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NOTE ABOUT USE OF HAWAIIAN DIACRITICAL MARKINGS:

This document honors the proper use and presentation of Hawaiian language
including use of diacritical marks, the glottal stop and the macron (‘okina
and kahako). When Hawaiian words are used in a proper name of an agency
or organization that does not utilize diacritical marks, then official titles are
shown without diacritical marks. Diacriticals may not appear in direct quotes
or public comments. Elsewhere in this document, diacritical markings are
used for Hawaiian terminology, proper names and place names.
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Appendix A

NEPA-HEPA COMPLIANCE TABLE

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

Recommended Format/Content Requirements

40 CFR 1502.10(a),
1502.11;

Cover Sheet

Cover Sheet

impact by commenting agencies and the public.

32 CFR 651.43(a)
40 CFR 1502.10(c); HAR 11-200.1-24(e) Table of contents Table of contents
32 CFR 651.43(c)
HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(1) A detailed map (such as a USGS topographic map, Flood Figure 1-1
Insurance Rate Maps, Floodway Boundary Maps, or state sea Figure 3-11
level rise exposure area maps, as applicable) and a related
regional map.
HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(6) Summary technical data, diagrams, and other information Section 2.2
necessary to enable an evaluation of potential environmental Section 2.3

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

32 CFR Part 651,
Appendix E (b)(2)

proposal.

HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(6) A list of relevant EAs or EISs Appendix E
NEPA 107(a)(2)(D, E); 40 The Draft EIS shall list all Federal permits, licenses, and other Section 1.4.3
CFR 1502.25(b); entitlements which must be obtained in implementing the Table 1-1
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Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area

Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

HAR 11-200.1-24(k)

List of necessary approvals required for the action from
governmental agencies, boards, or commissions or similar groups
having jurisdiction.

40 CFR 1502.10(h), List of Preparers e Section7.1
1502.17; 32 CFR
651.43(h), and Appendix
E (b)(8)
HAR 11-200.1-24(r) Disclosure of the identity of the persons, firms, or agency e Section 7.2

preparing the Draft EIS

NEPA 102 (2) (D); 40 CFR
1502.24; 32 CFR
651.39(c), 651.44(b)(3-
4), 651.52(d)

Agencies shall insure the professional integrity, including the
scientific integrity of the discussions and analyses in
environmental impact statements. They shall identify any
methodologies used and shall make explicit reference by
footnote. An agency may place discussion of methodology in an
appendix.

e Section3.1.4

e Chapter 3 — Resource section
methodology and significance
criteria

e Section7.2

NEPA 107(e); 40 CFR
1502.10(k), 1502.18; 32
CFR 651.43(k), and
Appendix E (b)(11)

Appendices

e AppendicesA-L

Summary

40 CFR 1502.10(b),
1502.12; 32 CFR
651.43(b), and Appendix
E (b)(2)

Summary

e Executive Summary
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference . S
erenc HEPA Reference Requirement Location in SDEIS & Notes

HAR 11-200.1-24(d) The draft EIS shall contain a summary that concisely discusses the
following:

(1) Brief description of the action;
2) Significant beneficial and adverse impacts;
3) Proposed mitigation measures;

(
(
(4) Alternatives considered;
(5) Unresolved issues;

(

6) Compatibility with land use plans and policies, and a list of
permit s or approvals; and

(7) A list of relevant EAs and EISs considered in the analysis of
the preparation of the EIS.

Purpose and Need

NEPA 107(d); 40 CFR Purpose and need for action e Section 1.3.2
1502.10(d), 1503.14; 32 e Section 1.3.3
CFR 651.43(d), and
Appendix E (b)(4)

HAR 11-200.1-24(f) Statement of purpose and need for the proposed action.
HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(2) Objectives of the proposed action e Section 1.3.2
e Section 1.3.3
HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(5) Phasing and timing of the action e Section 2.1
HAR 11-200.1-24(l) Consideration of all phases of the action e Section 2.1
e Section3.1.4
HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(4) Use of state or county funds or lands for the action e Section1.1

e Section1.3.1

e Section 2.1

Alternatives
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Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

NEPA 102(2)(C)(iii); 40
CFR 1502.101; 32 CFR
651.43(e), and Appendix
E (b)(5)

Alternatives considered including the proposed action

e Section 2.2

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

40 CFR 1502.14; 32 CFR
Part 651 Appendix E

(b)(5)(i)

Environmental impacts of the proposal and the alternatives in
comparison form

Section 2.1.4
e Section 2.2

Section 3.17.1

NEPA 102(2)(C)(iii); 40
CFR 1502.14(a)

Explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and
for all alternatives which were eliminated, briefly discuss the
reasons for their having been eliminated

Section 2.2

32 CFR Part 651,
Appendix E (b)(5)(i)

A description of all reasonable alternatives, including the
preferred action, alternatives beyond Army jurisdiction, and the
no action alternative.

32 CFR Part 651,
Appendix E (b)(5)(iv)

Listing of any alternatives that were eliminated from detailed
study. A brief discussion of the reasons for which each
alternative was eliminated.

HAR 11-200.1-24(h)

Discussion of the alternative of no action as well as reasonable
alternatives that could attain the objectives of the action. The
Section shall include a rigorous exploration and objective
evaluation of the environmental impacts of all such alternative
actions

NEPA 102(2)(C)(i); 40
CFR 1502.14(b)

Devote substantial treatment to each alternative including the
proposed action so viewers may evaluate their comparative
merits

e Section 2.1

e Section 2.2

NEPA 102(2)(C)(i); 32
CFR Part 651, Appendix E
(b)(5)(ii)

A comparative presentation of the environmental consequences
of all reasonable alternative actions, including the preferred
alternative.

NEPA 102 (2)(C)(iii); 40
CFR 1502.14(c); 32 CFR

Include reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the
lead agency

e Section 2.2
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

Part 651, Appendix
E(b)(5)(i)

HAR 11-200.1-24(0)

Analyze reasonable alternatives to achieve countervailing
benefits that would avoid environmental effects.

Section 2.2

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

CFR Part 651, Appendix E
(b)(5)

NEPA 102(2)(C)(iii); 40 Include the alternative of no-action Section 2.2.4
CFR 1502.14(d); 32 CFR

Part 651, Appendix E

(b)(5)

40 CFR 1502.14(e); 32 Identify the agency’s preferred alternative Section 2.4

Affected Environment

HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(3)

General description of the action’s technical, economic, social,
cultural, and environmental characteristics.

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

NEPA 102(2)(C)(i); 40
CFR 1502.10(f), 1502.15;
32 CFR 651.43(f),
Appendix E (b)(6)

Describe the environment of the area(s) to be affected or created
by the alternatives under consideration

Section 1.2

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

HAR 11-200.1-24(i)

Description of the environmental setting including a description
of the environment in the vicinity of the action, as it exists before
commencement of the action, from both a local and regional
perspective

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

HAR 11-200.1-24(i)

Environmental resources that are rare or unique to the region
and the action site (including natural or human-made resources
of historic, cultural, archaeological, or aesthetic in significance).

Section 3.2
Section 3.3
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Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference HEPA Reference Requirement Location in SDEIS & Notes
NEPA 101(b)(4); 40 CFR Urban quality, historic, and cultural resources, and the design of Section 3.4
1502.16(g); 32 CFR the built environment, including the reuse and conservation Section 3.8
651.15,fnd Appendix E potential of various alternatives and mitigation measures. Section 3.9
(b)(7)(viii)

NEPA 101(b)(4) HAR 11-200.1-24(g)(7) Historic perspective. Section 1.1
Section 3.4
HAR 11-200.1-24(l) Direct or indirect source of pollution from the proposed project. Section 3.5
Section 3.6
HAR 11-200.1-24(i) Population and growth characteristics of the area, population Section 3.10
growth assumptions, and secondary population and growth
impacts with the proposed action.
HAR 11-200.1-24(l) Population and growth impacts of the proposed action.
HAR 11-200.1-24(m) Poses long-term risks to health and safety Section 3.5
Section 3.6
Section 3.16

Environmental Consequences & Potential Mitigation

Measures

NEPA 102(2)(C)(i); 40
CFR 1502.10(g), 1502.16;
32 CFR 651.43(g), and
Appendix E (b)(7)(iv)

Environmental impacts of the alternatives including the proposed
action.

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

Section 3.17.1

Section 4.5
HAR 11-200.1-24(l) Analysis of the probable impact of the proposed action on the
environment and impacts of the natural or human environment
on the action.
NEPA 102(2)(C)(v); 40 Any probable adverse environmental effects that cannot be Section 3.5
CFR 1502.16; 32 CFR Part avoided. Section 3.6
651, Appendix E .
Section 3.7

(b)(7)(xi)
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

HAR 11-200.1-24(0)

Probable and unavoidable effects adverse to water or air
pollution, urban congestion, threats to public health, or other
consequences adverse to environmental goals and guidelines
established by environmental response laws, coastal zone
management laws, pollution control and abatement laws, and
environmental policy including:

HRS Chapter 128D (Environmental Response Law)

HRS Chapter 205A (Coastal Zone Management)

HRS Chapter 342B (Air Pollution Control)

HRS Chapter 342C (Ozone Layer Protection)

HRS Chapter 342D (Water Pollution)

HRS Chapter 342E (Nonpoint Source Pollution Management and
Control)

Section 3.8
Section 3.9
Section 3.12
Section 3.16
Section 3.17.1
Section 5.4

HRS Chapter 342F (Noise Pollution)

HRS Chapter 342G (Integrated Solid Waste Management)

HRS Chapter 342H (Solid Waste Recycling)

HRS Chapter 342l (Special Wastes Recycling)

HRS Chapter 342) (Hazardous Waste, including Used Qil)

HRS Chapter 342L (Underground Storage Tanks)

HRS Chapter 342P (Asbestos and Lead)

HRS Chapter 344 (State Environmental Policy)

Section 5.3.2

40 CFR 1502.14(f); 32
CFR 651.15, and
Appendix E (b)(5)(iii)

Include appropriate mitigation measures not already included in
the proposed action or alternatives.

Section 3.17.2

3% u.s.ARMY




Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area

Final Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

40 CFR 1502.16(h); 32
CFR 651.15, 32 CFR Part
651, Appendix E (b)(7);
32 CFR Part 651,
Appendix C

Means to mitigate adverse environmental impacts.

e Section 3.2.6
e Section 3.4.6
e Section 3.11.6
e Section 3.16.6
e Section 3.17.2

32 CFR Part 651,
Appendix C

HAR 11-200.1-24(p)

Mitigation measure description, reason for selection (if
applicable), timing, and provisions to ensure implementation.

e Section3.1.4
e Section 3.2.6
e Section 3.4.6
e Section 3.11.6
e Section 3.16.6
e Section 3.17.2

HAR 11-200.1-24(p)

Timing of mitigation through phases of development to assure
proper mitigation.

e Section 3.2
e Section 3.4
e Section 3.11
e Section 3.16

Cumulative Impacts

32 CFR 651.16(a), and
Appendix E (b)(7)(ix)

Cumulative effects of the proposed action in light of other past,
present, and foreseeable actions

e Chapter 4 — Cumulative
Impacts

HAR 11-200.1-24(i)

Related actions, public and private, existent or planned in the
region.

HAR 11-200.1-24(1)

Interrelationships and cumulative environmental impacts of the
proposed action and other related actions.

Direct and Indirect Effects
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

NEPA 102 (2)(C)(i); 40
CFR 1502.16(a); 32 CFR
Part 651, Appendix E
(b)(7)(i)

Direct effects and their significance

Section 3.1.4

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

NEPA 102 (2)(C)(i); 40
CFR 1502.16(b); 32 CFR
Part 651, Appendix E

(b)(7)(if)

Indirect effects and their significance

Section 3.1.4
Section 3.6
Section 3.10
Section 3.17.1

HAR 11-200.1-24(1)

Consideration of all consequences including direct and indirect
effects

Section 3.1.3
Section 3.1.4

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

Short-term Uses of the Environment and Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-term Productivity

NEPA 102(2)(C)(iv); 40 Relationship between short-term uses of the environment and Section 5.6
CFR 1502.16; 32 CFR Part the maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity
651, Appendix E
(b)(7)(vii)

HAR 11-200.1-24(m) Trade-offs among short-term and long-term gains and losses with

the proposed action

Cost Benefit Analysis
40 CFR 1502.23; 32 CFR If a cost-benefit analysis relevant to the choice among N/A

Part 651, Appendix E
(b)(4)

environmentally different alternatives is being considered for the
proposed action, it shall be incorporated by reference or
appended to the statement as an aid in evaluating the
environmental consequences.

Incomplete Information/Unresolved Issues

3% u.s.ARMY
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

CFR Part 651, Appendix E
(b)(7)(v)

alternatives and mitigation measures.

NEPA Reference . L
eterenc HEPA Reference Requirement Location in SDEIS & Notes
40 CFR 1502.22; 32 CFR When an agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant e Section 5.2
651.44 adverse effects on the human environment in an environmental
impact statement and there is incomplete or unavailable
information, the agency shall always make clear that such
information is lacking.
40 CFR 1502.22(a); 32 If the incomplete information relevant to reasonably foreseeable e N/A
CFR 651.44(a) significant adverse impacts is essential to a reasoned choice
among alternatives and the overall costs of obtaining it are not
exorbitant, the agency shall include the information in the
environmental impact statement.
HAR 11-200.1-24(q) Unresolved issues and how such issues will be resolved prior to e Section 5.2
the commencement of the proposed action.
Other Required Considerations
40 CFR 1502.16(e); 32 Energy requirements and conservation potential of various e Section5.5

40 CFR 1502.16(f)

Natural or depletable resource requirements and conservation
potential of various alternatives and mitigation measures

HAR 11-200.1-24(n)

Identification of non-renewable resources

HAR 11-200.1-24(n)

Irreversible curtailment of the range of potential uses of the
environment.

NEPA 102(2)(C)(v); 40
CFR 1502.16; 32 CFR Part
651, Appendix E
(b)(7)(vi)

HAR 11-200.1-24(n)

Irreversible or irretrievable commitments of resources

A-10
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference

HEPA Reference

Requirement

Location in SDEIS & Notes

HAR 11-200.1-24(n)

Identification of unavoidable impacts

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analyses

Section 3.17.1

Section 4.5
Section 5.4
HAR 11-200.1-24(n) Possibility for environmental accidents. Section 3.5
Section 3.16
HAR 11-200.1-24(l) Secondary effects Section 3.6
Section 3.10
HAR 11-200.1-24(m) Extent to which the proposed action forecloses future options or Section 5.6
narrows the ranges of beneficial uses of the environment.
HAR 11-200.1-24(0) The rationale for proceeding with a proposed action, Section 5.6

notwithstanding unavoidable effects.

Other interests and considerations of policies to offset adverse
environmental effects of the proposed action.

Chapter 3 — All resource
section analysis

Section 3.17.2

Consistency with Other Federal, State, and County La

nd Use Plans, Policies, and Controls

40 CFR Part 1502.16(c); Possible conflicts between the proposed action and the Section 1.4.2
32 CFR Part 651, objectives of Federal, regional, State, and local land use plans, Section 3.2
Appendix E (b)(7)(iii) policies and controls for the area concerned. .
Section 3.3
HAR 11-200.1-24(j) Description of the relationship of the proposed action to land use Section 3.4
and natural or cultural resources plans, policies, and controls for }
the affected area. Section 5.3
Circulation of the Environmental Impact Statement
40 CFR 1502.19; 32 CFR Agencies shall circulate the entire draft and final environmental Section 1.6
651.45 impact statements. Chapter 8

3% u.s.ARMY
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

contains: Reproductions of all written comments submitted
during the consultation period required in section 11-200.1-23

NEPA Reference HEPA Reference Requirement Location in SDEIS & Notes
HAR 11-200.1-24(r) The Draft EIS shall include a separate and distinct section that e Table 8-1
contains a list identifying all governmental agencies, other
organizations and private individuals consulted in preparing the
Draft EIS
40 CFR 1502.19(a); 32 Agencies shall circulate the entire draft and final environmental e Section 1.6
CFR 651.45(e)(1), (h) impact statement to any Federal agency which has jurisdiction by | Chapter 8
law or special expertise with respect to any environmental
impact statement involved and any appropriate Federal, State or
local agency authorized to develop and enforce environmental
standards.
40 CFR 1502.19(b); 32 Agencies shall circulate the entire draft and final environmental e N/A
CFR 651.45(e)(2), (h) impact statement to the applicant if any.
40 CFR 1502.19(c); 32 Agencies shall circulate the entire draft and final environmental e Table 8-1
CFR 651.45(e)(3), (h) impact statement to any person, organization, or agency
requesting the entire environmental impact statement.
40 CFR 1502.19(d); 32 In the case of a final environmental impact statement, any e Table 8-1
CFR 651.45(h) person, organization, or agency which submitted substantive
comments on the draft.
HAR 11-200.1-27(b)(2) The Final EIS shall consist of a list of persons, organizations, and e Table 8-1
public agencies commenting on the Draft EIS. e Appendix D
e Appendix O
HAR 11-200.1-27(b)(3) The Final EIS shall consist of a list of persons or agencies who e Table 8-1
were consulted in preparing the Final EIS and those who had no e Appendix D
comment shall be included in a manner indicating that no di
comment was provided. * AppendixO
Comments and Responses in a Draft EIS
HAR 11-200.1-24(s)(1) The Draft EIS shall include a separate and distinct section that e Appendix D

A-12
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Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

NEPA Reference HEPA Reference Requirement Location in SDEIS & Notes
HAR 11-200.1-24(s)(2); Responses to all substantive written comments made during the e Appendix D
HAR 11-200.1- 24(s)(2)(A) | consultation period required in section 11-200.1-23. Proposing
agencies and applicants shall respond in the Draft EIS to all
substantive written comments in one of two ways:
By grouping comment response under topic headings and
addressing each substantive comment raised by an individual
commenter under that topic heading by issue.
HAR 11-200.1-24(s)(4) A summary of any EIS public scoping meetings, including a e Section 1.6
written general summary of the oral comments made, and a e Appendix B
representative sample of any handout provided by the proposing .
agency or applicant related to the action provided at any EIS * Appendix C
public scoping meeting.
HAR 11-200.1-24(s)(5) A list of those persons or agencies who were consulted and had e Table 8-1
no comment in a manner indicating that no comment was
provided.
40 CFR 1506.6; 32 CFR Public involvement e Section 1.6
651.47 e Section 8.1
e Appendix B
e Appendix C
e Appendix D
HAR 11-200.1-24(s)(6) A representative sample of the consultation request letter. e Appendix C

% u.s. ARMY A-13




Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
Final Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix A: NEPA-HEPA Compliance Table

This page left blank intentionally.

A-14 % u.s. ARMY



Appendix B

EIS Notices

EIS Scoping Notices

Notice of Intent

Amended Notice of Intent

Notification for the EIS Preparation Notice
Affidavit of Publication for Scoping Public Notices

Draft EIS Notices

Notice of Availability (FR)

Notification for the Draft EIS (ERP)

Affidavit of Publication for Draft EIS Public Notices

Second Draft EIS Notices

Notice of Availability (FR)

Notification for the Second Draft EIS (ERP)

Affidavit of Publication for the Second Draft EIS Public Notices






EIS Scoping Notices

Notice of Intent
Amended Notice of Intent
Notification for the EIS Preparation Notice

Affidavit of Publication for Scoping Public Notices






Notice of Intent

(Office of the Federal Register, Federal Register, September 4, 2020)






Federal Register/Vol. 85, No. 173/Friday, September

4, 2020/ Notices 55263

notice in the Federal Register to
announce and seek comment on a rule
review for 16 CFR parts 1107 and 1109,
that is being conducted in fiscal year
2021 (85 FR 52078) . Accordingly, the
issues raised by crib manufacturers on
testing and certification under 16 CFR
parts 1107 and 1109, will be considered
further in that proceeding.

The staff’s briefing package containing
the review is available on the CPSC
website at: https://www.cpsc.gov/
Research—Statistics/Toys-and-
Childrens-Products,
www.regulations.gov, and from the
Commission’s Division of the Secretariat
at the location listed in the ADDRESSES
section of this notice.

Alberta E. Mills,

Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

[FR Doc. 2020-19572 Filed 9-3-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-P

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Civic Engagement and Volunteering:
Current Population Survey Supplement

AGENCY: Corporation for National and
Community Service.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service (CNCS) has
submitted a public information
collection request (ICR) entitled The
Civic Engagement and Volunteering
Supplement for review and approval in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted to the individual and office
listed in the ADDRESSES section by
October 5, 2020.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain. Find this particular
information collection by selecting
“Currently under 30-day Review—Open
for Public Comments” or by using the
search function.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Copies of this ICR, with applicable
supporting documentation, may be
obtained by calling the Corporation for
National and Community Service, Mary
Hyde, at 202—-606—6834 or email to
mhyde@cns.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The OMB
is particularly interested in comments
which:

o Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of CNCS, including whether
the information will have practical
utility;

¢ Evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions;

¢ Propose ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and

e Propose ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology.

Comments

A 60-day Notice requesting public
comment was published in the Federal
Register on July 1, 2020 at Vol. 85 No.
127 FR 39537 39538. This comment
period ended August 31, 2020. No
public comments were received from
this Notice.

Description: This information
collection will be used to generate civic
health reports at the National, State, and
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA)
levels and to disseminate these data to
various stakeholders including state and
local government offices, researchers,
students and civic groups for strategic
planning, grant writing purposes and
research.

Title of Collection: Civic Engagement
and Volunteering Supplement.

OMB Control Number: 3045-0139.

Type of Review: Renewal.

Respondents/Affected Public: U.S.
Residents 16 years of age and older.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: Approximately U.S. 60,000
residents.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 6,670.

Abstract: CNCS has partnered with
the U.S. Census to collect data and
produced annual volunteering reports
since 2002. CNCS is also mandated by
the Serve America Act (2009) to
produce an annual Civic health
assessment in partnership with the
National Conference on Citizenship.
The proposed survey will be the only
source of nationally representative data
on the number of Americans who are
active in their communities, through
volunteering, social interactions,
political activities and civic behaviors.

The purpose of collecting data on civic
engagement and volunteering is to
provide scholars, government officials
and policymakers with official
government measurement on civic
behaviors in the United States.

Dated: August 28, 2020.
Mary Hyde,
Director, Office of Research and Evaluation.
[FR Doc. 2020-19589 Filed 9-3-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-28-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Environmental Impact Statement for
Army Training Land Retention at
Pohakuloa Training Area in Hawai'i

AGENCY: Department of the Army;
Defense (DOD).

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Hawai'i Environmental
Policy Act (HEPA), the Department of
the Army (Army) announces its intent to
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) to address the Army’s
proposed retention of up to
approximately 23,000 acres of land
currently leased to the Army by the state
of Hawai'i (“‘State-owned land”’) at
Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the
island of Hawai‘i. As the proposed
retention involves State-owned land, the
EIS will be a joint NEPA-HEPA
document; therefore, the public scoping
processes will run concurrently and will
jointly meet NEPA and HEPA
requirements.

DATES: The Army invites public
comments on the scope of the EIS
during a 40-day public scoping period,
beginning on the publication date of this
Notice of Intent in the Federal Register.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be submitted via the EIS website at:
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS. Alternatively,
comments can be emailed to
usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil, or
mailed to: ATLR PTA EIS Comments,
P.O. Box 3444, Honolulu, HI 96801—
3444.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Please contact Mr. Michael Donnelly,
PTA Public Affairs Officer, at (808) 969—
2411 or by email to
michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: PTA has
been used for training as early as 1938,
but was not used routinely until 1943.
PTA was formally established in 1956
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through a maneuver agreement granted
by the Territory of Hawai‘i. In 1964, the
State granted a 65-year lease of
approximately 23,000 acres of land to
the Army for military purposes. The
lease expires on August 16, 2029. The
23,000 acres of State-owned land
contain utilities, critical infrastructure,
maneuver land, and key training
facilities, some of which are not
available elsewhere in Hawai‘i. The land
also provides access to approximately
110,000 acres of adjacent U.S.
Government-owned land at PTA.

PTA encompasses approximately
132,000 acres of land used for training
military personnel for combat. It is the
only U.S. training area in the Pacific
region where training units can
complete all mission essential tasks, and
the only U.S. training facility in the
Pacific region that can accommodate
larger than company-sized units for live-
fire and maneuver exercises. The U.S.
Army Hawaii (USARHAW) and other
U.S. military units that train at PTA
include the 25th Infantry Division, U.S.
Marine Corps, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air
Force, Hawaii National Guard, and U.S.
Army Reserve.

The Army’s retention of State-owned
land within PTA is needed to enable
USARHAW to continue to conduct
military training to meet its current and
future training requirements.

Retention of State-owned land is
needed to allow access between major
parcels of U.S. Government-owned land
at PTA, retain substantial Army
infrastructure investments, allow for
future facility and infrastructure
modernization, preserve limited
maneuver area, provide austere
environment training, and maximize use
of the impact area in support of
USARHAW-coordinated training. To
understand the environmental
consequences of the decision to be
made, the EIS will evaluate the potential
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts
of a range of reasonable alternatives that
meet the purpose of, and need for, the
Proposed Action. Alternatives to be
considered, including the no action
alternative, are (1) Full Retention, (2)
Modified Retention, and (3) Minimum
Retention and Access. Other reasonable
alternatives raised during the scoping
process and capable of meeting the
project purpose and need will be
considered for evaluation in the EIS.

Native Hawaiian organizations;
Federal, state, and local agencies; and
the public are invited to be involved in
the scoping process for the preparation
of this EIS by participating in a scoping
meeting and/or submitting written
comments. The scoping process will
help identify potential environmental

impacts and key issues of concern to be
analyzed in the EIS. Written comments
must be sent within 40 days of
publication of the Notice of Intent in the
Federal Register. In response to the
coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic in
the United States and the Center for
Disease Control’s recommendations for
social distancing and avoiding large
public gatherings, the Army will not
hold public scoping meetings for this
action. In lieu of the public scoping
meetings, the Army will use other
alternative means to enable public
participation such as virtual meetings
using online meeting/collaboration
tools, teleconference, social media, or
email, as appropriate. An EIS Scoping
Virtual Open House and two in-person
scoping comment stations will be held
on Wednesday, September 23, 2020
from 4-9 p.m. During the EIS Scoping
Virtual Open House, video
presentations can be viewed online at
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS and oral and written
comments will be accepted. Oral
comments will be accepted via phone
by calling (808) 300-0220. The two in-
person scoping comment stations will
also be open to the public to accept oral
comments via phone and written
comments: One in-person scoping
comment station will be in Hilo, and the
other will be in Waimea, both on the
island of Hawai'i; individuals making
comments will maintain recommended
social distance. Notification of the EIS
Scoping Virtual Open House and in-
person scoping comment stations date
and time will also be published and
announced in local news media outlets
and on the EIS website. For those who
do not have ready access to a computer
or the internet, the scoping materials
posted to the EIS website will be made
available upon request by mail.
Inquiries and requests for scoping
materials may be made to Michael
Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs Officer at
(808) 969—2411 or by email at
michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail mil.

Brenda S. Bowen,

Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2020-19620 Filed 9-3-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5061-AP-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Uniform Formulary Beneficiary
Advisory Panel; Notice of Federal
Advisory Committee Meeting

AGENCY: Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness, Department of
Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory
Committee meeting.

SUMMARY: The DoD is publishing this
notice to announce the following
Federal Advisory Committee meeting of
the Uniform Formulary Beneficiary
Advisory Panel will take place.

DATES: Open to the public Wednesday,
September 23, 2020, from 12:00 p.m. to
6:00 p.m. (Eastern Daylight Time).
ADDRESSES: The open meeting will be
held online. The phone number for
remote access is CONUS: 888—469-
2037; OCONUS: 1-517-308-9287;
PARTICIPANT CODE: 8227323. These
numbers and the dial-in instructions
will also be posted on the Uniform
Formulary Beneficiary Advisory Panel
website at: https://www.health.mil/
About-MHS/OASDHA/Defense-Health-
Agency/Operations/Pharmacy-Division/
Beneficiary-Advisory-Panel.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Colonel Paul J. Hoerner, USAF, 703—
681—2890 (Voice), dha.ncr.j-
6.mbx.baprequests@mail.mil (Email).
Mailing address is 7700 Arlington
Boulevard, Suite 5101, Falls Church, VA
22042-5101. Website: https://
www.health.mil/About-MHS/OASDHA/
Defense-Health-Agency/Operations/
Pharmacy-Division/Beneficiary-
Advisory-Panel. The most up-to-date
changes to the meeting agenda can be
found on the website.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
meeting is being held under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (FACA) (5 U.S.C,,
Appendix), the Government in the
Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 552b), and 41
CFR 102-3.140 and 102-3.150.

The Panel will review and comment
on recommendations made to the
Director, Defense Health Agency, by the
Pharmacy and Therapeutics Committee,
regarding the Uniform Formulary.

Purpose of the Meeting: The DoD is
publishing this notice to announce that
the following Federal Advisory
Committee meeting of the Uniform
Formulary Beneficiary Advisory Panel
will take place.

Agenda

1. Sign-In
2. Welcome and Opening Remarks
3. Scheduled Therapeutic Class Reviews
(Comments will follow each agenda
item)
a. Psoriasis Agents—NA
b. Sleep Disorders—Wakefulness
Promoting Agents
c. White Blood Cell Stimulants—
Filgrastims
d. White Blood Cell Stimulants—
Pegfilgrastims
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Amended Notice of Intent

(Office of the Federal Register, Federal Register, September 23, 2020)
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Sally Luttrell—Assistant Inspector
General for Investigations.

Deborah L. Harker—Assistant
Inspector General for Audit.

Pauletta Battle—Deputy Assistant
Inspector General for Financial
Management and Transparency Audits.

Susan Barron—Deputy Assistant
Inspector General for Financial Sector
Audits.

Donna F. Joseph—Deputy Assistant
Inspector General for Cyber and
Financial Assistance Audits.

Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration/Department of the
Treasury

Phone Number: (202) 622—6500

CIGIE Liaison—David Barnes (Acting)
(202) 622-3062

Lori Creswell—Deputy Chief Counsel.

Gladys Hernandez—Chief Counsel.

Heather Hill—Assistant Inspector
General for Audit, Management Services
and Exempt Organizations.

James Jackson—Deputy Inspector
General for Investigations.

Nancy LaManna—Assistant Inspector
General for Audit, Management,
Planning, and Workforce Development.

Russell Martin—Assistant Inspector
General for Audit, Returns Processing,
and Accounting Services.

Michael McKenney—Deputy
Inspector General for Audit.

Susan Moats—Assistant Inspector
General for Investigations—Field.

Trevor Nelson—Assistant Inspector
General for Investigations, Cyber,
Operations and Investigative Support.

Richard Varn II—Chief Information
Officer.

Danny Verneuille—Assistant
Inspector General for Audit, Security,
and Information Technology Services.

Matthew Weir—Assistant Inspector
General for Audit, Compliance, and
Enforcement Operations.

Department of Veterans Affairs
Phone Number: (202) 461-4603

CIGIE Liaison—Brandy Beckham (202)
264-9376

David Case—Deputy Inspector
General.

John D. Daigh—Assistant Inspector
General for Healthcare Inspections.

Julie Kroviak—Deputy Assistant
Inspector General for Healthcare
Inspections.

Melanie Krause—Assistant Inspector
General for Management and
Administration.

Gopala Seelamneni—Deputy
Assistant Inspector General for
Management and Administration/Chief
Technology Officer.

Tara Porter—Deputy Assistant
Inspector General for Management and
Administration

Dated: September 11, 2020.

Shiji S. Thomas,

Chair, CIGIE Oversight.gov Subcommittee/
Forensic Accounting Manager, NSF OIG.

[FR Doc. 2020-20959 Filed 9-22-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6820-C9-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Environmental Impact Statement for
Army Training Land Retention at
Pohakuloa Training Area in Hawai'‘i;
Correction

AGENCY: Department of the Army;
Defense (DOD).

ACTION: Notice of intent; correction.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army
Army) published a document in the
Federal Register of September 4, 2020,
concerning its continuing intent to
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement to address the Army’s
proposed retention of up to
approximately 23,000 acres of land
currently leased to the Army by the state
of Hawai'i (““State-owned land”’) at
Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the
island of Hawai‘i. The document
referenced two in-person comment
stations previously associated with the
Virtual Scoping Open House to be held
Wednesday, September 23, 2020. Now,
however, because of the national and
local orders and proclamations in
response to the coronavirus (COVID-19)
pandemic in the United States,
including: The County of Hawai‘i
Mayor’s COVID-19 Emergency Rule No.
11 dated August 25, 2020, and the
Office of the Governor, State of Hawaii
Office Twelfth Proclamation Related to
the COVID-19 Emergency dated August
20, 2020, the Army is canceling the in-
person comment stations. Only the in-
person comment stations will be
cancelled; the EIS Scoping Virtual Open
House will be held as planned.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Michael Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs
Officer, at michael.o.donnelly.civ@
mail.mil or (808) 969-2411.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Correction

In the Federal Register of September
4, 2020, in FR Doc. 2020-19620, on page
55263, in the third column, correct the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION CaptiOIl to
read:

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
PTA has been used for training as early

as 1938, but was not used routinely
until 1943. PTA was formally
established in 1956 through a maneuver
agreement granted by the Territory of
Hawai‘i. In 1964, the State granted a 65-
year lease of approximately 23,000 acres
of land to the Army for military
purposes. The lease expires on August
16, 2029. The 23,000 acres of State-
owned land contain utilities, critical
infrastructure, maneuver land, and key
training facilities, some of which are not
available elsewhere in Hawai‘i. The land
also provides access to approximately
110,000 acres of adjacent U.S.
Government-owned land at PTA. PTA
encompasses approximately 132,000
acres of land used for training military
personnel for combat. It is the only U.S.
training area in the Pacific region where
training units can complete all mission
essential tasks, and the only U.S.
training facility in the Pacific region that
can accommodate larger than company-
sized units for livefire and maneuver
exercises. The U.S. Army Hawaii
(USARHAW) and other U.S. military
units that train at PTA include the 25th
Infantry Division, U.S. Marine Corps,
U.S. Navy, U.S. Air Force, Hawaii
National Guard, and U.S. Army Reserve.
The Army’s retention of State-owned
land within PTA is needed to enable
USARHAW to continue to conduct
military training to meet its current and
future training requirements. Retention
of State-owned land is needed to allow
access between major parcels of U.S.
Government-owned land at PTA, retain
substantial Army infrastructure
investments, allow for future facility
and infrastructure modernization,
preserve limited maneuver area, provide
austere environment training, and
maximize use of the impact area in
support of USARHAW-coordinated
training. To understand the
environmental consequences of the
decision to be made, the EIS will
evaluate the potential direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of a range of
reasonable alternatives that meet the
purpose of, and need for, the Proposed
Action. Alternatives to be considered,
including the no action alternative, are
(1) Full Retention, (2) Modified
Retention, and (3) Minimum Retention
and Access. Other reasonable
alternatives raised during the scoping
process and capable of meeting the
project purpose and need will be
considered for evaluation in the EIS.
Native Hawaiian organizations; Federal,
state, and local agencies; and the public
are invited to be involved in the scoping
process for the preparation of this EIS
by participating in a scoping meeting
and/or submitting written comments.
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The scoping process will help identify
potential environmental impacts and
key issues of concern to be analyzed in
the EIS. Written comments must be sent
within 40 days of publication of the
Notice of Intent in the Federal Register.
In response to the coronavirus (COVID-
19) pandemic in the United States and
the Center for Disease Control’s
recommendations for social distancing
and avoiding large public gatherings,
the Army will not hold public scoping
meetings for this action. In lieu of the
public scoping meetings, the Army will
use other alternative means to enable
public participation such as virtual
meetings using online meeting/
collaboration tools, teleconference,
social media, or email, as appropriate.
An EIS Scoping Virtual Open House
will be held on Wednesday, September
23, 2020 from 4-9 p.m. During the EIS
Scoping Virtual Open House, video
presentations can be viewed online at
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS and oral and written
comments will be accepted. Oral
comments will be accepted via phone
by calling (808) 300—0220. Notification
of the EIS Scoping Virtual Open House
date and time will also be published
and announced in local news media
outlets and on the EIS website. For
those who do not have ready access to
a computer or the internet, the scoping
materials posted to the EIS website will
be made available upon request by mail.
Inquiries and requests for scoping
materials may be made to Michael
Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs Officer at
(808) 969-2411 or by email at
michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail. mil.

Brenda S. Bowen,

Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2020-20966 Filed 9-22-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5061-AP-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID DoD-2020—-0S-0075]

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

AGENCY: National Defense University,
DoD.

ACTION: Information collection notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
National Defense University announces
a proposed public information
collection and seeks public comment on
the provisions thereof. Comments are
invited on: Whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary

for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; ways
to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by November 23,
2020.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by any of the following methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Mail: DoD cannot receive written
comments at this time due to the
COVID-19 pandemic. Comments should
be sent electronically to the docket
listed above.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name, docket
number and title for this Federal
Register document. The general policy
for comments and other submissions
from members of the public is to make
these submissions available for public
viewing on the internet at http://
www.regulations.gov as they are
received without change, including any
personal identifiers or contact
information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request more information on this
proposed information collection or to
obtain a copy of the proposal and
associated collection instruments,
please write to National Defense
University, 300 5th Avenue SW,
Building 62, Washington, DC 20319,
ATTN: LTC Ann Summers, or call (202)
685-3323.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title; Associated Form; and OMB
Number: Master’s Degree Application
Form for International Students; OMB
Control Number 0704—-XXXX.

Needs and Uses: This form is used to
collect the information required to
admit international students to an NDU
master’s degree program. The
respondents are prospective
international students who wish to be
admitted to an NDU master’s degree
program. They respond to this
information collection in partial
fulfillment of NDU application and
admissions requirements. The
completed collection instrument is
processed by the NDU registrars and a

committee of NDU faculty who review
the application in consideration of
admission to a master’s degree program.
The successful effect of this information
collection is to satisfy NDU master’s
degree application requirements for
international students so that an
admissions decision can be made.
Affected Public: Foreign Nationals.
Annual Burden Hours: 30 hours.
Number of Respondents: 120.
Responses per Respondent: 1.
Annual Responses: 120.
Average Burden per Response: 15
minutes.
Frequency: Annually.

Dated: September 11, 2020.
Aaron T. Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2020-21022 Filed 9-22-20; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary
[Docket ID DoD-2020-0S-0076]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary of
Defense (OSD), Department of Defense
(DoD).

ACTION: Notice of a modified system of
records.

SUMMARY: The OSD is modifying a
system of records titled ‘“National
Language Service Corps (NLSC)
Records,” DHRA 07. The NLSGC system
is a cost-effective solution to the tactical
and strategic management of foreign
language support needs within the U.S.
military and civilian enterprise for
operations, plans, and workforce
requirements. It provides a surge
capability from individuals who are
generally unavailable to the Government
by tapping into our nation’s population
of skilled citizens who speak hundreds
of languages critical to our nation’s
needs.

Initially established as a pilot program
maintaining a pool of linguists
proficient in ten languages, NLSC has
since expanded its capabilities to
support over 414 languages and dialects
and provide over 4,000 man-hours of
support to federal agencies annually. To
meet the increasing need for
professionals with language skills, in
2018, the NLSC expanded the reach of
linguist support from DoD organizations
to all federal government agencies and
is modifying the system to
accommodate this growth.
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Notification for the EIS Preparation Notice

(State of Hawai‘i Office of Environmental Quality Control,
The Environmental Notice, September 8, 2020)






OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL

The
Environmental
N Ot I Ce September 8, 2020

The Environmental Notice provides public notice for projects undergoing environmental review in Hawai‘i as
mandated under Section 343-3, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, the Environmental Impact Statement Law. Along
with publishing Environmental Assessments and Environmental Impact Statements for projects in Hawai‘i,
The Environmental Notice also includes other items related to the shoreline, coastal zone, and federal activities.

