0438-3.

Claire Mortimer D-E-0487-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-E-0481-21 Mitigation Measures See response to comment D-W-0111-11.

Marsha Green --KAHEA, the 
Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-E-0481-20 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.3 See response to comment D-W-0111-10.

D-E-0484-3 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

D-E-0484-2 Mitigation Measures 2 As noted in Chapter 2.0, the Proposed Action does not include plans to 
acquire any new lands or rights over land, sea, or airspace, therefore 
there is no proposal to expand.

Rayne   Regush D-E-0484-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Akahi Nui --Kingdom of 
Hawaii

D-E-0482-1 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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13.4.3 PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 
Eighty-three people testified at the public hearings held in Hawaii for the Draft EIS/OEIS.    

Table 13.4.3-1 presents individuals who testified at the hearings with their respective 
commenter identification number.  This number can be used to find their testimony in the four 
transcripts prepared for hearings in Kauai, Oahu, Maui, and the Island of Hawaii and to locate 
the corresponding table on which responses to each comment are provided.  

Exhibit 13.4.3-1 presents reproductions of the hearing transcripts for the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
Transcripts are identified by commenter ID number, and each statement or question that was 
categorized as addressing a separate environmental issue is designated with a sequential 
comment number. 

Table 13.4.3-2 presents the responses to testimony on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Responses to 
specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding commenter ID number and 
sequential comment number identifiers. 

Table 13.4.3-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Public Hearings) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Moanikeala Akaka D-T-0088 Rich Hoeffner D-T-0020 
Jim Albertini D-T-0083 Pauahi Hookano D-T-0073 
Jasmin Asis D-T-0062 Michael T. Hyson D-T-0080 
David Bayly D-T-0065 David Jimenez D-T-0057 
Carl Berg D-T-0031 Kyle Kajihiro D-T-0039 
Stewart Burley D-T-0018 Reynolds Kamakawiwoole D-T-0078 
Nicole Carbonel D-T-0063 L.V. Kelley D-T-0097 
Juliann Castelhuono D-T-0049 Galen Kelly D-T-0096 
Stephany Cecil D-T-0042 Amber King D-T-0061 
Jeff Connolly D-T-0032 Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0059 
Kurt De Keukeleere D-T-0101 Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0091 
Samuel Dolphin D-T-0074 Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0038 
Christiane Douglas D-T-0043 Leslie Kuloloio D-T-0056 
Bruce Douglas D-T-0054 Diana La Bedz D-T-0021 
Elaine Dunbar D-T-0027 Home Le'amohala D-T-0048 
Marjorie Erway D-T-0090 Kahu Charles Maxwell D-T-0055 
Duane Erway D-T-0081 Kristin McCleery D-T-0067 
Michael Fox D-T-0028 Bob McDermott D-T-0037 
Aukai Gonsalves D-T-0022 Lisa Messenger D-T-0060 
Mary Groode D-T-0071 Mike Moran D-T-0041 
Cory Harden D-T-0075 Hans Mortensen D-T-0086 
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Table 13.4.3-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Public Hearings) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Kalei'ileihi Muller D-T-0079 Helen Schonwatter D-T-0068 
Thomas Nakagawa D-T-0045 Howard Sharpe D-T-0044 
Lynn Nakkim D-T-0077 Eli Sheetz D-T-0066 
Star Newland D-T-0094 Lanny Sinkin D-T-0076 
Christine Nonnenmacher D-T-0072 Bunny Smith D-T-0100 
Paul Norman D-T-0098 Summer Starr D-T-0069 
Jon Olson D-T-0089 Hugh Starr D-T-0053 
Jeff Pantukhoff D-T-0040 Shelley Stephens D-T-0093 
Louis Parraga, Jr. D-T-0035 Mahelani Sylvia D-T-0033 
Cynthia Piano D-T-0092 Ken Taylor D-T-0034 
Frances Pitzer D-T-0047 Lee Tepley D-T-0084 
Bruce Pleas D-T-0023 Marti Townsend D-T-0036 
Brooke Porter D-T-0050 James Trujillo D-T-0025 
Wendy Raebeck D-T-0029 Mark Van Doren D-T-0095 
Kboki Raymond D-T-0070 Frank Vesperes D-T-0087 
Tony Ricci D-T-0019 Dwight Vicente D-T-0085 
Puanani Rogers D-T-0026 Akahi Wahine D-T-0064 
Robert Roggasch D-T-0046 Judy Walker D-T-0099 
Faith Rose D-T-0051 Juan Wilson D-T-0024 
Ken Rose D-T-0052 Anita Wintner D-T-0058 
George W. Saunders, Jr. D-T-0030   
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            Table 13.4.3-2.  Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS 

D-T-0020-2 Cumulative Impacts Your concern regarding the Superferry is noted but is outside the scope 
of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0020-3 Cumulative Impacts Detailed analysis for the permanent stationing of the 2/25th Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team is beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS but can be 
found at the following website:  http://www.sbct-seis.org/.  However, 
cumulative impacts from Army activity are considered in Chapter 5.0 of 
this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0020-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Rich  Hoeffner D-T-0020-1 Policy/NEPA Process 13 The proponent agency (Lead Agency/Sponsor) is responsible for 
performing the environmental analysis of its actions, which for this 
document is the U. S. Navy.  Section 1501.5 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) states that a lead agency shall 
supervise the preparation of an environmental impact statement. The 
Navy does review and consider all comments submitted during the 
scoping process and the public comment period.  Scoping 
transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the EIS/OEIS 
but are included in the Administrative Record.  Chapter 13.0 includes a 
copy  of each comment received on the Draft EIS/OEIS and a response 
for each comment.  Although all comments are reviewed and 
incorporated where appropriate, some comments may be outside the 
scope of the document and therefore were not addressed.

Stewart  Burley D-T-0018-1 Socioeconomics 3.3.2.1.10 PMRF is a major contributor to the economy of Kauai County, 
particularly on the western side of the island.  The installation employs 
nearly 1,000 military, civilian, and contract personnel and has a $130 
million impact annually on the local economy (see Section 3.3.2.1.10).

Tony  Ricci D-T-0019-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Aukai  Gonsalves D-T-0022-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Bruce  Pleas D-T-0023-1 Land Use 4.3.2.1.8 The following wording was removed: “and do not provide a unique 
recreational coastal opportunity that is not being provided elsewhere on 
the island.”

D-T-0021-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11, 
4.1.2.2

See response to comment D-E-0062-2.  Section 4.1.2.2 includes 
potential impacts on fish from the No-action, Alternative 1,  Alternative 2 
and Alternative 3.

Diana  La Bedz D-T-0021-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0021-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Your comments regarding the Pacific Coast gyre in the middle of the 
Pacific Ocean are noted but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0021-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-679

http://www.sbct-seis.org


Table 13.4.3-2.  Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-T-0027-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment  D-W-0066-1.

Juan  Wilson D-T-0024-1 Cumulative Impacts Your comments regarding the Hawaii Superferry and the stationing of 
the Stryker Brigade Combat Team in Hawaii are noted but are outside 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0024-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

Your comment is noted; however, GML 4 experiments are not part of 
the proposed activities in the EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0027-2 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Bruce  Pleas D-T-0023-3 Land Use Appendix I Appendix I describes the circumstances by which the lands now known 
as PMRF came into Federal ownership.  This section is not intended to 
represent the full or complete recitation of law(s) relating to the lands 
now known as PMRF.

Puanani  Rogers D-T-0026-1 Policy/NEPA Process For 25 years, the Navy in Hawaii has been successfully implementing 
its Installation Restoration Program to guide the process of cleaning up 
contaminated sites on its bases and other areas.  Cleanup is conducted 
in a way that protects surrounding residences, sensitive habitat, and 
cultural, historical, and archaeological resources. As a result, formerly 
contaminated sites have been returned to productive use, drinking 
water quality and safety has been maintained, endangered species 
habitat has been protected and Hawaii’s rich cultural heritage has been 
preserved.

Elaine  Dunbar D-T-0027-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment  D-E-0062-2.

D-T-0024-3 Cumulative Impacts Your comments regarding the Hawaii Superferry and the stationing of 
the Stryker Brigade Combat Team  in Hawaii are noted but are outside 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

James   Trujillo D-T-0025-1 Policy/NEPA Process This EIS/OEIS was written by the Navy to comply with both NEPA and 
the President’s Executive Order 12114 which requires environmental 
analysis for activities that occur outside of 12 miles from land.  The 
Navy has been working with many partners in drafting this EIS/OEIS.  
The Navy has sought assistance from the National Marine Fisheries 
Services and has worked closely with their marine mammal and 
regulatory experts in trying to develop a method to quantify potential 
impacts on marine life caused by Navy activities.  Additionally, the 
Missile Defense Agency and the U.S. Department of Energy have been 
partners in this EIS/OEIS.  Finally, the Navy has coordinated with 
experts from various Hawaii State and other Federal agencies to ensure 
that impacts on the environment have been identified and are 
minimized to the maximum extent practicable.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.3-2.  Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

George W. Saunders, Jr. D-T-0030-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Carl  Berg D-T-0031-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Kaula has been used as a target location by U.S. and Allied forces 
since 1952.  At one time the entire island was used for training in air-to-
surface and surface-to-surface weapons delivery.  Today only the 
southeastern tip, approximately 8 percent, of the island is used for 
training.