David Y. Ige, Governor

The ford crossing of the Waimea River on Kaua‘i isn't much different today than it was over 100 years ago Photo from the Waimea Rlver Ford Crossing Draft EA (Hawai‘i State Archives)

235 South Beretania Street, Suite 702 ¢ Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813 e (808) 586-4185 e oeqchawaii@doh.hawaii.gov e http://health.hawaii.gov/oeqc
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September 8, 2020 The Environmental Notice

HAWAI'I

Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (EIS Preparation Notice)

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds
5(a) Trigger | (2) Propose any use within any land classified as a conservation district

District(s) Hamakua and North Hilo

TMK(s) (3) 4-4-015:008; 4-4-016:005; 7-1-004:007; 3-8-001:013; 3-8-001:022
Permit(s) Numerous (see document)

Approving Board of Land and Natural Resources, State of Hawai‘i

Agency/ Russell Tsuji, DLNR, Land Division, (808) 587-0419, dInr.land@hawaii.gov
Accepting 1151 Punchbowl St., Room 220, Honolulu, HI 96813

Authority

Applicant U.S. Army Garrison-Hawaii & U.S. Army Installation Management Command

Gregory Wahl, (808) 656-3093, Gregory.t.wahl.civ@mail.mil for questions, or usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil to cc comments
U.S. Army Garrison Hawaii Directorate of Public Works - Environmental

948 Santos Dumont Ave., Building 105, 3rd Floor, Wheeler Army Airfield, Schofield Barracks, HI 96857-5013

Consultant | G70; 111 S. King Street, Suite 170, Honolulu, HI 96813

Jeff Overton, (808) 523-5866, ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design

Status Administrative public review and comment period starts. Comments are due by October 14, 2020. Click the title link above
or navigate to https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS to access and read the document, then address comments
to the approving agency/accepting authority at http://atlrptaeis.commentinput.com and copy the applicant and the con-
sultant. A virtual public scoping meeting will be held on September 23, 2020 4 - 9 p.m; to participate, navigate to https://
home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS

The Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on Hawai‘i Island encompasses approximately 133,000 acres of federally-owned and state-
owned land. The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres at PTA from the State. The 65-year lease expires on August
16, 2029. The Army proposes to retain up to 23,000 acres of State-owned land in support of continued military training. The
retention will preserve access between major parcels of U.S. Government-owned land in PTA, retain substantial Army infra-
structure investments, and allow for future facility and infrastructure modernization. Loss of this land would substantially impact
the ability of the Army to meet training requirements and mission of readiness. The Proposed Action does not involve new
training, construction, or resource management activities at PTA. Instead, it is a real estate action that would enable continued
military use of the land. A Notice of Intent for this action has also been published in the Federal Register.

Hilo Scrap Metal Yard Closure and Remediation--Final EA (FONSI)

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds
5(a) Trigger

District(s) South Hilo

TMK(s) (3) 2-1-013:150 (por.)

Permit(s) Numerous (see document)

Proposing/ | Department of Environmental Management, County of Hawai'i

Determining | Gene Quiamas, (808) 961-8270, Gene.Quiamas@hawaiicounty.gov

Agency 345 Kekbanao‘a Street, Suite 41, Hilo, HI 96720

Consultant | Wilson Okamoto Corporation; 1907 S. Beretania Street, Suite 400, Honolulu, HI 96826
Rebecca Candilasa, (808) 946-2277, rcandilasa@wilsonokamoto.com

Status Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) determination
The County of Hawai‘i Department of Environmental Management is planning to permanently close and remediate the site of
the former Hilo Scrap Metal Yard located in Hilo on Hawai‘i Island. The proposed action consists of excavating and disposing of
all waste materials and all lead contaminated soils in the project area. As an alternative, DEM is also analyzing the cost benefits
of only disposing of excavated non-recyclable waste materials and consolidating the lead-contaminated soils onsite, grading to
optimize future use, and capping with an engineered cover system to prevent direct contact exposure to the lead-contaminat-
ed soil. Other activities may include conducting site assessments, post-excavation confirmation sampling, grading, backfilling
portions of the site with clean aggregate, and vegetating. Once the site has been remediated, DEM plans to use the site in the
future for consolidation of existing solid waste management program components in the area.
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direct that notice of this conference be
published in the Federal Register. 16
CFR 1025.21(b) (2022).

Michael G. Young

Distribution

Leah Ippolito, U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission, 4330 East West
Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814,
lippolito@cpsc.gov

Brett Ruff, U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission, 4330 East West
Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814, bruff@
cpsc.gov

Rosalee Thomas, U.S. Consumer
Product Safety Commission, 4330 East
West Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814,
rbthomas@cpsc.gov

Caitlin O’Donnell, U.S. Consumer
Product Safety Commission, 4330 East
West Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814,
codonnell@cpsc.gov

Cheryl A. Falvey, Crowell & Moring
LLP, 1001 Pennsylvania Avenue NW,
Washington, DC 20004, cfalvey@
crowell.com

Bettina J. Strauss, Bryan Cave Leighton
Paisner LLP, One Metropolitan
Square, 211 North Broadway, Suite
3600, St. Louis, MO 63102, bjstrauss@
bclplaw.com

Nina E. DiPadova, U.S. Consumer
Product Safety Commission, 4330 East
West Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814,
ndipadova@cpsc.gov

Alberta E. Mills, U.S. Consumer Product
Safety Commission, 4330 East West
Highway, Bethesda, MD 20814,
amills@cpsc.gov

[FR Doc. 2022-07550 Filed 4-7-22; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Regarding Army Training Land
Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
in Hawai‘i

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army
(Army) announces the availability of a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(Draft EIS) regarding its Proposed
Action—i.e., the Army’s retention of up

to approximately 23,000 acres of land
the Army presently leases from the State
of Hawai'i. This land is located at
Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the
island of Hawai‘i. In accordance with
the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Hawai‘i Environmental
Policy Act (HEPA), the Draft EIS
analyzes the potential direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of a range of
reasonable alternatives that meet the
purpose of and need for the Proposed
Action. The Draft EIS also analyzes the
potential impacts of the No-Action
Alternative, under which Army use of
the land would cease altogether when
the lease runs out in 2029. Because the
proposed retention involves state-
owned land, the EIS is a joint NEPA—
HEPA document. Therefore, the public
review process runs concurrently and
meets NEPA and HEPA requirements.
DATES: The Army invites public
comments on the Draft EIS during the
60-day public comment period, which
begins April 8, 2022, and ends June 7,
2022. To be considered in the Final EIS,
all comments must be postmarked or
received by 11:59 p.m. Hawai‘i Standard
Time on June 7, 2022. Public meetings
will be held in April 2022 to provide
information on the Draft EIS and to
enhance the opportunity for public
input. Public meetings will be held in
accordance with current COVID-19
restrictions. Information regarding how
to participate in Draft EIS public
meetings and how to submit comments
is available on the EIS website: https://
home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/
PTAEIS.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be submitted through the EIS website
(https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS), emailed to atlr-pta-
eis@g70.design, mailed to ATLR PTA
EIS Comments, P.O. Box 3444,
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444, or provided
during public meetings. Comments must
be postmarked or received by June 7,
2022.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Michael Donnelly, Public Affairs
Officer, by telephone at (808) 656—3160
or by email at michael.o.donnelly.civ@
army.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: During
World War II, the U.S. Marine Corps
trained on the land now known as PTA.
A 1956 maneuver agreement between
the Territory of Hawai‘i and the Army
formally established PTA. In 1964, the
State of Hawai‘i granted the Army a 65-
year lease of approximately 23,000 acres
of land adjacent to PTA for military
purposes. Utilities, critical
infrastructure, maneuver area, and key

training facilities now sit on this tract of
leased land. Some of these human-made
features are not available elsewhere in
Hawai'i. The parcel also provides access
between the PTA cantonment area and
approximately 84,000 acres of adjacent,
federally owned land at PTA.

The Draft EIS evaluates the potential
impacts of a range of alternatives: (1)
Full Retention (of approximately 23,000
acres); (2) Modified Retention (of
approximately 19,700 acres); (3)
Minimum Retention and Access (of
approximately 10,100 acres and 11
miles of roads and training trails); and
(4) No-Action Alternative (under which
the lease lapses in 2029 and the Army
loses access to the land).

The Draft EIS analyzes land use,
biological resources, cultural resources,
hazardous and toxic materials/wastes,
air quality, greenhouse gases, noise,
geology, topography, soils, water
resources, socioeconomics,
environmental justice, transportation,
traffic, airspace, electromagnetic
spectrum, utilities, human health, and
safety.

The Draft EIS indicates that under
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, continued
public access restrictions on land used
for traditional and customary practices
will result in significant but mitigable
adverse impacts to cultural resources.
These significant impacts can be
mitigated through appropriate
consultation with Native Hawaiians
and/or other interested groups. Impacts
can also be mitigated through provision
of public access to promote and protect
cultural beliefs, practices, and
resources. Impacts to other resources are
less than significant for all action
alternatives. The No-Action Alternative
would have significant adverse impacts
on biological resources, socioeconomics,
and utilities.

The Army distributed the Draft EIS to
Native Hawaiian organizations, to
federal, state, and local agencies/
officials, and to other key stakeholders.
The Draft EIS and related information
are available on the EIS website at:
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS. The public may also
review the Draft EIS and select materials
at the following libraries:

1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai‘i Documents
Center, 478 S King Street, Honolulu, HI
96813

2. Hilo Public Library, 300 Waianuenue
Avenue, Hilo, HI 96720

3. Kailua-Kona Public Library, 75-138
Hualalai Road, Kailua-Kona, HI 96740

4. Thelma Parker Memorial Public and
School Library, 67-1209 Mamalahoa
Highway, Kamuela, HI 96743

Native Hawaiian organizations,
federal, state, and local agencies/
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officials, and other interested entities/
individuals are encouraged to comment
on the Draft EIS during the 60-day
public comment period. All timely
comments will be considered in the
development of the Final EIS.

James W. Satterwhite,

Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 2022-07615 Filed 4-7&ndash;22; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3711-02-P

section of the NDAA for FY 2022 within
the acquisition regulations.

Authority: DoD Instruction 5000.35,
Defense Acquisition Regulations (DAR)
System.

Jennifer D. Johnson,

Editor/Publisher, Defense Acquisition
Regulations System.

[FR Doc. 2022—-07546 Filed 4-7-22; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

Early Engagement Opportunity:
Implementation of National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Department of
Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: DoD announces an early
engagement opportunity regarding
implementation of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022
within the acquisition regulations.

DATES: Early inputs should be submitted
in writing via the Defense Acquisition
Regulations System (DARS) website
shown below. The website will be
updated when early inputs will no
longer be accepted.

ADDRESSES: Submit early inputs via the
DARS website at https://
www.acq.osd.mil/dpap/dars/early_
engagement.html. Send inquiries via
email to osd.dfars@mail.mil and
reference ‘“Early Engagement
Opportunity: Implementation of NDAA
for FY 2022” in the subject line.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jennifer D. Johnson, telephone 703—
717—-8226.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DoD is
providing an opportunity for the public
to provide early inputs on
implementation of the National Defense
Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal
Year (FY) 2022 within the acquisition
regulations. The public is invited to
submit early inputs on sections of the
NDAA for FY 2022 via the DARS
website at https://www.acq.osd.mil/
dpap/dars/early_engagement.html. The
website will be updated when early
inputs will no longer be accepted.
Please note, this venue does not replace
or circumvent the rulemaking process.
DARS will engage in formal rulemaking,
in accordance with 41 U.S.C. 1707,
when it has been determined that
rulemaking is required to implement a

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Agency Information Collection
Extension

AGENCY: U.S. Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE) invites public comment on a
proposed collection of information that
DOE is developing for submission to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) pursuant to the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Comments regarding this
proposed information collection must
be received on or before June 7, 2022.
If you anticipate any difficulty in
submitting comments within that
period, contact the person listed in the
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
section as soon as possible.

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
sent by email to haleusurvey@
hq.doe.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Reim, michael.reim@
nuclear.energy.gov, 202—748-3383.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Comments
are invited on: (a) Whether the extended
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

This information collection request
contains:

(1) OMB No.: 1910-New.

(2) Information Collection Request
Titled: Survey of High-Assay, Low-
Enriched Uranium (HALEU) Needs for
Civilian Domestic Research,

Development, Demonstration, and
Commercial Use.

(3) Type of Review: New.

(4) Purpose: The purpose of this
survey is to inform the planning and
development of a Department of Energy
(DOE) HALEU Availability Program.
Section 2001 of The Energy Act of 2020
(Pub. L. 116-260, Dec. 27, 2020) directs
the Secretary to establish and carry out,
through the Office of Nuclear Energy
(NE), a program to support the
availability of HALEU for civilian
domestic research and development,
demonstration, and commercial use.
The Act directs multiple actions to
facilitate the development of a
commercial HALEU supply chain
including establishing a consortium of
fuel cycle entities to partner with DOE
in making HALEU available, and to
provide HALEU to consortium members
during development of commercial
domestic sources. NE is developing
plans to establish the HALEU
Availability Program to implement these
and other directed actions, including
those related to HALEU fuel fabrication,
enrichment, and transportation.

(5) Annual Estimated Number of
Respondents: 50.

(6) Annual Estimated Number of
Total Responses: 50.

(7) Annual Estimated Number of
Burden Hours: 4.

(8) Annual Estimated Reporting and
Recordkeeping Cost Burden: $350.

Statutory Authority: Section 2001 of
The Energy Act of 2020 (Pub. L. 116—
260, Dec. 27, 2020).

Signing Authority

This document of the Department of
Energy was signed on April 4, 2022, by
Sal J. Golub, Acting Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Nuclear Fuel Cycle and
Supply Chain, Office of Nuclear Energy,
pursuant to delegated authority from the
Secretary of Energy. That document
with the original signature and date is
maintained by DOE. For administrative
purposes only, and in compliance with
requirements of the Office of the Federal
Register, the undersigned DOE Federal
Register Liaison Officer has been
authorized to sign and submit the
document in electronic format for
publication, as an official document of
the Department of Energy. This
administrative process in no way alters
the legal effect of this document upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC, on April 5,
2022.

Treena V. Garrett,

Federal Register Liaison Officer, U.S.
Department of Energy.

[FR Doc. 202207545 Filed 4-7-22; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P
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Notification for the Draft EIS

(State of Hawai‘i Office of Environmental Quality Control,
The Environmental Notice, April 8, 2022)
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David Y. Ige, Governor
Mary Alice Evans, Director

The

Env_ironmental
Notice April 8, 2022

The Environmental Notice provides public notice for projects undergoing environmental review in Hawai‘i as
mandated under Section 343-3, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, the Environmental Impact Statement Law. Along

with publishing Environmental Assessments and Environmental Impact Statements for projects in Hawai‘i
The Environmental Notice also includes other items related to the shoreline, coastal zone, and federal activities
-

The U.S. Army is proposing to retain the use of the State-owned portion of PGhakuloa Training Area on the Big Island for continued military training

235 South Beretania Street, Suite 702 ¢ Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813 e (808) 586-4185 e dbedt.opsd.erp@hawaii.gov

Photo from the Draft EIS for the projec

https://planning.hawaii.gov/erp/
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April 8, 2022

The Environmental Notice

HAWAI'|

Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area--Draft EIS Vol |, Vol Il and scoping meeting comments

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds
5(a) Trigger | (2) Propose any use within any land classified as a conservation district
District(s) Hawai‘i-multiple
TMK(s) (3) 4-4-015:008; 4-4-016:005; 7-1-004:007; 3-8-001:013 & 022
Permit(s) Numerous (see document)
Approving | State of Hawai‘i, Department of Land and Natural Resources
Agency Russell Tsuji, (808) 587-0419, dInr.land@hawaii.gov
Applicant U.S. Army Garrison-Hawaii
Michael Donnelly, (808) 656-3160, usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil
U.S. Army Garrison Hawaii, Directorate of Public Works - Environmental
948 Santos Dumont Avenue, Building 105, 3rd Floor, Wheeler Army Airfield, Schofield Barracks, HI 96857-5013
Consultant | G70; 111 S. King Street, Suite 170, Honolulu, HI 96813
Jeff Overton, (808) 523-5866, ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design
Status Statutory public review and comment period starts. Pursuant to HRS Chapter 343 ("HEPA"), the 45-day comment period
runs through May 23, 2022; however, since this is a joint HEPA-NEPA document, the Applicant will accept comments through
June 7, 2022. Please send comments to the approving agency at http://atlrptaeis.commentinput.com

The Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on Hawai‘i Island encompasses approximately 132,000 acres of U.S. Government-owned and
State-owned land. The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres at PTA from the State of Hawai‘i. The 65-year lease
expires on August 16, 2029. The Army proposes to retain up to 23,000 acres of State-owned land in support of continued mil-
itary training. The retention will preserve maneuver area, provide austere environment training, enable access between major
parcels of U.S. Government-owned land, retain infrastructure investments, allow for future modernization, and maximize use
of the impact area. Loss of this land would impact the ability of the Army to meet training requirements and its mission of
readiness. The Proposed Action is a real estate action that would enable continuation of ongoing activities. It does not include
construction or changes in ongoing activities. A Notice of Availability for this action will be published in the Federal Register.

Hilo Abandoned Vehicle Facility--Draft EA (AFNSI)

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds

5(a) Trigger

District(s) South Hilo

TMK(s) (3) 2-1-013:167 (portion)

Permit(s) Various (see document)

Proposing/ | County of Hawai'i, Department of Environmental Management

Determining | Gene Quiamas, (808) 961-8270, Gene.Quiamas@hawaiicounty.gov

Agency 345 Kekbanao‘a Street, Suite 41, Hilo, HI 96720

Consultant | Wilson Okamoto Corporation; 1907 South Beretania Street, Suite 400, Honolulu, HI 96826
Rebecca Candilasa, (808) 946-2277, rcandilasa@wilsonokamoto.com

Status Statutory 30-day public review and comment period starts. Comments are due by May 9, 2022. Please click on title link
above to read the document, then send comments to the proposing/determining agency and copy the consultant.

The County of Hawai‘i, Department of Environmental Management (DEM) is proposing to improve the existing abandoned
vehicle impound lot located next to the East Hawai‘i Regional Sort Station (EHRSS) in Hilo. The Proposed Action consists of
constructing a 5,000-sf single story, pre-engineered metal building that would store about 25 “auctionable” vehicles with ad-
ditional space for 4 staff offices, a reception area, restrooms, a conference/lunchroom, and other administrative support spaces.
The existing AV lot would be expanded to hold about 100 impounded vehicles and would include parking spaces for staff and
visitor vehicles. Other proposed site improvements include a paved access driveway, additional pavement for the expanded
vehicle lot, a new water line and other utility connections, an individual wastewater system, an on-site drainage system, addi-
tional security fencing for the expanded lot, and a surveillance system.


https://files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/erp/Doc_Library/2022-04-08-HA-DEIS-Army-Training-Land-Retention-at-Pohakuloa-Training-Area-Vol-I.pdf
https://files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/erp/Doc_Library/2022-04-08-HA-DEIS-Army-Training-Land-Retention-at-Pohakuloa-Training-Area-Vol-II.pdf
https://files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/erp/Doc_Library/2022-04-08-HA-DEIS-Army-Training-Land-Retention-at-PTA-Scoping-Meeting-Oral-Comments.mp3
http://dlnr.land@hawaii.gov
http://usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil
http://ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design
http://atlrptaeis.commentinput.com
https://files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/erp/Doc_Library/2022-04-08-HA-DEA-Hilo-Abandoned-Vehicle-Facility.pdf
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| U.S.Army Publishes Draft Environmental Impact’
| Statement for Army Training Land Retention at
Paohakuloa Tralning Area on Hawal'l Island

/In accordance with the National Environmental
Pollcy Act (NEPA) and the Hawal'l Environmental
Pollcy Act (HEPA), the Department of the Army
(Army) published a Draft Environmental impact
‘Statement (EIS) to analyze the Army’s proposed
retention of up to approximately 23,000 acres
-of 1and currently leased to the Army by the State
of Hawal'l (“State-owned land”) at PGhakuloa
_Training Area (PTA) on the sland of Hawal'l. The
public comment periods will run concurrently to
‘meet both NEPA and HEPA requiréments.

The Army Invites public comments on the Draft
VEIS during a 60-day public comment period
'beginning April 8, 2022, The Draft EIS and public
: meeting materials are avallable on the EIS website:
! https://home.army.mil/hawail/index.php/PTAEIS.
: Comments can be submitted on the EIS webslte,
- emalled to; ATLR-PTA-EiS@g70.deslgn, or malled
1to: ATLR PTA EIS Comments, PO. Box 3444,
: Honolulu, HI 96801-3444. To be consldered in the
_Final EIS, all comments must be postmarked or
- email dated by 11:59 p.m. Hawai'l Standard Time
-on June 7,2022,

“The public Is invited to attend Draft EIS public
;meetings on the following dates and times on the
Island of Hawal'i. .
1. ‘Imiloa Astronomy Center, April 25, 2022
from 6-8 PM
2. Walmea District
! from 6-8 PM

The public will have the option to watch the
.Draft EIS public meetings through a live video
‘stream that can be accessed on the EIS website.
jFor more Information on the Draft EIS public,
meetings, please vislt the project website at:

hitps://home.army.mil/hawali/index.php/PTAEILS.

For more Information or accessibllity requests,
please contact Mr. Michael Donnelly, Public
Affairs Officer, at michael.o.donnelly.clv@army.
;mil or (808) 656-3160.

Park, April 26, 2022

ICSP NO.:
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information from Government personnel
and relevant comments from interested
parties regarding the Committee’s intent
to geographically limit this services
requirement.

The following product(s) and
service(s) are proposed for addition to
the Procurement List for production by
the nonprofit agencies listed:

Product(s)

NSN(s)—Product Name(s):
700005401 N—Monitor, Desktop, 23.8”
Authorized Source of Supply: Goodwill
Vision Enterprises, Rochester, NY
Contracting Activity: DEFENSE LOGISTICS
AGENCY, DLA TROOP SUPPORT
Distribution: B-List
Mandatory for: Total Government
Requirement

Service(s)

Service Type: Custodial

Mandatory for: US Geological Survey, Earth
Resources Observation Science (EROS)
Center, Sioux Falls, SD

Authorized Source of Supply: Northwest
Center, Seattle, WA

Contracting Activity: US GEOLOGICAL
SURVEY, US GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Service Type: Base Information Transfer
Center & Postal Service, Mail
Distribution Service

Mandatory for: US Army, Central Mail
Facility, Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville,
AL

Authorized Source of Supply: Huntsville
Rehabilitation Foundation, Inc.,
Huntsville, AL

Contracting Activity: DEPT OF THE ARMY,
W6QK ACC-RSA

Deletions

The following product(s) and
service(s) are proposed for deletion from
the Procurement List:

Product(s)

NSN(s)—Product Name(s):
9930-00-NIB-0105—Kit, Post Mortem Bag,
Basic, Straight Zipper, 36” x 90”
9930-00-NIB—0106—Kit, Post Mortem Bag,
Basic, Curved Zipper, 36” x 90”
9930-00-NIB—0107—XKit, Post Mortem Bag,
Heavy Duty, 36” x 90”
9930-00-NIB—0108—XKit, Post Mortem Bag,
Heavy Duty, XL, 72” x 90”
9930-00-NIB-0109—Kit, Disaster Bag with
ID Tags, 34” x 96”
Authorized Source of Supply: BOSMA
Enterprises, Indianapolis, IN
Contracting Activity: DLA TROOP SUPPORT,
PHILADELPHIA, PA

Service(s)

Service Type: Grounds Maintenance Service

Mandatory for: Joint Interagency Task Force
South, Truman Annex, Key West, FL

Authorized Source of Supply: Goodwill
Industries of South Florida, Inc., Miami,
FL

Contracting Activity: DEPT OF THE ARMY,

W453 JIATFS

Michael R. Jurkowski,

Director, Business Operations.

[FR Doc. 2024-08416 Filed 4—-18—24; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6353-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Second Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for Army Training Land
Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
in Hawai'i

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army
(Army) announces the availability of a
Second Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft EIS) regarding its
proposed action to retain up to
approximately 22,750 acres of the
23,000 acres of land the Army currently
leases from the State of Hawai'i (‘‘State-
owned land”) at Pohakuloa Training
Area (PTA) on the island of Hawai'‘i. The
Army is publishing the Draft EIS for
public review during a 45-day comment
period. In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
the Hawai‘i Environmental Policy Act
(HEPA), the Draft EIS analyzes the
potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts of a range of
reasonable alternatives that meet the
purpose of, and need for, the proposed
action. Because the proposed action
involves State-owned land, the EIS is a
joint NEPA-HEPA document; therefore,
the public review process runs
concurrently and meets both NEPA and
HEPA requirements.

DATES: The Army invites public
comments on the Draft EIS during the
45-day public comment period. To be
considered in the Final EIS, all
comments must be postmarked or
received by 11:59 p.m. Hawai'i standard
time on June 7, 2024. Public meetings
will be held in Waimea District Park on
May 6, 2024, and at the ‘Tmiloa
Astronomy Center on May 7, 2024 to
provide information on the Draft EIS
and to enhance the opportunity for
public comment. Information on how to
participate in the Draft EIS public
meetings and how to submit comments
is available on the EIS website at
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be submitted through the EIS website at
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
index.php/PTAEIS, emailed to atlr-pta-
eis@g70.design, mailed to ATLR PTA

EIS Comments, P.O. Box 3444,
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444, or provided
during the public meetings. Comments
must be postmarked or received by June
7,2024.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: U.S.
Army Garrison-Hawaii, Mr. Michael
Donnelly, Public Affairs Office, by
telephone at (808) 787—2140 or by email
at usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: During
World War II, the U.S. Marine Corps
trained on the land now known as PTA.
A 1956 maneuver agreement between
the Territory of Hawai‘i and the Army
formally established PTA. In 1964, the
State of Hawai‘i granted the Army a 65-
year lease of approximately 23,000 acres
of land adjacent to PTA for military
purposes. The State-owned land now
contains utilities, critical infrastructure,
maneuver area, and key training
facilities, some of which are not
available elsewhere in Hawai‘i. The
parcel also provides access among the
PTA cantonment area and Bradshaw
Army Airfield and two other federally
owned parcels at PTA.

The Army made a Draft EIS available
for comment on this action on April 8,
2022. In response to comments received
from agencies and the public on that
Draft EIS, the Army is no longer
considering the retention of
approximately 250 acres of State-owned
land administered by the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands. In addition to
analyzing impacts of a fee simple
retention method, the new Draft EIS also
assesses impacts of a lease retention
method. Due to these changes, the Army
determined that another draft EIS
should be made available for public
comment.

The Draft EIS evaluates the potential
impacts of a range of reasonable
alternatives: (1) Maximum Retention (of
approximately 22,750 acres); (2)
Modified Retention (of approximately
19,700 acres); and (3) Minimum
Retention and Access (of approximately
10,100 acres and 11 miles of roads and
training trails). The Draft EIS also
analyzes the potential impacts of the No
Action Alternative, under which Army
use of the land would cease altogether
when the lease expires in 2029. The
Army has identified Alternative 2,
Modified Retention, as the Preferred
Alternative. The Army based its
preference on: public comments;
environmental, social, technical, and
economic considerations; and the ability
of the alternative to meet the mission of
the Army.

The Draft EIS analyzes: land use;
biological resources; historic and
cultural resources and cultural


https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
mailto:usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil
mailto:atlr-pta-eis@g70.design
mailto:atlr-pta-eis@g70.design
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practices; hazardous substances and
hazardous wastes; air quality and
greenhouse gases; noise; geology,
topography, and soils; water resources;
socioeconomics; environmental justice;
transportation and traffic; airspace;
electromagnetic spectrum; utilities; and
human health and safety.

The Draft EIS indicates that under
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, significant
adverse impacts on land use (land
tenure), cultural practices, and
environmental justice could occur.
Under the No Action Alternative,
significant adverse impacts on
biological resources, socioeconomics,
and utilities could occur. The No Action
Alternative could have significant
beneficial impacts on land use, cultural
practices, and environmental justice. To
mitigate adverse impacts to land use,
the Army would consider adding non-
barbed wire fencing and signage to
minimize encroachment and accidental
or intentional trespass from adjacent
non-U.S. Government-owned land. In
consideration of adverse impacts to
cultural practices and environmental
justice, the Army, in consultation with
Native Hawaiians and cultural
practitioners, proposes to: (1) formalize
a cultural access request process to
enable Native Hawaiians and cultural
practitioners to promote and preserve
cultural practices, beliefs, and
resources; and (2) explore options to
provide unlimited access to specific
locations. To mitigate adverse impacts
on human health and safety, the Army
would consider: (1) negotiating an
agreement with the State to allow the
Army to monitor for wildfires on the
State-owned land that is not retained by
the Army; and (2) continuing or
renegotiating its Memorandum of
Agreement with the Hawai‘i County Fire
Department to assist wildfire responders
with wildfire suppression outside of
PTA boundaries.

The No Action Alternative could
have: significant adverse impacts on
biological resources, socioeconomics,
and utilities; significant beneficial
impacts for land use, cultural practices,
and environmental justice; and less than
significant impacts on all other
resources.

The Army distributed the Draft EIS to:
Native Hawaiian Organizations; Federal,
State, and local agencies and officials;
and other stakeholders. The Draft EIS
and informational materials are also
available on the EIS website at: https://
home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/
PTAEIS. The public may also review the
Draft EIS and select materials at the
following libraries:

1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai‘i Documents

Center, 478 S King Street, Honolulu, HI
96813

2. Hilo Public Library, 300 Waianuenue
Avenue, Hilo, HI 96720

3. Kailua-Kona Public Library, 75-138
Hualalai Road, Kailua-Kona, HI 96740

4. Thelma Parker Memorial Public and
School Library, 67—-1209 Mamalahoa
Highway, Kamuela, HI 96743

Native Hawaiian Organizations,
Federal, State, and local agencies/
officials, and other interested entities/
individuals are encouraged to comment
on the Draft EIS during the 45-day
public comment period. All comments
postmarked or received June 7, 2024
will be considered in the development
of the Final EIS.

James W. Satterwhite, Jr.,

U.S. Army Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2024—08403 Filed 4—18—24; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3711-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Department of Defense Wage
Committee (DoDWC); Notice of Federal
Advisory Committee Meetings

AGENCY: Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness (USD(P&R)),
Department of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Notice of closed Federal
Advisory Committee meetings.

SUMMARY: The DoD is publishing this
notice to announce that the following
Federal Advisory Committee meetings
of the DoDWC will take place.

DATES: Tuesday, April 16, 2024, from 10
a.m. to 1 p.m. and will be closed to the
public. Tuesday, April 30, 2024, from 10
a.m. to 11:30 a.m. and will be closed to
the public; Tuesday, May 14, 2024, from
10 a.m. to 1 p.m. and will be closed to
the public; Tuesday, May 28, 2024, from
10 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. and will be closed
to the public; Tuesday, June 11, 2024,
from 10 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. and will be
closed to the public.

ADDRESSES: The closed meetings will be
held by Microsoft Teams.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Karl Fendt, (571) 372-1618 (voice),
karl.h.fendt.civ@mail.mil. (email), 4800
Mark Center Drive, Suite 05G21,
Alexandria, Virginia 22350 (mailing
address). Any agenda updates can be
found at the DoDWC'’s official website:
https://wageandsalary.dcpas.osd.mil/
BWN/DODWC/.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Due to
circumstances beyond the control of the
Designated Federal Officer (DFO) and
the DoD, the DoDWC was unable to
provide public notification required by

41 CFR 102-3.150(a) concerning its
April 16, 2024 meeting. Accordingly,
the Advisory Committee Management
Officer for the DoD, pursuant to 41 CFR
102-3.150(b), waives the 15-calendar
day notification requirement.

Due to circumstances beyond the
control of the DFO and the DoD, the
DoDWC was unable to provide public
notification required by 41 CFR 102—
3.150(a) concerning its April 30, 2024
meeting. Accordingly, the Advisory
Committee Management Officer for the
DoD, pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.150(b),
waives the 15-calendar day notification
requirement.

These meetings are being held under
the provisions of chapter 10 of title 5,
United States Code (U.S.C.) (commonly
known as the “Federal Advisory
Committee Act” or “FACA”’), 5 U.S.C.
552b(c) (commonly known as the
“Government in the Sunshine Act”),
and 41 CFR 102-3.140 and 102-3.150.

Purpose of the Meeting: The purpose
of these meetings is to provide
independent advice and
recommendations on matters relating to
the conduct of wage surveys and the
establishment of wage schedules for all
appropriated fund and non-
appropriated fund areas of blue-collar
employees within the DoD.

Agendas
April 16, 2024

Opening Remarks by Chair, Mr. Eric
Clayton, and DFO, Mr. Karl Fendt.

Reviewing survey results and/or
survey specifications for the following
Nonappropriated Fund areas:

1. Any items needing further
clarification or action from the previous
meeting.

2. Wage Schedule (Full Scale) for the
Onslow, North Carolina wage area (AC—
097).

3. Wage Schedule (Full Scale) for the
Shelby, Tennessee wage area (AC-098).

4. Wage Schedule (Full Scale) for the
Christian, Kentucky/Montgomery,
Tennessee wage area (AC—099).

5. Wage Schedule (Full Scale) for the
Charleston, South Carolina wage area
(AC-120).

6. Wage Schedule (Full Scale) for the
San Juan-Guaynabo, Puerto Rico wage
area (AC-155).

7. Wage Schedule (Wage Change) for
the Sacramento, California wage area
(AC-002).

8. Wage Schedule (Wage Change) for
the San Joaquin, California wage area
(AC-008).

9. Wage Schedule (Wage Change) for
the Bernalillo, New Mexico wage area
(AC-019).
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(State of Hawai‘i Office of Environmental Quality Control,
The Environmental Notice, April 23, 2024)
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Environmental
Notice sz 20

The Environmental Notice provides public notice for projects undergoing environmental review in Hawai‘i as

Josh Green, M.D., Governor mandated under Section 343-3, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, the Environmental Impact Statement Law. Along
Mary Alice Evans, OPSD Director with publishing Environmental Assessments and Environmental Impact Statements for projects in Hawai‘i,
The Environmental Notice also includes other items related to the shoreline, coastal zone, and federal activities.
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Hawaii's rich natural and cultural environment provides many reasons to appreciate Earth Day, every day Photo credit: Michael Furuya
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April 23,2024

The Environmental Notice

HAWAI'l EAS/EISS

Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area--2nd Draft EIS Vol |, ll, 1ll, and scoping meeting audio

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds
5(a) Trigger | (2) Propose any use within any land classified as a conservation district
District(s) Hawai‘i--multiple
TMK(s) (3) 4-4-015:008; 4-4-016:005; 7-1-004:007
Permit(s) Numerous (see document)
Approving | State of Hawai‘i, Board of Land and Natural Resources
Agency Russell Tsuji, (808) 587-0419, dInr.land@hawaii.gov
1151 Punchbowl Street, Room 220, Honolulu, HI 96813
Applicant U.S. Army Garrison-Hawai‘i & U.S. Army Installation Management Command
Matthew Foster, (808) 656-6821, matthew.b.foster3.civ@army.mil
U.S. Army Garrison-Hawai‘i Directorate of Public Works — Environmental Division
948 Santos Dumont Avenue, Building 105, 3rd Floor, Wheeler Army Airfield, HI 96857-5013
Consultant | G70; 111 S. King Street, Suite 170, Honolulu, HI 96813
Jeff Overton, (808) 523-5866, ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design
Status Statutory 45-day public review and comment period starts. Comments are due by June 7, 2024. Please send comments to
https://atlrptaeis.commentinput.com?id=AZ5WkUQaC The Final EIS must incorporate comments and responses on both
Draft EISs, so comments on the original Draft EIS do not need to be resubmitted.

The Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on Hawai‘i Island encompasses approximately 132,000 acres of U.S. Government-owned and
State-owned land. The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres from the State of Hawai‘i. The lease expires on
August 16, 2029. The Army proposes to retain up to 22,750 acres of State-owned land in support of continued military training.
The retention will preserve maneuver area, provide austere environment training, enable access between major parcels of U.S.
Government-owned land, retain infrastructure investments, allow for future modernization, and maximize use of the impact
area. Loss of this land would impact the ability of the Army to meet training requirements and its mission of readiness. The
Proposed Action is a real estate action that would enable continuation of ongoing activities. It does not include construction or
changes in ongoing activities. Revisions between the original Draft EIS (published April 8, 2022) and this second Draft EIS are
generally in Chapters 1-5 and Appendix I. Please see the Federal Notices section of this issue for the entry regarding the NEPA
aspect of this action; additional information is provided there.

Renovation of Old Hilo Memorial Hospital at 34 Rainbow Drive--Final EA (FONSI)

HRS §343- (1) Propose the use of state or county lands or the use of state or county funds

5(a) Trigger

District(s) South Hilo

TMK(s) (3) 2-3-026:008

Permit(s) Numerous (see document)

Proposing/ | County of Hawai‘i, Office of Housing and Community Development

Determining | Neil Erickson, (808) 932-5959, NeilC.Erickson@hawaiicounty.gov

Agency 1990 Kino‘ole Street, Suite 102, Hilo, HI 96720

Consultant | PBR HAWAII; 1001 Bishop Street, ASB Tower, Suite 650, Honolulu, HI 96813
Bradley Furuya, (808) 954-6348, bfuruya@pbrhawaii.com

Status Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) determination

The Project will renovate the existing Old Hilo Memorial Hospital building and convert currently unusable interior space into
usable floor area. The Project also proposes to utilize portions of the remaining 24.947-acre property for various types of af-
fordable rental housing units and supportive services, including a potential Department of Health mental health facility. Other
areas of the property will be reserved for open space and a walking path connecting Hilo Memorial Hospital to Gilbert Carval-
ho Park.
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Kimberly Masu being duly sworn, deposes and says that she is a clerk, duly RERLEEEAA
authorized to execute this affidavit of Oahu Publications, Inc. publisher of The
Honolulu Star-Advertiser, MidWeek, The Garden Island, West Hawaii Today, and
Hawaii Tribune-Herald, that said newspapers are newspapers of general circulation in
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1.5, Army Publishes Second Draft . ..o0|
Environmental Impact Statement for Army.:. :|
Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Tralning
-~ hreaon Island of Hawal'l e |

In accordance . with the National Environmental |

‘Policy Act (NEPA) and the Hawal'l Environmental |

Policy Act: (HEPA), the:Department of the Army.|
(Army) published a Second Draft Environmental |
impact Statement ' (EIS)  to analyze the Army'sy
proposed retention of up to approximately 22,75
acres of land currently leased to the Army by th
State of Hawai'l (“State-owned land”) at Pohakulo
Training Aréa ‘(PTA) on‘the isiand of Hawai'l. The "
public_comment ‘periods will run concurrently to
mest both NEPA and HEPA requirements.

The Afmy invites public comments’on the Second
Draft EIS during a public comment period beginning
April 19,2024, The Second Drait EIS and public
méeting materials are available on the EIS website:

://home.amy.mil ail/ptaeis/project-home.
The piiblic may.also review the Second Draft EIS at
the following local libraries; Hawal'i State Library,
Hawai'i Documents * Center; Hilo Public  Library;
Hallua-Kona . Public  Library; and._Thelma. “Parker
Hemorial Public and School. Library, .Comments
can be submitted on the EIS website, emailed
fo: ATLR-PTA-EIS@¢70.design, or mailed fo: ATLR
PTA EIS Comments, PO.. Box 3444, Honolulu, Hi
96801-3444. To be considered in the Final EIS, ali
comments must be postmarked or email dated by
11:59.p.m. Hawal'l Standard Time on June 7; 2024,

The public is invited:to attend Second Draft EIS
public meetings on.the following dates.and. time
on the island of Hawai'i: L o
1. Waimea District Park, May 6, 2024,
from 6-8 PM Y
.2 Imiloa-Astronomy Center; May 7, 2024,
- from B-B PM i i e i .
Verbal comments will also be:accepted over the
phone on May 6:and May:7;-2024, by dialing
{808) 515-5518:1 sl

The public will have the option to watch the Second
Draft EIS public:meetings: through a- live: video
stream that can‘be accessed on the EIS website.
For more information on the Second Draft EIS
public meetings, please visit the projectwebsite at:

Ips: - army.mil/ hawaii/ptaeis/project-home.

For more information .or ‘accessibility requests,
please contacttheU.S. Army Garrison Hawai'i, Public
Affairs Office, at usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil or
(808) 787-2140.7 ’







Appendix C

Public Meeting Materials

Public Scoping Draft EIS Public Meeting Materials

Open House Materials Posters
Posters Fact Sheet

Fact Sheet Flyer

Flyer Direct Mail Postcard

Direct Mail Postcard
Second Draft EIS

Questions and Answers Public Meeting Materials
Posters

Fact Sheet

Flyer

Direct Mail Postcard
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Fact Sheet






ARMY)

FACT SHEET

ARMY TRAINING LAND RETENTION AT

POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The Army is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the
island of Hawai‘i. The Army proposes to retain up to approximately
23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA. Military training has taken
place at PTA since 1956.