Elaine  Dunbar D-T-0027-4 Health and Safety No impacts from electromagnetic radiation (EMR) generation to wildlife 
are anticipated. Electromagnetic radiation emitted  during 
electromagnetic transmitting and receiving equipment testing is not a 
health and safety issue.  Review of recent FAA/NTSB records of 
helicopter incidents determined that EMR was not the cause.

Wendy  Raebeck --Ride the 
Rainbow

D-T-0029-1 Policy/NEPA Process The DoD is a leader in environmental stewardship.  As described in 
Chapter 4.0, the Navy in Hawaii takes seriously its commitment to 
environmental stewardship. The Navy has an impressive track record of 
demonstrating its dedication to maintaining the islands’ natural 
environment and, in many cases, improving conditions.  For 25 years, 
the Navy in Hawaii has been successfully implementing its Installation 
restoration program to guide the process of cleaning up contaminated 
sites on its bases and other areas.  Cleanup is conducted in a way that 
protects surrounding residences, sensitive habitat, and cultural, 
historical and archaeological resources. As a result, formerly 
contaminated sites have been returned to productive use, drinking 
water quality and safety has been maintained, endangered species 
habitat has been protected, and Hawaii’s rich cultural heritage has been 
preserved.

D-T-0027-5 Program Environmental analysis does not require an exact count of materials to 
be used during training.  Analysis is based on the type of events and 
activities required for training.  Each training event and RDT&E activity 
has been evaluated for each location for effects on the environment.

Michael Fox D-T-0028-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0027-6 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available.  The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.3-2.  Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-T-0036-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

D-T-0036-3 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0031-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Jeff Connolly D-T-0032-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0032-2 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Marti Townsend --KAHEA, 
the Hawaiian Environmental 
Alliance

D-T-0036-1 Policy/NEPA Process 13 The Navy does review and consider all comments submitted during the 
scoping process and the public comment period.  Scoping 
transcripts/records of scoping comments are not a part of the EIS/OEIS 
but are included in the Administrative Record.  Chapter 13.0 includes a 
copy  of each comment received on the Draft EIS/OEIS and a response 
for each comment.  Although all comments are reviewed and 
incorporated where appropriate, some comments may be outside the 
scope of the document and therefore were not addressed.

Carl  Berg D-T-0031-2 Health and Safety 4.2.1.1.1.1,  3.3.2.1.7,  
4.3.2.1.7

Section 4.2.1.1.1.1 details the size and likelihood of missile debris 
impacting threatened, endangered, or other marine species.  Sections 
3.3.2.1.7 and 4.3.2.1.7 and Appendix K include details of range safety, 
ground safety, missile flights, ocean and ground clearance areas, fire 
and crash safety, and transportation safety.  PMRF takes every 
reasonable precaution during the planning and execution of training 
activities to prevent injury to human life and property.

D-T-0031-3 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.6.1 Navy does not anticipate the type of described degradation due to on-
pad fires. The language has been modified in Section 4.3.2.1.6.1 based 
on this comment.

Ken Taylor D-T-0034-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0034-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

5.2.1.3 Section 5.2.1.3 has been added to discuss anthropogenic sources of 
ambient noise that are most likely to have contributed to increases in 
ambient noise.  These include vessel noise from commercial shipping 
and general vessel traffic, oceanographic research, and naval and other 
use of sonar.

Louis Parraga, Jr. D-T-0035-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0032-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0032-4 Program Thank you for your comment.

Mahelani Sylvia D-T-0033-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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Kyle Kajihiro --AFSC D-T-0039-1 Policy/NEPA Process Scoping transcripts are generally not included in the EIS/OEIS.  The 
Scoping transcripts/scoping comments are available in the 
Administrative Record.

D-T-0038-3 Policy/NEPA Process The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago 
resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress 
has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of 
remediation and proceed with the available funds.  The island of 
Kahoolawe is one site that received priority funding in excess of $400 
million and its own special legislation which resulted in a 10-year 
cleanup conducted in consultation with the State of Hawaii.

D-T-0037-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Bob McDermott --Navy 
League

D-T-0037-1 Socioeconomics Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0038-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Training will include the continued use of the southeast end of Kaula for 
bombing and Air-to-Ground GUNEX training under agreement with the 
State of Hawaii.

Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0038-1 Policy/NEPA Process 13 The public comment and response section of the EIS/OEIS contains a 
matrix of the total number of people in attendance for the four public 
meetings held and the number of individuals who provided comments 
overall. All consultation comments/responses are in the EIS/OEIS as 
well.

D-T-0037-4 Cumulative Impacts 5.2.1 Text has been added to the cumulative impacts section (Section 5.2.1) 
of the EIS/OEIS that describes other open ocean activities with potential 
marine species impacts.

D-T-0037-3 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.
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D-T-0039-3 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Kyle Kajihiro --AFSC D-T-0039-2 Alternatives Current training, or the No-action Alternative, is evaluated for potential 
impacts just like Alternative 1, 2 and 3.  To decrease military training 
from current levels would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action and would not support the Navy’s ability to meet 
Federal statutory requirements.  In addition, a reduction in training could 
jeopardize the ability of specialty forces, transient units and Strike 
Groups using the HRC for training purposes to be ready and qualified 
for deployment.  The Navy has broadly defined its objectives and offers 
appropriate alternatives to achieve them.  

To implement its Congressional mandates, the Navy needs to support 
and to conduct current and emerging training and RDT&E events in the 
HRC and upgrade or modernize range complex capabilities to enhance 
and sustain Navy training and testing.  These objectives are required to 
provide combat capable forces ready to deploy worldwide in 
accordance with U.S.C. Title 10, Section 5062.  The Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and 
mix of training to be conducted and the range capabilities 
enhancements to be made within the HRC that best meet the needs of 
the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this EIS/OEIS are both 
reasonable and necessary.  

Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations allow the status 
quo to properly be the No-action Alternative.  The No-action Alternative 
may be thought of in terms of continuing with the present course of 
action until that action is changed.  In requiring consideration of a no-
action alternative, the CEQ intended that agencies compare the 
potential impacts of the proposed major Federal action to the known 
impacts of maintaining the status quo.  The Navy has done just that in 
the EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0039-6 Health and Safety Analysis of actions that are not reasonably foreseeable are not required 
under NEPA.

D-T-0039-5 Cumulative Impacts 5 The cumulative impact analysis presented in Section 5 provides the 
adequate level of analysis to determine the potential for cumulative 
impacts as a result of implementation of the Proposed Action.  As a 
result of the analysis, it was determined that no significant cumulative 
impacts would occur within the 13 resource areas.

D-T-0039-4 Alternatives See response to comment D-T-0039-2.
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D-T-0040-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations are discussed. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.

D-T-0039-8 Socioeconomics See response to comment D-E-0451-17.

Kyle Kajihiro --AFSC D-T-0039-7 Socioeconomics 3.3.2.1.10 Military housing allowances and supplements are based on surveys of 
local housing renters and based on local economy averages.  Military 
members not provided on-base housing are faced with the same 
challenges to obtain affordable housing as the general public.  PMRF is 
a major contributor to the economy of Kauai County, particularly on the 
western side of the island.  The installation employs nearly 1,000 
military, civilian, and contract personnel and has a $130 million impact 
annually on the local economy (see Section 3.3.2.1.10).

D-T-0040-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 See Section 4.1.2 and Southall et al., (2007) regarding research on 
marine mammal hearing/thresholds and in particular work done at 
SPAWAR exposures to 195 dB.

D-T-0039-9 Program Your comments regarding budget issues are noted but are beyond the 
scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0040-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 Marine mammals (we believe your reference is to studies on beluga 
specifically) are context specific for animals that are hunted and must 
contend with shifting ice, which does not have relevance in the Hawaii 
context.  In addition, "the 110 to 120 dB", discussed is a received level 
(at the whales) as opposed to a source level (1 meter from the sonar), 
which is inside the sonar dome (inside the bow of the ship).  Thresholds 
developed in cooperation with NMFS are presented in Section 4.1.2, 
which provides details on the various possible effects and the method 
NMFS has approved for analyzing those possible effects.

Jeff Pantukhoff --The 
Whaleman Foundation

D-T-0040-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2 The modeling predicting possible exposures at various threshold levels 
was developed in cooperation with NMFS and is presented in Section 
4.1.2.  This section provides details on the various possible effects and 
the method NMFS has approved for analyzing those possible effects.