The Army is initiating the EIS process under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), guided by the Council on Environmental Quality NEPA
implementing regulations in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.)
Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA implementing regulations in Title 32
C.F.R. Part 651. The EIS also will comply with Hawai‘i Revised Statutes
Chapter 343 and Hawai‘i Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1,
collectively referred to as the Hawai‘i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA).
Like NEPA, HEPA ensures environmental concerns are given appropriate
consideration in decision making, along with economic and technical
considerations.

The first step in the NEPA and HEPA processes is to alert the public of the
intention to prepare an EIS. This is done through publication of a Notice of
Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register, and publication of an EIS Preparation
Notice (EISPN) in the State Office of Environmental Quality Control’s
publication, The Environmental Notice. The NOI was published on
September 4, 2020, and the EISPN was published on September 8, 2020.
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FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS
Please contact Michael Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs Officer
Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail.mil; Phone: (808) 969-2411

Hawaii Army National Guard Soldiers react to a simulated ambush during
annual training at PTA. These Soldiers conduct combat operations training
for several weeks during their annual training at PTA.

BACKGROUND

PTA consists of approximately 132,000 acres between the volcanic
mountains of Mauna Loa, Mauna Kea, and Hualalai on the island of
Hawai‘i. United States Army Hawaii (USARHAW) conducts training
at PTA to meet its federally mandated mission of readiness. Training
offered at installations such as PTA supports the Army’s fulfillment
of its role in the Nation’s defense. Users of PTA, including the Army,
U.S. Marine Corps, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air Force, U.S. Army Reserve,
Hawaii Army National Guard, Hawaii Air National Guard, State and
County of Hawai‘i first responders and firefighters, Hawai‘i Civil
Defense Agency, Hawai‘i Emergency Management Agency, State
Office of Homeland Security, Hawai‘i Police Department, and
others, rely on the installation to fulfill agency-specific mission and
readiness requirements. PTA is the largest contiguous live-fire
range and maneuver training area in Hawai‘i and is considered the
Pacific’s Premier Training Center. It is the only U.S. training area in
the Pacific region where training units can complete all mission
essential tasks, and the only installation in Hawai‘i that can
accommodate larger than company-sized units (i.e., battalion and
brigade) for live-fire and maneuver exercises.

The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres at PTA
from the State. The 65-year lease expires on August 16, 2029. Over
the past six decades, the State-owned land has been the keystone
of PTA, supporting numerous training facilities and capabilities
essential to USARHAW and other military services and local
agencies. The State-owned land contains maneuver land and key
training facilities, some of which are not available elsewhere in
Hawai‘i, and provides access between major parcels of U.S.
Government-owned land in PTA. Loss of this land would
substantially impact the ability of USARHAW and other military
services and local agencies to meet their training requirements and
mission of readiness.



mailto:michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail.mil

FACT SHEET

amy)  ARMY TRAINING LAND RETENTION AT
POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

The EIS will evaluate the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts of a variety of reasonable alternatives that meet the purpose
and need of the Proposed Action, which is to retain up to
approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA in support of
continued military training to meet current and future training
requirements. Alternatives to be analyzed in the EIS include: 1) Full
Retention; 2) Modified Retention; and 3) Minimum Retention and
Access. The No Action Alternative (no retention of State-owned land
after 2029) also will be analyzed. Other reasonable alternatives raised
during the scoping process and capable of meeting the purpose and
need of the Proposed Action will be considered for evaluation in the
EIS.

NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The NEPA/HEPA process graphic (below) shows opportunities for public
input in gold. The EIS is currently in the Public Scoping period, which is a
time when public comments are received to help shape development of
the Draft EIS.

NEPA/HEPA PROCESS
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- FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS

Please contact Michael Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs Officer

PUBLIC SCOPING PROCESS

The intent of the scoping process is to reach out early and engage a
broad range of stakeholders with the purpose of informing and
eliciting input. The public scoping process will help identify
reasonable alternatives, potential impacts, and key issues of
concern to be evaluated in the EIS, as well as determine which
stakeholders (e.g., individuals, organizations, and government
agencies) are interested in commenting on the Draft EIS. Scoping
serves as an opportunity to obtain input from the community
regarding issues and resources to be addressed or analyzed through
the EIS process. In this regard, it helps to define the “scope” of issues
and analyses in the EIS.

The public scoping process began September 4, 2020, with publication
of the NOI in the Federal Register, to be followed by publication of the
EISPN. Federal, state, and local agencies, Native Hawaiian organizations,
and the public are invited to participate in the scoping process. The 40-
day public scoping period ends on October 14, 2020.

OPTIONS TO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS
Comment period is September 4 — October 14, 2020
. EIS Website:

usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil

ATLR PTA EIS Comments
P.O. Box 3444
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444

EIS SCOPING VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE
Wednesday, September 23, 2020 at 4 p.m.

During the Scoping Virtual Open House, you can:

e View online presentations and project documents at
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS.

e  Call (808) 300-0220 to submit oral comments from 4 -9
p.m. (only on Wednesday, September 23).

Note: Comment submittal through the EIS website is preferred. All
comments will be valued equally, regardless of how they are
submitted. Please do not submit duplicate comments. Comments
should be written clearly, as commenters will not be contacted to
provide clarification. Personal contact information will not be
published in the Draft or Final EIS. Personal contact information will
be maintained for the project record and will not be released unless
required by law.

Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail.mil; Phone: (808) 969-2411
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ARMY TRAINING LAND RETENTION At

POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA

ARMY SEEKS PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SCOPE OF EIS SCOPING VIRTUAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT OPEN HOUSE
The Army is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Army Training Land Wednesday, September 23,

Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the island of Hawai'i. The Army proposes to
retain up to approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA. Military training has
taken place at PTA since it was established in 1956.

2020 at 4 p.m.
During the Scoping Virtual

The Army is initiating the EIS process under the National Environmental Policy Act Open House you can:
(NEPA), guided by the Council on Environmental Quality NEPA implementing regulations
in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA View online presentations

implementing regulations in Title 32 C.F.R. Part 651. The EIS also will comply with Hawai'i

Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343 and Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1, and pI‘Oject documents at

collectively referred to as the Hawai'i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA). Like NEPA, HEPA https://home.army.mil/hawaii/
ensures environmental concerns are given appropriate consideration in decision making, index.php/PTAEIS.

along with economic and technical considerations.

Call (808) 300-0220 to submit oral
PUBLIC SCOPING PROCESS comments from4-9 p.m. (only on

The public scoping process will help to identify reasonable alternatives, potential impacts, Wednesday, September 23).
and key issues of concern to be evaluated in the EIS. In this regard, it helps to define the
“scope” of issues and analyses addressed in the EIS. The public scoping period starts on

September 4, 2020 and ends on October 14, 2020. Federal, state, and local agencies, NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC
Native Hawaiian organizations, and the public are invited to participate in the scoping
process. Due to uncertainties regarding COVID-19 restrictions, in-person public scoping PARTICIPATION PROCESS
meetings will not be held. The Army is providing opportunities for public input during the )
scoping process by facilitating an EIS Scoping Virtual Open House. The NEPA/HEPA process graphlc
(below) shows opportunities for
REVIEW PROJECT INFORMATION public input in gold.
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS e N
Notice of Intent/EISPN
OPTIONS TO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS N .
s N
Comment period is September 4, 2020 - October 14, 2020. Public Scoping
EIS website: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
N
Email: usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil Draft EIS
Mail: ATLR PTA EIS Comments T L
P.O. Box 3444 f bli .
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444 Draft EIS Public Review
Note: Comment submittal through the EIS website is preferred. All comments will be e - N
valued equally, regardless of how they are submitted. Please do not submit duplicate Final EIS
comments. Comments should be written clearly, as commenters will not be contacted to
provide clarification. Personal contact information will not be published in the Draft or Final - L N
EIS. Personal contact information will be maintained for the project record and will not be Waiting Period
released unless required by law.
- -
Record of Decision
\
FOR MORE INFORMATION ) I X
OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS Agency Action
\

Michael Donnelly, PTA Public Affairs Officer
Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail.mil
Phone: (808) 969-2411






Direct Mail Postcard






'Me) Aq paiinbal ssa)un paseajal aq Jou Jjim pue piodal 338loid ay}
Joj paulejulew aq J)im UoIeULIojU] JOBIUOI JeUSIad "SI 1euld 4o yeid
ay) ul paysiignd aq 10U Jjim UCIBULIOJU] JOBIUOI JEUOSISd "UCREIYLE]D
apinoid 0} pajoBIuod 8q 10U JIM SIBJUBLULLOD Se Aesjd uspLm
8Q pjnoys SHUBLILIOY "SUBWIWIOD 8)edljdnp JWgns Jou op asedld
‘paniwigns ase Aayymoy jo ssajpiebai ‘Ajlenba panjea aq jjim spusiLLod
NV ‘pausjaud s| aysqam S3 8y ybnauyy 1epjugns JusLILIOD ‘eoN «

‘(ez 1aquuaydas ‘Aepsaupasm uo Ajuo)

"wrd 6 -+ WOy S)UBIWOD 110 JWNS 03 0220-00€ (808) 118D »

‘SIIV1Ld/dyd Xapul/llemey/IurAWIe auwoy//-Sany
1B sjuawnaop 303foid pue suoijejuasald aunuo MaIA e

:uea noA ayedioijed oy
‘wrd % 1e 020z 'z Jaquaydas ‘Aepsaupam
*ISNOH N3dO TVNLAIA ONIdOIS SI3

TT#2-696 (808) :auoyd
__E..__mE@>_o.>._._mc:ou.o.._mm:u__.: jlewy

1821440 slieyyy ongnd vid ‘Anauuoq syin

:30BU09 'sysanbal AYN)IqISSad9k 10§ 10 ‘UoBLLLIOJUI J8YLIN 10

4 #4%€-T10896 IH 'nnjouoH )
4i7%7€ X0d '0'd
SUBWWOY S13 V1d 1LY NeW e
Jwew@edauiiemeyAwiesn lews e

S[Avid/dydxepul
7ITEMEq/ )W AWIE awWoy//-Sd11y :9}SqaM SI3
‘0202 '&T 1840390 - #7 Jaquuardas si polsad Juawiwon

/ SLNIWWOI NILLIIM LINGNS OL SNOILdO \

“ST3V1d/dyd Xapui/llemey/]IlurAtiie auwoy//-sdny :1e a)isqam 193foid ay) uo a)qejieAe ale uoijay pasodoid ayy
1noge uonew.ojul J1aylo pue sjelayew buidoas ‘S| ay) ul paien)eAa aq 0} U1aduo0d Jo sanssi Aay pue ‘syoedwi jenuayod
‘saAljeula)je ajqeuoseal A}13uapl 0}'0Z0g ‘T 1890300 -+ Jaquiaydas woJj porsad buidoas s13 ayy burinp sjuawwoo angnd
Buiyaas s1 Awuy ayL ‘bujew uoisiaap ul uopelapisuod ayeridoidde uaalb ale sanss| 21LIOUOI3 pUE |BIUBWUOIIAUS 3INSUS
sassa201d VdIH pue VdaN 8yl ‘(vdaH) 3V Aonod jejuawuoliaug 1lemeH ay3 pue (VdaN) 3V Aanod jejuswuoliaug
JeuoneN ay Japun ssasoud s|3 ay} bunenul s Away ayl ‘bujuiesy Aleyniw panuijuoa jo yoddns uj |lemeH jo puejsi
ay3 uo ealy buiuiel] eojnyeyod e pue) paumo-aels Jo saloe 000'cz Ajorewixoidde 03 dn uieyal 03 sasodoid Away ayL

(s13) uawaje)s yoedw| jejuswUoiAUg J0 8dods UO SjUBWIWIOD aNgnd s)aas Awlly (inarsn)

V34V ONINIVIL VOTNAVHOC 1V NOILNIL3d ANVT ONINIVIL AWV Mufm



€T0S-L5896 IH 'saellegd playoyds

P12y Awly Jsj1@aym

Joo)d pig 'sOT buipiing

*aAY Juown( sojues 86

1EIUBWIUOIIAUT - SYIOM 311qnd JO 3}e1030341d
llemeH uosiuen Awly 's'n

labeuep weibold VdaN



Questions and Answers






QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS (Q’s & A’s)

Environmental Impact Statement for
Army Training Land Retention at Péhakuloa Training Area in Hawai‘i

September 3, 2020

Q-1. What is the Péhakuloa Training Area (PTA) and what is it used for?

A-1: PTA is on the island of Hawai‘i and encompasses approximately 132,000 acres of
land for the specific purpose of preparing military personnel for the rigors of combat. U.S.
Army Hawaii (USARHAW) conducts training at PTA to meet its federally mandated
mission of readiness. Training offered at installations such as PTA support the Army’s
fulfillment of its role in the Nation’s defense. Users of PTA, including the Army, U.S.
Marine Corps, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air Force, U.S. Army Reserve, Hawaii Army National
Guard, Hawaii Air National Guard, State and County of Hawai‘i first responders and
firefighters, Hawai‘i Civil Defense Agency, Hawai‘i Emergency Management Agency,
State Office of Homeland Security, Hawai‘i Police Department, and others, rely on the
installation to fulfill agency-specific mission and readiness requirements. PTA is the
largest contiguous live-fire range and maneuver training area in Hawai‘i and is considered
the Pacific’s Premier Training Center. It is the only U.S. training area in the Pacific region
where training units can complete all mission essential tasks, and the only U.S. training
facility in the Pacific region that can accommodate larger than company-sized units for
live-fire and maneuver exercises.

Q-2. What is the background of Army training use at PTA and future needs?

A-2: The Pohakuloa area was used for training as early as 1938, but not routinely used
until 1943. PTA was formally established in 1956 through a maneuver agreement granted
by the Territory of Hawai‘i. Approximately 23,000 acres of land were leased for military
purposes to the Army in 1964 by the state (State-owned land). The 65-year lease expires
on August 16, 2029. The State-owned land contains maneuver land and key training
facilities, some of which are not available elsewhere in Hawai‘i, and provides access
between major parcels of U.S. Government-owned land on PTA. This land has been key
to PTA’s ability to support numerous training facilities and capabilities essential to
USARHAW and other military services and local agencies. The Army proposes to retain
up to approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA in support of continued
military training (the “Proposed Action”).

Q-3. Why is the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared?

A-3: The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires federal agencies to
examine the potential effects of proposed actions on the human environment. Under
Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343 and Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR)
Chapter 11-200.1, collectively referred to as the Hawai‘i Environmental Policy Act



(HEPA), use of State lands is a trigger that requires environmental disclosure. An EIS-
level analysis is being conducted as, in accordance with HAR Section 11-200.1-14(d)(2),
the accepting authority, the Hawai‘i Department of Land and Natural Resources, has
determined, through its judgement and experience, that the applicant’s Proposed Action
may have a significant effect.

NEPA regulations for environmental disclosure (environmental assessments or
environmental impact statements) are guided by the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations [C.F.R.] Parts 1500-1508. Specific Army
NEPA implementation regulations are in Title 32 C.F.R. Part 651.

The Army intends to prepare a single EIS, compliant with both NEPA and HEPA
regulations, to facilitate concurrent public review and processing at both the federal and
state levels of government.

Q-4. What is the difference between NEPA and HEPA?

A-4: NEPA and HEPA require government agencies proposing to use government land
to identify and analyze the potential adverse environmental, social and economic effects
of the Proposed Action and reasonable alternatives to the Proposed Action that would
provide similar benefits with different environmental impacts. NEPA and HEPA
procedures ensure environmental information is available to public officials and citizens
before decisions are made and before actions are taken, and both allow for public
disclosure and participation.

Like NEPA, the purpose of HEPA is to ensure environmental concerns are given
appropriate consideration in decision making, along with economic and technical
considerations, and allow for public disclosure and participation. Both require publication
of a notice to alert the public to preparation of an EIS, with a public scoping period prior
to preparation of an EIS.

Q-5. What agency is undertaking the EIS?

A-5: The project proponent undertaking the EIS is U.S. Army Garrison-Hawaii (USAG-
HI). The preparer of the EIS is the Department of the Army.

Q-6. What Proposed Action is being considered in the EIS?

A-6: The Proposed Action is to retain up to approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned
land at PTA in support of continued military training. The Army would retain the State-
owned land prior to the end of the current lease to limit impacts on training.



Q-7. What is the purpose and need for the Proposed Action?

A-7: The purpose of the Proposed Action is to enable USARHAW to continue to conduct
military training on the State-owned land within PTA to meet its current and future training
requirements. The Proposed Action is needed to allow access between major parcels of
U.S. Government-owned land at PTA, retain substantial Army infrastructure investments,
allow for future facility and infrastructure modernization, preserve limited maneuver area,
provide austere environment training, and maximize use of the impact area in support of
USARHAW-coordinated training.

Q-8. What resources will be analyzed in the EIS?

A-8: The EIS will analyze the following resources: air quality and greenhouse gases,
airspace, biological resources, archaeological and cultural resources, electromagnetic
spectrum, geology and soils, hazardous and toxic materials and wastes, human health
and safety, land use, noise, socioeconomics and environmental justice, transportation
and traffic, utilities, and water resources. The EIS will quantitatively and qualitatively
analyze and evaluate the potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts of the
proposed alternatives.

Q-9. What resources may be significantly impacted from implementation of the
Proposed Action?

A-9: An EIS-level analysis is being undertaken as the land retention action could have
significant impacts (adverse or beneficial) on biological resources, cultural resources,
hazardous and toxic materials and wastes, socioeconomics, utilities, and human health
and safety.

Q-10. Q-10. What methods of land retention is the Army considering?

A-10: Army Regulation 405-10 identifies authorized methods for Army retention of non-
federal land which include title, lease, easement, and license. Several retention methods
can be accomplished through different mechanisms according to Army Regulations. The
Army would negotiate with the State regarding the most appropriate land retention
method(s) for the selected alternative after issuance of the Record of Decision.

Q-11. When is the scoping period for the EIS?

A-11: The scoping period for a NEPA EIS will occur for 40 days after the publication of
the Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register. In accordance with HAR Section 11-
200.1-23(c), the HEPA scoping period is within 30 days after the publication of the EIS
Preparation Notice (EISPN) in The Environmental Notice, the state Office of
Environmental Quality Control’s publication.

As the EIS will be a joint NEPA-HEPA document, the public scoping processes will run
concurrently and will jointly meet NEPA and HEPA requirements. The NOI will be
published in the Federal Register on September 4, 2020 and the EISPN will be



published in The Environmental Notice on September 8, 2020. The joint NEPA-HEPA
scoping period will end on October 14, 2020.

The Army has voluntarily chosen to extend the NEPA scoping period. The collective
NEPA scoping period will be 40 days.

Q-12. How can the public be involved in the EIS scoping process?

A-12: The public scoping process will help identify possible alternatives, potential
environmental impacts, and key issues of concern to be analyzed in the EIS, as well as
eliminate issues from detailed consideration that are not significant, or which have been
covered by prior environmental reviews.

The Army invites public comments on the scope of the EIS during a 40-day public
scoping period beginning September 4, 2020. Comments can be submitted on the EIS
website: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS, as well as emailed to
usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil, or mailed to: ATLR PTA EIS Comments, P.O. 25 Box
3444, Honolulu, HI 96801-3444. All comments must be postmarked or submitted by
October 14, 2020, to be considered in preparation of the EIS.

Due to public health concerns from COVID-19, large group, in-person public scoping
meetings will not be held. The public is invited to participate in an online EIS scoping
virtual open house September 23, 2020, which will take place on the project website:
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS. During the virtual open house
participants can:

1) View online presentations.

2) Call (808) 300-0220 to submit oral comments from 4 p.m. — 9 p.m. (Wednesday,
September 23 only).

Written comments (mail, email, EIS website) will be accepted throughout the scoping
period. Oral comments will be summarized in the Draft EIS, and the recording will be
made available to the Office of Environmental Quality Control for the public record.
Written comments and associated responses will be included in the Draft EIS.

Q-13. How do you submit comments and, if you have further questions, whom
should you contact?

A-13: Written comments and/or concerns regarding the scope of the EIS can be
submitted via the EIS website at: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS.
Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: usarmy.hawaii.nepa@mail.mil, or mailed to:
ATLR PTA EIS Comments, P.O. Box 3444, Honolulu, HI 96801-3444.

Comments will be accepted from September 4 through October 14, 2020. All comments
will be valued equally, regardless of how they are submitted. Comment submittal through
the EIS website is preferred. Please do not submit duplicate comments. Personal contact


https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS

information will not be published in the Draft or Final EIS. Personal contact information
will be maintained for the project record and will not be released unless required by law.
All relevant identifying information of public agencies, organizations, and elected officials
will be published in the EIS. Comments should be written clearly, as commenters will not
be contacted to provide clarification. For those who do not have ready access to a
computer or internet, the scoping materials posted to the EIS website will be made
available upon request by mail.

For more information or accessibility requests, please contact Michael Donnelly, PTA
Public Affairs Officer by email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@mail.mil, or phone: (808) 969-
2411.

Q-14. Will the public have additional opportunities to participate in the EIS
process?

A-14: Yes, there will be additional opportunities to participate in the EIS process. The
public will be able to participate in a minimum 45-day review period following publication
of a future Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIS. Public outreach will be conducted
during the 45-day comment period. Written comments will be accepted on the Draft EIS
for 45 days after publication of the NOA in the Federal Register.

The Final EIS will also be made available through an NOA, to be published in the Federal
Register, initiating the 30-day waiting period. The Army will complete the EIS process by
issuing a Record of Decision no sooner than 30 days following the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s NOA in the Federal Register, to provide notice that a Final EIS has
been filed.

Written comments also will be accepted for the HRS Chapter 343 process for 45 days
after publication of the NOA of the Draft EIS in The Environmental Notice. A similar NOA
will be published in The Environmental Notice for the Final EIS. The Hawai’i Department
of State Board of Land and Natural Resources will conduct an acceptability determination
of the Final EIS.

Q-15. When will the Draft EIS be completed?

A-15: A definitive timeline has not been established for the completion of the Draft EIS;
however, it is estimated that the Draft EIS will be available by February 2022.
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FACT SHEET

wsmmy) ARMYTRAINING LAND RETENTION AT
POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The Army prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on
the island of Hawai'i. The Proposed Action is to retain up to
approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA.

The Army prepared the Draft EIS under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), guided by the Council on Environmental Quality
NEPA implementing regulations in Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations (C.F.R.) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA
implementing regulations in Title 32 C.F.R. Part 651. The Draft EIS
also complies with Hawai'i Revised Statutes Chapter 343 and Hawai'i
Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1, collectively referred to as
the Hawai'i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA). Both NEPA and HEPA
require government agencies to fully consider the environmental
impacts of a proposed major action and to take appropriate steps,
where necessary, to mitigate potential adverse effects.
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FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS
Please contact Michael Donnelly, External Communications

Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@army.mil; Phone: (808) 656-3160

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

The Draft EIS evaluated the potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts of three reasonable alternatives that meet the
purpose and need of the Proposed Action, which is to retain up to
approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA in
support of continued military training to meet ongoing training
requirements. Alternatives analyzed in the EIS include: (1) Full
Retention (of approximately 23,000 acres); (2) Modified
Retention (of approximately 19,700 acres); and (3) Minimum
Retention and Access (of approximately 10,100 acres and 11
miles of roads and training trails). The No Action Alternative (no
retention of State-owned land after 2029) was also analyzed.
Comments received on the Draft EIS will help shape updates and a
preferred alternative for the Final EIS.

BACKGROUND

PTA consists of approximately 132,000 acres between the
volcanic mountains of Mauna Loa, Mauna Kea, and Hualalai on the
island of Hawai'i. United States Army Hawaii (USARHAW)
conducts training at PTA to meet its federally mandated mission
of readiness. Training offered at installations such as PTA supports
the Army's fulfillment of its role in the Nation's defense. Users of
PTA, including the Army, U.S. Marine Corps, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air
Force, U.S. Army Reserve, Hawaii Army National Guard, Hawaii Air
National Guard, State and County of Hawai'i first responders and
firefighters, Hawai'i Civil Defense Agency, Hawai‘'i Emergency
Management Agency, State Office of Homeland Security, Hawai'i
Police Department, and others, rely on the installation to fulfill
agency-specific mission and readiness requirements. PTA is the
largest contiguous live-fire range and maneuver training area in
Hawai'i and is considered a premier military training center in the
Pacific region. It is the only training area in Hawai'i where
USARHAW units can complete all mission essential tasks, and the
only installation in Hawai'i that can accommodate larger than
company-sized units (i.e., battalion and brigade) for live-fire and
maneuver exercises.

The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres at PTA
from the State. The 65-year lease expires on August 16, 2029.
Over the past six decades, the State-owned land has been the
keystone of PTA, supporting numerous training facilities and
capabilities essential to USARHAW and other military services and
local agencies. The State-owned land contains maneuver area and
key training facilities, some of which are not available elsewhere
in Hawai'i, and provides access between major parcels of U.S.
Government-owned land at PTA. Loss of this land would
substantially impact the ability of USARHAW and other service
components and local agencies to meet their training
requirements and mission of readiness.
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NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The first step in the NEPA/HEPA public notification process is
to alert the public of the intention to prepare an EIS. On
September 4, 2020, the Army published the Notice of Intent
(NOI) in the Federal Register, which started the 40-day public
scoping period. On September 8, 2020, the Army published
an EIS Preparation Notice (EISPN) in the State Environmental
Review Program's publication, The Environmental Notice. On
September 23, 2020, the Army amended the NOI.

The second step in the public notification process is to
prepare a Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIS. On
April 8, 2022, the Army published the NOA in the Federal
Register. The publication announced availability of the Draft
EIS and the start of the public review and comment period.
Additionally, the publication provided information on waysin
which the public can review and comment on the Draft EIS.
After written comments on the Draft EIS have been reviewed
and considered, the Army will prepare a Final EIS.

The NEPA/HEPA process graphic (below) shows
opportunities for public input in gold. The Public Scoping
period ran from September 4, 2020 to October 14, 2020. The
Draft EIS is available and is currently in the Draft EIS Public
Review period, which began on April 8, 2022 and ends on
June 7,2022.

NEPA/HEPA PROCESS
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Draft EIS
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= FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS

Please contact Michael Donnelly, External Communications
Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@army.mil; Phone: (808) 656-3160

DRAFT EIS PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS

The intent of the Draft EIS Public Review process is to provide the public with
information and the opportunity to review the Draft EIS and provide their
comments in order to affect changes that may be implemented in the Final EIS.
The Draft EIS describes alternatives for the Proposed Action and assesses
impacts, which are subject to public review over a 45-day period. Among other
things, input from the public can aid the Army in determining a preferred
alternative that will be presented in the Final EIS.

The Army provided notification of the availability of the Draft EIS to Native
Hawaiian organizations; Federal, State, and local agencies and officials; and other
stakeholders. The Draft EIS and informational materials are available on the EIS
website at: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS. Furthermore, the
public may also review the Draft EIS at the following local libraries:

1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai'i Documents Center

2. Hilo Public Library

3. Kailua-Kona Public Library

4. Thelma Parker Memorial Public and School Library

The Draft EIS public review process began April 8, 2022, with publication of the NOA
in the Federal Register. Federal, State, and local agencies; Native Hawaiian
organizations; and the public are invited to participate in the Draft EIS public review
process. The 60-day public comment period ends on June 7, 2022.

OPTIONS TO SUBMIT COMMENTS

The Draft EIS Public Comment period is April 8 — June 7, 2022.
In-person:
EIS website:
Email:

attend a public meeting
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS

Phone: (808) 470-8884 (April 25-26 only)

Mail: ATLR PTA EIS Comments
P.0. Box 3444
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444
Note: All comments will be valued equally, regardless of how they are submitted.
Personal contact information will not be published in the Final EIS. Personal contact

information will be maintained for the project record and will not be released unless
required by law.

DRAFT EIS PUBLIC MEETINGS
Public meetings will take place at the following
locations on the following dates and times:

1. ‘Imiloa Astronomy Centeron April 25,2022 from 6-8 PMHST
2. Waimea District Park on April 26,2022 from 6-8 PMHST

The public will have the option to watch the Draft
EIS Public Meetings in real time via a live stream
that can be accessed on the EIS website at:

https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS.

Scan with smartphone
to be directed to the
PTA EIS website.
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ARMY SEEKS PUBLIC COMMENTS ON DRAFT NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PARTICIPATION PROCESS
The Army has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Army Training The NEPA/HEPA process graphic

Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the island of Hawai'i. The Army

proposes to retain up to approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA. Military (below) shows opportunities for

training has taken place at PTA since it was established in 1956. public inputin gold.
The Army prepared the Draft EIS under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), .
guided by the Council on Environmental Quality NEPA implementing regulations in Title Notice of Intent/EISPN*

40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA implementing
regulations in Title 32 C.F.R. Part 651. The EIS also complies with Hawai'i Revised Statutes (
Chapter 343 and Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1, collectively referred to as

the Hawai'i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA). Both NEPA and HEPA require government

Public Scoping ]

N
agencies to fully consider the environmental impacts of a proposed major action and to ( Draft EIS
take appropriate steps, where necessary, to mitigate potential adverse effects. .
N
Current i i
DRAFT EIS PUBLIC MEETINGS sroer: mp Draft EIS Public Review
T
Public meetingsforthe Draft EIS will provide information on alternatives that were analyzed, . A
summarize potential impacts, and provide the public an opportunity to comment. The Draft Final EIS
EIS public comment period starts on April 8, 2022 and ends on June 7, 2022. Federal, state, T
and local agencies and officials; Native Hawaiian organizations; and the public are invited Waiting Period )
to participate in the Draft EIS public meetings and provide comments. The public meetings g
will be held at the following locations on the following dates and times: - — —
1. 'Imiloa Astronomy Center on April 25, 2022 from 6-8 PM HST [ Final EIS_ AC_CEptablllty
2. Waimea District Park on April 26, 2022 from 6-8 PM HST Determlnﬁn (State)
N
The public will have the option to watch the Draft EIS Public Meetings in real time via a live ( Record of Decision
stream that can be accessed on the EIS website at: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.
php/PTAEIS T A
( Agency Action
REVIEW PROJECT INFORMATION
The public may review the Draft EIS and meeting materials on the EIS website:
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS. The Draft EIS also is available for review
at the following libraries:
1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai'i Documents Center
2 Hilo Public Library
3.  Kailua-Kona Public Library
4. Thelma Parker Memorial Public and School Library
OPTIONS TO SUBMIT COMMENTS
The Draft EIS Public Comment period is April 8 -June 7,2022.
. . Scan with smartphone to be
In-person: attend a public meeting directed to the PTA EIS website.
EIS website: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/PTAEIS
Email: atlr-pta-eis@g70.design FOR MORE INFORMATION OR
Phone: (808) 470-8884 (April 25-26 only) ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS
Mail: ATLR PTA EIS Comments Michael Donnelly
P.0. Box 3444 ’

External Communications
Email: michael.o.donnelly.civ@army.mil

Note: All comments will be valued equally, regardless of how they are submitted. Personal contact Phone: (808) 656-3160
information will not be published in the Final EIS. Personal contact information will be maintained for
the project record and will not be released unless required by law. * Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice

Honolulu, HI 96801-3444
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Fact Sheet






U.S. ARMY

In 2022, the Army published a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa
Training Area (PTA) on the island of Hawai'i. Based on comments
received during the public comment period, the Army decided to
refine the Proposed Action and alternatives and develop a Second
Draft EIS. The Proposed Action has been revised to retain up to
approximately 22,750 acres of the 23,000 acres of State-owned
land at PTA; additional studies and analysis have also been
incorporated into the Second Draft EIS.

The Army prepared the EIS under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), guided by the Council on Environmental
Quality NEPA implementing regulations in Title 40 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA
implementing regulations in Title 32 CFR Part 651. The Second
Draft EIS also complies with Hawai'i Revised Statutes Chapter
343 and Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1,
collectively referred to as the Hawai'i Environmental Policy Act
(HEPA). Both NEPA and HEPA require government agencies to
fully consider the environmental impacts of a proposed action and
to take appropriate steps, where necessary, to mitigate potential
adverse effects.
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FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS
Please contact USAG-HI PAO, NEPA
Email: usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil; Phone: (808) 787-2140

FACT SHEET

ARMY TRAINING LAND RETENTION AT
POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

The Second Draft EIS evaluated the potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts of three reasonable alternatives that meet the
purpose and need of the Proposed Action, which is to retain up to
approximately 22,750 acres of State-owned land at PTA in support
of continued military training to meet ongoing training
requirements. Alternatives analyzed in the EIS include: (1)
Alternative 1: Maximum Retention (of approximately 22,750
acres); (2) Alternative 2: Modified Retention (of approximately
19,700 acres); and (3) Alternative 3: Minimum Retention and
Access (of approximately 10,100 acres and 11 miles of roads and
training trails). The No Action Alternative (no retention of State-
owned land after 2029) was also analyzed. The Army's Preferred
Alternative is Alternative 2: Modified Retention. Comments
received on the Second Draft EIS will help shape updates for the
Final EIS.

BACKGROUND

PTA consists of approximately 132,000 acres between the volcanic
mountains of Mauna Loa, Mauna Kea, and Hualalai on the island of
Hawai'i. United States Army Hawaii (USARHAW) conducts training
at PTA to meet its federally mandated mission of readiness.
Training offered at installations such as PTA supports the Army's
fulfillment of its role in the Nation's defense. Users of PTA,
including the Army, U.S. Marine Corps, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air Force,
U.S. Army Reserve, Hawaii Army National Guard, Hawaii Air
National Guard, State and County of Hawai'i first responders and
firefighters, Hawai'i Civil Defense Agency, Hawai'i Emergency
Management Agency, State Office of Homeland Security, Hawai'i
Police Department, and others, rely on the installation to fulfill
agency-specific mission and readiness requirements. PTA is the
largest contiguous live-fire range and maneuver training area in
Hawai'i and is considered a premier military training center in the
Pacific region. It is the only training area in Hawai'i where
USARHAW units can complete all mission essential tasks, and the
only installation in Hawai'i that can accommodate larger than
company-sized units (i.e., battalion and brigade) for live-fire and
maneuver exercises.

The U.S. Government leases approximately 23,000 acres at PTA
from the State. The 65-year lease expires on August 16, 2029. Over
the past six decades, the State-owned land has been the keystone
of PTA, supporting numerous training facilities and capabilities
essential to USARHAW and other military services and local
agencies. The State-owned land contains maneuver area and key
training facilities, some of which are not available elsewhere in
Hawai'i, and provides access among major parcels of U.S.
Government-owned land at PTA. Loss of this land would
substantially impact the ability of USARHAW and other service
components and local agencies to meet their training requirements
and mission of readiness.
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NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The NEPA/HEPA process graphic (below) shows
opportunities for public input.

The first step in the NEPA/HEPA public notification process
is to alert the public of the intention to prepare an EIS. On
September 4, 2020, the Army published the Notice of Intent
(NOI) in the Federal Register, which started the 40-day
public scoping period. On September 8, 2020, the Army
published an EIS Preparation Notice (EISPN) in the State
Environmental Review Program's publication, The
Environmental Notice. On September 23, 2020, the Army
amended the NOI to modify the public scoping process due
to the COVID-19 pandemic.

The second step in the public notification process is to
prepare a Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIS. On
April 8, 2022, the Army published the NOA in the Federal
Register. The publication announced availability of the Draft
EIS and the start of the public review and comment period.
Additionally, the publication provided information on ways
in which the public could review and comment on the Draft
EIS. With critical evaluation of comments on the Draft EIS,
the Army determined a Second Draft EIS is warranted. A NOA
for the Second Draft EIS was published in the Federal
Register on April 19, 2024, initiating the public review period.

NEPA/HEPA PROCESS

( NOI/EISPN ]

[ Public Scoping ]

[ Draft EIS ]

[ Draft EIS Public Review ]

( Second Draft EIS ]
Current *SmndoraftEISPubli Revi ]
Status sy
( Final EIS ]

Waiting Period ]

Determination (State)

[ Record of Decision ]
[ Agency Action ) -\ /-

Opportunities for public input are
shown in yellow boxes.

Final EIS Acceptability ]

?_“/ FOR MORE INFORMATION OR ACCESSIBILITY REQUESTS

- Please contact USAG-HI PAO, NEPA

== ~ Email: usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil; Phone: (808) 787-2140

SECOND DRAFT EIS PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS

The intent of the Second Draft EIS public review process is to provide the public
with additional information and changes since the Draft EIS, and the
opportunity to review the Second Draft EIS and provide comments in order to
affect changes that may be implemented in the Final EIS. The Second Draft EIS
describes alternatives for the Proposed Action and assesses potentialimpacts,
which are subject to public review from April 19 through June 7, 2024.

The Army provided notification of the availability of the Second Draft EIS to Native
Hawaiian organizations; Federal, State, and local agencies and officials; and other
stakeholders. The Second Draft EIS and informational materials are available on
the EIS website at: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home.
Furthermore, the public may also review the Second Draft EIS at the following local
libraries:

1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai'i Documents Center

2. Hilo Public Library

3. Kailua-Kona Public Library

4. Thelma Parker Memorial Public and School Library
The Second Draft EIS public review process began April 19, 2024, with publication of
the NOA in the Federal Register. Federal, State, and local agencies and officials;

Native Hawaiian organizations; and the public are invited to participate in the Second
Draft EIS public review process. The comment period is April 19 through June 7,2024.

OPTIONS TO SUBMIT COMMENTS
The Second Draft EIS public comment period is April 19 — June 7, 2024.

*  In-person: Attend a public meeting

EIS website:  https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home
Email: ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design
Phone: (808) 515-5518 (May 6 -7 only

Mail: ATLR PTA EIS Comments
P.0. Box 3444
Honolulu, HI 96801-3444

Note: All comments will be reviewed
regardless of how they are
submitted. Personal contact
information will not be published in
the Final EIS. Personal contact
information will be maintained for
the project record and will not be
released unless required by law.

SECOND DRAFT EIS PUBLIC MEETINGS
Public meetings will take place at the following
locations on the following dates and times:

1. Waimea District Park on May 6, 2024, 6:00-8:00 PM
2.'Imiloa Astronomy Center on May 7,2024, 6:00-8:00 PM

The public may review the meeting materials and will
have the option to watch the Second Draft Public
Meetings in real time via a live stream that can be
accessed on the EIS website at:
https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home.

Scan with smartphone
to be directed to the
PTA EIS website.
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ARMY SEEKS PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SECOND
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Based on comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Army
Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) on the island of Hawai'i, the
Army decided to refine the Proposed Action and alternatives and develop a Second Draft
EIS. The Army proposes to retain up to approximately 22,750 acres of State-owned land at
PTA. Military training has taken place at PTA since it was established in 1956.

The Army prepared the Second Draft EIS under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), guided by the Council on Environmental Quality NEPA implementing regulationsin
Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA implementing
regulations in Title 32 CFR Part 651. The EIS also complies with Hawai'i Revised Statutes
Chapter 343 and Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1, collectively referred to as
the Hawai'i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA). Both NEPA and HEPA require government
agencies to fully consider the environmental impacts of a proposed action and to take
appropriate steps, where necessary, to mitigate potential adverse effects.

REVIEW PROJECT INFORMATION

The public may review the Second Draft EIS and meeting materials on the EIS website:

https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home. The Second Draft EIS also is available
for review at the following libraries:

1. Hawai'i State Library, Hawai'i Documents Center
2 Hilo Public Library

3.  Kailua-Kona Public Library

4

Thelma Parker Memorial Public and School Library

SECOND DRAFT EIS PUBLIC MEETINGS

Public meetings for the Second Draft EIS will provide information on alternatives that were
analyzed, summarize potential impacts, and provide the public an opportunity to comment.
The Second Draft EIS public comment period starts on April 19, 2024 and ends on June 7, 2024.
Federal, state, and local agencies and officials; Native Hawaiian organizations; and the public
are invited to participate in the Second Draft EIS public meetings and provide comments. The
public meetings will be held at the following locations on the following dates and times:

1. Waimea District Park, May 6, 6:00 - 8:00 PM
2. 'Imiloa Astronomy Center, May 7, 6:00 - 8:00 PM

The public may review the meeting materials and will have the option to watch the Second
Draft Public Meetings in real time via a live stream that can be accessed on the EIS website

at: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home.

OPTIONS TO SUBMIT COMMENTS

The Second Draft EIS Public Comment period is April 19, 2024 - June 7, 2024.
In-person:  Attend a public meeting

EIS website: https://home.army.mil/hawaii/ptaeis/project-home

Email: ATLR-PTA-EIS@g70.design
Phone: (808) 515-5518 (May 6 and 7 only)
Mail: ATLR PTA EIS Comments

P.0. Box 3444

Honolulu, HI 96801-3444

Note: All comments will be reviewed, regardless of how they are submitted. Personal contact
information will not be published in the Final EIS. Personal contact information will be maintained for
the project record and will not be released unless required by law.

NEPA/HEPA PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The NEPA/HEPA process graphic shows
opportunities for public input in gold.
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( Draft EIS Public Review

( Second Draft EIS )

Current -ESecond Draft EIS Public Review

Stat
atis —
( Final EIS )

Waiting Period

Final EIS Acceptability
Determination (State
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FOR MORE INFORMATION OR
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Email: usarmy.hawaii.nepa@army.mil
Phone: (808) 787-2140

* Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice
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Appendix D

Scoping and Draft EIS Responses

Responses to Scoping
Responses to Draft EIS Comments

Responses to Second Draft EIS Comments






Responses to Scoping Comments






Army Training Land Retention
at Pohakuloa Training Area EIS
Responses to Scoping Comments

This section of the appendix provides responses to substantive comments received during the 40-day
public comment period on the NOI and EISPN from September 4 to October 14, 2020. The topics raised
during the scoping comment period are grouped into the following categories: Purpose of and Need for
the Proposed Action; Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives; Affected Environment and
Consequences; EIS Findings; and Plans and Policies. Multiple people commented on each of the topics and
those who commented on each topic is listed below the heading. The Army response to the substantive
comments raised is provided under each topic.

Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Action

NATIONAL SECURITY

Army response to comments received from: Jody Brissette; Aaron Stene; David B. Gomes; Amanda Dillon;
Helen Jaccard

Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) is the primary tactical training area for United States Indo-Pacific Command
(USINDOPACOM), which integrates United States (U.S.) Army, U.S. Navy, U.S. Air Force, and U.S. Marine
Corps forces within the USINDOPACOM region to achieve U.S. national security objectives while
protecting national interests. PTA provides training capabilities to support home-station training and joint
training with other U.S. and multinational military units and supports U.S. military activities throughout
the Indo-Pacific theater. PTA also supports U.S. Army Pacific’s Joint Pacific Multinational Readiness
Capability for a high fidelity, joint and multinational maneuver and live-fire training venue as well as robust
after-action reviews.

PTA’s mission includes providing modernized training features and facilities for the U.S. Army Pacific and
other USINDOPACOM units that train at PTA. These units require a full suite of ranges and maneuver
training areas that support live-fire and non-live-fire training requirements. Each soldier and weapon
system crew is assigned an annual or semiannual live-fire training and qualification requirement. Facilities
at PTA support units by providing doctrinally required training to achieve required readiness levels prior
to deployment. PTA is the only U.S. military training facility in the Pacific region where U.S. Army Hawaii
(USARHAW) units can complete all mission essential tasks, use weapons systems at maximum capabilities,
and conduct larger than company-sized live-fire and maneuver exercises.

PTA must be able to continue to support the following:

1. three battalion level units physically on site
2. two battalions conducting training simultaneously with one battalion in support
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3. one battalion conducting collective maneuver and live-fire training at company level or higher
4. one battalion conducting collective maneuver and live-fire training at crew through platoon levels,
and situational training exercise lanes.

The State-owned land contains maneuver area and key training facilities, some of which are not available
elsewhere in Hawai‘i, and provides access between major parcels of U.S. Government-owned land in PTA.
Loss of the State-owned land would substantially impact the ability of USARHAW and other military
services in USINDOPACOM to meet their training requirements and mission of combat readiness. Without
the ability to meet minimal training requirements at PTA, training capabilities for home-stationed troops
in Hawai‘i would be insufficient and therefore readiness levels in the USINDOPACOM region would be
compromised.

HAwAI‘’’S STRATEGIC LOCATION

Army response to comments received from: Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana;
Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Michael Linnolt; Arlene Larrua; Brandie Oye; Shelly Aina; Joseph
Nobriga; Scott Malis; Sasha Davis; M. Kalani Souza; Charley Ice; Amanda Dillon; Sofronio Estores; Helen
Jaccard

Hawai‘i is a strategic location for national defense and rapid deployment of military forces. The
USINDOPACOM region is critical to National Security and covers more of the globe than - and shares
borders with all - the other five geographic combatant commands. Army training facilities in Hawai‘i
provide a range of environments that cannot be replicated at other U.S. training areas located in the
continental United States or Alaska, specifically the tropical climate typically found throughout the Indo-
Pacific region, and the remote and austere high-altitude environment of PTA on the island of Hawai’i.
There are significantly high financial costs associated with the transportation of Army personnel and
equipment stationed in Hawai’i to train in the continental United States or Alaska.

PTA is the only training area in the State that is classified as a Major Training Area. Loss of the State-owned
land would substantially impact the ability of USARHAW and other military services in USINDOPACOM to
meet their training requirements and mission of combat readiness. Without the ability to meet minimal
training requirements at PTA, training capabilities for home-stationed troops in Hawai‘i would be
insufficient and readiness levels in the USINDOPACOM region would be compromised. Chapter 1 of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) provides additional information on the importance of Hawai’i
and PTA to the U.S. military.

Relocating training elsewhere does not satisfy the purpose and need for the Proposed Action. Chapter 1
of the EIS describes the purpose and need for the Proposed Action, and Chapter 2 describes the Proposed
Action and identifies the alternatives considered in the EIS.
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EIS PROCESS

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; County of Hawaii Planning Department; Temple of Lono; Hawai‘i Peace and
Justice; Environmental Caucus of the Democratic Party of Hawai‘i; Na Kupuna Moku O. Keawe; Sierra Club,
Hawai‘i Island Group; Judy Tiktinsky; Seanna Pieper-Jordan; Sofronio Estores; Helen Jaccard; Brenda
Bailey-White; Kyle Kajihiro

The EIS addresses National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and Hawai‘i environmental laws
(Hawai‘i Revised Statute [HRS] Chapter 343 and Hawai‘i Administrative Rules [HAR] Chapter 11-200.1),
collectively referred to as the Hawai‘i Environmental Policy Act (HEPA). The Notice of Intent was published
prior to the September 14, 2020, effective date of the update to the regulations implementing the
procedural provisions of the NEPA; therefore, the EIS is being developed in accordance with Council on
Environmental Quality and Army NEPA implementation regulations in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Parts 1500-1508 (1978 version) and Title 32 CFR Part 651, respectively.

Under HEPA, HRS Chapter 343 identifies the accepting authority as the agency with the greatest
responsibility for approving the Proposed Action. The State-owned land is held by the Hawai‘i Department
of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) Land Division, so DLNR is the accepting authority for the EIS. So as
to not overlook any potentially significant impacts, the accepting authority has authorized the applicant
to prepare an EIS without first completing an Environmental Assessment, as allowed under HAR Section
11-200.1-14(d)(2).

The scoping process initiated by publication of the Notice of Intent and the Environmental Impact
Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN) is described in Chapter 1 of the EIS. Chapter 8 lists all parties
contacted as part of the scoping effort, and all those who provided comments.

The scoping process fulfilled the requirements of NEPA and HEPA implementation regulations. Project
information was made publicly available on the U.S. Army Garrison-Hawaii website, and a contact name
and telephone number were provided for requests of materials in a printed format. The Army decided not
to hold in-person public scoping meetings to protect public health and safety due to the coronavirus
(COVID-19) pandemic. National and local orders and proclamations in response to the pandemic in the
U.S. included the County of Hawai‘i Mayor’s COVID—19 Emergency Rule No. 11 (dated August 25, 2020),
the State of Hawai‘i Office of the Governor’s Twelfth Proclamation Related to the COVID-19 Emergency
(dated August 20, 2020), and Army guidance. An online EIS Scoping Virtual Open House was held on
September 23, 2020, and included the same components that would have been made available at an in-
person open house event. The Army believes that sufficient information was provided during the public
scoping period and provided four ways for the public to comment: oral comments via a telephone line
during the Scoping Virtual Open House; and written comments via the website, email, or U.S. Postal
Service mail throughout the 40-day scoping period.
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What constitutes a substantive comment is defined under HEPA. In deciding whether a written comment
is substantive, the Army considered the validity, significance and relevance of the comment to the scope,
analysis or process of the EIS, as noted in HAR 11-200.1-26(a). The EIS includes all scoping comments
received (Appendix B), and responses to the substantive topics are also provided.

Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives

PROPOSED ACTION

Army response to comments received from: Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Mauna Kea Moku Nui
‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Jeffrey Mermel; Jim Albertini; Amy Smith; Alexandra Bernstein; Mary
Macmillan; Charles Ota; Seanna Pieper-Jordan; Sofronio Estores; Brenda Bailey-White; Dr. Noe Wong-
Wilson

The Proposed Action (i.e., retention of up to approximately 23,000 acres of State-owned land at PTA) is a
real estate action (administrative action) that would enable continuation of ongoing activities on the
retained State-owned land. It does not include construction, modernization, or changes in ongoing
activities. Additionally, the Proposed Action does not include changes to the use, size, or configuration of
the special use airspace overlying the State-owned land. Current ongoing activities within the State-owned
land were previously analyzed in separate NEPA documents, as applicable, and future construction,
modernization, or changes in ongoing activities within the retained State-owned land would require
separate NEPA (and potentially HEPA) compliance, as applicable.

The Proposed Action does not include a timeline for the length of retention because the timeline is
unknown and subject to future negotiations between the Army and the State based on the land retention
estates available to the Army (i.e., title, lease, easement, and license).

In addition to the Proposed Action and alternatives, Chapter 2 of the EIS provides a summary of the
training areas, facilities, utilities, and infrastructure within the State-owned land; current activities
conducted within the State-owned land; and land retention estates available to the Army. The purpose of
and need for the Proposed Action are explained in Chapter 1 of the EIS, and Chapter 3 of the EIS details
the affected environment, including region of influence, and potential environmental consequences of
the Proposed Action alternatives.

ALTERNATIVES

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Temple of Lono; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice;, Mauna Kea Moku Nui
‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Helen Jaccard; Brenda Bailey-White; Dr. Noe Wong-Wilson; Michael
Jones

The EIS analyzes potential impacts from implementation of the Proposed Action (general action of
retention of the State-owned land) via a range of reasonable alternatives (specific actions for retention of
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the State-owned land). The alternatives vary in extent and location of retention based on the areas and
features that are most critical to the U.S. military. Therefore, the alternatives are based on usefulness or
criticality of the land, facilities, utilities, and infrastructure to the U.S. military, not acreage. The
alternatives are Alternative 1 (full retention), Alternative 2 (modified retention), Alternative 3 (minimum
retention and access), and the No Action Alternative (no retention), and provide a reasonable range of
alternatives, including reduced action alternatives. As with the Proposed Action, the alternatives do not
include construction or changes in ongoing activities. Additionally, the alternatives do not include
modernization of ranges, facilities, utilities, and infrastructure on the State-owned land but do not
prohibit future modernization.

Where available, the alternatives in Chapter 2 include quantitative information (e.g., acres, miles), and
Chapter 3 contains additional quantitative information for each of the alternatives. Because the State-
owned land and various alternatives are only portions of PTA, the number of activities conducted within
those areas is not known for all features (e.g., miles travelled on roads, air quality emissions from vehicles
and munitions). In these instances, the alternatives present qualitative statements regarding the assumed
level of activity reduction associated with each alternative based on the land, facilities, utilities, and
infrastructure that would not be retained under each alternative.

Reasonable alternatives must satisfy the purpose of and need for the Proposed Action, and meet the
screening criteria, which are based on the purpose and need statements. Chapters 1 and 2 of the EIS
elaborate on the Proposed Action purpose and need statements and the screening criteria, which have
been consolidated and simplified. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 adequately meet the purpose and need
statements and all the screening criteria. Alternatives that were considered by the Army but do not
adequately meet one or more of the screening criteria (i.e., Alternatives 4: Retention of Only Access,
Utilities, and Infrastructure; Alternative 5: Retention with Limits on the Types of Training and Future
Modernization; and Alternative 6: Short-term Retention) are addressed in Chapter 2 of the EIS but are not
carried forward for detailed analysis.

Prior to the initiation of the EIS, the Army evaluated alternatives to the Proposed Action (e.g., virtual-only
training, relocation of training infrastructure from the State-owned land to other parts of PTA, move
training to other areas within and outside of Hawai‘i), which are briefly discussed in Chapter 1 of the EIS.
These alternatives are not reasonable alternatives because they are alternatives to implementing the
Proposed Action, not alternatives for implementing the Proposed Action. These alternatives do not satisfy
the purpose and need statements and do not meet the screening criteria and therefore are not discussed
in Chapter 2 of the EIS. Likewise, alternatives that are not associated with the Proposed Action (e.g., return
all of PTA to the State, change training types) are not reasonable alternatives and are not discussed in
Chapter 2 of the EIS.

The alternatives do not incorporate the various land retention estates because the conditions that would
be negotiated between the Army and State for each land retention estate are not known and it would be
extremely cumbersome and difficult for readers to understand, particularly for alternatives that might
work best with a combination of land retention estates. Therefore, to account for the range of potential
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impacts that could result from the Proposed Action alternatives, the EIS analyzes potential impacts
associated with obtaining title, which generally would have the potential to result in the greatest impacts
because it would not involve the conditions that could be associated with the other land retention estates.
As discussed in the EIS Section 3.1, the Army considered whether different land retention estates would
have greater impacts than title but did not identify any instances where this would apply.

The alternatives described in Chapter 2 of the EIS do not include mitigation measures or additional
resource protections; however, Chapter 3 of the EIS discusses current best management practices,
standard operating procedures, and mitigation requirements for existing actions within the State-owned
land as well as potential mitigation measures for the alternatives.

Chapter 2 of the EIS provides a brief summary of potential impacts (reductions) on training under each
alternative so all resource area analyses use the same assumptions. The Proposed Action alternatives do
not include actions for accommodating training lost due to return of the State-owned land to the State. If
the Army proposes actions in the future to accommodate lost training, it would require separate NEPA
(and potentially HEPA) compliance.

Because the Proposed Action is a real estate action, not a training action, the alternatives do not contain
specifics regarding type and number of munitions used within the State-owned land. Alternatives 2 and 3
and the No Action Alternative include reductions in the land retained by the military, which would reduce
the levels and types of training that can be conducted within the State-owned land retained. The EIS
qualitatively discusses the potential impacts of the various alternatives on training, including munitions
use and safety.

Preferred Alternative: The Army will identify the preferred alternative in the Final EIS and Record of

Decision.

Alternative 3: Alternative 3 is not limited to providing access through the State-owned land because that
would not meet several elements of the purpose and need statements and several screening criteria.
Consequently, Alternative 3 includes access and minimum retention of vital training and support facilities
and associated maneuver areas necessary for USARHAW to continue to meet its current training
requirements on the State-owned land.

Chapter 2 of the EIS identifies and describes the areas proposed to be retained under Alternative 3.
Alternative 3 continues to include land use rights to enable the firing of indirect-fire weapons from U.S.
Government-owned land northwest of the State-owned land into the impact area to enable continued
use of firing points that are among the furthest from the impact area. These firing points allow for long
distance firing by indirect-fire weapons, which is essential for training. Land use rights associated with
firing from these firing points over State-owned land not retained would consider necessary safety
requirements.
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No ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Army response to comments received from: Temple of Lono; Environmental Caucus of the Democratic
Party of Hawai‘i; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Kelsey Amos; Christopher Baker; Danielle West; Amy
Perruso; Antoinette Freitas; Bianca Isaki; Jerard Jardin; Sam Jacobs; Wendy Volkmann; Michael Gast; Erika
Leaf; Ariana Thompson-Lastad; Sam Warren; Sydney Ji; Aurora Cole; Jonathan & Jamaica Osorio; Elisabeth
Mehana Makainai; Mailani Makainai; AziaLynne Bird; Helen Jaccard; Dexter Ka‘iama

The No Action Alternative in the EIS elaborates on the impacts (including training impacts) associated with
not retaining the State-owned land and associated training facilities, many of which cannot be located
elsewhere within PTA due to operational, safety, and environmental constraints. Under the No Action
Alternative, all of the State-owned land would be controlled and managed by the State following lease
expiration.

Lease Compliance Actions and Return of Land: Chapter 2 of the EIS includes additional information

describing lease compliance actions (e.g., reforestation, removing signs, removing or abandoning
structures, and removing weapons and shells) and return of State-owned land not retained that would be
triggered via lease expiration under Alternative 2, Alternative 3, and the No Action Alternative. Per the
lease, the lease compliance actions may occur after expiration of the lease. The lease includes provisions
regarding the technical capabilities and economic costs associated with the lease compliance actions. The
Army would conduct the lease compliance actions and return the State-owned land not retained in
accordance with the lease or otherwise negotiated with the State. The parameters for lease compliance
actions would be defined and determined after completion of the EIS. It is assumed lease compliance
actions would occur under various Department of Defense programs. Additionally, it is assumed removal,
investigation, and cleanup of hazardous and toxic materials and wastes, including munitions and
explosives of concern, within the State-owned land not retained would occur under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act.

LAND RETENTION ESTATES

Army response to comments received from: Temple of Lono; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i
Island Group; Helen Jaccard; Dr. Noe Noe Wong-Wilson; Alexandra Bernstein

The EIS clarifies that the current lease of State-owned land cannot be renewed or extended under current
State laws. If the Army decides to proceed with the Proposed Action, the Army would negotiate with the
State regarding one or more new land retention estates (i.e., title, lease, easement, and license) and
methods (e.g., purchase, negotiation, donation, exchange, eminent domain) for the selected alternative.
Each of the parties, the Army and State, would negotiate based on its needs and obligations as is typical
of any negotiation. Because negotiation options cannot be known prior to initiation of negotiation, which
cannot formally begin before the conclusion of the EIS process, the potential conditions, duration, land
valuation methods, and fees associated with the various land retention estates are outside the scope of
the EIS.
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Hawai‘i County is not the land owner of the State-owned land; therefore, the Army would not negotiate
with the county.

The EIS does not consider the potential land retention methods for conducting the various land retention
estates because the potential impacts on the State-owned land would be the same regardless of the land
retention method.

Affected Environment and Consequences

LAND USE

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
National Natural Landmarks Program; Department of Hawaiian Home Lands; Department of Health,
Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office; Temple of Lono; Maunakea Observatories; Hawai'‘i
Peace and Justice; University of Hawai‘i Institute for Astronomy; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Native
Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Sheena Lopes; Jeffrey Mermel; Jon Sabati; Keith Okamoto; Laurie Jenkins; Jim
Albertini; Henrietta Jeremiah; Jerard Jardin; Hanalei Fergerstrom; Joel Nakamoto;, Maka‘ala O Ka Hana
Wai; Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Carl
Christensen; Michael Linnolt; Aaron Stene; Kelsey Amos; Christopher Baker; Danielle West; Amy Perruso;
Antoinette Freitas; Bianca Isaki; Selah Levine; Carl Geise; Wendy Volkmann; Michael Gast; Erika Leaf;
Michael Reimer; Ariana Thompson-Lastad; A‘ohe ‘Oihana; Sam Warren; Sydney Ji; Aurora Cole; James
Anthony; Elisabeth Mehana Makainai; Mailani Makainai; Azialynne Bird; Amanda Dillon; Sofronio Estores;
Helen Jaccard; Dr. Noe Noe Wong-Wilson; Dexter Ka‘iama, Linnea Heu,; Nancy Redfeather

Section 3.2, the Land Use section of the EIS, encompasses recreation (including hunting), encroachment
management, vistas, and land tenure. Hunting is the primary recreational use in State-owned land at PTA;
which unit(s) are open for hunting depend on military training schedules. Public hunting within PTA is
governed by State rules, and the schedule is subject to training schedule compatibility. State management
of hunting areas within PTA is outside the scope of this EIS.

Potential impacts on visual resources, including the Mauna Kea National Natural Landmark, are analyzed
in Section 3.2.

The EIS describes the State-owned land currently leased by the Army based on federal, State of Hawai’i,
and County of Hawai‘i laws and classifications of land tenure. The EIS presents the current federal and
state laws and legal rulings that affirm the State-owned land at PTA was legally transferred to the State.
The EIS analyses is based on these existing legal precedents.

The parcel descriptions attached to the lease provide the legal definition of the land, based on land
surveys. The lease identifies DLNR as the lessor of the State-owned land. On the eastern boundary of the
area defined as Parcel C in the lease, 250 acres appear to be owned by the State of Hawai‘i and managed
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and administered by DHHL. Section 3.2 of the EIS provides further information regarding the status of the
lease.

Ceded land was either Crown or government land until 1893, when the Hawaiian Kingdom was
overthrown. Tenure of ceded land has evolved over time and ownership is currently held by both the
State and federal governments. An overview of ceded land tenure in Hawai‘i is provided in EIS Section 3.2.

The Proposed Action stated in the EIS, “to retain... State-owned land at PTA,” does not specify the estate(s)
and method(s) of land retention. This is due to several factors, including (1) negotiation options cannot
be known prior to negotiations being initiated, which cannot formally begin before the conclusion of the
EIS process, (2) the potential conditions associated with the various land retention estates are not know
and would be subject to negotiation, and (3) the final negotiation could include multiple land retention
estates and methods. Army Regulation 405-10 authorizes various estates for Army retention of non-
federal government-owned land including title (full ownership), lease, easement, and license.

The Army strives to comply with lease terms and was not a party to the lawsuit brought by Ching and
Kaha‘ulelio (referred to as Ching v. DLNR). Section 3.5 of the EIS summarizes the current conditions and
potential impacts related to hazardous materials and wastes on the State-owned land.

In 1964, all lands in the State were classified into four land use districts: urban, rural, agricultural and
conservation. The conservation district encompasses lands in the forest and water reserve zones
established prior to 1957. The conservation district statute, HRS Section 183C, considers lawful use of
lands established prior to October 1, 1964 as nonconforming. The lease for PTA was executed prior to that
date and therefore has not been required to conform to the statute. HAR Chapter 13-5 provides for
authorization of additional uses as discussed in EIS Section 3.2.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Maunakea Observatories; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Sierra Club, Hawai’i
Island Group; Hawai‘i Island Chamber of Commerce; Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building
‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Jared Bernard; Jody Brissette; Jon Sabati; Kelsey Amos;
Christopher Baker; Danielle West; Amy Perruso; Antoinette Freitas; Bianca Isaki; Shelly Aina;, Wendy
Volkmann,; Michael Gast; Erika Leaf; William Greentree; Cindy Kester; Ariana Thompson-Lastad; Sam
Warren; Sydney Ji; Colonel Ann Wright; Aurora Cole; Amanda Dillon; Seanna Pieper-Jordan; Linnea Heu;
Nancy Redfeather; Joel Nakamoto

Federal activities are guided by Endangered Species Act as discussed in EIS Section 3.3.2. All U.S. military
installations are required to have an Integrated Natural Resource Management Plan (INRMP) to provide
technical guidance to those responsible for land use planning and decision-making. The INRMP
incorporates information and responsibilities outlined in biological opinions issued by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act. Obligations of the federal government
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with respect to all trust resources at PTA are spelled out in the INRMP and pertain to the State-owned
land until the land is no longer under U.S. military control.

Conservation efforts have been undertaken at PTA for threatened and endangered plant species.
Approximately 28 miles and 8,500 acres of ungulate exclusion fencing has been installed to form seven
units located in part, or entirely, on State-owned land (Figure 3-5). Fencing exclosure areas allow the Army
to manage sensitive species more efficiently and effectively. The distribution of native plants and animals
within the State-owned land is described in the EIS, and federally- and State-listed species identified in
previous surveys provided in Tables 3-3, 3-4 and 3-5. While approximately 5,095 acres of State-owned
land in PTA was designated as Palila critical habitat in 1977, Loxioides bailleui (finch-billed honeycreeper)
is generally seen only at elevations well above those of the State-owned land at PTA (Figure 3-5). There
have been no observations of this species on State-owned land at PTA.

Hunting opportunities are provided to the public in designated areas outside the ungulate exclusion
fencing units. Measures to address ungulate control are included in the existing INRMP. The EIS considers
the impact of potential changes to access for hunting on the State-owned land related to the alternatives
in Section 3.2.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus
Building ‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Ariana Thompson-Lastad; Sam Warren; Sydney Ji;
Colonel Ann Wright; Charley Ice; Seanna Pieper-Jordan; Sofronio Estores; Jojo Tanimoto; James Head;
Nancy Redfeather

The EIS presents a thorough review of baseline archaeological and historic resource conditions, including
summaries of previous archaeological studies conducted within State-owned land and an inventory of
identified archaeological and historic architecture properties. The EIS includes this information in
narrative and tabular form. The scope of this EIS covers the alternatives of full to minimum retention of
the State-owned land only, and addresses only the current baseline conditions for the State-owned land.

The Proposed Action for this EIS is a real estate action. It does not include proposed changes to the
ongoing activities conducted at PTA. Potential future actions that are not part of the current Proposed
Action would require separate NEPA analysis.

Rigorous avoidance measures for historic properties known to be extant within PTA are defined in two
documents: Programmatic Agreement Among The U.S. Army Garrison, Péhakuloa Training Area, U.S.
Army Garrison, Hawaii, The Hawai‘i State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation Regarding Routine Military Training Actions and Related Activities at United States Army
Installations on the Island of Hawai‘i, Hawai‘i and Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan for the
U.S. Army Garrison. The EIS summarizes the applicable elements of the following documents, which can
be referenced by the public:
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https://home.army.mil/hawaii/application/files/7215/6262/2746/USAG-P _ICRMP_ Hawaii Final Signed.
pdf; https://home.army.mil/hawaii/application/files/3916/0210/3455/USAG-P Hawaii Island Training
PA Signed 27SEP18 PUBLIC RELEASE VERSION.pdf

The EIS discusses Proposed Action in relationship to relevant historic preservation laws, including the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and Hawai‘i Revised Statues Chapter 6E.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Army response to comments received from: County of Hawaii Planning Department; Hawaii County
Council, District 9 (North and South Kohala); Temple of Lono; Ola‘a First Hawaiian Church; Hawai‘i Peace
and Justice; Malama Makua; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Maka‘ala O Ka Hana Wai; Hawai‘i Island
Chamber of Commerce; Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal
Corporation; Et Al. Native Tenants; Tara Rojas; Sheena Lopes; Cat Orlans; Thomas Lenchanko; Donna
Grabow; Kelsey Amos; Christopher Baker; Danielle West; Amy Perruso; Antoinette Freitas; Bianca Isaki;
Jim Albertini; Shelly Aina; Ellen Schomer; Carol McMillan; Wendy Volkmann,; Michael Gast; Erika Leaf;
Kinion Wahineali‘i Carroll; Savory Yarrow; Ellen Wilhite; Colonel Ann Wright; M. Kalani Souza; Aurora Cole;
Jonathan & Jamaica Osorio; Sofronio Estores; Helen Jaccard; Hanalei Fergerstrom; Dr. Noe Noe Wong-
Wilson; Dexter Ka‘iama; Pearl Kaiama; Jim Albertini; Jojo Tanimoto; Kahumu Rasi

Archaeological surveys and Cultural Impact Assessments (CIAs) are concerned with distinct and different
foci. Archaeological studies are primarily concerned with historic properties and tangible heritage,
whereas ClAs consider cultural practices and beliefs, which can be associated with a specific location but
are also often intangible in nature. Articles IX and XII of the State Constitution, other state laws, and the
courts of the state require state government agencies to protect and preserve cultural beliefs, practices,
and resources of Native Hawaiians and other ethnic groups. To assist state decision makers in the
protection of cultural resources, HRS Chapter 343 and HAR 11-200.1 rules for the environmental impact
assessment process require project proponents to assess proposed actions for their potential impacts to
cultural properties, practices, and beliefs.

This process was clarified by the Act 50, Session Laws of Hawai‘i 2000, which recognizes the importance
of protecting Native Hawaiian cultural resources and requires that an EIS include the disclosure of the
effects of a proposed action on the cultural practices of the community and state, and the Native Hawaiian
community in particular. Specifically, the Environmental Council suggested the CIAs should include
information relating to practices and beliefs of a particular cultural or ethnic group or groups. Such
information may be obtained through public scoping, community meetings, ethnographic interviews, and
oral histories. The EIS highlights the process undertaken to prepare a CIA for the P6hakuloa area.

The CIA (Appendix E) presents a comprehensive collection of information about the state lands, federal
lands, and cultural landscape as the geographic extent of study. It fills gaps in data from previous studies
by thoroughly identifying place names and cultural resources found in English and Hawaiian language
resources. The comprehensive list of data serves as a critical baseline from which cultural resources and
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traditional practices were identified. Numerous historic maps previously excluded from past studies are
included in the CIA. Appropriate information concerning the related ahupua‘a was collected, focused on
areas near or adjacent to the project area, and a thorough analysis of the project’s potential impacts to
cultural resources and traditional practices (including access rights) was conducted. All the comments
from the scoping period related to these issues are summarized in the CIA and were responded to within
the analysis framework. Summaries of interviews with recognized cultural experts are included in the CIA.

The State and its agencies have an affirmative obligation to preserve and protect the reasonable exercise
of customarily and traditionally exercised rights of Hawaiians to the extent feasible. State law further
recognizes that the cultural landscapes provide living and valuable cultural resources where Native
Hawaiians have and continue to exercise traditional and customary practices, including to hunting, fishing,
gathering, and religious practices. In Ka Pa‘akai, the Hawai‘i Supreme Court provided government
agencies an analytical framework to ensure the protection and preservation of traditional and customary
Native Hawaiian rights while reasonably accommodating competing private development interests. The
CIA further describes how this is accomplished.

Any analysis of land ownership is outside the scope of these documents. The EIS provides an overview of
land tenure in Hawai‘i in Section 3.2, but land ownership history is not analyzed.

HAzARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTES

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Department of Hawaiian Home Lands; Department of Health, Hazard
Evaluation and Emergency Response Office; Temple of Lono; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Environmental
Caucus of the Democratic Party of Hawai‘i; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Maka‘ala O Ka Hana Wai;
Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Carl
Christensen; Alexis Cox; Kelsey Amos; Christopher Baker; Danielle West; Amy Perruso; Antoinette Freitas;
Bianca Isaki; Dana Keawe; Wendy Volkmann; Michael Gast; Erika Leaf; Lorrie Beggs; Kalai S. Posiulai;
Kinion Wahineali‘i Carroll; Michael Reimer; Ariana Thompson-Lastad; Sam Warren; Sydney Ji; Colonel Ann
Wright; Mailani Makainai; Azialynne Bird; Seanna Pieper-Jordan; Sofronio Estores; Brenda Bailey-White;
Dr. Noe Noe Wong-Wilson; Jim Albertini; Michael Jones; Nancy Redfeather

The Army adheres to federal requirements to address potential spills and releases including the
Installation Restoration Program, Underground Storage Tank/Aboveground Storage Tank Inspection
Program, and the Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures/ National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System. If spills occur at PTA, the extent of the spill is investigated, characterized, and remediated in
compliance with regulatory requirements, thus minimizing potential pollutants.

The Army has been working with and continues to work closely with the National Response Center and
the State of Hawai‘i Department of Health to identify soil and surface water contamination. The Army will
continue this collaborative effort to ensure the protection of human health and the environment.

D-12 % u.s. ARMY



Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
Final Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix D: Scoping and EIS Responses

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 provides guidelines and standards for the disposal
of hazardous waste. This act is the federal program for management and control of hazardous wastes
from “cradle to grave” and is the basic law for the regulation of hazardous waste management practices.
The Department of the Army Pamphlet 200-1, Environmental Protection and Enhancement governs the
use, transport, and disposal of all hazardous materials and regulated waste by military or civilian personnel
and on-post tenants and contractors at all Army facilities. In addition to these procedures, USAG-HI
follows its own Installation Hazardous Waste Management Plan.

Guidance and procedures for the remediation of Formerly Used Defense Sites can be found in the
Department of Defense Ammunition and Explosives Safety Standards (DoDD 6055.9E, 2019).

UXO: Between 1960 and 1968, up to 100 20-millimeter spotting rounds containing a depleted uranium
(DU) alloy were fired from three ranges into specific areas of the impact area. These ranges and the impact
area represent a small fraction of PTA’s total area, and the State-owned land only contains a portion of
one of the three ranges. The Army completed a Baseline Human Health Risk Assessment Report in 2010
to assess the potential risk posed by DU at PTA. The risk assessment report indicated that there are no
likely adverse impacts to current and potential future persons working on or living near PTA.

In 2011, the DU data and analysis were presented to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), which
issued a license for the DU at PTA. Under this license, the Army follows approved Safety and
Environmental Radiation Monitoring plans to monitor potential DU migration by periodically sampling
groundwater and surface water. The license requires the Army to comply with NRC regulations and
standards for protecting the public and the environment from radiation and is subject to NRC inspections
and periodic reviews. These requirements are meant to ensure the DU will not pose a future health risk.
The license does not authorize the Army to use DU or decommission the sites. Any cleanup would require
additional review and approval by the NRC to ensure that public health and safety would continue to be
protected. Monitoring data indicates no measurable migration of DU to nearby surface water. An airborne
uranium monitoring program concluded that the DU had not impacted air quality, and the uranium levels
in the collected particulate matter samples were within the range of naturally occurring uranium in
Hawaiian soils and rock.

The vast majority of munitions and explosives of concern, which consists of unexploded ordnance,
discarded military munitions, and munitions constituents, at PTA has been found on training areas, ranges,
and firing points that are not open to the public and are being actively used for military training. The EIS
fully discusses the extent of munitions and explosives of concern within the State-owned land and the
Army’s cleanup procedures and status of cleanup. If unexploded ordnance is discovered anywhere on PTA,
the Army’s Explosive Ordnance Disposal staff uses various methods, including explosives, to disarm or
destroy the item.

The Army performed a surface cleanup of the Former Bazooka Range to remove over 1,000 pounds of
visible munitions and munitions debris and to eliminate the imminent and substantial health and safety
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risk. The EIS provides the latest information on the cleanup of the Former Bazooka Range and other
training area/range sites on the State-owned land.

AIR QUALITY

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group;, Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Jeffrey
Mermel; Sofronio Estores

The Army used the Davy Crocket Weapons System at PTA from 1962 to 1968. The system used a 20-
millimeter spotting round (M101) to show where the weapon system was aimed. The body of the spotting
round was made of a DU alloy. The Davy Crocket Weapons System was fired on four ranges at PTA, and
one of the four ranges is partially on the State-owned land (i.e., Range 13 on TA 9). Fugitive dust downwind
of the ranges was suspected to have higher than average levels of uranium. The Army completed a 1-year
airborne uranium monitoring program in 2009 to determine if the decay and vaporization of DU fragments
has impacted local air quality. The monitoring program collected 210 air samples from three sites upwind
and downwind of PTA to provide a basis of comparison. The monitoring program concluded that the DU
had not impacted air quality at PTA or in the surrounding area because the total airborne uranium levels
in the collected particulate matter samples were within the range of naturally occurring uranium in
Hawaiian soils and rock and were several orders of magnitude below U.S. and international chemical and
radiological health guidelines.

Air emission sources at PTA include exhaust from military vehicles, aircraft flight operations, liquefied
petroleum gas-fired boilers servicing four buildings, and ten internal combustion engines; dust from
vehicle use on gravel and dirt roads and near-ground helicopter operations; and ordnance use and
explosives detonation. The installation’s potential and actual air emissions were last enumerated in 2010
and are summarized in EIS Section 3.6. These emissions have not appreciably changed since 2010 because
installation activities have remained largely consistent, and no additional major facilities have been
constructed. Air emission sources associated with training and other activities within the State-owned
land include exhaust from military vehicles and aircraft flight operations, dust from vehicle use on gravel
and dirt roads and near-ground helicopter operations, ordnance use and explosives detonation, and a 45-
kilowatt (60 horsepower) internal combustion engine for an emergency generator at Building 601.

The Army follows a Dust and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan to identify, monitor, and minimize
fugitive dust emissions from PTA. While the predominate source of fugitive dust emissions at PTA is
maneuver activities on unpaved roads and trails, rotor downwash from helicopter activities have been
identified as a lesser source. The Army can implement restrictions on helicopters hovering and landing if
soil and atmospheric conditions indicate that excessive dust generation would occur.

In accordance with EO 13990, Protecting Public Health and the Environment and Restoring Science to
Tackle the Climate Crisis, and the Army’s 4 March 2021 memorandum titled Consideration of Greenhouse
Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in Army National Environmental Policy Act Reviews, the
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EIS will follow CEQ’s August 2016 guidance titled Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies
on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in National
Environmental Policy Act Reviews. Section 3.6 of the EIS addresses direct and indirect greenhouse gas
emissions from the Proposed Action alternatives and the impacts of ongoing climate change on the
Proposed Action alternatives. Because the Proposed Action is a real estate transaction, a full life-cycle
analysis of greenhouse gas emissions from non-scope considerations such as manufacturing and shipping
equipment and materiel and troop movements to and from PTA is beyond the scope of the EIS.

NoISE

Army response to comments received from: Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group ;
Mahina Embers; Debora Letelier; Anna Lindsey-Robles; Arlene Larrua; Jhonele Gambill; Alana Carvalho;
Dangelo Mcintyre; Lillian Merle; Andrew Cooper; Kaiki Gunderson-Cook; Nikki Kepano; Mark Gordon;
Matilda Keith; Jane Taylor; Selah Levine; Carl Geise; Jhernie Evangelista; Carol McMillan; Valerie Poag;
Robert Gerard; Peter Yanan; Brittney Hedlund; Charley Ice; Amanda Dillon; Dr. Noe Noe Wong-Wilson;
Alexandra Bernstein; Jojo Tanimoto

The Proposed Action is a real estate action. It does not include construction, modernization, or changes
to the ongoing activities conducted within the State-owned land; however, the alternatives include
various levels of retention of the State-owned land, which would affect the levels of training and resulting
noise. The EIS provides detailed information on the existing ambient noise environmental from activities
associated with the State-owned land as well as the potential effects associated with the Proposed Action
alternatives. Health and safety concerns associated with noise are analyzed within the Section 3.16 and
aircraft entering and exiting the restricted area R-3103, or transiting to PTA airspace are addressed within
Section 3.13 of the EIS.

PTA complies with all State of Hawai‘i noise laws and regulations. The U.S. Army Garrison-Pohakuloa
Public Affairs Office routinely sends out community updates advising community members of training
schedules and convoy alerts. This notification is submitted via the PTA website. Additionally, the Army
provides newspaper training notifications and routinely participates in community meetings and events
where information is shared with and received from the public.

Because the Proposed Action does not include construction, modernization, or changes to ongoing
activities conducted within the State-owned land, noise modeling is beyond the scope of the EIS.
Consequently, the EIS presents the qualitative effects of the Proposed Action alternatives on noise.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Army response to comments received from: Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Jeff Bond; Alexandra Bernstein;
Linda Manabe; Nancy Redfeather

The Proposed Action is a real estate action (i.e., retention of the State-owned land). The EIS does not
include proposed changes to the ongoing activities conducted within the State-owned land. Use of the
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area for farming is not considered as part of the Proposed Action and is therefore beyond the scope of
this study.

The island of Hawai‘i is geologically active, with many volcanic eruptions recorded in historic times. Mauna
Loa is an active basaltic volcano southwest of PTA, and has erupted 33 times since its first documented
historic eruption in 1843. Mauna Kea last erupted about 3,500 years ago and is considered dormant. Lava
from Mauna Loa’s last eruption in 1984, from the Northeast Rift Zone, spread lava that extends northeast
from the Mauna Loa crater and skirts the southeast boundary of PTA. Five Mauna Loa flows of known age
traverse PTA. Flows from Mauna Loa that have entered the PTA boundary last occurred in 1935.

The U.S. Geological Survey recognizes nine Lava Hazard Zones, based on historical records of eruptions
and seismic events. Lava Hazard Zones are discussed in EIS Section 3.8. The southeastern portion of the
property is located in Zone 2; the southwestern portion of the property is located in Zone 3; and the
northern portions of the property located on the upslope of Mauna Kea are located in Zone 8. Zone 8
represents areas where only a few percent of the area has been covered by lava during the past 10,000
years, while Zone 2 represents areas adjacent to and downslope of active rift zones with 15 to 25 percent
of the area being covered by lava since 1800 and 25 to 75 percent of area being covered by lava in the last
750 years, and Zone 3 is slightly less hazardous because of its greater distance from recently active vents
or due to the area's topography, which reduces the inundation risk of the area.