D-T-0039-10 Program 2.2.4.4, 4.1.1., 4.1.1.3.2, 
4.1.5,  4.3.2.1.2

The Directed Energy program has not been developed in full.  However, 
it is described in Sections 2.2.4.5 and 4.1.1.3.2.  Potential locations are 
shown on Figure 2.2.4.5-1.  Directed energy analysis is also provided in 
Sections 4.1.1 Airspace open ocean; Section 4.1.5, Health and Safety 
open ocean; and Section 4.3.2.1.2, Airspace at PMRF.  The effect of 
this center on the hazardous materials associated with operating lasers, 
health and safety, and utilities demand on PMRF/Main Base would 
require a separate environmental  documentation process.
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D-T-0042-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0040-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Jeff Pantukhoff --The 
Whaleman Foundation

D-T-0040-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11.2 As discussed in Section 4.1.2.4.11, the Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei stranding of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore. A  few strandings of 
beaked whales have occurred elsewhere (locations far from Hawaii) 
that seem to be related to mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in 
combination with specific ocean conditions.  Strandings of beaked 
whales associated with sonar have not happened in Hawaii to anyone's 
knowledge. Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of 
stranding event in Section 4.1.2.4.11.2.

D-T-0042-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations are discussed. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.  The Navy believes that evidence not 
considered previously involving the Hanalei stranding of July 2004 
indicates that the full moon could have been a contributing factor in 
terms of bringing the animals closer to the shore.

Mike Moran D-T-0041-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Stephany Cecil D-T-0042-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4.11 includes specific stranding events that have been 
linked to potential sonar operations are discussed. Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11-year 
period (approximately 40 animals), and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.

D-T-0041-3 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1. 
The Navy issues Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) to alert commercial 
and recreational users, such as dive services, about upcoming at-sea 
training activities so that they may divert to open areas.  During training 
exercises, Navy assets monitor the area to ensure that the public is not 
exposed to a health or safety risk.  If non-participants are detected in 
the vicinity of an exercise, then it is delayed or postponed until those 
individuals have moved a safe distance away.  With these measures in 
place, the Navy has an exemplary record of public safety.  To date, no 
member of the public has been exposed to unhealthful levels of 
underwater noise.

D-T-0041-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).
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D-T-0042-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Christiane Douglas D-T-0043-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0043-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Stephany Cecil D-T-0042-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.1, 1.2, 1.3 The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  Requirements to have trainees and prepared Naval forces is 
not a discretionary matter.

D-T-0042-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Howard Sharpe D-T-0044-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0044-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available.  The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

Thomas Nakagawa D-T-0045-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0043-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0043-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Navy training in the use of sonar is regulated by NMFS for its effects on 
marine species.

D-T-0043-5 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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D-T-0045-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Thomas Nakagawa D-T-0045-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 Sections 3.7 and 4.7 of the EIS/OEIS and a Coastal Consistency 
Determination in accordance with the CZMA review the activities 
proposed to be conducted internal or external to the Humpback Whale 
National Marine Sanctuary, and find them to be within the range of 
activities previously reviewed and allowed by the Sanctuary as 
indicated in 15 CFR Part 922, Subpart Q.  None of the activities have 
been modified such that they would be likely to destroy, cause the loss 
of, or injure any Sanctuary resource in a manner significantly greater 
than what had been previously reviewed by NOAA at the time of the 
Sanctuary's creation. Under the Sanctuary regulations, military activities 
are allowed within the sanctuary and not subject to vessel/aircraft 
approach distances, discharge of materials prohibitions within the 
sanctuary and consultation requirements if they are “classes of military 
activities, internal and external to the Sanctuary, conducted prior to 
1997 (provided in Exhibit C-1 of the Draft EIS/OEIS).  Proposed military 
activity after 1997 is also allowable but subject to prohibited activities 
provision under the reg. (i.e., vessel/aircraft approach to humpback 
whale provisions, discharge of materials, etc.). Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of 
the EIS/OEIS reviewed the NWHI Marine Monument. Presidential 
Proclamation 8031 (71 FR 36443, June 26, 2006), which established 
the Monument under the authority of the Antiquities Act (16 U.S.C. 
431), made the prohibitions required in the Proclamation, such as the 
prohibition on entry into the Monument, inapplicable to activities and 
exercises of the Armed Forces.   Navy acknowledges, as stated in the 
Proclamation, that it is their obligation to ensure that all "activities and 
exercises of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in a manner that 
avoids, to the extent practicable and consistent with operational 
requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources and qualities." 
Consideration has also been given to Executive Order 13089 of June 
11, 1998, "Coral Reef Protection," and consistent with the policies 
stated in that Order, to the extent permitted by law, the Navy will ensure 
that the Proposed Actions will not degrade the conditions of U.S. coral 
reef ecosystems.

D-T-0045-4 Socioeconomics The Navy takes its environmental stewardship role seriously, providing 
funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this important matter. 
Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws and has 
established procedures to ensure that programs are protective of 
Hawaii's environment.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter.

D-T-0045-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

5 The Navy does not believe any of the activities analyzed in this 
EIS/OEIS will impact Essential Fish Habitat in Hawaiian Waters.
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D-T-0047-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

A take authorization is  the number and species of marine mammal 
injuries (or Level A harassment)  that could occur in the unlikely event 
that animals respond in the manner that leads to a stranding.  Those 
numbers are authorized by NMFS.

Robert Roggasch --WWW 
Freehawaii

D-T-0046-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Thomas Nakagawa D-T-0045-6 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  
MFA sonar use in Hawaii is not new and has occurred using the same 
basic sonar equipment and output for over 30 years.  Given this history 
and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low.  Though the Navy works to 
minimize impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent 
practicable, they are not mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to 
marine mammals.  Over the past 30 years, the numbers of marine 
mammals around Hawaii appear to be increasing and there are no 
indications that sonar has affected marine mammals

D-T-0047-3 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

4.0, 5.0 The EIS/OEIS evaluates the expenditure and environmental fate of a 
variety of training materials.  Both qualitative and quantitative 
assessments of these expenditures conclude that their effects on water 
quality and bottom sediments, and on the biota that inhabit these 
environments, would be negligible.  There would be no effect on water 
quality because the expended material would not result in a detectable 
change in those physical and chemical parameters designated as 
indicators of water quality in a representative sample of ocean water.

D-T-0047-2 Water Resources Any amount of any substance emitted does, of course, have a physical 
effect. However, if the substance is benign or inert; is present at an 
undetectable concentration; has physical, chemical, or biological effects 
within an insignificantly small area; or otherwise has no discernable 
biological, chemical, or physical effects, then it is deemed not to affect 
water quality (a defined subset of water quality parameters and their 
concentrations) or limit the availability or use of water resources.  The 
emissions and discharges associated with the Navy's Proposed Action 
have been examined, and determined to generally fall within one of 
these categories.

Frances Pitzer D-T-0047-1 Miscellaneous 4,5 Detailed discussion of "potential impacts" and how they would be 
minimized is discussed in Chapters 4.0 and 5.0.  The tables in the 
Executive Summary have been revised to better summarize "potential 
impacts" and also note that Chapters 4.0 and 5.0 discuss in detail the 
factors that influenced the analysis.

D-T-0046-2 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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Ken Rose D-T-0052-1 Policy/NEPA Process The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-T-0047-8 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available.  The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

D-T-0047-9 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0047-7 Biological Resources - 
Terrestrial

4.3.2.1.3.3 No long-term adverse effects on birds from HRC activities are 
anticipated. As first stated in Section 4.3.2.1.3.3, the intensity and 
duration of wildlife startle responses decrease with the number and 
frequency of exposures.

Faith Rose D-T-0051-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Frances Pitzer D-T-0047-5 Cultural Resources 3.2.2.2 Section 3.2.2.2 has been updated to reflect the most current 
archaeological information for Nihoa and Necker (Mokumanamana), the 
southeastern most portion of the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National 
Monument, where missile intercepts and associated falling debris could 
occur. As noted in Section 4.2.2.1, future missions will include 
consideration of missile flight trajectory alterations, if feasible, to 
minimize the potential for debris within these areas.

D-T-0050-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0050-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Brooke  Porter --Pacific 
Whale Foundation

D-T-0050-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Home Le'amohala --
Earthling

D-T-0048-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Juliann Castelhuono D-T-0049-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.
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D-T-0054-2 Mitigation Measures 4.1.5.1.1 The divers will not be located where the active sonar is used.  As stated 
in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-frequency active 
(MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical Research Laboratory and 
the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to determine permissible limits of 
exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this research, an unprotected diver 
could safely operate for over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 yards from 
the Navy’s most powerful sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure 
level will be approximately 190 dB.  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 
nm, this same unprotected diver could operate for over 3 hours.

Hugh Starr D-T-0053-1 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0 As discussed in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0, the HRC provides the 
geography, infrastructure, space, and location necessary to accomplish 
complex military training and RDT&E activities. The large area available 
to deploy forces within the HRC allows training to occur using a 
geographic scope that replicates possible real world events. In addition, 
the HRC has the infrastructure to support a large number of forces, has 
extensive existing range assets, and accommodates Navy training and 
testing responsibilities both geographically and strategically, in a 
location under U.S. control. The Navy’s physical presence and training 
capabilities are critical in providing stability to the Pacific Region.

Bruce Douglas D-T-0054-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

D-T-0053-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

ADM Fallon's statement must be considered in the full context of the 
discussion and subject matter and must be couched in the times in 
which the speech was made.  The focus was not on overall Navy policy 
or on the importance of specific Navy range complexes.  The primary 
focus of the Fallon speech was on Vieques as an example of a number 
of encroachment issues, especially with regard to restrictions resulting 
from military ranges being defacto sanctuaries for threatened and 
endangered species.  The HRC contains one of two underwater 
tracking ranges in the Pacific, and the Hawaii Range Complex is critical 
to Navy training and RDT&E for DoD.

D-T-0053-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

D-T-0053-3 Alternatives 2.2.4, 2.2.5 In the Supplement to the Draft EIS and as incorporated into the 
EIS/OEIS, an additional alternative (Alternative 3) has been analyzed. 
Sonar hours for Alternative 3 and effects associated with ASW training 
would be identical to that presented under the No-action Alternative. 
Table 2.2.5-1 lists MFA/HFA sonar usage analyzed for the No-action 
Alternative and Alternative 3.  Sonar usage is based on SPORTS data 
and operator input.    Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative because it 
allows the Navy to meet its future non-ASW training and RDT&E 
mission objectives and avoid increases in potential effects to marine 
mammals above historic levels of ASW training in the HRC.
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Anita Wintner --Snorkel Bob 
Foundation

D-T-0058-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1.  The area has been historically 
used by the Navy for training and RDT&E operations, including sonar.

David Jimenez D-T-0057-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Leslie Kuloloio --Protect 
Kaho'olawu Ohara

D-T-0056-1 Program Navy practices conducted decades ago resulted in contamination of 
certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created and funded 
programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and proceed 
with the available funds.

D-T-0054-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 The EIS/OEIS includes new findings by Popper et al.(2007) who 
exposed rainbow trout, a fish sensitive to low frequencies, to high-
intensity low-frequency sonar (215 dB re 1 µPa2 170-320 Hz) with 
receive level for two experimental groups estimated at 193 dB for 324 
or 648 seconds.   Fish exhibited a slight behavioral reaction, and one 
group exhibited a 20-dB auditory threshold shift at one frequency.  No 
direct mortality, morphological changes, or physical trauma was noted 
as a result of these exposures. While low-frequency sonar is not 
included in the Proposed Action, these results of low-frequency sonar 
effects on low-frequency sensitive rainbow trout are encouraging in that 
similar results may be found with mid-frequency active sonar use when 
applied to mid-frequency sensitive fish.

Bruce Douglas D-T-0054-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0055-3 Cultural Resources Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0054-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.2, 4.1.5.1.1 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

D-T-0055-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Kahu Charles Maxwell D-T-0055-1 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0054-6 Program 2.2.1.3 As noted in Section 2.2.1.3, computer simulators and other types of 
simulation training tools are already used extensively in the Navy's 
training program.  Computer technologies provide excellent tools for 
implementing a successful, integrated training program while reducing 
the risk and expense typically associated with training at sea.  Although 
it is an essential component of training, computer simulation cannot 
substitute for the high-stress environment (such as personnel 
experience under combat conditions) that would be encountered during 
an actual non-training situation.  Conducting all naval training by 
simulation is deemed inadequate and fails to meet the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Action. Therefore, this alternative was not carried 
forward for analysis.
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D-T-0058-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 The Navy recognizes that individual fish may be injured or killed as the 
result of several of the operations; however, these incidents are 
localized, and would not have a population impact on any individual 
species.  The Navy has completed and Essential Fish Habitat and Coral 
Reef Assessment for the EIS/OEIS and concludes that Proposes 
Actions would not affect managed species (i.e., Essential Fish Habitat).

Anita Wintner --Snorkel Bob 
Foundation

D-T-0058-2 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1.  
Research was conducted for mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar at the 
Naval Submarine Medical Research Laboratory and the Navy 
Experimental Diving Unit to determine permissible limits of exposure to 
MFA sonar.  Based on this research, an unprotected diver could safely 
operate for over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s 
most powerful sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure level will be 
approximately 190 dB.  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this 
same unprotected diver could operate for over 3 hours.   The Navy 
issues Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) to alert commercial and 
recreational users, such as dive services, about upcoming at-sea 
training activities so that they may divert to open areas.   To date, no 
member of the public has been exposed to unhealthful levels of 
underwater noise.

D-T-0058-6 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.3.2 The species description in Section 3.1.2.3.2 has been revised to 
include: "Since 1991, 81 nesting female hawksbills have been tagged 
on the Big Island at various locations, 22 tagged in the last 3 years.  
These do not include nesting females from Maui or Molokai which 
would add a small number to the total.  While this appears to be an 
encouraging trend, Seitz and Kagimoto (2007) report that there are 
insufficient data to confirm an increasing population as yet.

Lisa  Messenger D-T-0060-1 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0059-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0058-9 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.11.2 Section 4.1.2.4.11.2 includes a discussion of specific stranding events 
that have been linked to potential sonar operations.  Of note, these 
events represent a small overall number of animals over an 11 year 
period (approximately 40 animals) and not all worldwide strandings can 
be linked to naval activity.
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D-T-0067-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4.11.2 Regarding the Bahamas stranding, see the discussion of stranding 
events in Section 4.1.2.4.11.2.

Jasmin Asis D-T-0062-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Nicole  Carbonel D-T-0063-1 Land Use All recreational services available to military personnel and civilians will 
remain at current status during non-hazardous training operations.  
Additionally, temporary clearance procedures for safety purposes have 
been employed regularly over time without significant impact on 
recreation.

Kristin McCleery D-T-0067-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary language).

Amber King D-T-0061-1 Program The Navy does take its environmental stewardship role seriously, 
providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective 
of Hawaii's environment. The training exercises that are conducted 
within the HRC are not recreational but are necessary preparedness 
actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, 
Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and 
prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter, but a legal 
requirement under U.S. Code Title 10.

Akahi Wahine --Trustee, 
Kingdom of Hawaii Nation 
Ministry Trust

D-T-0064-1 Land Use Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0066-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0066-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

A take authorization is  the number and species of marine mammal 
injuries (or Level A harassment)  that could occur in the unlikely event 
that animals respond in the manner that leads to a stranding. Those 
numbers are authorized by NMFS.

David  Bayly D-T-0065-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Eli Sheetz D-T-0066-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-694



Table 13.4.3-2.  Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Kristin McCleery D-T-0067-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 To summarize Section 4.1.2.2, based on the limited studies, there is 
some evidence that there could be minor impacts on fish (i.e., 
behavioral response or avoidance)  from mid-frequency active (MFA) 
sonar, while in other studies, using hearing specialist species and 
intense exposure there has been severe impacts (i.e., death) to fish 
from MFA sonar.  Also, exposure to a high intensity sound has been 
shown for some species to potentially damage the ears of fish, if left in 
close proximity (which generally they would avoid). However, most 
marine fishes are hearing generalists, with a hearing range generally 
below the mid-frequency bandwidth.   Therefore, given a worst-case 
scenario (e.g., a hearing specialist fish in close proximity to the source 
and unable to relocate), there is the possibility of fish mortality.  
However, the loss of individuals in close proximity to the source would 
not result in population impacts on the species.  Also, it is assumed that 
fish that could detect MFA sonar would vacate the area, as a behavioral 
response, which would be deemed a temporary, not a permanent, 
adverse impact.  To summarize Section 4.1.2.3, the intensity of sound 
and how turtles sense it is dependent on them being able to "hear" at 
that frequency.  Turtles do not hear mid-frequency sounds, so the 
intensity is irrelevant.

D-T-0068-2 Transportation Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0067-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 See response to comment D-T-0067-3.

Helen Schonwatter D-T-0068-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 4.2 See response to comment D-W-0091-7.  In addition, The Proposed 
Action includes no plan to use depleted uranium for training.

D-T-0067-5 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1.  
Research was conducted for mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar at the 
Naval Submarine Medical Research Laboratory and the Navy 
Experimental Diving Unit to determine permissible limits of exposure to 
MFA sonar.  Based on this research, an unprotected diver could safely 
operate for over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s 
most powerful sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure level will be 
approximately 190 dB.  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this 
same unprotected diver could operate for over 3 hours.   The Navy 
issues Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) to alert commercial and 
recreational users, such as dive services, about upcoming at-sea 
training activities so that they may divert to open areas. To date, no 
member of the public has been exposed to unhealthful levels of 
underwater noise.
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Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Mokuloa Group

D-T-0075-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-T-0068-5 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

Information about DU and any potential effects on personnel and the 
environment can be found in Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 
of the EIS/OEIS.