The State-owned land is in an area with a 10 percent probability that an earthquake could cause a ground
acceleration of more than 40 to 60 percent of gravity in the next 50 years, with the likely size of the
earthquake increasing to the south in the direction of Kilauea and the southern coast. Sometimes large
regional earthquakes (greater than magnitude six) are related to a subsequent eruption or to some type
of unrest at a nearby volcano if the volcano is poised to erupt and meets two significant conditions: (1)
enough “eruptible” magma within the volcanic system, and (2) significant pressure within the magma
storage region.

The area’s relatively young geologic age, low precipitation, and rapid runoff, results in mostly thin and
poorly developed soils inadequate for farming. Much of the land surface is characterized by sparsely
vegetated basaltic rock in the early stages of decomposition and soil formation.

The conclusions of an Operational Range Assessment Program assessment of PTA conducted in 2009
found that the migration pathways that munitions constituents of concern resulting from operations
would use to leave the range area do not exist at PTA. As a result, contaminants are generally confined to
the range areas and within the impact area at PTA.

The EIS includes a description of the geologic conditions within the State-owned land and analyzes the
potential impacts from the Proposed Action. More information is provided in EIS Section 3.8.
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SOCIOECONOMICS

Army response to comments received from: County of Hawaii Planning Department; Girl Scouts of Hawai‘i;
Associated Universities Inc.; Maunakea Observatories; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Pacific Resource
Partnership; Kona-Kohala Chamber of Commerce; University of Hawai‘i Institute for Astronomy; Sierra
Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Hawai‘i Island Chamber of Commerce; Hawaii County Council, District 9 (North
and South Kohala); Jody Brissette; Marco Jablonowitz; Aaron Stene; Marcia Goldman-Manker; Blake Doll;
Dale Ross; Keith Marrack; Mark Gordon; John Makoff; Amanda Dillon; Sofronio Estores; Helen Jaccard

The Army strives to be a good neighbor and adheres to federal, state, and local laws and Army regulations
and policies regarding the protection of the human and natural environment.

The Army has not calculated the potential costs associated with the lease compliance actions and
investigation, removal, and cleanup of hazardous and toxic materials and wastes within the State-owned
land. The parameters for lease compliance actions are subject to the terms of the 1964 lease and
negotiation with the State, which cannot be done until the EIS is complete and an alternative has been
selected.

If the Army selects to proceed with the Proposed Action, the Army would consider the most appropriate
land retention estate(s) method(s) for the selected alternative. Because negotiation options cannot be
known prior to negotiations being initiated, which cannot formally start before the conclusion of the EIS
process, potential land valuation methods and fees associated with the various land retention estates and
methods cannot be evaluated in the EIS.

The Proposed Action is a real estate action. It does not include construction, modernization, or changes
in ongoing activities. The EIS provides discussion of the economic benefits PTA has on the local economy,
as well as potential socioeconomic impacts of the Proposed Action.

WATER RESOURCES

Army response to comments received from: Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources; Hawai‘i
Peace and Justice; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Maka‘ala O Ka Hana Wai; Mauna Kea Moku Nui
‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Jeffrey Mermel; Jim Albertini;
Jerard Jardin; Carol McMillan; Kinion Wahineali‘i Carroll; Brittney Hedlund; Charley Ice; Seanna Pieper-
Jordan; Linnea Heu

PTA lies within the Northwest Mauna Loa and the West Mauna Kea watersheds of the island of Hawai‘,
which drain to the northern Kona and southern Kohala coasts. The highly permeable rock and soil deposits
generally absorb precipitation without forming stream channels or gulches, which is why intermittent
streams typically only appear during periods of steady rain. The lack of surface water and groundwater
greatly reduces the probability of contaminant migration within the State-owned land.
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The closest drinking water well is 4,260 to 4,280 feet deep at the Waiki‘i Ranch (14 miles from PTA’s main
gate). The state monitors all drinking water sources for water quality. Since August 1989, the State of
Hawai‘i Department of Health has issued “Groundwater Contamination Maps” for Hawai‘i. According to
these maps, most of the well locations where contamination is detected on the island of Hawai‘i are
located along the eastern coast, and groundwater quality generally diminished towards the coasts due to
increased saltwater intrusion. Detected contamination levels are below federal and state drinking water
standards and do not pose a significant risk to humans. Groundwater quality beneath the State-owned
land is likely of higher quality due to its distance inland from the coast. The EIS provides additional
information available on groundwater resources on the State-owned land.

Two small-diameter holes were drilled for testing within the U.S. Government-owned land at PTA and
were not designed to develop potable water. A non-aerially extensive perched aquifer was encountered
in the test hole drilled near the main base at a depth of between 700 to 1,181 feet below ground surface.
A more aerially extensive perched aquifer is believed to be present at approximately 1,800 feet below
ground surface below the State-owned land. PTA is a remote facility, there are currently no plans to
develop potable water within the State-owned land. Potable water is currently trucked to PTA from 40
miles away.

The State-owned land is within Flood Hazard Zone X, which corresponded to an area determined to be
outside the 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain. There are no perennial streams, rivers, wetlands,
marine waters, or coastal resources within or with a relationship to State-owned land. Lake Waiau, located
near the summit of Mauna Kea approximately 4.5 miles from PTA, is the nearest known permanent
surface water body, and is not used by PTA.

Additional information regarding groundwater resources is provided in EIS Section 3.9.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Army response to comments received from: Hawai‘i Department of Transportation Statewide
Transportation Planning Office; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Hawai‘i Peace and Justice; Shelly Aina;
Jojo Tanimoto

The Proposed Action is a real estate transaction (retention of the State-owned land) and does not include
construction, modernization, changes to ongoing activities conducted within the retained State-owned
land, or changes to use of the local airports, roadways, and harbors. The Proposed Action alternatives vary
from full retention to no retention of the State-owned land, which would result in the same or less use of
existing PTA and regional transportation networks.

U.S. Army Garrison-Hawaii publishes media releases to local newspapers, radio stations, and online (via
the PTA website) to provide advanced notice of upcoming convoys and training activities occurring at PTA.
The PTA Public Affairs Office also provides routine community updates and FLASH alerts regarding
trainings and convoys via email (upon request). The Army acknowledges the jurisdiction and
responsibilities of the State of Hawai‘i, Department of Transportation Airports, Highways, and Harbors
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Divisions. Additional information, including a summary of existing PTA and regional transportation
networks and traffic conditions and analysis of potential impacts from the Proposed Action alternatives,
is provided in the EIS. In addition, effects from Proposed Action activities near public roadways on human
health and safety are summarized in the EIS. Section 2.3 of the EIS presents the land retention estates
available to the Army.

AIRSPACE

Army response to comments received from: Richard Schulherr; Megan Ploski; Sharon Torbert; Alexandra
Bernstein; William Greentree; Kathleen Slaughter

PTA aircraft comply with all Federal Aviation Administration guidelines and requirements to ensure safe
airspace usage and minimize airspace usage conflicts. All aircraft pilots and crew visiting PTA receive a
briefing from the Bradshaw Army Airfield Air Traffic and Airspace Chief designed to minimize noise
impacts and disruption to local communities. The briefing specifies the flight route to PTA devised
specifically to avoid populated areas as much as possible. Additionally, aircraft are directed to fly at 2,000
feet above ground level during transition to PTA airspace, unless low cloud cover necessitates flying lower
for safety reasons. Current aircraft and airspace activities were previously analyzed in separate NEPA
documents. Bradshaw Army Airfield is located on U.S. Government-owned land.

The Proposed Action is a real estate action (retention of State-owned land) that would enable
continuation of ongoing activities within the State-owned land. It does not include changes in ongoing
activities conducted within the State-owned land. Aircraft and airspace activities not associated with the
State-owned land are outside the scope of the EIS.

UTILITIES

Army response to comments received from: Department of Water Supply - County of Hawaii; Hawaii
Department of Land and Natural Resources; Shelly Aina; Elisabeth Mehana Makainai; Mailani Makainai;
Azialynne Bird; Dexter Ka‘iama

The Proposed Action is a real estate action (i.e., retention of the State-owned land). It does not include
construction, modernization, or changes in ongoing activities within the retained State-owned land. Solid
waste generated on PTA (including the State-owned land) is managed on the Cantonment (U.S.
Government-owned land) and no new solid waste actions would occur under the Proposed Action. Solid
waste impacts would be the same under Alternative 1, but less solid waste would be generated under
Alternatives 2 and 3 and the No Action Alternative due to Army not retaining State-owned land and
therefore not conducting ongoing activities in those areas of the State-owned land or associated activities
on U.S. Government-owned land.

Septic tank and portable latrine waste from training events is and would continue to be hauled to county
wastewater disposal facilities by commercial haulers. Large capacity cesspools formerly used within the
U.S. Government-owned land have been cleaned, backfilled, and abandoned as part of a recent sewer
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system upgrade. The Army expects to be in full compliance with Act 125 by the 2050 deadline. The
cesspools are not discussed in the EIS because they are not on the State-owned land or impacted by
activities on the State-owned land. Wastewater disposal facilities and quantities would remain the same
under Alternatives 1 and 2 (due to retention of all or the vast majority of the State-owned land) and
decrease under Alternative 3 and the No Action Alternative (due to loss of all or a substantial portion of
the State-owned land).

HumAN HEALTH AND SAFETY

Army response to comments received from: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Environmental Review Branch; Temple of Lono; Maunakea Observatories; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island
Group; Mariana Monasi; Jim Albertini; Nancy Martin; Kimi Abbott-Jackson; Aurora Cole; Elisabeth Mehana
Makainai; Sofronio Estores; Dexter Ka‘iama; Alexandra Bernstein; Jojo Tanimoto

Ongoing activities within the State-owned land were previously analyzed in separate NEPA documents.
Activities not associated with the State-owned land are outside the scope of the EIS.

The EIS characterizes the health and safety conditions of military personnel and the surrounding
communities from ongoing activities on the State-owned land. Characterization of the existing health and
safety conditions includes consideration of relevant PTA safety reports and health studies, as well as
additional information such as how the Army works with the Mauna Kea Observatories and provides
essential police and emergency medical services to PTA and surrounding communities. Section 3.16 of
the EIS discusses the potential health and safety effects on military personnel and the community under
each of the Proposed Action alternatives.

Between 1960 and 1968, 20-millimeter spotting rounds containing a depleted uranium (DU) alloy were
fired from three ranges into specific areas of the impact area. These ranges and the impact area represent
a small fraction of PTA’s total area, and the State-owned land only contains a portion of one of the three
ranges. A Baseline Human Health Risk Assessment Report completed by the Army in 2010 indicated there
are no likely adverse impacts to persons working on or living near PTA as a result of DU at PTA. In 2011,
the data and analysis were presented to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, which issued a license for
DU at PTA. Under this license, the Army follows approved Safety and Environmental Radiation Monitoring
plans to monitor potential DU. Sections 3.5 and 3.6 in the EIS present information on DU and monitoring
results, which conclude that the uranium levels in the collected particulate matter samples are within the
range of naturally occurring uranium in Hawaiian soils and rock.

Debris from artillery training is contained within PTA training areas, ranges, firing points, and impact areas
that are not open to the public and are closely monitored by the Army. The Army monitors the potential
for offsite migration of contamination under the Operational Range Assessment Program and has
determined groundwater and surface waters are unlikely to be contaminated by explosive residues.
Information regarding contaminants, groundwater, and surface waters at PTA is included in Section 3.5
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and Section 3.9 of the EIS. All health and safety concerns, including the potential for lead contamination
in water and soils, is summarized in the EIS.

EIS Findings

CUMULATIVE

Army response to comments received from: County of Hawaii Planning Department; Hawai‘i Peace and
Justice; Sierra Club, Hawai‘i Island Group; Mauna Kea Moku Nui ‘Aelike/Consensus Building ‘Ohana; Native
Hawaiian Legal Corporation; Sasha Davis; Jonathan & Jamaica Osorio; Brenda Bailey-White

NEPA analyses must assess cumulative effects, which are the impact on the environment resulting from
the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future actions. The EIS considers the effects of past activities at PTA in combination with the effects of the
action alternatives, and a set of reasonably foreseeable actions proposed by federal, non-federal agencies,
and private parties on the island of Hawaii. (See full discussion in the EIS Chapter 4.)

The cumulative impact analysis considers actions where impacts of the proposed action would have a
connection, in space or time, with impacts from other actions and consequently have the potential to
contribute to cumulative impacts. This connection includes one between individuals or groups who may
incur impacts related to events of a historical nature (e.g., the connection between Native Hawaiians and
the maintenance of customary practices). The timeframe for actions addressed in the cumulative analysis
is 10 years, which is approximate to the timeframe anticipated for implementation of any of the action
alternatives.

Impacts of past activities at PTA are addressed for each resource, including hazardous and toxic materials
and waste. Information in Section 3.5 draws from numerous sources including Environmental Condition
of Property Reports, which the Army undertakes to investigate the potential for environmental
contamination of a property for hazardous substances, petroleum products, or other environmental
concerns. The most recent ECOP investigation at PTA was conducted in 2017 in order to protect the health
of those who formerly, currently, or will potentially in the future occupy the property.

Plans and Policies

Army response to comments received from: Department of Hawaiian Home Lands; Environmental Caucus
of the Democratic Party of Hawai‘i; Carl Christensen; William W. Milks; Charles Ota

Chapter 5 of the EIS provides decision makers with an overview of the Proposed Action’s conformance
with relevant federal, State, and county land use plans, policies and regulations.
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Appendix D

RESPONSES TO DRAFT EIS COMMENTS

This appendix contains all public and government agency comments submitted during preparation of this
EIS, and responses to the comments. Section 1.6 of the EIS summarizes the public input process for the
EIS. The 60-day public comment period for the Draft EIS began on April 8, 2022 and ended June 7, 2022.
Oral and written comments were received. Following the guidance in the NEPA and HEPA regulations for
EIS public input, the EIS preparers reviewed all submissions and identified substantive comments.
Responses have been prepared for the substantive comments, and where substantive comments were
used to refine text in the EIS is generally noted in the responses.

Commenters are directed to General Response 1 for comments not considered to be substantive, which
acknowledges that the comment was received and reviewed.

General Response 1

Thank you for providing input to the ATLR PTA Draft EIS. The Draft EIS was prepared to analyze the
potential environmental impacts of the proposed action and alternatives presented, based on public
comments during the scoping process. In determining whether a comment on the Draft EIS is substantive,
the EIS preparer “consider[ed] the validity, significance and relevance of the comment to the scope,
analysis or process of the EIS (HAR Section 11-200.2-26[a]).” For the Draft EIS, comments considered
substantive and provided with specific responses are those that pertain to the proposed action, submitted
alternatives, information, and analyses and the summary thereof; present new, reasonable, alternatives
or changes to an alternative; provide new information relevant to the analysis; question the accuracy of
specific information and provide a rationale for questioning accuracy; or question the methodology
and/or assumptions used in the analysis and provides support with specific reasons to question the
methodology. Statements not considered to be substantive do not pertain to the proposed action or
alternatives; pertain to locations or activities at PTA, but outside of State-owned Land; pertain to impacts
associated with activities at PTA, but outside of State-owned Land and not associated with the proposed
land retention action; comment about general military, policy, actions, or impacts; comment on
landownership issues outside the context of State and federal laws; recommend use of land that does not
support the purpose and need; or that provide broad, open-ended questions.
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Commenter

Submitted By

Comment

Response

James Kwon

U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service

Dear PTA Project Team: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received your notification of the
opportunity for agency comment on March 28, 2022, for review of the U.S. Army's (Army) Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Army Training Land Retention (ATLR) at Pohakuloa
Training Area (PTA), Hawaii Island, Hawaii. The Army proposes to retain up to approximately 23,000
acres of State-owned land at PTA in support of continued military training. The Service offers the
following comments to assist you in your planning process so that impacts to trust resources can be
addressed. Our comments are provided under the authorities of the Endangered Species Act of
1973 (ESA), as amended (16 U.S.C 1531 et seq.). Based on review of the documents provided, ATLR
PTA DEIS Volumes | and Il, and information in our files, we offer the following comments for your
consideration. The proposed action is a real estate action that would enable the continuation of
ongoing activities (military training; facility, utility, and infrastructure maintenance and repair
activities; resource management actions; and associated activities such as emergency services) on
State-owned land. Alternatively, no new activities (e.g., military construction, operations and
maintenance, training) are proposed. Impacts of ongoing activities to threatened and endangered
species and designated critical habitat are addressed by existing consultations in accordance with
section 7 of the ESA (Enclosure).

Thank you for noting that existing consultation, in accordance with section 7 of the ESA, covers ongoing
activities at PTA.

James Kwon

U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service

Enclosure — List of Recent ESA Section 7 Consultations at PTA USFWS. 2003. Biological Opinion of
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for Routine Military Training and Transformation of the 2nd
Brigade 25th Infantry Division (Light)(12200- 2003-F-0002). . 2007. Informal Section 7 Consultation
on the Disposal of Two High Explosive Rounds at Pohakuloa Training Area (12200-2007-1-0088). .
2008. Reinitiation of Formal Section 7 Consultation for Additional Species and New Training Actions
at Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii (12200-2008-F-0278). . 2013. Informal Consultation and Formal
Consultation with a Biological Opinion for the Construction, Maintenance, and Operation of an
Infantry Platoon Battle Area and Installation-wide Impacts of Military Training on Hawaiian Geese
(Branta sandvicensis) at Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii (01EPIFO0-2012-F-0241). . 2013. Informal
Consultation for Urban Close Air Support, Pohakuloa Training Area, U.S. Army, Hawaii (01EPIFOO-
2013-1-0364). . 2013. Informal Consultation for Four New Landing Zones, Pohakuloa Training Area,
U.S. Army, Hawaii (01EPIF00-2013-1-0363). . 2014. Informal Consultation for Exploratory Well Hole
No. 2 in the Keamuku Maneuver Area, Hawaii (01EPIF00-2014-1-0083). . 2017. Biological Opinion for
Installation of Sewer Line Through Pohakuloa Training Area Interpretive Garden (01EPIF00-2017-F-
0306). . 2020. Informal consultation for Predator Control at Band-rumped storm petrel colony
during the breeding season, Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii (01EPIFO0-2020-1-0286).

We appreciate confirmation of the existing Army consultation for activities at PTA. Those that pertain to species
and/or activities on the 22,750 acres of State-owned land proposed for retention are the focus of this EIS.
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Commenter

Submitted By

Comment

Response

Jean Prijatel

u.s.
Environmental
Protection
Agency

The DEIS emphasizes that the Proposed Action is a real estate action that would enable
continuation of ongoing activities on the retained State-owned land; however, the DEIS does not
evaluate or specify how impacts would differ among the potential land retention estates (title,
lease, easement, and license). The decision on the type of land retention estate to be used is
deferred to the period after the Record of Decision is signed when the Army negotiates with the
State regarding this decision. The impact assessment is based on land retention via title (ownership
through fee simple title) only, reasoning that this option would have the most impacts because it
would not include potential conditions associated with the other land retention estates.

Section 2.3 revised to note that license is not analyzed as a land retention estate because it is for minimal
permission to occupy real property for a short duration. It would not allow for predictable long-term use by the
Army; would not enable future facility and infrastructure modernization; and would not necessarily allow
exclusion of other users from some facilities, utilities, and infrastructure. Consequently, it does not meet the
following elements of the purpose and need statements: (1) provide a long-term interest, (2) allow for future
facility and infrastructure modernization, and (3) provide austere, real-world training environment.

Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.

Jean Prijatel

U.S.
Environmental
Protection
Agency

The impact assessment requirement under the National Environmental Policy Act is meant to
inform decision-makers of impacts prior to decision-making. The DEIS evaluates the question of
how much land would be retained, but not how the land would be retained. Both questions will be
the subject of decision-making; therefore, we recommend both questions be considered in the
impact assessment, particularly because it is not clear whether the post-ROD negotiation and
decision-making process would include the opportunity to compare impacts or allow for public
involvement. We recommend the final EIS include discussions for those resources where important
impact differences exist among land retention methods. We suggest this occur for environmental
justice, and for impacts from munitions and explosives of concern (MEC), which includes
unexploded ordinance, discarded military munitions, and munitions constituents, but other
resource areas may also call for such evaluation. Please see our attached detailed comments for
additional discussion of our suggestions on this and other topics, including cultural resources and
climate change effects.

Selection of the land retention estate(s) and method(s), and any associated State terms, would occur after
completion of the Record of Decision and would not be subject to public involvement. The Army anticipates the
EIS and ROD to cover the range of impacts that would occur under any selected land retention estate and
method, and any associated State terms would only decrease adverse impacts or increase beneficial impacts.

Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.

Jean Prijatel

u.s.
Environmental
Protection
Agency

Impacts from Land Retention Methods We note that the DEIS is a joint federal and state impact
assessment and the Hawaii EIS Preparation Notice in 2020 indicated that the DEIS would only
evaluate title (full ownership), because that land retention method would result in the greatest
impacts. Our scoping comments (October 8, 2020) suggested that alternatives could be created to
compare impacts of the different possible retention methods; however, the DEIS states that the
appropriate land retention estate and method would be determined after the EIS process during
negotiations with the State of Hawaii. It is not clear whether any impact assessment would be part
of the post-EIS negotiations and decision-making, nor whether the public would be invited to
comment.

Selection of the land retention estate(s) and method(s), and any associated State terms, would occur after
completion of the Record of Decision and would not be subject to public involvement. The Army anticipates the
EIS and ROD to cover the range of impacts that would occur under any selected land retention estate and
method, and any associated State terms would only decrease adverse impacts or increase beneficial impacts.

Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
. . . L . . retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
There are important differences in potential impacts from different land retention methods for at . . "
U.S. R X o . . . |difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
. least two impact areas: environmental justice and MEC (munitions and explosives of concern, which . . . . .
. Environmental . R . . o » ) Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
Jean Prijatel . includes unexploded ordinance, discarded military munitions, and munitions constituents). We . . . . L .
Protection ) ) ) ) requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
recommend these impacts be disclosed and compared in the FEIS, even if not evaluated as full NEPA X . i i
Agency . . . Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
alternatives. Our concerns and recommendations are discussed below. _
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.
X . X . . i . EIS revised to better characterize, and mitigate as available, the continued effects on Native Hawaiians in the
Environmental Justice We appreciate the discussion in the DEIS regarding the history of land . . . N . .
i . . o broader context of historic inequities, cultural land values and access to traditionally important or sacred sites.
US tenure, documented in the Land Use section. There are continuing effects from this history that
- weigh on members of the Native Hawaiian community, expressed through comments during ) ) . . . X . . . .
B Environmental . . . X . ) EIS revised to clarify the actions PTA has been taking to strength its relationships with the Native Hawaiian
Jean Prijatel . scoping, that are not captured in the EIS; these remarks were reiterated during public meetings for ]
Protection ) ) - community.
Agenc the DEIS. 1 These comments reference cultural attachment to the land, distress that their native
gency lands were wrongly taken, and a general sense of historical inequity. The comments specifically ) . - .
X ) X . . NEPA and other environmental planning documents and existing management measures can be found in
describe the $1.00 fee paid by the Army in 1964 for the 65-year lease as an example of inequity. i
Appendix E.
Section 2.3 revised to note that license is not analyzed as a land retention estate because it is for minimal
permission to occupy real property for a short duration. It would not allow for predictable long-term use by the
Army; would not enable future facility and infrastructure modernization; and would not necessarily allow
exclusion of other users from some facilities, utilities, and infrastructure. Consequently, it does not meet the
following elements of the purpose and need statements: (1) provide a long-term interest, (2) allow for future
facility and infrastructure modernization, and (3) provide austere, real-world training environment.
U.S. . e . X . . Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
. While the post-EIS negotiations could offer the opportunity to remedy historical injustices, without . . L . .
B Environmental . . K R . K retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
Jean Prijatel ) a clear documentation of differing impacts among land retention options in the EIS, some impacts . . o
Protection . difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
may not be fully considered. ? . . . . .
Agency Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.
EIS revised to better characterize the continued effects in the broader context of historic inequities, cultural
land values, and access to traditionally important sacred sites.
Recent Executive Orders direct the entire Federal Government to advance equity and racial justice
for underserved communities including Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander communities. Executive
Order 13985: Advancing Racial Equity and Support for Underserved Communities Through the
Federal Government (January 20, 2021) directs federal agencies to evaluate whether their policies
U.S. produce racially inequitable results when implemented, and to make the necessary changes to
Environmental ensure underserved communities are properly supported. Executive Order 14031: Advancing Equity, X X X . X
Jean Prijatel . . . . P . perly ?p . . g Equity Thank you for your comment. Please see Section 3.11 of the EIS for information on Environmental Justice.
Protection Justice, and Opportunity for Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders (May 28,
Agency 2021) seeks to eliminate barriers to equity and justice for these populations. We also note that the

Department of Defense's Equity Action Plan, pursuant to EO 13985, includes a strategy "to advance
equity and rectify past harms" resulting from environmental and other impacts from defense
activities on ancestral lands. 2 These directives and DoD's Equity Action Plan should be considered
in the context of the project to help guide decision-making.
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Section 2.3 revised to note that license is not analyzed as a land retention estate because it is for minimal
permission to occupy real property for a short duration. It would not allow for predictable long-term use by the
Army; would not enable future facility and infrastructure modernization; and would not necessarily allow
exclusion of other users from some facilities, utilities, and infrastructure. Consequently, it does not meet the
following elements of the purpose and need statements: (1) provide a long-term interest, (2) allow for future
facility and infrastructure modernization, and (3) provide austere, real-world training environment.
Additionally, the guidance document Promising Practices for E} Methodologies in NEPA Reviews 3 X . . . . . .
U.S. v g . J i g . Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
. may be helpful to consult when determining how non-chemical stressors (e.g., chronic stress Rk . o . .
B Environmental . . A . N . . retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
Jean Prijatel . related to environmental or socio-economic impacts) amplify impacts. "The cumulative ecological, . . o
Protection o . X . . difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
aesthetic, historic (emphasis added), cultural, economic, social, or health effects of a proposed L . . . .
Agency . R . . N . . Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
action can arise from and also include non-chemical stressors" (Promising Practices, p. 32). . . . N L .
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.
EIS revised to better characterize the continued effects in the broader context of historic inequities, cultural
land values, and access to traditionally important sacred sites.
Section 2.3 revised to note that license is not analyzed as a land retention estate because it is for minimal
permission to occupy real property for a short duration. It would not allow for predictable long-term use by the
Army; would not enable future facility and infrastructure modernization; and would not necessarily allow
exclusion of other users from some facilities, utilities, and infrastructure. Consequently, it does not meet the
following elements of the purpose and need statements: (1) provide a long-term interest, (2) allow for future
facility and infrastructure modernization, and (3) provide austere, real-world training environment.
Recommendations: In the FEIS, consider how the permanent loss of State land through fee simple X . . . . . o
U.S. . . . P . g P Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
. retention differs from retention through non-permanent mechanisms such as leases, etc. and . . o . .
. Environmental K . X . . . retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
Jean Prijatel . discuss impacts related to these land retention mechanisms. Consider how these mechanisms could | . .
Protection . o . . ] R . . . difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
be received by the public, including communities with environmental justice concerns, in the unique L . . . .
Agency . . Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
historic context of the affected environment. . . L . L .
requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
analyzes fee simple title and lease.
EIS revised to better characterize the continued effects in the broader context of historic inequities, cultural
land values, and access to traditionally important sacred sites.
. i X . EIS revised to better characterize, and mitigate as available, the continued effects on Native Hawaiians in the
We recommend that conclusions regarding environmental justice impacts attempt to reflect the . L . . . .
K . . L broader context of historic inequities, cultural land values and access to traditionally important or sacred sites.
mental and emotional health impacts and the larger cumulative sense of loss and injustice, and not
U.S. only the impacts to specific resources (e.g., transportation, recreation/hunting, or to cultural . . . . . X i . . .
. v P P L (eg P ] . _/ & . N EIS revised to clarify the actions PTA has been taking to strengthen it's relationships with the Native Hawaiian
. Environmental resource access). After reviewing comments on the DEIS and identifying these additional military ]
Jean Prijatel . . . L . . i community.
Protection land use impacts on environmental justice, identify mitigation measures in the FEIS. Examples could
Agency be establishing regular communication channels to strengthen relationships with the Native

Hawaiian community, and in consultation, exploring other State-owned military lands that may
be underutilized and could be repurposed for community use.

The EIS has been revised to clarify and distinguish ongoing impacts and management measures (due to
continuation of ongoing activities) and potential new impacts and mitigation measures (due to administrative
action of continuing or ending ongoing activities and implementing connected actions).
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Section 2.3 revised to note that license is not analyzed as a land retention estate because it is for minimal
permission to occupy real property for a short duration. It would not allow for predictable long-term use by the
Army; would not enable future facility and infrastructure modernization; and would not necessarily allow
exclusion of other users from some U.S. Government-owned facilities, utilities, and infrastructure.
Consequently, it does not meet the following elements of the purpose and need statements: (1) provide a long-
. . . term interest, (2) allow for future facility and infrastructure modernization, and (3) provide austere, real-world
Munitions and Explosives of Concern It appears that lease conditions could offer some resource training environment
ini Vi .
protections regarding MEC that would be absent under fee simple retention. The DEIS does not g
include a discussion of the differences in management of MEC under fee simple ownership by the X . . . . . L
R . . Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
Army — pursuant to the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Military Munitions Rule — X . o . .
. X N L X retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
and under a lease with the State that could contain conditions to address contamination while the . . .
U.S. . i . R . difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
) range is still active. While future negotiated lease conditions are not known, some reasonable . . . . .
" Environmental . R . Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
Jean Prijatel . assumptions can be made for the purposes of the assessment. The DEIS includes such assumptions, . . . . L .
Protection ) R . ) . requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
for example on page 3-83 it states, "If the State-owned land were to be retained via lease, it is X . X .
Agency X o . Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
assumed a lease compliance monitoring plan would be implemented by [Department of Land and A
. . R i » . under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
Natural Resources] to confirm lease compliance, particularly with respect to military munitions and R R
N . . K : . X R analyzes fee simple title and lease.
MEC." Statements like these in the DEIS allude to possible differences in environmental impacts
from MEC under different land retention methods, but the impacts are not assessed nor presented . . .
. . . . Army standards for managing munitions and explosives of concern are the same regardless of the land
in @ manner that evaluates their comparative merits. . . . . ]
retention estate. EIS revised where applicable based on assumed lease/easement conditions and applicable
State processes/administrative requirements for managing munitions and explosives of concern on the State-
owned land retained via lease.
Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits.
Environmental Recommendation: Include a table or discussion in the FEIS that presents a comparison of impacts  |Army standards for managing munitions and explosives of concern are the same regardless of land retention
Vi
Jean Prijatel Protection from managing unexploded ordinance, discarded military munitions, and munitions constituents for |estate. Section 3.5 revised to identify differences for managing munitions and explosives of concern on retained
Agency the different land retention methods. Identify assumptions as applicable. State-owned land based on assumed State conditions for the different land retention estates.
The DEIS identifies long-term, adverse impacts associated with ongoing training activities (p. 128), 4
but concludes that these impacts would be moderate but less than significant under its current
management and mitigations via Army cultural resource programs and the 2018 Programmatic
Agreement pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act. Impacts to traditional and customary
U.S. practices and cultural access were evaluated for the first time in the DEIS and determined to be
Jean Priiatel Environmental  |long-term, adverse and significant due to current access restrictions (p. 3-63). The DEIS conclusion is |The Environmental Justice Section 3.11 in the EIS has been updated to align with the information in the Cultural
i
) Protection "significant but mitigable" with mitigation being consultation with Native Hawaiians and providing |Resources Section 3.4.
Agency access to promote and protect cultural beliefs, practices, and resources.

While the cultural resources section does not state whether this mitigation would reduce impacts
to less than significant, the environmental justice section of the DEIS concludes that providing
access for traditional and customary practice would reduce impacts for cultural resources to less
than significant (p. 3-152).
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Commenter |Submitted By Comment Response
It is unclear whether this conclusion is supported by the Native Hawaiian community. For example,
for Makahiki, a ceremonial practice, the Cultural Impact Assessment reveals that Native Hawaiian
practitioners have continuously sought access within the project area, and in recent
U.S. years, practitioners have been allowed limited day access with escorts to conduct the ceremony X . . . . .
. Section 3.4.4.4 of the EIS and Sections 5.0 and 6.0 of the CIA have been revised to reflect additional information
. Environmental (App. E p. 310). R . . . . . i
Jean Prijatel . . . . . . . . provided by interviewees who responded to a second request for input in December, 2022, following the height
Protection Recommendation: Disclose in the FEIS whether the impacted Native Hawaiian community agrees .
e . ) o of the COVID-19 pandemic.
Agency that proposed mitigation is sufficient to conclude impacts to access are less than significant. We
recommend continued coordination with Native Hawaiian practitioners to ensure mitigation
measures allow for the most authentic practice during access opportunities, and a commitment to
such measures in the Record of Decision.
According to the Army Climate Assessment Tool, drought is by far one of the greatest climate
US change threats to PTA and is predicted to be the greatest threat by 2050 (p. 3-91). The DEIS also
Er.1 .'ronmental states that wildfire risk at PTA is relatively low, despite other statements that "wildfires at PTA are |Section 3.6.4 revised to include PTA-specific wildfire information, which is not in the Army Climate Assessment
Vi
Jean Prijatel Protection considered frequent and the average yearly wildfire occurrence from 2012 through 2017 was 37 per |Tool. Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to note that predicted increased drought has the potential to result in
A year" (p. 3-205). The DEIS acknowledges the connection between fires and military activity; increased wildfires, which would impact local air quality.
enc
gency however, the climate change analysis does not mention increased wildfire risk, nor its connection
with predicted increased drought at PTA.
The DEIS also states that unlike the criteria pollutants, greenhouse gases (GHGs) are global
pollutants that have no impact on local and regional air quality (p. 3-89). While it's true that GHGs
U.S. are pollutants with global impact, the sentence as written implies GHG emissions are not a local or
. Environmental regional concern, despite indirect air quality impacts from climate change caused by GHGs. We note X X X X . .
Jean Prijatel . . L ] Section 3.6.3 (Region of Influence) revised to include local impacts from climate change.
Protection that the 2018 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Report 5 indicates that regions that
Agency experience excessive periods of drought and higher temperatures will have increased frequency of
wildfires and more windblown dust from soils. It also states there is robust evidence from models
and observations that climate change is worsening ozone pollution.
Section 3.6.5 greenhouse gas emissions significance criteria revised as follows: "The criteria considered to
assess whether an alternative would result in potential significant impacts on climate change include the
The criterion used to assess whether an alternative would result in potential significant impacts on |following:
u.sS. GHG emissions is the "extent or degree to which an alternative would meaningfully (measurably) e Comparison of the extent or degree to which the Proposed Action alternatives would emit greenhouse gases.
) Priiatel Environmental |contribute to the potential impacts of global climate change" (p. 3-92). This is not a reasonable Although there are no recognized thresholds for when greenhouse gas emissions would be significant, it can be
ean Prijate
) Protection methodology for a cumulative impact such as climate change and does not appear to be consistent |assumed that Proposed Action alternatives with greater greenhouse gas emissions would have a greater
Agency with the 2016 CEQ climate change guidance ("CEQ recognizes that the totality of climate change contribution to the cumulative impact of ongoing global climate change.
impacts is not attributable to any single action, but are exacerbated by a series of actions"). » Consideration of impacts on the Proposed Action alternatives from ongoing changes to climate patterns.
Such impacts would be significant if future climate patterns impaired or precluded an aspect of a Proposed
Action alternative."
. . . . o . . . o Section 3.6.4 revised to include PTA-specific wildfire information, which is not in the Army Climate Assessment
B Environmental Recommendation: Include a discussion of wildfire risk, and its relation to drought and air quality in . . R X X .
Jean Prijatel . . . L Tool. Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to note that predicted increased drought has the potential to result in
Protection the climate change impact analysis in the FEIS . . o . . . .
Agency increased wildfires, which would impact local air quality.
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Commenter |Submitted By Comment Response
Section 3.6 revised to include the Army's Climate Strategy, DoD Climate Adaptation Plan, and solar panels at
PTA ranges.
Clarify the statement regarding GHGs and how they relate to local air quality impacts to include the
U.S. o v . & R g . . v i q yimp Section 3.6.2 revised to note the Hawaii greenhouse reduction plan in Hawaii Administrative Rules 11-60.1-201
. indirect impacts to local air quality identified above and in the IPCC Report. We recommend . R . .
B Environmental . . . K . i L R is not applicable to PTA because it is for sources that emit at least 100,000 tons per year of CO2e, whereas PTA
Jean Prijatel . improving the impact assessment and conclusions by discussing GHG emissions relative to State . . . .
Protection o ] R R . L only has the potential to emit less than 2,600 tons per year of CO2e and its actual emissions are much less.
Agency GHG emission reduction targets, consistent with CEQ Guidance, and how current training can
reduce emissions going forward.
going Section 3.6.6 revised to note that predicted increased drought has the potential to result in increased wildfires,
which would impact local air quality. Section 3.6.6 revised to clarify PTA would continue to implement existing
BMPs to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Utilities - Wastewater The DEIS states that portable latrine facilities are permanently sited at the
U.S. Battle Area Complex (p. 3-195). We understand that State of Hawaii regulations generally prohibit
. P (,p R ) . i . & 8 . ye Section 3.15.2 updated to include state regulations for portable latrines. Section 3.15.4 revised to include
. Environmental the use of portable toilets in permanent situations (See section 11-62-06(e) of Hawaii . R R . . .
Jean Prijatel . o i additional information on the portable latrines at the BAX, which are permanent and not permitted. PTA works
Protection Administrative Rules) . 7 . . . . . . .
. . . . with Hawaii Department of Health to maintain installation compliance with wastewater system regulations.
Agency Recommendation: Work with the Hawaii Department of Health to confirm approval of

the permanent portable latrines and include this information in the FEIS.

Mary Alice
Evans

State, DBEDT,
Office of Planning
and Sustainable
Development

The Office of Planning and Sustainable Development (OPSD) has reviewed the transmitted material,
and have the following comment to offer: 1. Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), Federal
Consistency We acknowledge that Section 3.2.2, page 3-6 of the DEIS declares the need for a CZMA
federal consistency review. The DEIS states “Section 307 of the federal CZMA requires federal
agency activities and development projects affecting any coastal use or resource to be undertaken,
in a manner consistent to the maximum extent practicable, with a state’s CZM program.” It goes on
to affirm that the Army has initiated coordination with the State to meet CZM consistency review
requirements. We can confirm that the USAG-Hawai‘i federal consistency determination for the
Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area on the island of Hawai‘i was received on
July 23, 2021 and that our office deemed it to be incomplete by written notice dated July 27, 2021,
in accordance with 15 CFR § 930.41(a). Our office received no further response or information.
Please provide your consistency determination in accordance with Subpart C of 15 CFR 930. The
CZMA federal consistency review period can begin upon our receipt of all necessary information.

The Army has submitted its application for federal consistency review in accordance with Subpart C of 15 CFR
930, Federal Consistency with Approved Coastal Zone Management Programs, to the State of Hawaii Office of
Planning and Sustainable Development. The office will review and provide its determination that the Proposed
Action will be undertaken in a manner consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the enforceable
policies of the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program.

Mike
Carberry

Hawaii State DoD

Concerned with the term - "negligible adverse impacts" who is making use of this term and has
these negligible impacts been determined by any regulatory authoirty that they are indeed
negligible? Any increase in impervious surfaces will increase stormwater runoff and increase
depositional movement of sediment, nutrients, etc - including movement of trace metals. Where is
the wastewater being dischaged?

The characterization of existing conditions for water resources is based on information presented in Section
3.9.4.1 and impact terms presented in Section 3.1.4. No regulatory assessment of existing conditions is
available, which is normally the case.

Karl Bromwell

Hawaii State DoD

In general, there could be further indetification of the required clean-up effort necessary in the No
Action Alternative column. For example under land use the beneficial impact identified under the
No Action Alternative would not be realized by human receptors in the long-term 10-15 years.

Table 3-24, Potential Environmental Impacts, has been revised. The table relies on refined text from Section
2.2.4.