Summer Starr D-T-0069-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0068-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.2.3, 4.1.2.2 Some fish can hear (see Section 3.1.2.2.3 - Fish Acoustics).  The 
primary issue is what they are hearing.  There have been studies 
documenting the impacts of sound (intensity and frequency) on fish, 
and some of the results are summarized in Section 3.1.2.2.3 and 
4.1.2.2.

Samuel Dolphin D-T-0074-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Helen Schonwatter D-T-0068-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

1.2, 3.2, 3.7, 4.1.2.1, 
4.2, 4.7

impacts on wildlife from an increase in frequency and tempo of 
operations would be similar to those described for the No-action 
Alternative since the additional training operations would be performed 
throughout the HRC and not confined to one particular area.  It is 
therefore unlikely that an individual listed species or other wildlife 
offshore would be repeatedly exposed large shrapnel as a result of 
increased training operations.

Kboki Raymond D-T-0070-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Pauahi Hookano D-T-0073-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

Information about DU and any potential effects on personnel and the 
environment can be found in Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 
of the EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0073-2 Health and Safety 4.1.5.1.1 Human exposure to underwater noise is addressed in Section 4.1.5.1.1. 
The Navy issues Notices to Mariners (NOTMARs) to alert commercial 
and recreational users, such as dive services, about upcoming at-sea 
training activities so that they may divert to open areas. During training 
exercises, Navy assets monitor the area to ensure that the public is not 
exposed to a health or safety risk. If non-participants are detected in the 
vicinity of an exercise, then it is delayed or postponed until those 
individuals have moved a safe distance away.  With these measures in 
place, the Navy has an exemplary record of public safety.  To date, no 
member of the public has been exposed to unhealthful levels of 
underwater noise.

D-T-0072-2 Program Thank you for your comment.

Mary Groode D-T-0071-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Your comments regarding the war on terror are noted but are outside 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Christine Nonnenmacher D-T-0072-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).
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Kalei'ileihi Muller D-T-0079-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0079-2 Policy/NEPA Process The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

D-T-0077-2 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Reynolds Kamakawiwoole --
Twin Flame for God

D-T-0078-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0075-3 Cumulative Impacts Your comments regarding the Stryker Brigade Combat Team are noted 
but are outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0075-4 Health and Safety 4.2 The effects on the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands of missile debris are 
addressed in Section 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS.

Lynn Nakkim D-T-0077-1 Alternatives The 1998 observations referenced were in regard to use of low-
frequency active sonar. The use of low-frequency active sonar in the 
HRC is not part of the Proposed Action of this EIS/OEIS.  In addition, 
your comment's characterization of the results of the tests is in error.

Cory  Harden --Sierra Club, 
Mokuloa Group

D-T-0075-2 Cumulative Impacts 5 Cumulative impacts are addressed in Chapter 5.0 of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0076-3 Policy/NEPA Process This EIS/OEIS was prepared by the Department of the Navy in 
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), the Department of the Navy 
Procedures for implementing NEPA, and Executive Order 12114, which 
are all legal requirements.  Additionally, NEPA is our basic national 
charter for protection of the environment.  It establishes policy, sets 
goals, and provides means for carrying out the policy.  Section 102(2) 
contains “action-forcing” provisions to make sure that Federal agencies 
act according to the letter and spirit of the Act.  Their purpose is to tell 
Federal agencies what they must do to comply with the procedures and 
achieve the goals of the Act.  The President, the Federal agencies, and 
the courts share responsibility for enforcing the Act so as to achieve the 
substantive requirements of Section 101.

D-T-0076-4 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Lanny Sinkin --Kingdom of 
Hawai'i

D-T-0076-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0076-2 Alternatives The 1998 observations referenced were in regard to use of low-
frequency active (LFA) sonar.  The use of LFA in the HRC is not part of 
the Proposed Action of this EIS/OEIS.  In addition, your comment's 
characterization of the results of the tests is in error.
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Lee  Tepley D-T-0084-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

D-T-0084-2 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0084-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Jim Albertini --Malu Anina 
Center For Non-Violent 
Education and Action

D-T-0083-1 Cumulative Impacts 5 Chapter 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS includes cumulative impacts associated 
with past, present, and reasonable foreseeable actions in the region of 
influence of the HRC.

Michael T. Hyson --Sirius 
Institute

D-T-0080-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Duane Erway D-T-0081-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Frank Vesperes D-T-0087-1 Airspace 3.6.2.1 'See response to comment D-T-0086-1.

D-T-0087-2 Airspace 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-T-0086-1.

Moanikeala Akaka D-T-0088-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0086-4 Air Quality 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-T-0086-1.

Dwight Vicente D-T-0085-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Hans Mortensen --Keaukaha 
Community Association

D-T-0086-1 Airspace 3.6.2.1 Section 3.6.2.1 has been revised to state that there are no proposed 
activities in this EIS/OEIS that include Navy training at the Hilo 
International Airport. The State of Hawaii Department of Transportation, 
Airports Division operates and maintains the airport in conformity with 
environmental rules.  Navy P-3 aircraft from Marine Corps Base Hawaii 
do currently perform infrequent practice approach and landing 
proficiency flights at Hilo International Airport and other airfields (e.g., 
Kona, Lihue, Kahului).  The Navy P-3 has a limited flying schedule 
based on its home airfield, and operations only occur between 0730 
and 2300 Monday through Thursday, 0730-2100 on Friday, and 0730-
1600 on Saturday.  There are no Sunday flights.  Military aircraft 
activities make up a small percentage of the total aircraft activities at the 
Hilo International Airport.  Based on FAA statistics for calendar year 
2003, there were 99,415 total aircraft operations at the Hilo International 
Airport.  Of these, only 11 percent were military aircraft; the remaining 
89 percent were commercial.  Preliminary statistics for the 12-month 
period ending 30 March 2007 indicates 9% of the flights were military.

D-T-0086-2 Noise 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-T-0086-1.
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Manuel Kuloloio D-T-0091-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Cynthia  Piano D-T-0092-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

D-T-0090-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

D-T-0088-3 Cultural Resources If cultural resources are unexpectedly encountered during training 
operations at any of the affected locations described in the EIS/OEIS, 
the appropriate Cultural Resources Manager (e.g., Schofield Barracks) 
will be contacted.

Jon Olson D-T-0089-1 Program Your comment regarding the ocean-floor monitoring system is noted but 
is not part of the Proposed Action and is outside the scope of this 
EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0090-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

6.4.11.1, 6.4.12 The Navy would like to see more research. See Section 6.4.11.1 and 
6.4.12 for information regarding future Navy research.

Moanikeala Akaka D-T-0088-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to issues associated with  historical 
contamination.

D-T-0089-4 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Marjorie Erway D-T-0090-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.7.1.1 The HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action includes the continued use of 20 
mm projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU).  
The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  More details on the analysis of potential 
impacts from these DU projectiles can be found in Section 4.1.7.1.1.  
This is the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  
Guidance provided to users of Pohakuloa Training Area will be 
followed.

D-T-0089-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.5, 6.0 See response to comment D-E-0086-1.

D-T-0089-3 Program Your comment regarding the supersonic torpedo is noted but is not part 
of the Proposed Action and is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.
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D-T-0093-2 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0093-3 Program Your comment regarding Kahoolawe's water lens is noted but is outside 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Shelley Stephens --Cultural 
Resource Mgt.

D-T-0093-1 Cumulative Impacts 4.1.7.1.1 The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago 
resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress 
has created and funded programs to identify those sites in need of 
remediation and proceed with the available funds.


The HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action includes the continued use of 20 
mm projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU).  
The Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  More details on the analysis of potential 
impacts from these DU projectiles can be found in Section 4.1.7.1.1.  
This is the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.

D-T-0093-4 Cultural Resources The cultural resources described in applicable Open Ocean and 
offshore sections of the EIS/OEIS do not encompass any known 
underwater petroglyphs.  A shark heiau (Hal-oKapuni), where human 
remains were offered to sharks, is said to be located offshore of 
Kawaihae Pier.  Its precise location is unknown since it has been buried 
for decades.

D-T-0094-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

A take authorization is  the number and species of marine mammal 
injuries ( or Level A harassment)  that could occur in the unlikely event 
that animals respond in the manner that leads to a stranding.  Those 
numbers are authorized by NMFS.

D-T-0093-5 Program Your comment regarding activities with China and other ocean-mining 
proxies through the International Seabed Authority is noted but is 
outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Star Newland --Cetacean 
Commonwealth and Sirius 
Institute

D-T-0094-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 includes analysis of impacts on marine mammals.
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Judy Walker D-T-0099-1 Airspace 3.6.2.1 See response to comment D-T-0086-1.

Galen Kelly D-T-0096-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Mark Van Doren D-T-0095-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

1.2, 3.2, 4.1.7.1.1, 4.2, 
4.3.1.1.1

See response to comment D-W-0091-7.  In addition, Sections 4.1.7.1.1 
HRC Training Operations and 4.3.1.1.1 Biological Resources - PMRF 
Offshore (BARSTUR, BSURE, SWTR, Kingfisher) address training 
debris and the potential for leaching of toxic materials.  As noted in the 
EIS, for missiles falling into the ocean, the principal source of potential 
impacts on water and sediment quality will be the unburned solid 
propellant residue and batteries.  The remaining solid propellant 
fragments will sink to the ocean floor and change in the presence of 
seawater.  Chemical leaching will occur throughout the settling period 
through the water column, and any leaching after the particles reached 
the bottom will be dispersed by currents.  Therefore, localized and 
temporary impacts on benthic resources may occur, but no long-term 
impact is anticipated.  The analysis concludes that the amounts and 
concentrations of debris will have no noticeable effect on ocean water 
quality and will affect an insignificant portion of the ocean bottom 
sediments.  The use of nuclear weapons and relocating the HRC is 
outside the scope of the HRC EIS/OEIS.

D-T-0098-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.2 Using the best available information, the Navy and NMFS as a 
cooperating agency are consulting with regard to biological resources to 
ensure that operations would not affect sensitive habitat and species.

Paul Norman D-T-0098-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2 Analysis is based on NMFS stock assessments, as presented in 
Section 3.1.2, Affected Environment.

D-T-0097-2 Mitigation Measures 6 As described in Chapter 6.0, using non-Navy personnel onboard Navy 
vessels to provide surveillance of ASW or other exercise events would 
adversely impact military readiness activities, including personnel 
safety, and the practicality of implementation, and impact on the 
effectiveness of the military readiness activity. Security clearance 
issues would have to be overcome to allow non-Navy observers 
onboard exercise participants. Use of non-Navy observers is not 
necessary given that Navy lookouts are extensively trained in spotting 
items at or near the water surface.

L. V. Kelley D-T-0097-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

Given that there have been no known injured marine mammals as a 
result of Navy training  over decades of operation, it is very unlikely that 
there will be any injuries or fatalities to marine mammals in the future.  
However, the Navy will continue to coordinate with the Pacific Islands 
Office of the NMFS in regard to investigation of all marine mammal 
strandings.  NMFS publishes a newsletter regarding all strandings in the 
Hawaiian Islands and it is likely that they will continue to inform the 
public in this regard.
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Bunny  Smith D-T-0100-1 Program The Navy does take its environmental stewardship role seriously, 
providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective 
of Hawaii's environment.  The requirement to have a trained and 
prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter, but a legal 
requirement under U.S. Code Title 10.

D-T-0099-5 Biological Resources - 
Marine

4.1.2.3 Section 4.1.2.3, Sea Turtles (Biological Resources - Open Ocean), has 
been updated.  This section includes analysis for sea turtles regarding 
the proposed training and RDT&E activities in the HRC.

Judy Walker D-T-0099-2 Miscellaneous 3.1,  4.1 To assist the reader, Sections 3.1 and 4.1 of Chapters 3.0 and 4.0 
present the affected open ocean environment and associated impact 
analysis relative to EO 12114.  The remaining sections of Chapter 3.0 
and 4.0 present the affected environment and impact analysis relative 
to NEPA for offshore and onshore areas.  Chapters 3 and 4 are further 
arranged according to islands from west to east:  Northwestern 
Hawaiian Islands, Kauai, Oahu, Maui, and Hawaii.  For organizational 
purposes in this document, discussions about Niihau and Kaula are 
included under the Kauai heading, because although they are separate 
islands, they are part of Kauai County.  In addition, discussions about 
Molokai are included under the Maui heading, because although it is a 
separate island, it is part of Maui County.

D-T-0099-6 Biological Resources -     6.0 
Marine

Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, has been updated to reflect the 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their  use of the best available 
science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

D-T-0099-4 Policy/NEPA Process 11 The Navy sought input from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) in the 
preparation of the assessment in the  EIS/OEIS.  Chapter 11.0 lists all 
Federal, state, and local agencies and individuals contacted during the 
preparation of the EIS/OEIS. This input was sought in order to provide, 
to the extent possible/practicable, a “real assessment.”

D-T-0099-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).
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Kurt  De Keukeleere D-T-0101-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Bunny  Smith D-T-0100-2 Noise The increased activities proposed at Bradshaw Army Airfield could 
result in minor additional use of rotary wing aircraft within in the 
currently defined areas for reconnaissance and survey inserts.  These 
additional training events would produce noise levels similar to the 
current levels at Bradshaw Army Airfield. 


Current training at Kawaihae Pier include Expeditionary Assault and 
Special Warfare Operations.  The training proposed for Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 at Kawaihae Pier would be the same and would produced 
noise levels similar to those currently produced during Navy training 
events.  The proposed training would be considered individual events 
and would not occur simultaneously.  


See response to comment D-W-0097-30 regarding noise levels at 
Pohakuloa Training Area.

D-T-0100-3 Biological Resources - 
Marine

The effects of noise on wildlife vary from serious to no effect in different 
species and situations.  Behavioral responses to noise also vary from 
startling to retreat from favorable habitat.  Animals can also be very 
sensitive to sounds in some situations and very insensitive to the same 
sounds in other situations.  (Larkin, 1996)  Noise from launches and 
other operations may startle nearby wildlife and cause flushing behavior 
in birds, but this startle reaction would be of short duration.  The 
increased presence of personnel, vehicles, helicopters, and landing 
craft immediately before a  launch would tend to cause birds and other 
mobile species of wildlife to temporarily leave the area that would be 
subject to the highest level of launch noise. 





Impacts on wildlife from an increase in frequency and tempo of training 
would be similar to those described for the No-action Alternative since 
the additional training would be performed throughout the HRC and not 
confined to one particular area.  It is therefore unlikely that an individual 
listed species or other wildlife offshore would be repeatedly exposed to 
noise, debris, EMR, or emissions as a result of increased training.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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13.4.4 WEBMAIL PUBLIC COMMENTS 
One hundred three people commented via the public HRC EIS/OEIS website. 

Table 13.4.4-1 presents individuals who commented using the website, with their respective 
commenter identification number.  This number can be used to find the written document that 
was submitted and to locate the corresponding table on which responses to each comment are 
provided.  

Exhibit 13.4.4-1 presents reproductions of the webmails that were received commenting on the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.  Webmails are identified by commenter ID number, and each statement or 
question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental issue is designated with 
a sequential comment number. 

Table 13.4.4-2 presents the responses to webmail comments on the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
Responses to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding commenter ID 
number and sequential comment number identifiers. 

Table 13.4.4-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Webmail) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Reuben Balmores D-N-0072 Kauwila Duell D-N-0095 
Carlyn Battilla D-N-0052 Evelyn Dymkowski D-N-0084 
Marguerite Beavers D-N-0035 Roscoe Flora D-N-0068 
Marguerite Beavers D-N-0094 Ronald Fujiyoshi D-N-0060 
Bonnie Beck D-N-0011 Tova Fuller D-N-0077 
Elyse Bekins D-N-0102 Errol Gard D-N-0045 
Gaye Berger D-N-0019 Karen Giles D-N-0073 
Linda Bonura D-N-0030 Ernest Goitein D-N-0020 
Lee Bowden D-N-0044 Paul Grossman D-N-0028 
Megan Bowman D-N-0105 Samadhi Haapala D-N-0064 
Nancy Bracewell D-N-0006 Brett Hartl D-N-0004 
Nancy Bracewell D-N-0007 Don Hirth D-N-0031 
Phyllis Brown D-N-0009 Russell Hoffman D-N-0071 
Phyllis Brown D-N-0037 Daniel Hoffman D-N-0079 
Carla Buscaglia D-N-0047 Jennifer Jastrab D-N-0106 
Dennis Chaquette D-N-0089 Margo Johnson D-N-0061 
Therese Coniglio D-N-0049 Stephen Jones D-N-0051 
John Cragg D-N-0104 Elle Jordan D-N-0040 
Emily Dale D-N-0039 Sharon Kaczorowski D-N-0069 
Adam Davis D-N-0046 David Kane D-N-0027 
Betty Dean D-N-0054 Terrilee Kekoolani D-N-0087 
Peter Dearman D-N-0074 Seth Kowitz D-N-0080 
Laurel Douglass D-N-0022 Lindafaye Kroll D-N-0070 
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Table 13.4.4-1.  Commenters on the HRC Draft EIS/OEIS (Webmail) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Miriam Kurland D-N-0083 Elizabeth Robbins D-N-0101 
Mark Lacas D-N-0067 Puanani Rogers D-N-0005 
James LaGarde D-N-0078 Gayle Roller D-N-0029 
Joy Layman D-N-0097 Frederick Ruch D-N-0016 
Patricia Lemon D-N-0107 Pat Rydz D-N-0076 
Nancy Levis D-N-0001 Joseph Sanchez D-N-0017 
Bill Lewis D-N-0018 Beth Saxon D-N-0081 
Lisa Long D-N-0036 Christoper Schwartz D-N-0053 
Kristi Lyons D-N-0002 Sherry Sctt D-N-0092 
Natalie MacIntyre D-N-0099 Rev. Mark Seydel D-N-0012 
Kayla Makortoff D-N-0021 Sherry Sharp D-N-0042 
Shyrl Matias D-N-0066 Renee Siegel D-N-0090 
Michael McAvoy D-N-0059 Serge Simard D-N-0025 
Kathy McElwain D-N-0108 George Simich D-N-0023 
Pono McNeil D-N-0082 Darla Sparks D-N-0085 
Jean Merrigan D-N-0008 Lionel Standish D-N-0050 
Harriet Mitteldorf D-N-0034 Audrey Stanzler D-N-0057 
Robert Miyake-Stoner D-N-0024 Lynn Surgalla D-N-0013 
Shannon Monkowski D-N-0063 Roxie Sylva D-N-0093 
Patti Montgomery D-N-0065 Angela TafarI D-N-0041 
Barbara Moore D-N-0103 Nancy Tally D-N-0038 
Bonnie Morgan D-N-0062 Simon Teolis D-N-0026 
Patricia Nelson D-N-0058 Christal Walker D-N-0096 
Lela Nickel D-N-0048 Gemma Walsh D-N-0010 
PI Norton D-N-0032 Margaret Watson D-N-0091 
Kem Patrick D-N-0043 Anna Webb D-N-0055 
Janet Rapoport D-N-0088 Joe Whetstone D-N-0075 
Albert Ritchey, Jr. D-N-0098 Janus Wilhlem D-N-0033 
Sharon Ritchie D-N-0056   
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      Table 13.4.4-2.  Responses to Webmail Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS 