Alexa Jacroux

Hawaii State DoD

All maps - Recommend representing Bradshaw Army Airfield and FARP's as a linear or point feature
instead of as an area on all maps.

The presentation of Bradshaw Army Airfield and FARPs on the figures is based on the Army's GIS data. No
change is necessary.

Alexa Jacroux

Hawaii State DoD

Recommend adding Cooper Air Strip and BAAF to maps

Bradshaw Army Airfield is presented on the figures in the EIS when relevant. Cooper Air Strip is not identified on
the maps in the EIS due to operational security concerns, as noted in Section 2.1.1.

Alexa Jacroux

Hawaii State DoD

Figure 3-12 clean up legend

Inconsistent capitalization revised in legend.

Alexa Jacroux

Hawaii State DoD

Figure 3-14 a map with simple, legible labels and a legend would be helpful.

Figure 3-14 has been revised.
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Commenter |Submitted By Comment Response
. . " . . . . Ammunition supply point and ammunition holding areas are not identified on Figure 2-1 for operational security
. . Recommend identifying Ammunition Holding Areas, Ammunition Supply Points, and Explosive , . . . . X . .
Shawn Naito |Hawaii State DoD reasons, as noted in Section 2.1.1. Explosive Safety Quantity-Distance arcs are not identified on Figure 2-1

Safety Quanitty Distance (ESQD) as applicable.

because they are not facilities. Explosive Safety Quantity-Distance arcs are identified in Figure 3-25.

Shawn Naito

Hawaii State DoD

For Alternatives/Screening criterion, recommend adding a short description for criterion at the top
of the table. E.g. Criterion 1: Collective Training; Criterion 3: Long-Term Access; Criterion 4: Long
Range/Ind Weapons; Criterion 5: Cost Effectiveness

Map font resolution has been improved.

History of Land Ownership

DHHL appreciates that the DEIS references DHHL ownership of TMK (3) 3-8-001:103 & (3) 3-8-
001:022 (approx. 250 acres) and as such these parcels are under the jurisdiction of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission. The DEIS should mention and acknowledge that the subsequent leasing of

EIS Section 3.2.4.1 describes the land ownership of these two TMKs as "owned by the State and managed and
administered by DHHL", which is based on the best information of the U.S. Government.

Andrew Choy |State, DHHL X X .
v these two TMK parcels by the State Board of Land and Natural Resources (BLNR) to the Army As recommended in DHHL comments, the EIS has been revised to remove the 250 acres of DHHL-administered

without the consent of the Hawaiian Homes Commission was and unauthorized use of Hawaiian land from Alternative 1. Consequently, the 250 acres of DHHL-administered land are no longer considered for
Home Lands. Further, the DEIS should note that the re-issuance of a 65-year lease by the BLNR to retention by the Army in any alternative.
the US Army cannot move forward until this matter is resolved to the satisfaction of the Hawaiian
Homes Commission.
In order to resolve the issue, the applicant and approving agency should allocate their own time and|As recommended in DHHL comments, the EIS has been revised to remove the 250 acres of DHHL-administered
resources to conduct a robust and meaningful consultation process with the Hawaiian Homes land from Alternative 1. Consequently, the 250 acres of DHHL-administered land are no longer considered for
Commission and its native Hawaiian beneficiaries on proposals to resolve the matter of retention by the Army in any alternative.

Andrew Choy |State, DHHL prop v LAl

unauthorized use of Hawaiian Home Lands. DHHL staff time and resources should be prioritized to
implement the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act rather than be used to clean-up the historic
mistakes of other agencies.

Consultation with Hawaiian Homes Commission and its native Hawaiian beneficiaries to resolve use of State-
owned land is beyond the scope of this EIS.
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Section 3.5.4.11 notes that the migration of munitions constituents at PTA is limited due to limited surface
water and groundwater pathways because of low rainfall, lack of perennial streams, and the deep depth to the
groundwater aquifer.
Section 3.5.4.12 clarified to indicate surveys found no indication of depleted uranium-containing materials on
the State-owned land. Section 3.5.6 notes the Army would continue to follow the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission-approved Safety and Environmental Radiation Monitoring plans to monitor for potential depleted
uranium migration. Conditions of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission-approved Safety and Environmental
Radiation Monitoring plans clarified in Section 3.5.4.12.
Hazardous and Toxic Materials and Wastes Sectlion 791.6.4 rewseito nc()jt.e t:g;:czt(l)\g;le; within th(:] State—ow(:ed Ianfi ha\f/e cha.n.gedhsome smc‘e T’.l;igltlve| dust
The EISPN for this project acknowledged the presence of hazardous materials within the project monitoring was. ?on ucted in e owever, the type and quantity of activities a\{e n.ot significantly
. . . . changed so fugitive dust generation is expected to be comparable to the 2006-2007 monitoring event. The
area of PTA including the presence of uranium and other harmful substances. Hazardous materials " o . . - T
. . L . . . fugitive dust monitoring was discontinued in 2007 because a year of monitoring showed the levels to be well
like uranium may decompose over time into tiny sediment particles. The DEIS references a short- bel d federal limits. Th | dch o s ¢ b s
term air monitoring program at PTA during January 2006 and 2007 to determine the impact of e owdsltatz and federal limits. There are no planned changes to training activities or frequency in the State-
fugitive dust from training and activities at PTA. As a neighboring land owner, DHHL is very owned fand.
Andrew Choy [State, DHHL concerned that the presence of hazardous materials within the project area when decomposed . . . . . . . o . .
. . . . L . Section 3.6.4 revised with requirements for control of fugitive dust in Hawaii Administrative Rules Section 11-
could easily be transmitted to neighboring lands via wind, rain run-off, and other methods. Water . - ) - .
. . . . . . 60.1-33. Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to state PTA manages and would continue to manage fugitive dust via
table testing and air quality testing should be part of a long-term monitoring program incorporated ) o . . ) . .
. L . . - . 1) erosion control and stabilization techniques (revegetation, erosion control structures, site hardening, dust
into PTA activities. Annual reports of air quality monitoring and water table testing should be lliati der the Land Rehabilitati 4 Mai fthe | 4 Training M
submitted to the State DOH and DHHL. Ea |at|veszJLSJZGelr-J;UZZRP:Cazcl)llt:tlzn a;h alntenaSc.ef.cc:jn;po.T.e.nt tz: t e. n;eir;tz%;al:mg anagement
Relationship to Plans, Policies, and Controls DHHL Appreciates references to its related plans and rogram ( : - ’ ) ‘ ) adherence to Unifie .aa ities Criteria 3-250- » Aggregate
policies Surfaced Roads and Airfields Areas, which has dust control requirements for aggregate surfaced roads and
' airstrips of airfields at Army installations, and 3) best management practices such as maintenance of roads and
training trails, maintenance of vegetative cover, periodic application of water to control dust, and modifying
training during high risk conditions. Integrated Training Management Program Land Rehabilitation and
Maintenance project best management practices are assessed annually during Range and Training Land
Assessment reviews (U.S. Army Hawaii Range Division, 2022).
Under the Proposed Action, the Army would continue to manage hazardous substances and hazardous wastes
in accordance with applicable Army, federal, and state regulations.
Section 3.9.4 revised to clarify that there are no groundwater wells within the State-owned land or impact area.
PTA has no groundwater extraction wells.
We understand that the Hawaii State Department of Health Clean Air Branch has provided their standard
comments, and has no further comments at this time. Text added to EIS Section 3.6 regarding requirements for
control of fugitive dust in Hawaii Administrative Rules Section 11-60.1-33.
Aloha, Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the subject project. Based on
review of the Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area Draft EIS, CAB has no Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to state PTA manages and would continue to manage fugitive dust via 1)
further comments at this time. Please see our standard comments at: erosion control and stabilization techniques (revegetation, erosion control structures, site hardening, dust
Kristen State, DOH, https://health.hawaii.gov/cab/files/2022/05/Standard-Comments-for-Land-Use-Reviews-Clean-Air- |palliatives) under the Land Rehabilitation and Maintenance component of the Integrated Training Management
Caskey Clean Air Branch |Branch-2022.pdf Program (USAG-HI & USARPAC, 2013), 2) adherence to Unified Facilities Criteria 3-250-09FA, Aggregate

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
--- Kristen Caskey, EHS Kristen.caskey@doh.hawaii.gov
Clean Air Branch Hawaii State Department of Health

Surfaced Roads and Airfields Areas, which has dust control requirements for aggregate surfaced roads and
airstrips of airfields at Army installations, and 3) best management practices such as maintenance of roads and
training trails, maintenance of vegetative cover, periodic application of water to control dust, and modifying
training during high risk conditions. Integrated Training Management Program Land Rehabilitation and
Maintenance project BMPs are assessed annually during Range and Training Land Assessment reviews (U.S.
Army Hawaii Range Division, 2022).
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
1. Although the lease agreement states that the Government will have 60 days to clean up The Army agrees that 60 days is not sufficient time to conduct appropriate cleanup activities. In accordance
unexploded ordnance (UXO) and munitions debris (MD) after surrendering the land back to the with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for cleanup and
state, this is not sufficient time to conduct a thorough evaluation and cleanup of munitions hazards |restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would follow Army
at the site. The HEER Office oversees clean-up activities at DoD sites in Hawaii under a DoD-State regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not retained would
Memorandum of Agreement (DSMOA) Cooperative Agreement. The HEER Office does not oversee |occur, following the CERCLA process.
clean-up at active ranges. Cleanup of former munitions site under the Comprehensive

Sven State, DOH, HEER Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) process required by DoD takes |Section 3.5 revised with relevant information regarding the Department of Defense and State Memorandum of

years, sometimes decades to complete. Investigation of potential munitions hazards and clean-up

Agreement Cooperative Agreement, which does not apply until the remediation process begins.

Lindstrom Office
while the Army still controls the property is preferable so that the State will not be forced to wait
an indeterminant amount of time to recover the property following the expiration of the lease The Army's cleanup efforts after training exercises are discussed in Section 3.5.4.11. Text clarified to note that
agreement. The HEER Office recommends that language be included in the DEIS to encourage the  |the Army removes or deactivates all live and blank ammunition upon completion of a training exercise in
Army to begin munitions response activities on the state-owned land as soon as possible. In the compliance with the lease and removes solid waste prior to departing a training area or range facility in
event that the lease is extended, the HEER Office recommends that a requirement be included in accordance with the U.S. Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA) External Standard Operating Procedures
the lease to conduct ongoing UXO investigations and clean up during the lease period and a final (2018).
UXO cleanup prior to the return of the land to the State.
The purpose of the Environmental Condition of Property report is to establish baseline environmental
conditions at PTA, and the report was prepared to formulate an opinion of the environmental condition of the
i . i Subject Site (State-owned land leased by the Army). To the extent feasible, the Army has made relevant
2. The DEIS references an Environmental Condition of Property (ECOP) study, but this document . . .
R . . X . resources available to the public. Additional Army documents are located at:
was not made available on the project website. The HEER Office requested this document from https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/ptaeis/public-info
Army Garrison Hawaii, but it was not provided. According to the DEIS, the ECOP identified potential ps: Aarmy: Phe/p B '
munitions-related hazards on the state-owned land, as well as other potential environmental . . X L .
X . Comment noted. The Army will work with HDOH, HEER to address potential future remediation activities in
hazards. The HEER Office recommends that the Army address all of these hazards and provide )
Sven State, DOH, HEER i i ] i n accordance with CERCLA.
Lindstrom Office documentation to the HEER Office for our records. The sites that are described as former Munitions

and Explosives of Concern (MEC) sites or ranges should be assessed and cleaned-up under CERCLA
since the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Military Munitions Rule only exempts operational
ranges for EPA regulations. If a new lease is to be prepared for the state-owned land, the HEER
Office recommends that a requirement of the lease include the identification and cleanup of all
environmental hazards on the state-owned land.

In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army will
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration will occur in State-owned
land not retained, following the CERCLA process.

As an operational range, PTA is under the Military Munitions Rule. After the lease expires, State-owned land not
retained would no longer be under the Military Munitions Rule.
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In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
3. Section 1.2.5 of the DEIS states that more than 20,000 acres of the state-owned land is X . o . .
. N N . K . ) As an operational range, PTA is regulated by the Military Munitions Rule. After the lease expires, State-owned
designated as "maneuver area." The HEER Office recommends that this area be investigated for R . .
i X . . . X land not retained would no longer be under the Military Munitions Rule.
historic munitions use prior to the end of the lease and cleaned-up if necessary. In fact, Section
3.5.4.11 states that "there is a potential for MEC to be found anywhere on the State-owned land," . . . .
Sven State, DOH, HEER X R . EIS revised to state the lease requires the Army to make every reasonable effort to remove or deactivate all live
. . so this recommendation should extend to all the state-owned land. The HEER Office also . K . R . . . .
Lindstrom Office ) K . . . and blank ammunition from completion of a training exercise or prior to entry by the public, whichever is
recommends that any future lease include a requirement to investigate and cleanup munitions \ . . . . R .
R . . sooner. The Army's cleanup efforts after training exercises are discussed in Section 3.5.4.11. Text clarified to
across the state-owned land, including at current and former maneuver areas, and to restrict future X . . X . .
. . . . note that the Army removes or deactivates all live and blank ammunition upon completion of a training exercise
activities in maneuver areas on state land such that munitions use is not allowed or requires . . . . . X - .
cleanun following use in compliance with the lease and removes solid waste prior to departing a training area or range facility in
P & ' accordance with the U.S. Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA) External Standard Operating Procedures
(2018).
As noted in Section 1.5.2, State decisions following acceptance of the EIS may include the land retention estates
and methods as well as associated terms (e.g., lease compliance conditions) in any new real estate agreement.
In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
4. Figure 1-3 depicts many "Firing Points" located within the state-owned land, with the impact area X . . . .
) R L As an operational range, PTA is regulated by the Military Munitions Rule. After the lease expires, State-owned
located on Federal Government property to the south. According to Section 2.1.2, 91% of the firing R . .
R . . . land not retained would no longer be under the Military Munitions Rule.
points at the Pohakuloa Training Area are on the state-owned land. Munitions Constituent (MC)
contaminants such as heavy metals, explosives, and propellants are often associated with firing . . . .
Sven State, DOH, HEER| . . . . . . . EIS revised to state the lease requires the Army to make every reasonable effort to remove or deactivate all live
X . points; discarded military munitions (DMM) can also sometimes be found at or near firing points. . K . R . . . .
Lindstrom Office . R L . . . . and blank ammunition from completion of a training exercise or prior to entry by the public, whichever is
The HEER Office recommends investigating and cleaning up of these firing points prior to the end of \ . . . . . "
. . D . sooner. The Army's cleanup efforts after training exercises are discussed in Section 3.5.4.11. Text clarified to
the current lease period and, should the lease be extended, making ongoing investigation and R ) . X . X
L ] ] note that the Army removes or deactivates all live and blank ammunition upon completion of a training exercise
cleanup of firing points a requirement of the new lease agreement. . . . . . X . o
in compliance with the lease and removes solid waste prior to departing a training area or range facility in
accordance with the U.S. Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA) External Standard Operating Procedures
(2018).
As noted in Section 1.5.2, State decisions following acceptance of the EIS may include the land retention estates
and methods as well as associated terms (e.g., lease compliance conditions) in any new real estate agreement.
5. Section 3.5.4 discusses the findings of the ECOP. Several of these sites, including the Former The Army will collaborate with DOH, HEER Office in a good faith effort about how it manages active ranges.
Bazooka Range(s), the Former Tank Gunnery Range, the Potential Former Burn Pan, and the Former
Davy Crockett Weapons System Range are not in HEER Office's files. The HEER Office recommends |In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
Sven State. DOH. HEER that the Army provide documents for these sites to the HEER Office and engage the HEER Office cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
Lindstrom Officé ! regarding the investigation and cleanup of these sites. The HEER Office recommends that cleanup of |follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not

all the sites in the ECOP on state-owned land, including potential depleted uranium contamination
associated with the former Davy Crocket range, be conducted prior to returning the land to the
State. The HEER Office further recommends that investigation and cleanup of these sites be
prioritized in any new lease agreement.

retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.

As an operational range, PTA is regulated by the Military Munitions Rule. After the lease expires, State-owned
land not retained would no longer be under the Military Munitions Rule.
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6. Section 3.5.6.4" Please clarify here and elsewhere in the document (e.g., Section 3.8.6.4) that in  [Sections 3.5.6.4, 3.8.6.4, and 3.15.6.4 revised to State the Army would maintain ongoing management of the
Sven State, DOH, HEER|the event of a No Action Alternative, the Army would retain responsibility for ongoing management |POTA-06 former landfill on State-owned land if the No Action Alternative is selected, pending an agreement
Lindstrom Office of the POTA-06 former landfill on the state-owned land and an agreement will be required to allow |allowing the Army access for necessary inspection and management. When the lease expires, maintenance of
the Army access for necessary inspection and maintenance of the controls at that site. ? the landfill and land use controls may be negotiated in the transfer of the property.
Sections 3.5.4.11 and 3.5.4.12 have been revised to include a more robust description of current management
of MEC on State-owned land, which includes the Nuclear Regulatory Commission license and DoD Manual
4140.72.
7. Table 3-24 describes conditions under Alternative 1 as "Adverse impacts from continued Section 3.5.4.12 revised to clarify that the State-owned land only includes one depleted uranium firing location,
Sven State. DOH. HEER contamination but minimized with the management of MEC and radioactive contaminants." Please |the State-owned land does not include the four depleted uranium impact locations, and surveys did not identify
Lindst Offi ! ! include a description of current management of MEC and radioactive materials on the state-owned [any indication of depleted uranium-containing materials on the State-owned land. No radioactive materials are
indstrom ice
land. Previous descriptions of these hazards did not describe any active management of these used on the State-owned land.
hazards other than possibly restricted access. ??
In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
Subject: Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR), Division of Forestry and Wildlife
(DOFAW) Comments on PTA Draft EIS Alternatives The following reflects input from Administrative
and Hawaii Branch staff on the PTA Draft EIS Alternatives. Staff members prefer Alternative 2 or
Alternative 3. Both would allow for better public and resource management access in the area. X . . . .
R . . Thank you for sharing your preference and perspective regarding Alternatives 2 and 3 and how they provide
Under Alternative 2, all leased land north of Daniel K. Inouye Highway (DKI) (a total of 3,300 acres) ¢ uniti
reater access opportunities.
would be excluded from the lease renewal, returned to DLNR, and added to the Mauna Kea Forest g PP
Reserve and Kaohe Game Management Area (GMA). The PTA water tanks north of DKI should be . i . . X ,
. L Comment under advisement. Alternative 3 is the minimum land retention area to meet the Army's purpose and
carved out and retained by PTA. This will allow access to the forest reserve and game management . » R . . . R
. . need; however, the request to include additional lands will be considered in decision making.
area from DKI. Currently, the gates are locked from DKI. This will allow for access to hunting,
State, DLNR recreation, and federally mandated sheep and goat removal. Alternative 3, which excludes training . X . .
L _~ |Section 3.2 addresses recreation. Section 3.3 addresses public and resource management access, game areas,
. . Division of areas 1, 2, 10, 11, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, and 22 from the lease, for a total of 12,900 acres would provide . . .
David Smith L R . hunting, threatened and endangered species, and forest management. Section 3.4 addresses cultural resources.
Forestry and the above access and activities, and would further provide additional lands for management of R . . . .
o . . . . X Section 3.5 addresses hazardous substances and hazardous wastes, including munitions and explosives of
Wildlife native species and ecosystems, including Threatened and Endangered (T&E) species, forest

management, and forest and outdoor recreation, including public hunting. There may be additional
areas not included in Alternative 3 that would provide additional opportunities to protect and
manage natural, cultural, and recreational resources if they were included in this alternative. This
should be further discussed with DLNR/DOFAW. Training areas 20 and 22 are adjacent to portions of
the Pu'u Anahulu GMA contain some of the highest concentration of T&E species in the area along
with the highest quality forest and shrubland. Training action could pose threats to those resources.
The Anahulu | conservation area contains six endangered species and at least six locally rare species
(or species of concern). All lands that are to be excluded from the lease renewal should be swept
for UXO and other hazardous materials prior to returning the lands to DLNR.

concern.

In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
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Access 1. DOFAW would like access to rock quarries within training areas 5, 9, 13, and 21 on PTA
lease land for DOFAW projects on adjoining managed lands such as road and firebreak
maintenance, provided that the materials are safe from hazardous materials. 2. Water wells on
leased land could provide water to DOFAW for forest restoration, fire suppression, plant nursery,
and facilities. 3. Appropriate signage marking the boundary of PTA should be posted. 4. DOFAW
would like public and management access to Pu’u Anahulu GMA from DKI through the Army’s fee
State. DLNR simple land (Keamuku) in three locations. 5. The public, DLNR, and the Hawaii Police Department The suggested mitigation measures are not associated with potential impacts from the Proposed Action or
Divisi:)n of should be provided access to the military shooting range for firearms training. 6. Units 20 and 22 of|connected actions (e.g., lease compliance issues); therefore, they are not addressed in the EIS. The Army will
David Smith Forestry and the State-owned lease lands abut Pu’u Anahulu GMA. DLNR-DOFAW has a fence in progress along |take DOFAW's suggestions under consideration. The Army appreciates it's cooperative and collaborate
WiIdIifey this boundary (REPI-funded fencing, the fence will attach to PTA fence on the boundary). DOFAW is |relationship with DOFAW for areas such as the hunting management and game populations, wildfire prevention
in the process of getting access permits so that DOFAW and PCSU staff may utilize the PTA/Pu’u and suppression, and wildlife research.
Anahulu boundary road. The road is primarily located on the State-owned lease lands but also
crosses over the boundary into Pu’u Anahulu GMA. An access buffer along that road would allow
DOFAW staff and their contractors to access these areas without needing to get permits for access
or contact range control when they are accessing the area. Permits are annual and require a
criminal background check, which is cumbersome. 7. We recommend allowing non-exclusive use of
the leased areas that are outside of the fenced portions bordering Pu’u Anahulu ahupua‘a.
Hunting 1. DOFAW requests DoD provide mammal and bird hunting on lease land on days when
there is no training. Details of how PTA and DLNR will cooperate on hunting should be more clearly
defined. Feral sheep and goats are overgrazing the existing vegetation and causing damage to
native dry forests. Animal numbers should be significantly reduced, preferably with increased public
hunting.
As one of the signatories of the PTA Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP), the state is
Fire Suppression 1. There is a need to establish additional fire suppression dip tanks to protect PTA elcome to reaih out to USAG-HI De ar%ment of Public Works. En 'ronriental DI 's'cfn to d's)c ss suggested
w u - ubli , Envi ivisi iscuss su
and surrounding DOFAW-managed lands. PTA currently has 11 fire suppression dip tanks. DOFAW P Ba
; ) . A . natural resource management measures.
State. DLNR would suggest consideration for tanks in the following locations:
ate, . . N . .
L a. Below Pu’u Ke'eke'e in the bottom corner of TA 20 or off old Ke'eke'e road. . X . . X .
. . Division of R ) , Hunting access is governed by Army Regulation 200-1 (9)(e) and DoD Instruction 4715.03 and described in
David Smith b. Near the bottom of DKI on the south side of DKI adjacent to Pu'u Anahulu GMA. X B ] . o
Forestry and i R . . Section 3.9 of the PTA INRMP. The INRMP states, "Public access for outdoor recreational activities and the
o c. A dip tank in TA 1 that would serve the eastern portions of PTA and help to protect remaining . . . . . X .
Wildlife . . i R L harvest of game mammals and birds is permitted when compatible with environmental conditions or
unfenced areas of Palila Critical Habitat as well as the state lease lands in that vicinity. d. A tank o L . . . . - i
K R . . . . restrictions and the objectives of sustained multiple use and the continued accomplishment of the military’s
near the Girl Scout camp is at a high point where helicopters could fly with a full load of water down| | . . . .
in elevation mission. All activities must comply with state, federal, and U.S. Army statutes and regulations and is controlled
’ by the Garrison Commander (USAG-P 2016)." Applicable text from the documents added to Section 3.3.
T&E Plant Species 2. Any federally listed plant species on state lands leased to PTA should be fenced ¥ ( ) App
individually or collectively where appropriate. A 50-foot managed fuel break should be installed
around each plant or plant cluster and maintained for the life of the lease. Signage informing active-
duty personnel, contractors, and the public informing them of the status of the area should be
included and marked as appropriate for each plant or cluster.
State, DLNR
Division of 3. On pages 3-27, 3-28, and Table 3-3. The narrative and table showing the State T/E status are not . . . . .
David Smith pag & / Species text and table 3-3 has been updated with the most current available information.
Forestry and current - all 20 Federal T&E plants have the same status at the State level.
Wildlife
State, DLNR L . . . . N . .
L Page 3- 23 lists impacts of invasive plants but does not include the risk of moving invasive species to . . . . . . . . .
. . Division of . . . . . . |PTA invasive species discussion and management is presented in Section 3.3.4.2, 3.3.4.3, and 3.3.4.4. The risks
David Smith PTA from other Training Areas (i.e. Chromolaena odorata, CRB). This potential should be included in o . . . . R . .
Forestry and of moving invasive species from other trainings areas is addressed in this section.
o the NEPA documents.
Wildlife
State, DLNR . . .
. 4. The areas not retained in Alternative 2 do not have any records of T&E plants. The areas not . . X X .
. . Division of . . X . i Thank you for your comment. Section 3.3 (Biological Resources) of the EIS has been revised to include
David Smith retained in Alternative 3 have a number of T&E plant species and are important areas for the " X X K . .
Forestry and additional information on T&E species and natural resource management implementation by the Army.
Wildlife recovery of those plants.
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Comments on Invertebrates 1. In Section "3.3.4.2 - Wildlife Invertebrates”, the following is stated: . . X . . . . . .
. K . & Section 3.3.4 has been revised to include additional information on native and protected species. Section 3.3.6
Not much is known about invertebrates at PTA, although more than 500 species of arthropods have . . R . . R
. . . ooy . has been updated with applicable analysis. Exisitng management measures are addressed in Section 3.3.4.5 and
been identified on PTA from surveys conducted in the 1990s.”. This statement is inadequate, as . . . . .
) X ) ] ) best management practices and standard operating procedures are located in Appendix E. Additional
there is no attempt to characterize the invertebrate fauna at the site. The 500 species should be . e . . .
. X . . . . X information includes a summary of documented insects and arachnides to more adequately cover invertebrates
State, DLNR adequately described with adequate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation described for impacts . R o .
. : . . " X and notes that a 2018 Hylaeus species survey that did not record any individuals. Section 3.3.4.4 of the EIS has
. . Division of to each native species and/or habitat area. 2. The document states: “Two federally listed ) .
David Smith . R . been updated to note that Hylaeus anthracinus is known from coastal and lowland dryland forests (up to 2,000
Forestry and invertebrates—Hylaeus anthracinus and Manduca blackburni—have been documented on PTA. In . . R . . )
o . X . . feet). The dryland forests at PTA are too high in elevation to provide suitable habitat for H. anthracinus . The
Wildlife 2004, a single specimen of H. anthracinus was collected at PTA but the exact location is unknown . o . . . . .
. . . . . . single individual collected at PTA in 2004 was suspected to be a vagrant. For additional information on this
(USAG-PTA, 2020c). This bee species, typically found along coasts, was found in a K. coriacea fruit . . . ]
. X ) species see page 26 of 81 FR 67786-67860 Endangered Status for 49 Species From the Hawaiian Islands; Final
capsule in an unknown location and was suspected to have been accidentally transported. A 2018 Rule
Hylaeus survey did not record any H. anthracinus.” It should be noted thatn Hylaeus anthracinus is ’
known from dryland forests, not just coastal areas, so transport to the site seems unlikely.
As noted in Section 1.4, HRS Chapter 6E compliance is separate from the EIS process. The Proposed Action is an
Trails 1. Ancient and Historic trails and associated archeologic features data should be shared with . . X p. . P P R R .p R P R
- K _ administrative action; no new activities are proposed. The EIS relies on existing studies to present what is
State, DLNR DLNR’s Na Ala Hele Trails and Access Program. Per HRS 198D, the Na Ala Hele program serves as the . ] . . R . .
. . . . i . . known of current conditions, and the full summary in contained in the Archaeological Literature Review
David Smith Division of consulting agency regarding trails . All 6E and 106 compliance processes should include consultation (Appendix J)
Forestry and with the Hawai‘i Island Na Ala Hele staff. Additionally, the applicant should facilitate site visits with PP ’
Wildlife Na Ala Hele staff. 2. Typically, an Archeological Inventory Survey is included in the EIS process. DLNR X . . .
) M v . 3 R . ¥ ¥ P Section 3.4.2 of the EIS documents the NHPA consultation process that resulted in a 2018 programmatic
recommends they include an AlIS in the next iteration of the EIS. . .
agreement to resolve adverse effects at PTA from ongoing activities.
Endangered Wildlife 1.The last final paragraph on page 3-31 discusses the occurrence of a Band-
rumped Storm Petrel (Oceanodroma castro) nest discovered on PTA in 2015. Activity at this burrow
was confirmed and subsequent monitoring determined the occurrence of up to eight potential
State. DLNR nests, with video evidence of four active nests/burrows on US Government land. The last sentence
o on this page further speaks of the importance of this observation. We see no mention in relevant
. . Division of X . . X The 2015 band-rumped storm petrel nest was not on State-owned land, no nests have been detected on State-
David Smith sections of the document, however, of any subsequent of further monitoring at the site or actions . . . i .
Forestry and X ) . X owned land. Appendix K discusses monitoring work that the USAG-PTA staff do for this species.
Wildlife taken (or to be taken) to protect this probable nesting site/colony. What is the current status of
these nests or what was their fate? Will there be any predicted impacts to the colony via the
proposed alternatives? The description of impacts on wildlife and natural resources is vague and
the discussion of avoidance or mitigation actions is limited. This needs to be addressed in the final
version of the EIS.
In addition to the comments submitted separately by Chairperson Suzanne Case, attached are
comments from the (a) Engineering Division and (b) Land Division-Hawaii District on the subject
matter. We understand the Division of Forestry and Wildlife may also submit comments separately.
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject matter. The Land Division of
the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) distributed or made available a copy of your
State. DLNR request pertaining to the subject matter to DLNR's Divisions for their review and comments.
Darlene Engi T Thank you for the DLNR Engineering Division's review of the Draft EIS for the Army Land Retention Project at
ngineerin
Nakamura DI g’s'on & In addition to comments submitted separately by Chairperson Suzanne Case, attached are Pohakuloa Training Area. We understand that Division has no additional comments.
ivisi

responses from the (a) Engineering Division and (b) Land Division-Hawaii District on the subject
matter. We understand the Division of Forestry and Wildlife may also submit comments
separately.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact Darlene Nakamura at (808) 587-0417 or
email: darlene.k.nakamura@hawaii.gov.

We have no additional comments.
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After review of the document, the Land Division finds that the document, as currently written, does
not meet the requirements of Chapter 343, HRS and Chapter 11-200.1, HAR. Further, Land Division
notes that given the major data gaps in the current document, should those data gaps be filled, the |The EIS has been substantially revised to include information from agency and public comments. For example,
Lauren State, DLNR, revised EIS may be subject to further public review and comment. the EIS has been revised to remove the 250 acres of DHHL-administered land from Alternative 1 and Section 3
Yasaka Land Division has been revised to add additional information (e.g., existing management measures to reduce ongoing
Please keep in mind that this list is not exhaustive. The document as written is so insufficient as it |[impacts) and better identify when no additional information or no more current information is available.
relates to HEPA requirements that we were unable to review it in its entirety even though the
review period was extended to 60 days.
The DEIS analyzes a fee simple acquisition by the Federal government and does not analyze a lease
or other disposition scenario in which the land remains under ownership and jurisdiction of the
State. As currently written, the DEIS does not comply with HRS §343-5, which states that "except for
otherwise provided, an environmental assessment [or EIS] shall be required for actions that: (1) Section 2.3 revised to clarify there would be no difference in ongoing activities on the State-owned land
Propose the use of state or county lands...; (2) Propose any use within any land classified as a retained under the land retention estates selected for analysis (i.e., fee simple title, lease, easement). The only
conservation district...." In its current form, the DEIS analysis is based on the Federal Government |difference is that under lease and easement the Army would adhere to lease/easement conditions, assumed
retaining the State lands via title (ownership through fee simple title) which would not trigger the  |Army obligations in the Court Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative
need for a HEPA EIS. Furthermore, the DEIS should thoroughly analyze the lands being retained via |requirements. Because ongoing activities, lease/easement conditions, assumed Army obligations in the Court
Lauren State, DLNR, lease and/or other type of land disposition in which the land still remains under ownership and Ordered Management Plan, and applicable State processes/administrative requirements would be the same
Yasaka Land Division jurisdiction of the State in order to be in compliance with HRS §343-5, as well as analyze other under lease and easement, the impacts for lease and easement would be the same; therefore, the EIS only
alternative retention methods being considered by the Applicant. While we understand that the analyzes fee simple title and lease.
Applicant decided to analyze the fee retention method as they believe it to be the most impactful, a
lease or similar disposition with ongoing monitoring, preservation, and mitigation obligations, isa  |EIS revised to include information related to ongoing best management practices, standard operating
viable alternative that would require a different and more detailed analysis under HEPA. The procedures, management measures, and mitigation measures to highlight ongoing environmental monitoring
absence of any meaningful analysis under a lease or other land disposition scenario fails to address |and conservation efforts (see Existing Management Measures added to each resource area in Section 3).
compliance with applicable State laws which also ensures proper mitigation for probable impacts.
Finally, the DEIS should more thoroughly justify its assertation that fee title ownership results in the
greatest impact.
The DEIS makes statements throughout that allude to future projects such as modernization of
"facilities, utilities, and infrastructure that will eventually require separate NEPA compliance." An
additional statement is made under Section 2.2.5, subheading Alternative 6, which states "The Army
must have at least a 25-year lease to permit permanent construction." While it is unclear whether . . . . . L . .
L . . i . . ] EIS revised to clarify that the Proposed Action does not include any construction or modernization projects in
such modernization projects or construction projects would occur on State land, if the intent is for
. . the State-owned land.
these projects to occur on State land then pursuant to §11-200.1-10, "A group of actions shall be
Lauren State, DLNR, treated as a single action when: (1) The component actions are phases or increments of a larger . . .
. o L . o Reasonably foreseeable future actions (not related to the Proposed Action) are analyzed as cumulative effects
Yasaka Land Division total program; (2) An individual action is a necessary precedent to a larger action; (3) An individual

action represents a commitment to a larger action; or (4) The actions in questions are essentially
identical and a single EA or EIS will adequately address the impacts of each individual action and
those of the group of actions as a whole." Thus, should these "future" uses be on State land, those
uses would need to be adequately included and analyzed within this document or you may want to
consider preparing a Programmatic EIS which would commit the Army to conducting further HEPA
compliance as those future projects come on-line.

in Section 4. Section 4.3.1 revised to clarify that no reasonably foreseeable future military construction projects
(i.e., major construction costing at least $10 million) are proposed within the State-owned land, but two smaller
maintenance-type projects are proposed within the State-owned land.
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The Executive Summary reflects that Section 5.2 has been renamed "Incomplete Information/Unresolved
. o . Issues" to reflect the content requirements of NEPA and HEPA. Appendix A, NEPA-HEPA Compliance Guide, has
In the Executive Summary, there are missing items as prescribed under HAR §11-200.1-24(d). . R . . X . ) .
. . B N X . . been added to identify the specific section in the EIS where information is provided as required by NEPA and
Specifically, ES.12 should include "Unresolved Issues" as a part of the heading to be consistent with HEPA
Lauren State, DLNR, §11-200.1-24(d)(5) and there is no list of permits or approvals as required under §11-200.1-24(d)(6). ’
Yasaka Land Division Also, as the document makes references to previous NEPA documents for Army activities on these . . . . )
. . . A list of previous NEPA compliance documents for training at PTA has been added to Appendix E, NEPA and
lands, pursuant to §11-200.1-24(d)(7), there should be a list of relevant EAs or EISs considered in the ) i L .
. . Other Environmental Planning Documents and Existing Management Measures. State permits and approvals
analysis of the preparation of the EIS. ) . ) A
required under HEPA have been added, where appropriate, in the regualtory framework section of each
applicable resource in Chapter 3.
Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(g)(6), the DEIS shall contain a summary of "technical data, diagrams,
and other information necessary to enable an evaluation of potential environmental impact by
commenting agencies and the public..."
'g' g . P L. . . X . The EIS has been revised to incorporate relevant details from the plans cited to document the best
The Land Division finds that the document is insufficient in this matter. There are numerous studies . X
. . . management practices (BMPs) and standard operating procedures (SOPs) employed by the Army. The Proposed
and plans referenced in the document, but were not included. At minimum, any study, plan, or . o o . o . L
. ] . . . Action does not propose new activities but would facilitate ongoing activities previously analyzed utilizing the
document referenced that is used to lay the basis of the existing environmental setting of the L . . . . K ) .
R . . ] L studies cited in this EIS. The EIS presents existing conditions based on relevant studies. As you've noted, there is
Lauren State, DLNR, project or as evidence to support appropriate management practices/mitigation measures currently . o e .
. ) . ] . R regulatory definition of time in NEPA and HEPA related to relevance of existing studies.
Yasaka Land Division in practice should be included in the appendices.
We also note that many of the referenced studies and/or plans are over 10 years old. While there is
. . 'y . / 'p y To the extent feasible, current on-line URL links are provided in Chapter 6 (Reference List) following the
nothing specifically written within State Statute or Rules, it has been the policy that should any of L . ) ]
. . reference citation. The USAG-HI website for current publicly releasable documents is:
these documents be over 10 years old, they should be reviewed and updated as appropriate so that https://home.army.mil/hawaii/index.php/ptaeis/public-info
the DEIS is based on current information. Therefore, for those studies, reports, plans, etc. that have ps: army: -Php/P P '
passed this 10-year threshold, we request that those studies be updated as appropriate and
included.
Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(i), "The draft EIS shall include a description of the environmental
setting...Special emphasis shall be placed on environmental resources that are rare of unique to the
region and the action site (including natural or human-made resources of historic, cultural,
archaeological, or aesthetic significance)."
. e . . . L . Section 3.3, Biological Resources, has been revised to include more recent data, including but not limited to a
There are several sections within the document in which the information is insufficient and would . . K
] . - . summary of documented insects and note that a 2018 Hylaeus species survey that did not record any
Lauren State, DLNR, appear that the Applicant has made little to no effort to fill in any data gaps. Examples include the | . . K ) . . X
. X individuals. Appendix K provides additional species information.
Yasaka Land Division following:
Under Section 3.3.4.2, subheading invertebrates, the only information provided is that "Not much is
known about invertebrates, although more than 500 species of arthropods have been identified on
PTA from surveys conducted in 1990s." This level of information is unacceptable, and appropriate
invertebrate surveys and/or updates to existing arthropod surveys should be conducted and
included in the DEIS as appropriate.
Under Section 3.3.4.3, subheading Protected Birds, regarding the Band-rumped storm petrel, it No band-rumped storm petrel nests have been detected on State-owned land. The nest discovered in 2015 is
Lauren State, DLNR, states that "it is unknown how this species may use habitats in PTA." This information appears to be |being managed through predator control (live and lethal trapping for cats, mongoose, and rodents), nest
Yasaka Land Division important to determine appropriate mitigation measures or management activities as it pertains to |surveys with a detector dog, and monitoring of potential nests via video surveillance. Appendix K discusses
the species. monitoring work that the USAG-PTA staff do for this species.
. X . X . The Army is preparing a draft programmatic biological assessment (PBA) that addresses a broader scope than
Section 3.3.4.3 Protected Species and Areas states that the Army is preparing a programmatic . . . .
X . i : R o . N what the EIS addresses, and the PBA is not complete. Authors have included the most updated information
Lauren State, DLNR, biological assessment which "covers newly listed species and critical habitats." It would appear that ) . X ] . R . R
. o . . : . available to the Army and applied relevant information that will be used in the PBA in the EIS. Newly listed
Yasaka Land Division none of this information is included within the DEIS and that this assessment would be a critical

study that should be included the DEIS.

species and Palila critical habitat are discussed within existing conditions of the biological resources section of
this EIS in Section 3.3.4.
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Figures have been added to show where surveys have been completed and the general locations and types of

Regarding archaeological investigations, the DEIS basically states that only a little over half of the sites within State-owned land. Reasons for unsurveyed areas added to the EIS.