D-N-0004-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.1.2.4.1.3 The definition of Critical Habitat for the Hawaiian monk seal has not 
changed since 1988, and is a product of NMFS as reported by the Navy 
in the EIS/OEIS.  The NMFS Critical Habitat definition and designation 
from 1988 is still the applicable reference document for regulatory 
purposes.  Additional information from National Marine Fisheries 
Service 2007 Recovery Plan has been added to Chapter 3.0.  Mitigation 
measures as presented in Chapter 6 are the same for any marine 
mammal (including right whales) no matter the species 
encountered/detected.  The development of Recovery Plans for ESA 
listed species are not the mandate of the Navy, they are the 
responsibility of NMFS (in this case), and therefore beyond the scope of 
the proposed actions in this EIS/OEIS.

D-N-0004-3 Alternatives 6.1 Section 6.1 presents the Navy's protective measures and describes 
steps that would be implemented to protect marine mammals and 
Federally listed species during HRC training events.  This section also 
presents a discussion of other measures that have been considered 
and rejected because they are either: (a) not feasible; (b) present a 
safety concern; (c) provide no known or ambiguous protective benefit; 
or (d) have an unacceptable impact on training fidelity.  In addition, the 
permitting process will include adaptive management aspects and as 
new information becomes available due to advancements in science, 
the Navy will modify procedures as necessary.

D-N-0004-4 Program Thank you for your comment.

Brett Hartl D-N-0004-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Nancy Levis D-N-0001-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Kristi Lyons D-N-0002-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-W-0066-1.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.4-2.  Responses to Webmail Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

D-N-0005-3 Policy/NEPA Process The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

Nancy Bracewell D-N-0006-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

D-N-0005-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

Puanani Rogers --Ho`okipa 
Network

D-N-0005-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace, therefore there is no proposal to 
expand. It is true that the proposal includes alternatives that require 
increases in the frequency of training. The Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (Installations & Environment) determines both the level and mix of 
training to be conducted and the range capabilities enhancements to be 
made within the HRC that best meet the needs of the Navy. The broad 
objectives set forth in this document are both reasonable and 
necessary. The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC 
are not recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to 
enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, 
Airmen, and Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared 
naval force is not a discretionary matter. The Navy does take its 
environmental stewardship role seriously, providing funds, efforts and 
professional staff dedicated to this important matter. Navy complies with 
all applicable environmental laws and has established procedures to 
ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

D-N-0006-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-N-0007-1 Program Radioactive weapons are not part of the Proposed Action.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-768



Table 13.4.4-2.  Responses to Webmail Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Ernest Goitein D-N-0020-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.  The Navy does take its environmental 
stewardship role seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional 
staff dedicated to this important matter.  Navy complies with all 
applicable environmental laws and has established procedures to 
ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Kayla Makortoff D-N-0021-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Gaye Berger D-N-0019-1 Program The Proposed Action includes no plan to use nuclear weapons.

Laurel Douglass D-N-0022-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

George Simich --Victoria 
Street News

D-N-0023-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Phyllis Brown D-N-0009-1 Socioeconomics The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are necessary 
preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of 
our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The requirement to have a 
trained and prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter.

Gemma Walsh D-N-0010-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Bill Lewis D-N-0018-1 Program Navy practices conducted decades ago resulted in contamination of 
certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created and funded 
programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and proceed 
with the available funds.

Jean Merrigan --Women’s 
International League for 
Peace and Freedom

D-N-0008-1 Alternatives 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

Bonnie Beck --The People of 
Earth

D-N-0011-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Frederick Ruch D-N-0016-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Joseph Sanchez D-N-0017-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Rev. Mark Seydel D-N-0012-1 Policy/NEPA Process The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

Lynn Surgalla --ny911truth D-N-0013-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Table 13.4.4-2.  Responses to Webmail Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

David Kane D-N-0027-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Paul Grossman D-N-0028-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Gayle Roller D-N-0029-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force 
is not a discretionary matter.

Simon Teolis D-N-0026-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Robert Miyake-Stoner D-N-0024-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Serge  Simard --Atomic 
Credit

D-N-0025-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

PI Norton D-N-0032-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force 
is not a discretionary matter.

Don Hirth D-N-0031-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Linda Bonura D-N-0030-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

2.0, '3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1

The weapons platforms, weapons, and munitions to be used in the 
training and test activities included in the Proposed Action are 
described in detail in Chapter 2.0 of the EIS/OEIS. The Proposed Action 
includes the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which may 
contain depleted uranium (DU).  The Navy’s use of these projectiles 
occurs far out to sea and is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and Environmental Protection Agency approval.  More 
details on the analysis of potential impacts from these DU projectiles 
can be found in Section 4.1.7.1.1.  This is the only use of DU in the 
HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.

D-N-0030-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 
4.4.2.1.1

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.  The Navy does not 
maintain records of the exact quantities of weapons previously used in 
the HRC.

D-N-0030-3 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.
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Sherry Sharp D-N-0042-1 Program The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Installations & Environment) 
determines both the level and mix of training to be conducted and the 
range capabilities enhancements to be made within the HRC that best 
meet the needs of the Navy. The broad objectives set forth in this 
document are both reasonable and necessary. The training exercises 
that are conducted within the HRC are not recreational but are 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The 
requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is not a 
discretionary matter, but a Federal legal requirement.  The Navy does 
take its environmental stewardship role seriously, providing funds, 
efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  Navy 
complies with all applicable environmental laws and has established 
procedures to ensure that programs are protective of Hawaii's 
environment.

Harriet Mitteldorf D-N-0034-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Marguerite Beavers D-N-0035-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Angela TafarI D-N-0041-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Janus Wilhlem D-N-0033-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Lisa Long D-N-0036-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Emily Dale D-N-0039-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Elle Jordan D-N-0040-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment and health.

Phyllis Brown D-N-0037-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Nancy Tally D-N-0038-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.  Navy has provided protected haul-
out locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat for 
the wedge-tailed shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick-up 
beach trash while documenting marine debris.  Navy has also 
participated in a program to remove invasive plants from endangered 
Hawaiian stilt habitat.  Navy has active programs to conserve energy 
and use renewable resources including solar powered water heating 
panels and shielded street lights.
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Carlyn Battilla D-N-0052-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Christoper Schwartz D-N-0053-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Stephen Jones D-N-0051-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-N-0051-2 Program Thank you for your comment.

Betty Dean D-N-0054-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Lee Bowden D-N-0044-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Errol Gard D-N-0045-1 Environmental Justice Thank you for your comment.

Lionel   Standish D-N-0050-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Kem  Patrick D-N-0043-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Lela Nickel D-N-0048-1 Program 4.1.2.4.2 The use of low-frequency active (LFA) sonar is not included in the 
Proposed Action.  Section 4.1.2.4.2 describes the difference between 
LFA and the proposed use of mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar.  In 
addition, the Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades 
ago resulted in contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, 
Congress has created and funded programs to identify those sites in 
need of remediation and proceed with the available funds.