State lands have been surveyed for archaeological resources. While we recognize that a Literature

Review was done for the State lands in October 2021, we note that it was specifically done to meet |Stipulations to take into account the effects of routine military activities on historic properties at PTA are

NEPA requirements, and the information provided is not sufficient to cover the data gaps for the un-Jdocumented in the 2018 Programmatic Agreement among the U.S. Army, the Hawaii State Historic Preservation
Lauren State, DLNR, surveyed portion of State lands. Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. Undertaken in consultation with Native Hawaiian
Vasaka Land Division Organizations, the PA fulfills the National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 for the Area of Potential Effect

Further, while we are not suggesting that an Archaeological Inventory Survey (AIS) be done for the |including PTA. EIS Section 3.4.4.6 describes the Army's responsibilities for cultural management under the

remaining, un-surveyed portions of State lands, we would, at minimum, request an archaeological |agreement to minimize impacts to sites.

field inspection be done so that the entire area of potential effect (APE), which would include all the

lands being considered in the lease, be covered. This would also support HRS Chapter 6E review and [The ongoing Army activities described in EIS Section 2.1 would continue with the Proposed Action (land

compliance which would support mitigation to any archaeological resources. retention); no new activities are proposed. HRS Chapter 6E would be undertaken when a State agency issues a

permit or entitlement and is separate from the NEPA and HEPA process (see EIS Section 5.3.2).

Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(j), "The draft EIS shall include a description of the relationship of the

proposed action to land use and natural or cultural resource plans, policies, and controls for the

affected area. Discussion of how the proposed action may conform or conflict with objectives and

specific terms of approved or proposed land use and resource plans, policies, and controls, if any,

for the affected area shall be included. Where a conflict or inconsistency exists, the draft EIS shall

describe the extent to which the agency or applicant has reconciled its proposed action with the In compliance with HAR 11-200.1-24(j), Section 5.3 of the EIS provides the discussion of how the Proposed

plan, policy, or control, and the reasons why the agency or applicant had decided to proceed, Action conforms or conflicts with objectives and specific terms of approved or proposed land use and resource
Lauren State, DLNR, notwithstanding the absence of full reconciliation. plans, policies, and controls for the affected area. The discussion also complies with 40 CFR Part 1502.16(c)
Yasaka Land Division under NEPA.

As currently written, the DEIS does not meet the above stated requirement. We note that, the
project area is located within an area now designated as the State Land Use Conservation District,
Resource Subzone. However, the DEIS lacks information on how the Applicant's proposed action
conforms with the purpose of the Conservation District and objective of the Resource subzone. The
DEIS should be revised to include a discussion on how the proposed action and mitigating measures
are consistent with the purpose of the Conservation District and the objective of the Resource
subzone.

Revisions to Section 5.3 describe the administrative processes to use of the State-owned land.

Section 1.4.1 basically alludes to the uses at PTA being non-conforming and states that "HAR
Chapter 13-5 provides for authorization of additional uses through discretionary permits from the

EIS Section 1.4.2 has been refined to describe the administrative processes for use of the State-owned land.

Lauren State, DLNR, State Board of Land and Natural Resources." This statement is problematic as non-conforming uses |Management activities for natural and cultural resources conducted by the Army as part of its ongoing activities
Yasaka Land Division within the Conservation District are regulated by §13-5-7, HAR. This section mainly allows for have been added to this EIS. The Army has spent at least $3M annually for natural and cultural resource
maintenance and repair of non-conforming uses, however, nowhere does it suggest that management at PTA.
"additional" uses can be authorized.
Section 1.5.2 states that one of the possible decisions that may need to be made by State agencies
is "if presented with a CDUP application to permit military uses of lands in the State's conservation
i .p pp . P v . Sections 1.4 and 1.5 of the EIS have been refined to describe the administrative processes for military use of
Lauren State, DLNR, district (resources subzone), consider allowable uses and management actions to meet the purpose State-owned land
Yasaka Land Division of the conservation district." This is an incorrect statement as it is the Applicant's (the Army) ’
responsibility to propose how their "uses" fit within the land uses as described in Chapter 13-5,
HAR.
Section 3.2.5 states that "The current nonconforming use of State conservation district land is . . . . .
. R . . EIS Section 1.4.2 has been refined to describe the administrative processes for use of the State-owned land.
assumed to cease with the lease term. Army could be brought into conformance with conservation . . . .
Lauren State, DLNR, L . X X Management activities for natural and cultural resources conducted by the Army as part of its ongoing activities
. district rules as part of the land retention process following the EIS process when the land retention .
Yasaka Land Division have been added to this EIS. The Army has spent at least $3M annually for natural and cultural resource

method is known." Please clarify how the Army could be "brought into conformance with
conservation district rules."

management at PTA.
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Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(k), "The draft EIS shall also contain a list of necessary approvals
i § i (k) i . Y pl:? . Table 1-1 has been revised to demonstrate its compliance with HAR §11-200.1-24(k). The table has been
required for the action from governmental agencies, boards, or commissions or other similar ) . . R
roups having iurisdiction. The status of each identified anproval shall also be described.” renamed to demonstrate that all potential permits, licenses, and approvals necessary for implementation of the
u ving jurisdiction. u i ifi % ibed.
Lauren State, DLNR, group gl i Proposed Action were considered. The status of each permit has been added with the location of further
Yasaka Land Division . . . X . discussion within the EIS. Because the Proposed Action is an administrative action (a real estate action) the
The DEIS does not appear to include such a list. The closest thing that Staff could identify is Table 1- . o
S WA i . M . o . reviews and approvals are limited.
1 which is a table of "Anticipated Reviews." Unfortunately, it would appear that this is not a list of
approvals, nor does it provide the status of each review.
Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(l), "The Draft EIS shall include an analysis of the probable impact of
the proposed action on the environment and impacts on the natural or human environment on the . . . . . X .
. . . . . . X . i The EIS has been revised to clarify the ongoing activities (with prior NEPA documents cited) to demonstrate that
action. This analysis shall include consideration of all phases of the action and consideration of all . . . )
. . . . N the current and proposed uses are the same; and to clearly identify ongoing best management practices,
consequences on the environment, include direct, and indirect effects... . L . .
standard operating procedures, management measures, and mitigation measures in support of those activities
Lauren State, DLNR, X . . . . . . to highlight the Army's ongoing environmental monitoring and conservation efforts.
. As currently written, the DEIS fails to meet this requirement. The impact analysis sections for each
Yasaka Land Division ) . . .
of the Environmental Resource sections (as determined by the Applicant) are weak and are based . . L . .
X i R N N . X R The EIS has been revised to clarify and distinguish ongoing impacts and management measures (due to
on whether the impact is considered "new" versus an ongoing impact which would most likely i ) X . . ) o . .
. . R . R continuation of ongoing activities) and potential new impacts and mitigation measures (due to administrative
continue to occur should the Proposed Action move forward. As currently written, it requires the . . . . . X X .
o . R ] L action of continuing or ending ongoing activities and implementing connected actions).
reader to extract these continuing impacts from the existing environmental setting descriptions and
it appears that even that information may not be complete. Examples of this include the following:
The reference to incidental take statements is meant to demonstrate that the Army has already formally
consulted with USFWS on ongoing activities' impacts on listed species, is complying with the Endangered
Section 3.3.4.3 states that there are Incidental Take Statements to offset military activity effects on |Species Act, and is mitigating adverse effects.
néné birds. However, just because Incidental Take Statements exist, does not mean that there is no
impact. Rather it would appear that the continuation of military training would continue to impact [The EIS has been revised to clarify the ongoing activities (with prior NEPA documents cited) to demonstrate that
Lauren State, DLNR, néné birds. Another example of this is with the Hawaiian hoary bat in which there have been the current and proposed uses are the same; and to clearly identify ongoing best management practices,
Yasaka Land Division several incidences in which loss of roosting habitat has exceeded the annual take limit. It would standard operating procedures, management measures, and mitigation measures in support of those activities
appear that the continuation of military training exercises could continue to impact the Hawaiian to highlight the Army's ongoing environmental monitoring and conservation efforts.
hoary bat and its habitat. However, neither of these are addressed in the Environmental Analysis
section for biological resources. The EIS has been revised to clarify and distinguish ongoing impacts and management measures (due to
continuation of ongoing activities) and potential new impacts and mitigation measures (due to administrative
action of continuing or ending ongoing activities and implementing connected actions).
Section 3.4.6.1 states that "The 2018 PA determined that...some undertakings (activities) may
continue to have adverse effects on historic properties" as well as stating that "The continued The adverse effects identified in the 2018 NHPA Section 106 PA are resolved (i.e., mitigated) through
Lauren State, DLNR, presence of training personnel may also continue to impact resources through accidental damage |implementation of the PA for Army activities. Adverse effects that have been resolved through NHPA
Yasaka Land Division or vandalism." However, the document still states that "the proposed action will result in no new consultation are not considered 'impacts' for the purposes of NEPA. The Proposed Action is a real estate action
impacts." The impact analysis of the continuation of military activities and training is not taken into |that does not propose new Army activities.
account in the Environmental Analysis section for cultural resources.
Section 3.7.4, subheading Noise Impacts on Community and Wildlife, states that "Noise generated
on PTA is expected to cause wildlife startle, alarm, and alert behaviors, potentially causing rapid
movement or flight in avoidance behavior. This could increase the risk of wildlife being struck by live{ . . . .
Lauren State, DLNR, § . L . . X R Wildlife noise impacts in Sections 3.3.4.4, 3.3.6, 3.7.4, and 3.7.6 have been revised to more clearly show the
. fire, abandoning nest or young, receiving auditory damage, or increasing energy expenditure and L o .
Yasaka Land Division potential impacts on wildlife from noise.

food demands. It is also possible that habituation to noise or distraction caused by noise could
cause wildlife to be less aware of surrounding and more prone to predation. Staff notes that none
of this information is included in the Environmental Analysis.
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Pursuant to HAR §11-200.1-24(p), "The Draft EIS shall consider mitigation measures proposed to
avoid, minimize, rectify, or reduce impacts, including provision for compensation for losses of The EIS has been revised to clarify the ongoing activities (with prior NEPA documents cited) to demonstrate that
cultural, community, historical, archaeological, and fish and wildlife resources, including the the current and proposed uses are the same; and to clearly identify ongoing best management practices,
acquisition of land, waters, and interests therein. Description of any mitigation measures included |standard operating procedures, management measures, and mitigation measures in support of those activities
in the action plan to reduce significant, unavoidable, adverse impacts to insignificant levels, and the |to highlight the Army's ongoing environmental monitoring and conservation efforts.
basis for considering these levels acceptable shall be included. Where a particular mitigation has
been chosen from among several alternatives, the measures shall be discussed and the reasons The EIS has been revised to clarify and distinguish ongoing impacts and management measures (due to
Lauren State, DLNR, given for the choice made. The draft EIS shall include, where possible, specific reference to the continuation of ongoing activities) and potential new impacts and mitigation measures (due to administrative
Yasaka Land Division timing of each step proposed to be taken in any mitigation process, what performance bonds, if action of continuing or ending ongoing activities and implementing connected actions).
any, may be posted, and what other provisions are proposed to ensure that the mitigation
measures will in fact be taken in the event the action is implemented." In compliance with HAR 11-200.1-24(p), Sections ES.11, 1.5.1, and 3.17 revised to note that the Army would
develop and implement a mitigation monitoring plan for mitigation measures selected in the Record of
Overall, the DEIS lacks adequate presentation of mitigation measures. Should the impact analysis Decision, if deemed necessary based on the nature of the selected mitigation measures, to ensure any potential
sections be revised to be in accordance with HAR §11-200.1-24(l) and include analysis of impacts mitigation measures selected for implementation in the Record of Decision would be effective and completed
that would continue to occur due to the proposed project, that analysis may be subject to further  |in a timely manner.
public review and comment.
From the portions of the document that we were able to review, we have three points of significant
concern. The first is regarding archaeological resources. Although the document states that there is |The Army's ongoing best management practices, standard operating procedures, management measures, and
L State. DLNR a potential for adverse effects on historic properties, no mitigation measures were recommended |mitigation measures are more fully referenced in the EIS to clarify the ongoing environmental monitoring and
auren ate, , ) ) ) )
Vasak Land Divisi due to the Applicants adherence to standard operating procedures (SOPs), the Programmatic conservation efforts undertaken by the cultural and natural resource management teams at PTA.
asaka and Division
Agreement (PA), and the Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan (ICRMP). However, Staff
notes that no details of these plans, nor the plans themselves were included in the DEIS, thus the To the extent feasible, relevant resources have been made available to the public.
lack of mitigation appears to be problematic.
" . . The EIS (Section 3.4.4.6) and the CIA (Section 9.1) explain that adverse effects from ongoing Army actions are
In addition, the CIA found that the current military activities on State lands have an adverse L . . . .
o . ) L minimized through compliance with the 2018 Programmatic Agreement. Section 8.0 of the CIA assesses the
effect/significant impact to cultural practices. We find it strange that there are no proposed o ) . R »
o L X o . potential impacts based on the Proposed Action (retention of land; no new Army actions) on traditional or
Lauren State, DLNR, mitigation measures within the CIA report itself and the only mitigation proposed by the Applicant K X . .
. o . . . R . . . customary practices not previously assessed. Therefore, the CIA concludes that cultural access is the impact
Yasaka Land Division is "through consultation with Native Hawaiians, and/or other ethnic groups as appropriate, provide ) .
K . I L that would result from the Army's retention of the land.
access to promote and protect cultural beliefs, practices, and resources." This single mitigation
measure proposed in response to the CIA is grossly insufficient.
prop P & v The CIA has been revised to incorporate additional input from Native Hawaiian interviewees.
Wildlife noise impacts in Sections 3.3.4.4, 3.3.6, 3.7.4, and 3.7.6 have been revised to more clearly show the
Lauren State, DLNR, Also, as stated in the preceding bulleted section, there appears to be a significant impact to wildlife |potential impacts on wildlife from noise and managent measures already in place; Exisitng management
Yasaka Land Division due to noise yet no mitigation is proposed. measures are addressed in Section 3.3.4.5 and best management practices and standard operating procedures
are located in Appendix E. Based on noise models, these impacts are considered less than significant.
Please be aware that due to the deficiencies and lack of data found in Chapters 1 through 3, Staff . . .
. L . . . Army considered all comments received and has made revisions to the EIS. Chapters 4 and 5 were updated as
will not be providing any in depth comment on Chapters 4 and 5 as they rely on information . . .
Lauren State, DLNR, A ) . appropriate. The EIS meets the content requirements of HRS 343 and HAR 11-200.1. Appendix A, NEPA-HEPA
. presented in the earlier chapters. Therefore, we choose to withhold our comments on those . . . i . o K ] .
Yasaka Land Division Compliance Guide, has been added to identify the specific section in the EIS where information is provided as

sections until more data is made available for review and comment.

required by NEPA and HEPA.
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HAR §11-200.1-31 provides for a single document to fulfill both NEPA and HRS Chapter 343. The Section 5.6
heading has been revised to include the HEPA nomenclature following the NEPA. Each HEPA requirement detail
is generally documented after the NEPA requirement in the text. Using the example of Section 5.6, the first
There are many sections within the DEIS that discuss the NEPA requirements/process for that paragraph documents "HAR Section 11-200.1-24(m) states the discussion . . . shall include the extent to which
Lauren State, DLNR, particular section (i.e. Section 5.6 Relationship Between Short-term Use of the Environment and the Proposed Action forecloses future options or narrows the range of beneficial uses of the environment or
Yasaka Land Division Long-Term productivity), however, there is no discussion of the HEPA requirements. As this is a joint|poses long-term risks to health or safety.'"
NEPA/HEPA document, what is done for one should be done for the other.
The remainder of text in the EIS section describes the Proposed Action's compliance with the requirements.
Appendix A, NEPA-HEPA Compliance Guide, has been added to identify the specific section in the EIS where
information is provided as required by NEPA and HEPA.
Executive Summary sentence revised to "The Army would continue to implement mitigation and management
measures to address impacts from ongoing activities at PTA, and also proposes potential mitigation measures
Within the Executive Summary, under Section ES.11 Potential Mitigation Measures, it says that "The . P R going . "p P P &
e . . to reduce the severity of adverse impacts from the Proposed Action.
Lauren State, DLNR, Army could propose mitigation to reduce the severity of adverse impacts from the Proposed
Yasaka Land Division Action." The use of "could propose" is problematic as it gives the impression that the Army has a . . L . o
. . . , . The EIS has been revised to clarify and distinguish ongoing impacts and management measures (due to
choice not to do any mitigation. This would be unacceptable from the Department's perspective. K . X . . ) L . .
continuation of ongoing activities) and potential new impacts and mitigation measures (due to administrative
action of continuing or ending ongoing activities and implementing connected actions).
Lauren State, DLNR, . . . . . . . X . .
. Please recheck your calculations for the Maneuver Area under Section 1.2.5. The information provided in Section 1.2.5 has been confirmed as written and no change is warranted.
Yasaka Land Division
Section 2.1.1 lists various training area (TA) numbers without any context and the figure showing
Lauren State, DLNR, . . . . . . ) .
Yasaka Land Division these TAs is not referenced until the end of the section. We would suggest moving the figure Reference to Figure 2-1 added to the first paragraph of Section 2.1.1.
ivisi
reference up front for more clarity.
Lauren State, DLNR, Under Section 3.2.4.1 where ceded lands are discussed, we suggest that you make it explicitly clear |Section 3.2.4.1 has been revised to note that the three westernmost parcels of State-owned land at PTA
Yasaka Land Division that all the State lands included in the Proposed Action are ceded lands. administered by DLNR is ceded land.
EIS Section 3.2.2 has been revised to reflect that funds collected from hunting activities are handled consistent
As stated in Section 3.2.4.2 Recreation, please clarify if the "funds collected from hunting activities" | . . R X . L e .
Lauren State, DLNR, . . e with DoDI 4715.03, which states, "Hunting, fishing, and access permitting and fees, if collected, must be
. are used for conservation management specifically within the PTA or elsewhere. If elsewhere, . . . . R
Yasaka Land Division . . ) deposited and used pursuant to the Sikes Act, and should be used only on the installation where collected." All
please provide that information. }
funds collected are used at PTA for conservation programs.
The No Action Alternative includes actions (many of which are lease compliance actions that would be triggered
by lease expiration) that would mitigate environmental impacts from past and ongoing Army actions. An
example from Section 2.2.4 is "Meet ongoing biological resources mitigation requirements (e.g., conservation
fence units) in the State-owned land via reforestation of portions of the State-owned land or some other
. . . . L arrangement negotiated with USFWS and State, as applicable." The EIS has been revised to clearly identify
Under section 3.2.6.4 No Action Alternative, we note that there are no potential mitigation = X . . . N
. i specific measures that are part of the alternative or "included in the action plan" as HAR 11-200-2-24(p) states.
measures proposed even though the summary of impacts states that there would be "new, long-
term moderate, adverse impacts on encroachment management." We are curious as to why the . . . . L .
Lauren State, DLNR, . K . X ; K . The No Action Alternative does not include proposed Army actions so no mitigation is proposed (i.e., there are
. installation of fencing and signage would not also be applicable to this alternative. We also note . . . ] i
Yasaka Land Division no Proposed Action impacts to mitigate); however, the Army would implement lease compliance actions and

that mitigation regarding the installation of such fencing and signage is not addressed in the DEIS.
For example, fencing should not include the use of barbed wire due to the presence of the Hawaiian
hoary bat at PTA.

cleanup and restoration activities for any hazardous substances and hazardous wastes within the State-owned
land not retained, which are considered connected actions. EIS revised to include potential mitigation measures
for connected actions when applicable. EIS revised to include existing management measures for ongoing
activities, connected actions, and potential mitigation measures (e.g., Army could add fence [without barbed
wire due to Hawaiian hoary bat] and/or signs on U.S. Government-owned land and State-owned land retained
along areas adjacent to State-owned land not retained under Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 to help prevent
encroachment to U.S. Government-owned land).
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(response continued from above)
L State. DLNR Following the end of the lease, the Army may decide to install fencing and signs on U.S. Government-owned
auren ate, , ) L ) e ) e
. land to prevent encroachment, but such a potential future action is not identified as a potential mitigation
Yasaka Land Division , e . . L . . .
measure because the Army can't propose mitigation for instances in which it takes no action (i.e., the No Action
Alternative).
For Section 3.3 Biological Resources, we would like to see a list of all native biological resources Species names have been changed to reflect common names for wildlife and scientific names for plants.
Lauren State, DLNR, located on the State Lands. We would also suggest using the common, local name of the species
Yasaka Land Division rather than the scientific name in the body of the text for ease of reading, rather than having the A list of all native species known to occur on PTA, and narrowed down to State-owned land where possible, is
reader consult with the different tables. available in Section 3.3.4.3 and 3.3.4.4.
Under Section 3.3.4.3, subheading Protected Invertebrates, you reference a 2005 USFWS Recovery
Lauren State, DLNR, Plan for Blackburn's Sphinx Moth (Manduca blackburni). This is a rather old plan (over 17 years old . i . . i X .
. P ( . ] ) . . p' ( v ) EIS has been revised with the most up to date USFWS information available for this species.
Yasaka Land Division and we would request that you confirm with USFWS that this Plan is still applicable and that the
information you have provided in the DEIS is still accurate.
Lauren State, DLNR, . . . . . . .
. Please clarify where your assumptions came from in Section 3.3.5. Assumptions have been revised and references to State funding have been removed throughout the EIS.
Yasaka Land Division
Lauren State, DLNR, X . X . . o Section 3.4.4.3 of the EIS has been revised to reference Figure 3-6 to depict archaeological survey coverage of
. Please check your calculations in Section 3.4.4.3, subheading Archaeological Investigations. . .
Yasaka Land Division the State-owned land. Text has been clarified to provide context.
Section 3.6.4 revised to note that activities within the State-owned land have changed some since fugitive dust
monitoring was conducted in 2006-2007; however, the type and quantity of activities have not significantly
changed so fugitive dust generation is expected to be comparable to the 2006-2007 monitoring event. The
fugitive dust monitoring was discontinued in 2007 because a year of monitoring showed the levels to be well
below state and federal limits. There are no planned changes to training activities or frequency in the State-
owned land.
Section 3.6.4, subheading Air Emission Sources at PTA, states that last short-term air monitoring X . . . .
. X L . Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to state PTA manages and would continue to manage fugitive dust via 1)
Lauren State, DLNR, program was done January 2006 to 2007 to determine the impact of fugitive dust from training and . o . . . K .
. o . L . erosion control and stabilization techniques (revegetation, erosion control structures, site hardening, dust
Yasaka Land Division other activities. Please confirm that the activities conducted are still the same today as they were . . K .
R ) palliatives) under the Land Rehabilitation and Maintenance component of the Integrated Training Management
back in 2007 or include an updated study. . o .
Program (USAG-HI & USARPAC, 2013), 2) adherence to Unified Facilities Criteria 3-250-09FA, Aggregate
Surfaced Roads and Airfields Areas, which has dust control requirements for aggregate surfaced roads and
airstrips of airfields at Army installations, and 3) best management practices such as maintenance of roads and
training trails, maintenance of vegetative cover, periodic application of water to control dust, and modifying
training during high risk conditions. Integrated Training Management Program Land Rehabilitation and
Maintenance project best management practices are assessed annually during Range and Training Land
Assessment reviews (U.S. Army Hawaii Range Division, 2022).
Section 3.7.4, subheading Noise Impacts on Community and Wildlife, states that the Ke‘amuku
Lauren state. DLNR parcel landing and drop zones were not a part of the 2020 noise model even though the closest
u ) , T . . =
Vasaka Land Division community is outside the northern boundaries of the Ke‘amuku parcel. Please elaborate on why Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

that information was excluded from the 2020 noise model and please clarify if the Ke‘amuku parcel
landing and drop zones could have a potential noise impact to the nearest community.
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Commenter |Submitted By Comment Response
Sections 3.6.4 and 3.8.4.3 revised to state fugitive dust monitoring was conducted in 2006-2007 then
discontinued because a year of monitoring showed the levels to be well below state and federal limits. EIS
revised to remove discussion of the U.S. Army Garrison Hawaii Dust and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan
as it is no longer used because fugitive dust monitoring showed the dust levels to be well below state and
federal limits.
Section 3.8.4.3, subheading Erosion Management, states that there is supposed to be a Dust and X X . . .
X g o g, - . PP . Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.6 revised to state PTA manages and would continue to manage fugitive dust via 1)
Soils Management and Monitoring Plan which "includes the monitoring of actual fugitive dust levels . L . ) . R .
Lauren State, DLNR, ) o . X ) ) . . erosion control and stabilization techniques (revegetation, erosion control structures, site hardening, dust
. during training" and references Section 3.6. However, this contradicts what is presented in Section . o K .
Yasaka Land Division 3.6 as Section 3.6.4. subheading Air Emission S ¢ PTA states that last short-t . palliatives) under the Land Rehabilitation and Maintenance component of the Integrated Training Management
.6 as Section 3.6.4, subheading Air Emission Sources a , states that last short-term air " L
o J . o Program (USAG-HI & USARPAC, 2013), 2) adherence to Unified Facilities Criteria 3-250-09FA, Aggregate
monitoring program was done January 2006 to 2007. Please clarify this discrepancy. . . .
Surfaced Roads and Airfields Areas, which has dust control requirements for aggregate surfaced roads and
airstrips of airfields at Army installations, and 3) best management practices such as maintenance of roads and
training trails, maintenance of vegetative cover, periodic application of water to control dust, and modifying
training during high risk conditions. Integrated Training Management Program Land Rehabilitation and
Maintenance project best management practices are assessed annually during Range and Training Land
Assessment reviews (U.S. Army Hawaii Range Division, 2022).
Lauren State, DLNR, . . . . . . .
. Section 5.2 should also include "Unresolved Issues" in the heading as this is specific to HEPA. Please see previous response.
Yasaka Land Division
Lauren State. DLNR In Chapter 7, we note that there are specific NEPA Analysis teams as well as NEPA subject matter
Vasaka Land ’Divisi0,n experts, yet there are only two contributors to the DEIS that have HEPA experience. Staff notes that [Section 7 has been revised to show the contributors with HEPA experience.
expertise in HEPA requirements is essential.
In the Archaeological Literature Review (Appendix D), we note that while Section 3.2 specifically
refers readers to Figures 14 though 18, those figures appear to have been redacted with the
Lauren State, DLNR, explanation of "Sensitive cultural resource location information withheld." While we recognize that |The Archaeological Literature Review (Appendix J) as been updated to show the general types and distribution
Yasaka Land Division locations of some cultural resources, such as burials, are normally withheld, most often the type of |of archaeological sites.

archaeological sites as listed in Table 4 are 9 normally shown. Please provide the appropriate
figures or a reasonable explanation as why that data has been withheld.
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Commenter
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Response

Darlene
Nakamura

State, DLNR,
Land Division -
Hawaii District

In addition to the comments submitted separately by Chairperson Suzanne Case, attached are
comments from the (a) Engineering Division and (b) Land Division-Hawaii District on the subject
matter. We understand the Division of Forestry and Wildlife may also submit comments separately.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject matter. The Land Division of
the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) distributed or made available a copy of your
request pertaining to the subject matter to DLNR's Divisions for their review and comments.

In addition to comments submitted separately by Chairperson Suzanne Case, attached are
responses from the (a) Engineering Division and (b) Land Division-Hawaii District on the subject
matter. We understand the Division of Forestry and Wildlife may also submit comments

separately. Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact Darlene Nakamura at (808)
587-0417 or email: darlene.k.nakamura@hawaii.gov.

We have no objections.

Thank you for DLNR Land Division - Hawaii District's review of the Draft EIS for the Army Land Retention Project
at Pohakuloa Training Area. We understand Hawaii District has no objections.

Tiger Mills

State, DLNR
Office of
Conservation and
Coastal Lands

The Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands (OCCL) has reviewed the draft EIS to analyze the
environmental impacts associated with potentially retaining up to approximately 23,000 acres of
State-owned land at the Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) to support continued military training.
Ongoing uses include military training; facilities; utility; and infrastructure maintenance/repair;
resource management actions; associated activities such as emergency services; permit/coordinate
public use programs/training for DoD, international partners, local agencies, and the community.
PTA is the largest contiguous military live-fire range and maneuver training area that can
accommodate up to 5000 souls.

Conservation District

The subject State-owned parcels lie within the Resource subzone of the Conservation District with
parcel 005 also lying within the Protective, Limited, and General subzone. The purpose of the
Conservation District is to conserve, protect, and preserve the important natural and cultural
resource of the State through appropriate management and use to promote their long-term
sustainability and the public health, safety, and welfare.

Thank you for reviewing the Draft EIS for the Army Land Retention Project at Pohakuloa Training Area.

D-46




Responses to Draft EIS Comments

Commenter

Submitted By

Comment

Response

Tiger Mills

State, DLNR
Office of
Conservation and
Coastal Lands

Within the draft EIS, under ES.13 Compatibility with Land Use Plans and Policies, the draft EIS states:
"The State land use plans and policies include: HRS Chapter 205, State Land Use Commission, which
sets rules related to the Conservation District..." Hawai'i Revised Statues Chapter 183C entitled
Conservation District sets the rules to regulate the Conservation District. Further under Section
5.3.2 State; Conservation District Rules, Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 13-5 the draft EIS
states : "Uses that are not listed require a discretionary permit from the BLNR. Discussion: The State
owned land at PTA lies in the Resource subzone. Military training is not included as an allowable use
for any conservation district subzone. However, HAR Chapter 13-5 provides for authorization of
additional uses and, therefore, allows for conformance with the rules. Section 3.2 indicates that
ongoing activities have been in conformance with conservation district rules and that the Proposed
Action would be as well." This is an incorrect statement. Proposed land uses in the Conservation
District must be an identified land use under the Hawai'i Administrative Rules Chapter 13-5. The
Department does not entertain applications for un-identified land uses. If a proposed land use is not
present, an applicant can request a temporary variance [less than 1 year], petition the land use
commission for a land use district boundary change, or initiate an administrative rule amendment
to have the proposed use added to the identified land uses.

The EIS has been revised to describe current nonconforming use as well as the administrative processes
required to continue military use of the State-owned land. As described in the EIS, military use during term of
current lease has been authorized by the lease terms, and is considered "nonconforming" as defined in the
conservation district rules, which were enacted following issuance of the lease.

Tiger Mills

State, DLNR
Office of
Conservation and
Coastal Lands

Existing Uses of the State Land

While some of the existing uses on the parcels may be consistent with conservation district rules
such as facilities, utilities, infrastructure maintenance/repair, and resource management actions;
military use that involves maneuvers, ammunition, artillery and mortar systems, depleted uranium,
explosives, firing points, hazardous materials and waste, live fire, unexploded ordnance, and
weapons system do not appear to be consistent with the Conservation District.

The OCCL was alarmed at the number of previous dump sites on the State leased land illustrated on
Figure 3-7. Under HRS §183C-4 Zoning; amendments (b) no waste or disposal facility shall be located
in a conservation district except in emergency circumstances where it may be necessary to mitigate
significant risks to public safety and health; "Waste or disposal facility" means any transfer station
or landfill as defined in section 340A-1, open dump as defined in section 342H-1, solid waste
reduction facility or waste reduction facility as defined in section 342G-1, disposal facility, or any
other facility for the disposal of solid waste that is required by law to obtain a permit from the
department of health. "Waste or disposal facility" excludes individual, state certified, non-industrial
redemption centers.

Section 3.2.4 of the EIS describes that military activities on State-owned land were authorized by the 1964
lease. Conservation District rules, enacted following the lease, considers uses prior to October 1, 1964 as
nonconforming. The 1964 lease has been included as Appendix F.

The lease allows firing of "all combat weapons there from into the Designated Pohakuloa impact area." EIS
Section 1.3, Purpose and Need, and Chapter 2, disclose the military use of the State-owned land. As described
in EIS Section 3.2.4, military use has been authorized by the lease terms, and is considered "nonconforming" as
defined in the conservation district rules, which were enacted following issuance of the lease.

In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, the Army would follow Army
regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not retained would
occur, following the CERCLA process. Within the CERCLA process, all stakeholder input is taken into account,
including the public and Native Hawaiian perspective.

As shown in EIS Section 3.8.4.3 the POTA-06 landfill was opened in 1979 and closed in October 1993 in
accordance with HAR Chapter 11-58.1-17.

As noted in Section 3.5.4.11, soldiers are required to collect casings from spent rounds, wood boxes, and other
solid waste debris generated during live-fire training and return them to the ammunition holding area and
ammunition supply point for recycling or disposal, as appropriate. Military personnel training at PTA follow
several requirements for range operations, maintenance, and clearing including the Pohakuloa Training Area
Range Operations Standard Operating Procedures (2022) and the U.S. Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA)
External Standard Operating Procedures (2018).
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Further regarding cultural resources under alternative 1[full retention]: "There would be adverse
impacts to archaeological sites including damage from subsurface excavations related to troop
training (e.g., field fortifications, emplacement of obstacles), off road mounted maneuvers with
tactical vehicles and other routine vehicular traffic, increased access by ground troops into the
ranges, possible damage from live fire and cleanup of UXO within or adjacent to resources, and
through accidental damage or vandalism. Additionally, there would be continued impacts related to
ongoing limitations on access to areas used for traditional and customary practices. These adverse
State, DLNR impacts would pertain to cultural resources that are most important to Native Hawaiian
Tiger Mills Office of populations and would thus represent disproportionate impacts on Native Hawaiian populations." |We acknowledge your comment. The EIS has been refined to describe the administrative processes to use of
g Conservation and| It appears that military training is in direct conflict of the Conservation District designation to the State-owned land following additional discussion with OCCL.
Coastal Lands conserve, protect, and preserve the important natural and cultural resource of the State through
appropriate management and use to promote their long-term sustainability and the public health,
safety, and welfare. It is inappropriate to conduct this type of warfare practice upon Conservation
District land adjacent to areas designated as critical habitat for the Palila; and a recreational
campground for the people of Hawai'i. It is clear the composers of the draft recognize this as
Section 1.4.2 Regulatory Compliance Associated with the Proposed Actions- Hawai'i Administrative
Rules Chapter 13-5 Conservation District Rules states: Military use is not included as an allowable
use for any conservation district subzone.
In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
The OCCL notes that the draft EIS does not contain any provisions for restorative actions that shall . yree K P
. . . retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
be taken under alternatives 2 & 3 and no action such as reforestation and the cleanup of
unexploded munitions and by-products, shells, and weapons decommissioning. This information X . . . .
. ] . . ; . |As an operational range, PTA is regulated by the Military Munitions Rule. After the lease expires, State-owned
should be included in the final EIS as these restorative actions are part of the lease that governs this R . .
" s : ) ) land not retained would no longer be under the Military Munitions Rule.
real estate action." The OCCL notes it appears Table 3-24 Potential Environmental Impacts
concludes that the no action alternative would provide the best benefits to the land, environment, X . i , . . . .
State, DLNR . Section 2.1 includes text regarding the Army's completion of lease compliance actions (e.g., reforestation,
. flora and fauna, and culture of Hawai'i. . . .
Tiger Mills Office of removing weapons and shells) for State-owned land not retained. The parameters for the lease compliance
& Conservation and . . actions are subject to negotiation with the State, which cannot be done until the EIS is completed and an
The OCCL notes TMKs (3) 3-8-001: 013 &022 belong to Hawaiian Homelands. Under the Hawaiian . . . . R . : .
Coastal Lands . R alternative has been selected in the Record of Decision. EIS revised to identify the Army's responsibilities under
Homes Commission Act §206, neither the governor nor the board of land and natural resources the lease and that the EIS assumes the Army would fully implement the lease compliance actions, to the extent
u would fully i i ions, X
have any power over Hawaiian homelands. The OCCL notes TMKs: (3) 7-1-004:006 and 3-8-001:001 feasible 4 vimp P
are shaded light green indicating that the parcel or portions of the parcel are U.S. Government- ’
owned land; the Public Land Trust Information System indicate that parcel 7-1-004:006 is owned by . . . . .
e . The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has not been given information demonstrating that TMKs 3-8-001:013 and 3-8
the State of Hawai'i with no encumbrances and parcel 3-8-001:001 has a long-term lease and is also s X .
e R . ) 001:022 are owned by the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands. The Proposed Action has been revised to not
owned by the State of Hawai'i with no perpetual easement. Please clarify this in the final EIS. ) i
include retention of TMKs 3-8-001:013 and 3-8-001:022. TMKs 7-1-004:006 and 3-8-001:001 were placed under
Army jurisdiction as cited in Executive Order 11167; these parcels are not included in the State-owned land
discussed in the EIS.
X L . . . As recommended in DHHL comments, the EIS has been revised to remove the 250 acres of DHHL-administered
Kamakana State, Office of |At this time, OHA provides a recommendation to withdraw the DEIS and further comments to . . X
R . . . . ) i land from Alternative 1. Consequently, the 250 acres of DHHL-administered land are no longer considered for
Ferreira Hawaiian Affairs |consider prior to re-releasing the DEIS in the future.

retention by the Army in any alternative.
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Commenter

Submitted By

Comment

Response

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

OHA believes that the PTA DEIS has been done prematurely as the State of Hawai‘i Department of
Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) has yet to implement their 2019 court ordered management
plan. The DEIS does in fact acknowledge the 2019 Ching v. Case court decision requiring the DLNR
management plan and further mentions that the plan was completed in April 20, 2021. The plan
includes provisions for periodic monitoring and inspection, with priority areas designated for review
to ensure the State fulfills its trust duty to stay informed on the condition of State leased land.
However, it is OHA's understanding that the DLNR has not yet implemented the plan or conducted
any site visits. As such, OHA believes that the Army should voluntarily withdraw the DEIS and that
the DLNR should advise withdrawal as well until the management plan has been reasonably
implemented. It would arguably be counterintuitive to pursue a further long-term lease of these
parcels without knowing the impacts incurred or whether existing lease obligations have been
fulfilled.

Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits. Consequently, Army is not
going to withdraw the Draft EIS due to the Court Ordered Management Plan.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

As noted in the 2019 Ching v. Case ruling, plaintiffs argued that the State's public trust duties
requires that the State reasonably monitor and investigate existing use of State lands to determine
if the United States is in compliance or not with existing lease conditions. The court thus held that
an essential component of the State's duty to protect and preserve trust land is an obligation to
reasonably monitor a third party's use of the property, and that this duty exists independent of
whether the third party has in fact violated the terms of any agreement governing its use of the
land. To hold otherwise would permit the State to ignore the risk of impending damage to the land,
leaving trust beneficiaries powerless to prevent irreparable harm before it occurs. Lest the
condition of these lands be independently determined by the State, the State should not re-new
another long-term lease at this time or entertain a process seeking renewal. Ignoring this obligation
would show a disregard for the State's trust responsibilities. Further, the management plan has the
potential to better inform the Army and allows adjustments to be made to planning efforts (and the
DEIS itself) should deficiencies be found during inspections. OHA indeed concurs with the
recommendations of the court ordered DLNR management plan for PTA lands, a copy of which is
attached to this letter together with the Ching v. Case Hawai‘i Supreme Court ruling as Enclosure 1.

Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

Notably, a cultural monitoring program has been in place at PTA as part of Section IlI.E of the
Stryker Brigade Combat Team 2004 Programmatic Agreement (PA) executed pursuant to the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 process. Cultural monitor daily reports note a
continued concern for the delicate PTA landscape and the possibility that it could be lost forever if
not attended to. Recommendations were subsequently made to restore the traditional landscape
and all life within it through: 1) protection of trees, insects, and birds; 2) compassionate eradication
of ungulates; 3) expansion of native plant and forest recovery efforts; 4) preservation of the ?auwai
akua (waterways of the gods); 5) securing funds for PA implementation; 6) protection of Na Pu‘u
(cinder cones); and 7) clean up of the PTA impact area.

USAG-PTA staff and cooperators continue to protect and monitor sites as related to training activities and in
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, described in EIS
Section 3.4. The 2004 Stryker Brigade Programmatic Agreement that included cultural monitoring has been
superseded by the 2018 Hawaii Island Training Programmatic Agreement for training.