Therese Coniglio D-N-0049-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore there is no proposal to 
expand.  It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

Adam Davis D-N-0046-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Carla Buscaglia D-N-0047-1 Program Thank you for your comment.
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Audrey Stanzler D-N-0057-1 Policy/NEPA Process The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.

Patricia Nelson D-N-0058-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Michael McAvoy D-N-0059-1 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense therein are 
noted but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Anna Webb D-N-0055-1 Program The Proposed Action does not include plans to acquire any new lands 
or rights over land, sea or airspace; therefore, there is no proposal to 
expand. It is true that the proposal includes increases in the frequency 
of training.

Sharon Ritchie D-N-0056-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Ronald Fujiyoshi --Kanaka 
Council

D-N-0060-1 Environmental Justice 2.2.1.1 As stated in Section 2.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS, an alternative that would 
decrease military training from current levels would not meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed Action.  A reduction in levels of 
training within the HRC would not support the Navy’s ability to meet 
United States Code (U.S.C.) Title 10 requirements.  In addition, a 
reduction in training operations could jeopardize the ability of specialty 
forces, transient units, and Strike Groups using the HRC for training 
purposes to be ready and qualified for deployment. 

Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Margo Johnson D-N-0061-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Bonnie Morgan D-N-0062-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.  HRC EIS/OEIS proposed 
activities include the continued use of 20 mm projectiles, some of which 
may contain depleted uranium (DU). The Navy’s use of these projectiles 
occurs far out to sea and is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and Environmental Protection Agency approval.  This is 
the only use of DU in the HRC EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional 
information about DU and any potential effects on personnel and the 
environment has been added to Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 
4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.
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Reuben Balmores D-N-0072-1 Socioeconomics 3.3.1.1.3 There are no plans to change the existing levels of beach access at 
PMRF (see Section 3.3.1.1.3).  Your comment regarding a new parking 
lot is noted, but is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Karen Giles D-N-0073-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Russell Hoffman D-N-0071-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.

Samadhi Haapala D-N-0064-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Patti Montgomery D-N-0065-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-N-0070-2 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Shannon Monkowski D-N-0063-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Shyrl Matias D-N-0066-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Sharon Kaczorowski D-N-0069-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Lindafaye Kroll --Kahu O 
Kahiko, Inc.

D-N-0070-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices may have resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created 
and funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and 
proceeded as funds are available. The Proposed Action described in 
this EIS/OEIS addresses a need to continue and enhance personnel 
training, which is unrelated to ongoing, planned, or prospective 
remediation of historical contamination.

Mark Lacas D-N-0067-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Roscoe Flora --Perot 
Systems Government 
Services

D-N-0068-1 Program Thank you for your comment.
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Daniel Hoffman D-N-0079-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

James LaGarde D-N-0078-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Peter Dearman D-N-0074-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Karen Giles D-N-0073-2 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the EIS/OEIS 
Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any potential 
effects on personnel and the environment has been added to Sections 
3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Tova Fuller --Physicians for 
Social Responsibility

D-N-0077-1 Program The Proposed Action includes no plan to use radioactive weapons.  The 
training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force 
is not a discretionary matter.

Pat Rydz D-N-0076-1 Program 4.1.7.1.1 The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment. The use of 20 mm projectiles, some 
of which may contain depleted uranium (DU) occurs far out to sea and 
is in accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and 
Environmental Protection Agency approval (see Section 4.1.7.1.1).

D-N-0075-2 Environmental Justice 4.12 Table 4.12-1 indicates the number of Native Hawaiians living in the 
state of Hawaii according to the U.S. Census Bureau, 2000.  On each of 
the islands where Native Hawaiians live and the Proposed Action is 
discussed (Kauai, Maui, Hawaii, Oahu), there is no indication that the 
U.S. Navy has a negative impact on socioeconomic characteristics of 
Native Hawaiians.

Joe  Whetstone D-N-0075-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Commenter Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

13-775



Table 13.4.4-2.  Responses to Webmail Comments - Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

Pono McNeil D-N-0082-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-N-0082-2 Environmental Justice Your comments regarding ownership of the Hawaiian Islands and the 
inferred illegal presence of the U.S. Department of Defense are noted 
but are beyond the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Miriam Kurland D-N-0083-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. Navy complies with all applicable environmental 
laws and has established procedures to ensure that programs are 
protective of Hawaii's environment.  Navy has provided protected haul-
out locations for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat for 
the wedge-tailed shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick-up 
beach trash while documenting marine debris.  Navy has also 
participated in a program to remove invasive plants from endangered 
Hawaiian stilt habitat.

Seth Kowitz D-N-0080-1 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Beth Saxon D-N-0081-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Evelyn  Dymkowski D-N-0084-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines. The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter. See response to comment D-E-0421-1

Darla Sparks D-N-0085-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Terrilee  Kekoolani D-N-0087-1 Program 2.2.1.1 During scoping, the alternative to reduce the level of training operations 
in the HRC was suggested.  As stated in Section 2.2.1.1 of the 
EIS/OEIS, an alternative that would decrease military training from 
current levels would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action.  A reduction in levels of training within the HRC would not 
support the Navy’s ability to meet United States Code (U.S.C.) Title 10 
requirements.  In addition, a reduction in training operations could 
jeopardize the ability of specialty forces, transient units, and Strike 
Groups using the HRC for training purposes to be ready and qualified 
for deployment.

Janet Rapoport D-N-0088-1 Program Thank you for your comment.
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Renee Siegel D-N-0090-1 Program The Navy does take its environmental stewardship role seriously, 
providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter.  Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective 
of Hawaii's environment.  The training exercises that are conducted 
within the HRC are not recreational but are necessary preparedness 
actions to enhance the likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, 
Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines. The requirement to have a trained and 
prepared naval force is not a discretionary matter.

Margaret Watson D-N-0091-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Dennis Chaquette D-N-0089-1 Program The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Installations & Environment) 
determines both the level and mix of training to be conducted and the 
range capabilities enhancements to be made within the HRC that best 
meet the needs of the Navy.  The broad objectives set forth in this 
document are both reasonable and necessary.  The training exercises 
that are conducted within the HRC are not recreational but are 
necessary preparedness actions to enhance the likelihood of survival 
and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and Marines.  The 
requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is not a 
discretionary matter, but a legal requirement under U.S. Code Title 10.

Sherry Sctt D-N-0092-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force 
is not a discretionary matter. Guidance provided to users of Pohakuloa 
Training Area will be followed.

Kauwila Duell D-N-0095-1 Alternatives 3.6.2.1.4, 4.4.2.11, 
4.6.2.1, 4.6.2.1.2.1, 
4.6.2.1.4.1

The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.  All Navy activities will 
follow existing Army standard operating procedures, as well as future 
plans and regulations concerning depleted uranium at Makua Military 
Reservation and Pohakuloa Training Area.

See Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.4.2.11, 4.6.2.1.2.1, and 4.6.2.1.4.1 in the 
EIS/OEIS.

Roxie Sylva D-N-0093-1 Biological Resources - 
Marine

3.2, 3.7, 4.2, 4.7 See response to comment D-E-0062-1 (re: Sanctuary).

Marguerite Beavers D-N-0094-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared naval force is 
not a discretionary matter.  See response to comment D-E-0421-1
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D-N-0103-3 Land Use Thank you for your comment.

D-N-0103-4 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter. The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment. Information about DU 
and any potential effects on personnel and the environment has been 
added to Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

D-N-0103-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.11 See response to comment D-E-0062-2

Jennifer Jastrab D-N-0106-1 Program The training exercises that are conducted within the HRC are not 
recreational but are necessary preparedness actions to enhance the 
likelihood of survival and safety of our Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen, and 
Marines.  The requirement to have a trained and prepared Naval force 
is not a discretionary matter.

Patricia Lemon D-N-0107-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

John Cragg D-N-0104-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Megan Bowman D-N-0105-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

D-N-0096-2 Environmental Justice See response to comment D-N-0075-2.

Joy Layman D-N-0097-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Barbara Moore D-N-0103-1 Program Your comments regarding the war in Iraq are noted but are outside the 
scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Christal Walker D-N-0096-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Elizabeth Robbins D-N-0101-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Elyse  Bekins D-N-0102-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Albert Ritchey, Jr. D-N-0098-1 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to 
this important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable 
environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment.

Natalie MacIntyre D-N-0099-1 Program Thank you for your comment.
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Kathy McElwain D-N-0108-1 Hazardous Materials 
and Waste

3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, 
4.4.2.1.

HRC EIS/OEIS proposed activities include the continued use of 20 mm 
projectiles, some of which may contain depleted uranium (DU). The 
Navy’s use of these projectiles occurs far out to sea and is in 
accordance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission and Environmental 
Protection Agency approval.  This is the only use of DU in the HRC 
EIS/OEIS Proposed Action.  Additional information about DU and any 
potential effects on personnel and the environment has been added to 
Sections 3.6.2.1.4, 4.1.7.1.1, and 4.4.2.1.1 of the EIS/OEIS.
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