See Section 3.3 and 3.4 for details on Army conservation programs.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

The Army has utilized PTA for nearly 65 years, with a constant barrage of military trainings (inclusive
of live-fire trainings) that have riddled the trust lands with unexploded ordinances (UXOs) and
endangered the many natural and cultural resources in and around the area. Further, OHA has been
excluded from discussions regarding the lease renewal and implementation of the DLNR
management plan. This is unacceptable as HRS 10-1(b) specifically indicates that it shall be the duty
and responsibility of all state departments and instrumentalities of state government to actively
work towards the goals of Chapter 10 and to assist the OHA wherever possible.

Land retention negotiations have not been initiated nor will they until the NEPA/HEPA process is complete.

The Army only accommodates the requisite site visits at PTA as requested by DLNR as part of the Court Ordered
Management Plan.

Munitions and explosives of concern are addressed in Section 3.5 of the EIS. Impacts of training on natural and
cultural resources are in Sections 3.3 and 3.4 of the EIS.
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Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
Groundwater and surface water quality are discussed in Section 3.9. Section 3.5.4.12 notes that the Arm
The Department of Hawaiian Homelands (DHHL), commented on the EIS Preparation Notice (EISPN) . q' ¥ o K T . v
. X . . completed a 1-year airborne uranium monitoring program in 2009 to determine if depleted uranium has
expressing concern over hazardous materials occurring near their lands and water sources as a . . i . . . .
. . . K impacted local air quality. Total airborne uranium levels collected from 210 air samples at PTA were within the
result of military use. As such, DHHL recommended water table and air quality testing on . . X - R i
! ] X range of naturally occurring uranium in Hawaiian soils and rock and were several orders of magnitude below
Kamakana State, Office of |neighboring parcels. OHA supports and shares these same concerns as DHHL as care of these lands

the U.S. and international chemical and radiological health guidelines; therefore, the depleted uranium has not

Ferreira Hawaiian Affairs |and water resources are indeed a public trust responsibility. Again, unless the DLNR can reasonably | . X
. . . . impacted local air quality.
implement their court ordered management plan, it would appear to OHA that the DEIS is drafted
in a way that is rushed and does not allow for the opportunity to address any forthcoming State . . )
i . L. Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
concerns. Withdrawal of the DEIS by the Army should be the preferred action at this time. . . X K . .
site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits.
Aside from the preferred alternative of full lease area retention and a no action alternative,
Alternative 2 proposes a modified retention (19,700 acres) and Alternative 3 proposes minimum The Proposed Action does not include land retention duration because that would be negotiated with the State
retention (10,000 acres and 11 miles of select roads and trails for access). There is no alternative following completion of the EIS. Section 2.2.5 includes Alternative 6 as a short-term retention alternative and
proposing a shorter lease term. It is unclear to OHA why a shorter term is not even suggested given |the reasons it was dismissed from detailed analysis.
Kamakana State, Office of |the fact that the DLNR management plan has not been implemented yet and compliance with
Ferreira Hawaiian Affairs |existing lease conditions are unknown. Assuming a re-release of the DEIS at a later time, a Land retention negotiations have not been initiated nor will they until the NEPA/HEPA process is complete.
meaningful analysis of alternatives that include shorter lease terms should be considered as
constant renewal of a long-term lease also creates the appearance of de facto ownership. Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
Preferably, the discussion of shorter lease terms should occur in advance of drafting the DEIS with [site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits.
the DLNR and OHA following implementation of the DLNR management plan.
OHA believes that consultation with the DLNR’s Office of Conservation and Coastal Lands (OCCL)
should already be occurring to determine specifically what type of “discretionary permits” are
needed to enable the PTA lease extension. Hawai‘i Administrative Rules (HAR) 13-5-24 indicates
that if a proposed use is not present in the rules, then the applicant may “request a temporar . . . . .
Kamakana State, Office of . P p. . P L .pp. Y Teq . p v EIS Section 1.4.2 has been refined to describe the administrative processes to use of the State-owned land
R . . variance, petition the land use commission for a land use district boundary change, or initiate an ] - . X ]
Ferreira Hawaiian Affairs L R Y R o ) following additional discussion with OCCL.
administrative rule change to have the proposed use added.” The only feasible option in this case
appears to be a petition for a land use district boundary change as a temporary variance for a 65-
year activity would not be a temporary use, nor would an administrative change likely be proposed
to include allowable live-fire training in any conservation subzone.
However, given that the Land Use Commission must evaluate impacts to State concerns (i.e., . . . .
.g R R p. . ( The EIS has been refined to describe the pathways to use of the State-owned land, and has been revised to list
preservation or maintenance of important natural systems or habitats; maintenance of valued . . .
. . i ) i the standard operating procedures (SOPs), best management practices (BMPs), and regulatory requirements
cultural, historical or natural resources), amending the conservation zoning would seem . .
. . ) . X . the Army follows during training to protect the natural and cultural resources of the State-owned land.
. inappropriate and pursued only to accommodate the Army's continued destruction of this resource
Kamakana State, Office of . o . .
K . . subzone. OHA cannot support this possibility as the preferred course of action as it has the - R
Ferreira Hawaiian Affairs Over the past 10 years, the Army has spent $75 million for natural and cultural resource management across its

potential to foreclose eligibility of the PTA as a conservation district. Considering these concerns
and the uncertainty on how exactly conservation district use compliance will be demonstrated, OHA
recommends that any future DEIS include a full discussion on how the Army intends to obtain
conservation district compliance and to include any recommendations from OCCL.

training areas on O‘ahu and Hawai‘i island. The Army has spent at least $3M annually for natural and cultural
resource management at PTA.
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Commenter

Submitted By
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Response

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

The DEIS indicates that HRS 6E will follow the EIS process as the current HARs do not allow for State
Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) review of an EIS. While OHA does recognize that the HRS 6E
and 343 processes are separate, we have been supportive of the HRS 6E process being completed
or at least initiated first to assist in properly informing the environmental review process. The intent
of HRS Chapter 343 is to ensure a project's impact to the environment is fully considered in the
planning process and to integrate mitigation where needed to minimize significant environmental
harm. Surveys are conducted to identify various environmental components (i.e., flora, fauna,
historic properties) so that any adverse impacts from the proposed action can be evaluated. In
determining whether historic properties will be adversely impacted, the HRS 6E review process is
essential to identifying historic sites and generating mitigation commitments in consultation with
the DLNR SHPD. Any identified sites and resulting mitigations made during the HRS 6E review
process are typically included in the environmental review for an adverse impact analysis and public
comment.

The Proposed Action is an administrative action; no new activities are proposed. The EIS relies on existing
studies to characterize existing conditions; the full summary of studies are described in the Archaeological
Literature Review (Appendix J).

Section 3.4.4 of the EIS documents the NHPA consultation process that resulted in a 2018 programmatic
agreement (PA) to resolve adverse effects at PTA from ongoing activities. The PA was developed and signed by

the U.S. Army, the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

As noted in Section 3.4.2 of the EIS, HRS Chapter 6E may be undertaken separately from the EIS process.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

HAR 11-200.1-18(d)(7) and (8) requires that impacts be identified and proposed mitigations be
included within an environmental assessment. If HRS 6E is conducted after the HRS 343 process,
impacts to historic and cultural resources cannot be identified as the means to identify these
environmental components are not yet completed. Furthermore, since mitigation for any adverse
effects to historic properties and cultural resources are made as a result of consultation with SHPD
through the HRS 6E process, proposed State level mitigations cannot be included in environmental
review documents if HRS 6E is not completed. OHA thus questions the completeness of any
environmental review for projects that have not yet undergone HRS 6E review.

The Proposed Action is an administrative action; no new activities are proposed. The EIS relies on existing
studies to characterize existing conditions; the full summary of studies are described in the Archaeological
Literature Review (Appendix J).

Section 3.4.4 of the EIS documents the NHPA consultation process that resulted in a 2018 programmatic
agreement (PA) to resolve adverse effects at PTA from ongoing activities. The PA was developed and signed by

the U.S. Army, the Hawaii State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

As noted in Section 3.4.2 of the EIS, HRS Chapter 6E may be undertaken separately from the EIS process.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

As one of the key pillars of HRS 343 is to allow for public comment on a proposed action, deferring
the HRS 6E review process to take place after HRS 343 review could hide the presence of historic
properties and cultural resources that are important to Native Hawaiians from our beneficiaries and
the general public. As the opportunity to include possible adverse impacts and mitigations in an
environmental review are now foreclosed, our beneficiaries would not be fully informed on the
proposed action when environmental review documents are specifically provided for comment.

EIS Sections 3.3 and 3.4 have been expanded to include relevant information from the many documents that
guide the Army's actions to minimize impacts to cultural and natural resources.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

OHA does recognize that ongoing Federal level NHPA Section 106 commitments and an existing PA
is in place for PTA. However, the state historic preservation review process is still important as a
significance criteria for sites important to Native Hawaiians is present that does not exist on the
Federal level. The DEIS does in fact recognize that the HRS 6E process for the State includes site
significance under Criterion E for their importance to Native Hawaiians. The EIS further suggests
that the cultural impact assessment (CIA) process can be used to inform this determination to calm
concerns regarding the lack of HRS 6E initiation.

Section 3.4 of the EIS summarizes the findings of more than 30 archaeological surveys (see Appendix J,
Archaeological Literature Review) and presents the findings of the associated Cultural Impact Assessment
(Appendix 1) for the region including the State-owned land leased by the Army.
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Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

While the CIA process can help inform the assessment of Criterion E sites, the process should not
supplant the actual assessment of Criterion E sites by a qualified archaeologist during the HRS 6E
process or be used to possibly mislead people into thinking that the CIA identification process is
enough to identify Criterion E sites for sake of the HRS 343 process. In many other cases, the HRS 6E
process does not even require a CIA as not all project actions are subject to HRS 343. Thus, for many
years, Criterion E site evaluations appear to have been mostly done through the HRS 6E process
without any influence from a CIA document. OHA has not seen an attempt to possibly supplant
Criterion E evaluation prior to the release of this PTA DEIS. OHA stands by our position that the HRS
6E process should be initiated and that the site identification process be completed first to
adequately inform the DEIS.

The Record of Decision will document Army requirements for compliance with HRS Chapter 6E as determined
by the land retention method.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

A CIA was completed for this project in October 2021 as part of the DEIS document. In review of the
methodology, it appears that community outreach efforts started with requests for survey
participation that ran in OHA’s Ka Wai Ola in October 2020 and November 2020. 62 responses were
received representing 39% of those who were contacted. It further appears that only a single
person was interviewed and email responses were received from 4 individuals. Given that the CIA
surveys and outreach effort were conducted at the early onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, OHA
believes that another round of consultation should be carried out as people may not have had
enough time to comment or were experiencing personal hardships. OHA does further recognize
that many other projects in areas of concern or cultural sensitivity have opted to include several
rounds of consultation for ClAs. For example, the decommissioning of the California Institute of
Technology telescope atop Maunakea included an initial consultation in 2018 for a CIA; but, they
opted for a longer consultation process that ran again in 2020 at the request of cultural
practitioners and the known cultural concerns surrounding Maunakea. In this particular case, OHA
strongly recommends an additional round of consultation for the CIA, with an emphasis on
ascertaining additional interviewees and responses.

Section 3.4.4.4 of the EIS and Sections 5.0 and 6.0 of the CIA have been revised to reflect additional information
provided by interviewees who responded to a second request for input in December, 2022, following the height
of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

Mahalo for the opportunity to comment. OHA looks forward to seeing the DEIS withdrawn,
implementation of the DLNR management plan, and integration of our further comments into a
future re-release of the DEIS. Given OHA's responsibility to our beneficiaries and the public land
trust, we further insist that OHA be included in future discussions regarding implementation of the
DLNR management plan and any consideration of lease renewal and alternatives.

Thank you for your comment. The EIS has been prepared under NEPA and HEPA regulations to disclose the
Army’s Proposed Action to retain the land. The EIS has been revised for each relevant resource section in
Chapter 3 and Appendix E to document that the Court-Ordered Management Plan is considered in all ongoing
Army activities.

Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

Further, it should go without saying that the public's general trust with the military's ability to
properly steward Hawai'i lands and resources have been shaken in light of the recent Red Hill water
crisis and past occurrences of strewn unexploded ordinances on State lands (i.e., Kahoolawe, Makua
Valley). As such, the military should make every effort to meaningfully consult with the State (i.e.,
DLNR, OHA) and the Native Hawaiian people, proactively plan, cooperate with inspections that are
part of the Court ordered DLNR management plan, and comply with any corrective actions that may
be recommended following the DLNR's management plan inspections.

Your comment is noted. Please refer to the earlier response documenting that the Army has received no
corrective actions from DLNR site visits conducted to date.
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Kamakana
Ferreira

State, Office of
Hawaiian Affairs

OHA strongly recommends that the Department of Defense (DoD) begin consultation with Native
Hawaiian organizations (NHOs) pursuant to the DoD Instruction, No. 4710.03 and ACHP’s
Consultation with Native Hawaiians in the Section 106 Review Process, A Handbook (attached
hereto as Enclosures 2 and 3, respectively), setting forth mandated policy and procedures for
consultation with NHOs when proposing an undertaking that may affect a property or place of
traditional religious and/or cultural importance, or action that may affect a long term or permanent
change in NHO access to a property or place of traditional religious and cultural importance to an
NHO in addition to consultation in compliance with NEPA and NHPA. OHA may also serve to
facilitate effective consultation between NHOs and DoD Components, with the understanding that
no single NHO is likely to represent the interests of all NHOs or the Native Hawaiian people. See
also United Nations Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, attached as Enclosure 4, which
further promotes consultation between respective States and indigenous peoples.

This EIS has been prepared under NEPA (42 U.S.C. Section 4321 et seq. ) and Hawaii Environmental Impact
Statement statute and rules (HRS Chapter 343 and HAR Chapter 11-200.1). Army compliance with NHPA Section
106 for DoD activities at PTA is described in EIS Section 3.4.

Hawaii County,
Department of
Water Supply

We have reviewed the subject Draft Environmental Impact Statement and have no further
comments at this time.

Should there be any questions, please contact Mr. Ryan Quitoriano of our Water Resources and
Planning Branch at (808) 961-8070, extension 256.

Thank you for your review. We understand that the Hawai‘i County Department of Water Supply has no further
comments at this time.

Clinton
Baybayan

Hawaii Fire
Department

In regards to the this project,
it will need to have the proper infrastructure for Fire Department access and water supply for
firefighting that meets the requirements of the Hawaii State Fire Code and the Hawaii County Code.

The Proposed Action is an administrative action and no construction is proposed.

Zendo Kern,
Planning
Director

Hawaii County,
Planning
Department

Thank you for including us in the review of Army Training Land Retention at Pohakuloa Training Area
(PTA), Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). We understand the United States Army has
initiated the EIS process under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), guided by the Council
on Environmental Quality NEPA, implementing regulations in Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(C.F.R.) Parts 1500-1508, and Army NEPA implementing regulations in Title 32 C.F.R. Part 651. The
EIS has also been initiated under Hawai'i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343 and Hawai'i
Administrative Rules Chapter 11-200.1 (HEPA). The County of Hawai‘i has little to no jurisdiction
over these subject lands.

During the scoping period, the Planning Department transmitted a pre-consult letter dated October
12, 2020, which included a list of relevant stakeholders to be consulted with and a request for this
EIS to be heard by the County's Cultural Resource Commission (CRC). We reiterate those requests
herein. If you have any question regarding this letter, please feel free to contact me at (808) 961-
8125 or via email at zendo.kern@hawaiicounty.gov.

Thank you for your comment.
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Kurt Fevella

Senator Kurt
Fevella, State of
Hawaii, District
19

| am writing to oppose the Army's proposal to retain for continued military training up to 23,000
acres of State-owned land at the Pohakuloa Training Area (Pohakuloa) situated between the peaks
of Mauna Loa and Mauna Kea on Hawaii Island. The U.S. military began using lands at Pohakuloa in
the early 1940s during World War Il as an artillery live-fire training area. This was followed by the
Governor of the Territory of Hawaii issuing an Executive Order in 1956 for use of 758 acres. And
finally, the present lease between the State of Hawaii and the U.S. Government of the 23,000 acres
began in 1964 and is set to expire on August 16, 2029. This means lands at Pohakuloa first under
the Territory of Hawaii and now the State of Hawaii have been used by the military for nearly eight
(8) decades. The U.S. military control cannot continue indefinitely and the time has come to return
these public lands at Pohakuloa to the State of Hawaii. The Army reports that there is no other
training area besides Pohakuloa in Hawaii that can accommodate collective training, yet the
military already has jurisdiction over nearly 110,000 acres of adjacent U.S. federal government-
owned lands for military training. And while | recognize the need to protect the United States'
efforts to use these islands for various military training, we also need to consider the health and
safety of our people, land, air, and water quality that has continuously been negatively impacted by
military training. The historical training activity by the military on State lands continues to have
long-lasting negative effects on the historical value of these Hawaiian Islands.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Kurt Fevella

Senator Kurt
Fevella, State of
Hawaii, District
19

The history of Kaho'olawe since the start of the U.S. Navy bomb training in 1953, set the
precedence of a continuous historical trauma between the Kanaka Maoli (original inhabitants), the
people of the State and the military's use of State's lands. As a result of Protect Kaho'olawe 'Ohana
actions and litigation, President George Bush, Sr. ordered a stop to the bombing of Kaho'olawe in
1990. Kaho'olawe was then turned over to the State of Hawai'i Kaho'olawe Island Reserve
Commission in 1994. Huge efforts and sums of monies were given to remove, clear and restore the
lands back to its original state, and these efforts continue today.

The damage that was endured on Kaho'olawe sets a standard on what is to be expected in the
future should the military continue its present use which will result in further desecration and
impact to these islands. Kaho'olawe is only one prime example. There are also other harmful
desecrations that have occurred on Oahu lands including the Kahuku Training Area, Kawailoa-
Poamoho and Makua Military Reservation. The military must now redirect its efforts to cultivate
these lands back to its original natural state. It is in the best interest of the Kanaka Maoli, the
community and the State of Hawai'i that these lands are given back to the people to steward these
ancestral lands.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Kurt Fevella

Senator Kurt
Fevella, State of
Hawaii, District
19

It would be detrimental for Native Hawaiians, like myself, to stand idly by and relinquish claims to
public lands (aka government and crown lands), which we believe were taken without consent or
proper compensation. | firmly believe the U.S. Government must return the State-owned lands at
Pohakuloa Training Area and provide the necessary funding for protection and restoration
projects. Thank you for your consideration of my testimony.

Thank you for your comment. Land tenure is discussed in Section 3.2.4 of the EIS.
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Kurt Fevella

Senator Kurt
Fevella, State of
Hawaii, District
19

Aloha, this is Senator Kurt Fevella, LOV (ph.) Station 19. I'm in opposition to Pohakuloa training
EIS. We need to restore Pohakuloa to its natural beauty, because it's very vital to the people of
Hawaii that we change it back into its natural order. It's between two beautiful sacred mountains
of Mauna Loa and Mauna Kea. We need to take care of our aina and to give it back to the people
of Hawaii. Thank you for your time. Again, I'm opposing the EIS for Pohakuloa Training. Thank
you for your time. Take care and God bless.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Jason Chung

Chamber of
Commerce
Hawaii's Military
Affairs Council
(MAC)

The Military Affairs Council of the Chamber of Commerce Hawaii supports the retention of state-
owned lands to be able to continue critical training of the Army, Marines and Hawaii National
Guard. These lands have been used for training since 1956 and continue to be important to ensure
that when we put our brave warriors in harm's way, they are prepared to execute their missions
and return home safely to their families. As many have said before, freedom is not free. And the
more our troops can be ready and trained, the greater the likelihood they return home with less
injuries or loss of life. The MAC continues to work and engage in community conversations about
the importance of the Army being a good environmental steward of the training lands, to include
cleaning up of unexplored ordnance to allow for the greater use and enjoyment of the surrounding
lands. It also includes partnerships with Native Hawaiian cultural practitioners to assure regular
access to cultural sites, and to begin a discussion about what co-management of the lands could
look like. Lastly, let's commit to being creative on economic opportunities for Hawaii Island business
and young people. The MAC encourages the Army to continue to actively engage with the
community and stakeholders to address concerns raised in the draft EIS. MAC stands ready to assist.
The retention of these lands is good for our nation, and the state of Hawaii.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Aloha Brian Ley, County GMAC. (Game Management Advisory Council)

If PTA continues with its lease. We highly recommend that it installs and repairs excising waters for
the animals entrusted to its care. the lack of water for the game animals is not a state mandate
according to Hawaii West Biologist Kanalu Sproat. there is no reason for the environmental damage

We note your comment that game animals should be provided water. See EIS Section 3.2.4 related to Army best

Brian Le County GMAC
4 ¥ being caused because these animals are dying of thirst. Watching the damage and suffering going management practices for habitat management and Section 3.16.4 for prescribed burn information.
on in PTA is very disturbing. The bird hunting has gone from highly exceptional to almost
nonexistence, in a few short years. habitat management and control burns would be greatly
appreciated
Land retention negotiations, including compensation for use of the land, would be initiated following
. completion of the NEPA/HEPA process.
Environmental . " " : ;
. 1. If the lease is to be renewed, that the "rental rate" be a serious amount, and not a neo-colonial
Melodie Caucus of the . . o . . - . . -
Adui b tic Part one-dollar for sixty-five more years, and that the Military must in any event pay arrearages for past |In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
uja emocratic Party

of Hawaii

grossly insufficient rent; 2. The DOD must undertake SERIOUS environmental clean-up; and

cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
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Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

3. The DOD must undertake and abide by serious plans for the return of portions of the PTA over
the course of a reasonable period of time, with eventual closure. The Democratic Party of Hawai?i
(DPH) has an enrolled membership of some 145,000 active and associate members in the State of
Hawai?i. The Environmental Caucus of the Democratic Party is a semi-autonomous organization of
over 5,330 DPH members. We advocate to advance the Party's environmental Platform planks and
Resolutions, including those adopted by DPH members at the Democratic State Convention in 2018
that are quoted below. Fundamentally, we object to the renewal of the lease of 22,971 acres of
stolen, ceded State lands (Hawaii Revised Statutes ("HRS") §343-5(a)(1)) in a Conservation District
(HRS §343-5(a)(2)) and county Forest Reserve that was entered into between the Army and the
State of Hawaii in 1964 in consideration of $1.00 for a 65-year lease to expire in 2029. For

multiple reasons summarized here, we object to the continuation of the lease and the continued
failure of the Army to adequately clean up the site. We reluctantly use the draft EIS process as an
inadequate means of redress to express our concerns, as permitted under the National
Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA").

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

The reasons for this opposition are simple: the U.S. Military has historically and systematically
abused and degraded the environment and has not been environmentally sound in its clean-up and
restoration. There are more than 40,000 hazardous sites across the country polluted by U.S. military
operations, affecting a total amount of land larger than the entire state of Florida. Many of these
sites have extensive groundwater and soil pollution, or present a risk of exploding bombs and
munitions, even if they are open to the public. Some have been converted to parks and wildlife
reserves and even housing developments. Many sites were part of old defense facilities that have
long since shut down, and may not be known locally, even though a risk of exposure to
contaminants may still be present. Even sites where the DOD says it has already completed its
response can present an ongoing threat or risk to the public. While the data pinpoint a precise
location, contamination from that location may well affect a much larger area, including public and
private lands and the water supplies beneath them. https://www.propublica.org/article/reporting-
recipe-bombs-in-your-backyard

Thank you for sharing your concerns. In accordance with the lease, and under the provisions of existing law, the
Army retains responsibility for cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, the
Army will follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration will occur, following
the CERCLA process.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

There are at least 25 hazardous sites at the PTA. Many of these sites have been declared "clean" by
the DOD but are still not safe for use by people. This military installation is safe only with the
following conditions in place: fences, signs, local use ordinances, prohibit or otherwise manage
excavation, prohibit residential use, landfill restriction, prohibit activities that would impact the
landfill cap (or cover system), and drainage system, landfill restriction - prohibit excavation on
landfill cap or cover system, landfill restriction - restrict access to the site. Currently, the PTA has
one HIGH RISK active site where cleanup remains ongoing. The Pu'u Pa'a site is of high risk and is
subject to the removal of unexploded munitions and ordnance at an estimated cost of $90 million
plus expected future cost of cleanup and an expected final cleanup action to occur in November
2045. The high risk assessment is made by the DOD which prioritizes the cleanup of sites that pose
greatest threat to safety, human health, and the environment. A second site subject to removal of
unexploded munitions and ordnance is located at the former Bazooka Range. Its cleanup cost in
2015 plus future cost of cleanup was expected to be $1.7 million with a final cleanup action in June
2017.

Section 3.5.4.11 provides information regarding the 2015 cleanup of MEC and lack of chemicals of concern at
the PTA Former Bazooka Range, which includes the High Mortar Concentration Area. Text revised with MEC and
debris quantites from the Final Site Specific Final Report, Removal Action, Pohakuloa Training Area Former
Bazooka Range, Island of Hawaii (February 2016).

There are currently land use controls and long-term monitoring actions in place for the landfills that will remain
in place even if the land is transferred back to the state. Sections 3.5.6.4, 3.8.6.4, and 3.15.6.4 revised to State
the Army would maintain ongoing management of the POTA-06 former landfill on State-owned land if the No
Action Alternative is selected, pending an agreement allowing the Army access for necessary inspection and
management. When the lease expires, maintenance of the landfill and land use controls may be negotiated in
the transfer of the property.

The Pu'u Pa'a site is not on PTA and is outside the scope of the EIS.
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Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

Given the U.S. Military's use of hazardous substances, explosives and ordnance necessitating
numerous cleanups leaving the land with restricted or no access available, it appears that the
purpose of NEPA cannot be accomplished by the continuation of military training at P?hakuloa as
the land can never be restored and enjoyed even after thirty years of cleanup. PTA is not the only
site of subject to hazardous substances, explosives and ordnances necessitating numerous
cleanups. In fact, there are 115 Military Installations with hazardous sites in the State of Hawai?i
with a total past and future cleanup cost of $2.77B and of the 115 Military Installations, 43 are
determined by the DOD to be HIGH and MEDIUM hazardous risk Installations. See, chart
https://projects.propublica.org/bombs/installation/H19214522234002100#b=15.512459942662547,
174.06437,31.555618072891495,-147.263755&¢c=shrink

Thank you for your comment. In accordance with the lease, and under the provisions of existing law, the Army
retains responsibility for cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, the Army will
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration will occur, following the
CERCLA process.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

To this very long list, we must now add the Red Hill Underground Fuel Storage Facility on O?ahu. It
is now well known that the Red Hill facility is an imminent danger to the fresh water sole source
aquifer of the entire Island of O‘ahu, where 65 percent of Hawai‘i's population resides, and where
huge military facilities are located. The Department of Defense has now recognized that the facility
needs to be shut down as soon as possible at the probable cost of two or three billion Dollars
because of 80 years of corrosion, disrepair, and lack of adequate testing and maintenance of the
Facility and its pipelines, that it absolutely cannot be properly and safely operated. The point of
providing this listing is to demonstrate the absolutely terrible record of the U.S. military in
exercising its stewardship responsibilities as a user of lands in Hawai', regardless of whether these
are open lands like P?hakuloa, or complex operational facilities like Red Hill. Given the multitude of
Military Installations throughout the State of Hawai'i that remain high and medium risk of injury
and contamination, the Environmental Caucus remains steadfast in its opposition to the proposed
retention of the PTA for the continuation of uninterrupted military training pursuant to NEPA,
Article XI, Section 1 of the Hawai'i State Constitution; the Precautionary Principle; and Ching v. Case,
145 Hawai'i 148, 449 P.3d 1146 (2019).

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

The Hawai'i State Constitution, Article XI, Section 1, states: For the benefit of present and future
generations, the State and its political subdivisions shall conserve and protect Hawai'i's natural
beauty and all natural resources, including land, water, air, minerals, and energy sources, and

shall promote the development and utilization of these resources in a manner consistent with their
conservation and in furtherance of the self-sufficiency of the State. All public natural resources are
held in trust by the State for the benefit of the people. The Hawai'i Supreme Court has declared in
Ching v. Case that this section makes the Public Trust Doctrine ("PTD") a fundamental element of
Constitutional law in the State of Hawai'i. Specifically, under Article XI, Section 1, of the Hawai'i
State Constitution, the State has an obligation to protect, control, and regulate the use of Hawai'i's
water resources for the benefit of its people. The Hawai‘i Supreme Court has declared that this
Constitutional provision creates a duty for the State to protect public trust purposes. The Public
Trust Doctrine therefore seeks to protect the following Public Trust purposes:

The Ching v. Case lawsuit is disclosed in EIS Section 3.2.4. The Army was not party to the lawsuit.
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Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

1. Domestic water use of the general public, particularly drinking water, 2. The exercise of Native
Hawaiian and traditional and customary rights including appurtenant rights, 3. Reservations of
water for Hawaiian Home Land allotments, and 4. Maintenance of waters in their natural state.
(Water Resource Protection Plan (2008), Commission on Water Resource Management). Both the
Hawai'i Supreme Court and the Commission on Water Resource Management have declared that
the Public Trust Doctrine applies equally to groundwater and surface water. The Precautionary
Principle is a duty under the Public Trust Doctrine. The PTD is a preventive doctrine, not a remedial
one, as the Hawai'i Supreme Court recognized when it found that the Precautionary Principle was
an inherent attribute of the PTD. In endorsing the Precautionary Principle, the Hawai'i Supreme
Court rejected the requirement of scientific certainty before acting to protect Public Trust Purposes,
noting that to do so will often allow for only reactive, not preventive regulation.

Your comment is acknowledged.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

For these reasons, the Environmental Caucus of the Democratic Party of Hawai'i opposes the
renewal of the 65-year lease for PTA between the U.S. Army and DLNR. In this light,

the Environmental Caucus rejects the process involved in developing a draft EIS for the U.S.

Army. Further, given that the U.S. Army — Hawai'i ("USARHAW") is retaining the U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, Honolulu District under contract W9128A19D0004 to process the EIS, we urge the U.S.
Army to retain a disinterested third-party to conduct an Environmental Impact Statement before it
proceeds to negotiate for the retention of the PTA.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

However, the Army Training Land Retention area at PTA is not in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 ("NEPA"), 42 U.S.C. § 4321. The purpose of NEPA is to declare a
national policy that will encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between man and his
environment; to promote efforts which will prevent or eliminate damage to the environment and
biosphere and stimulate the health and welfare of man; to enrich the understanding of the
ecological systems and natural resources important to the Nation; and to establish a Council on
Environmental Quality. Clearly, the continuous of act of maintaining (1) live-fire and non-live-fire
artillery firing points; (2) ranges for mounted, dismounted, and aviation training; and (3) support
facilities, including ammunition storage areas and helicopter and tilt-rotor aircraft landing zones
fails to encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between man and his environment as the
environment suffers irreparable harm; fails to promote efforts that prevents or eliminates damage
to the environment and biosphere as the target areas remain littered with spent munitions and
fragments and unexploded ordnance, contaminated with depleted uranium which fails to stimulate
the health and welfare of man; and it fails to enrich the understanding of the rare ecological
systems and natural resources and wildlife important to the Nation.

We acknowledge your opinion regarding compliance with NEPA.

Additional language within the NEPA regulation requires federal agencies to examine the potential
environmental effects of their proposed actions on the human environment. The NEPA process ensures that
environmental information is available to public officials and citizens for review and input before decisions are
made and before actions are taken.

The U.S. Army has prepared this EIS pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42
United States Code [U.S.C.] Section 4321 et seq.), Hawai‘i Revised Statutes (HRS) Chapter 343, and Hawai‘i
Administrative Rules (HAR) Chapter 11-200.1. It is a disclosure document to provide the public an opportunity to
review and comment the Army's Proposed Action.

Melodie
Aduja

Environmental
Caucus of the
Democratic Party
of Hawaii

We believe that a comprehensive and objective analysis of U.S. military activities at Pohakuloa
pursuant to these 14 enumerated factors must lead inexorably to the conclusion that the military
needs to cease further gunnery activities, engage in thorough clean-up of the site, and return it to
the people of Hawai'i not later than the original lease expiration date in 2029. It must also pay
arrearages for the grossly insufficient rent. The environmental damages from the continued
military training use at PTA are substantial. We continue to oppose further retention of the PTA by
the DOD as the risk of damage to the environment and ecosystem is great and the likelihood of
restoration is low to the detriment of the Native Hawaiian community, the community at large, and
indigenous plants and animals.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.
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Hawaii Island
Chamber of
Commerce

Thank you, and good evening. My name is Miles Yoshioka, M-I-L-E-S, Y-O-S-H-1-O-K-A, and |
represent the Hawai'i Island Chamber of Commerce, an organization of nearly member businesses,
professionals and nonprofits from primarily East Hawai'i. We fully support the U.S. military's
training mission at Pohakuloa Training Area. Allowing the full retention of the acres of land
currently leased from the State of Hawai'i will allow the Army to maintain those training
requirements. Properly trained soldiers -- properly training soldiers for their crucial deployments is
a paramount responsibility of the U.S. Army. PTA provides an unparalleled venue to accomplish this
goal and prepare our troops for the challenges they will face when sent to counter threats to
American citizens and our national interests or to support our allies. Training saves lives, and we
owe it to the brave men and women who annually arrive at PTA to receive the instruction and
training that they need. Many of our local men and women in uniform, our friends, our neighbors,
our family, including those in the Hawai'i Army Air National Guard, Hawai'i Army National Guard,
U.S. Army Reserves, and all other branches of the military train at PTA. State and county of Hawai'i
first responders, including our fire fighters and police, train at PTA facilities and ranges. Additionally,
PTA fire and rescue team members are the first responders in the Saddle area handling
emergencies in the first critical minutes with fire trucks and Blackhawk helicopters at their disposal.
This is extremely important to the health and safety of the many drivers, hunters, and visitors in the
area. For these and other reasons, the Hawai'i Island Chamber of Commerce strongly supports the
renewal of the lease for the state land at Pohakuloa. Thank you very much.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Nancy
Redfeather

Ka Ohana O Na
Pua

The U.S. Army has now completed the Draft EIS that will lay out and analyze its proposal to retain
up to approximately 23,000 acres of state-owned land at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) for military
training, the public has been invited to comment on this EIS Draft. | would like to submit this
statement as my Testimony. Ka Ohana O Na Pua is a 31 year old state and federal non-profit whose
mission is to provide agricultural education for keiki to kupuna. It is my understanding that The area
has been used for military training since 1943, and the state-owned land has been leased by the
Army since 1964. PTA is the largest contiguous livefire range and maneuver training area in the
state and is located between Mauna Loa, Mauna Kea, and Hualalai on the island of Hawai'i. Of the
132,810 acres at PTA, approximately 23,000 are leased from the state. The current 65-year lease is
set to expire in August 2029. | am opposed to the continued occupation of State lands on Hawaii
Island for military training exercises and | would like to briefly identify points that the final EIS
should seriously consider in detail.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.
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Responses to Draft EIS Comments

Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
As noted in Section 3.5.4.11, soldiers are required to collect casings from spent rounds, wood boxes, and other
solid waste debris generated during live-fire training and return them to the ammunition holding area and
ammunition supply point for recycling or disposal, as appropriate. Range Operations personnel oversee cleanup
of ranges when the soldiers have completed their training.
1. In the Army's lease agreement with the State of Hawaii, you are required to "make every & P &
reasonable effort to remove or deactivate all live or blank ammunition upon completion of a X X X . . .
. X . K . . . N . Sections 3.5 and 3.15 supplemented with relevant information from PTA Range Operations Standard Operating
training exercise or prior to entry by the said public, whichever is sooner." Has the Army complied K ) o
. . . I . Procedures regarding cleaning ranges after training.
with this lease provision and what were the steps taken and when to fulfill this promise? 2. A
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na [thorough investigation of the entire area should be undertaken to determine whether there is any

Text clarified to state Army removes or deactivates all live and blank ammunition upon completion of a training

Redfeather |Pua military debris remaining and that would also include unexploded ordnance on any lands that have o . . . . X .
been used for training/exercises over the historical time period of your occupation. | know that over exe'r.as"a in compliance ‘,Nlth the lease and ren?oves solid waste prior to departing a training area or 'range
many years, there have been many Cultural Monitors who spent extensive time on the Pohakuloa facility in accordance with the U.S. Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA) External Standard Operating
. . . . . Procedures (2018).
lands and have observed firsthand military debris, including unexploded ordinance and spent shell
casings on the grounds of the lands leased by the Army. ? In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.
3. There was a draft document titled: “Action Memorandum for the Time Critical Removal Action”
prepared in 3/2015 by the US Army Garrison at Wheeler Army airfield on Schofield Barracks in
Wahiawa, Oahu, Hawaii. This bazooka range was used as a military maneuver area through the
early 2000s. During the joint DLNR/Army inspection in 2014, the area was found to be “heavily
contaminated on the surface with potentially explosive materials and munitions debris. 4 different
types of ordinance were observed to be present. Section 3.5.4.11 provides information regarding the 2015 cleanup of MEC and lack of chemicals of concern at
1.) M29A2 training rounds with dummy M405 fuses the PTA Former Bazooka Range, which includes the High Mortar Concentration Area. Text revised with MEC and
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na 2.) Practice 8lmm mortars debris quantites from the Final Site Specific Final Report, Removal Action, Pohakuloa Training Area Former
Redfeather  |pua 3.) Other high explosive anti-tank rifle grenades Bazooka Range, Island of Hawaii (February 2016).
4.) M28A2 bazooka rounds with M404 fuse 5.) M30 white phosphorus bazooka rounds At that time
the Army noted the number of ordinance present on the ground “coupled with the accessibility to | The disposition of the MEC from the Former Bazooka Range is outside the scope of the EIS. The MEC was
the pubic make for the potential for significant danger to public health and welfare.” Estimated cost |disposed of in accordance with federal and state laws.
of cleanup in 2015 was $2,353,000.00. The reason the Army recommended this cleanup was that it
“presents an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health, or welfare, or the
environment.” Any final EIS should summarize the details and the status of that cleanup effort.
Was it accomplished, is it now safe for the public and the environment, what and how much waste
was collected from the area, where was it disposed?
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na |4. This upcoming EIS should fully and transparently disclose the extent to which the ungulates exist |Recreational activities including hunting are described in Section 3.2.4.2. Game management and ungulate
Redfeather |Pua in the area used by the Army for training exercises and the damage they have caused to date. ? control are described in Section 3.3.4.3.
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Responses to Draft EIS Comments

Commenter [Submitted By Comment Response
5. To my knowledge, from reading reports of the number and significance of cultural sites the
investigation into this aspect of land use has been superficial. The final EIS should include a
thorough inventory of all historic sites in the area with photos and GPS location. This could be one
of the Appendix pages. It should also include a through discussion of the history and the cultural . i . . . . . X
o . . . . . It is Army practice to protect the location of sensitive sites. EIS Section 3.4.4.3 has been revised to describe why
significance of Pohakuloa through historical time to the present. (this would show your sensitivity to . .
. . . . . certain areas have not been surveyed. Figures have been added to show where surveys have been completed,
the host culture) The EIS should also include a detailed discussion as to the current condition of R . o
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na K . . and the general locations and types of sites within state-owned lands.
Redfeath P each of these sites and how they have changed while the Army has been using these lands.
edfeather ua
Concerns still Lingering from the 8/2018 EA Finding of No Significant Impact 1. | can see that a o . .
. . K ) R . Specific significance criteria are presented for each resource area. These are standards or thresholds by which a
through evaluation of the potential ancient and historical sites has not been completed. There have | .
. . . . - . significance conclusion can be drawn.
been identified 1,198 sites, 822 have not been evaluated, and 364 are traditional Hawaiian sites,
and that only 20% of the high impact zone has been evaluated. That no sacred sites were identified
seems highly unlikely. This information should have affected the final determination of No
Significant Impact.
2. While I understand that there has been numerous lava flows as well as 100 years of ranching in . X .
K . . . - The Army makes every effort to be a good neighbor and steward of the environment; however, Hawaii County
the zone, and that a collection of physical artifacts exists that was recovered through surveys, it . ] ] .
] " i Council resolutions express policy or opinions and therefore are not compulsory to the federal government.
seems that there very well could be long term impacts to the Island of Hawai’i through continued
use of the area as a training area for the use and training of various weapon systems. These impacts . . . . . .
. o i . . As noted in Section 3.5.4.12, the Army has conducted the following actions with respect to depleted uranium at
would include, contamination of the ground water serving communities at lower elevations, . . . R . .
. . i R . ] i PTA: 1) soil sampling, 2) air sampling, 3) a health and risk assessment, 4) implement Department of Defense
contamination of soils from depleted uranium pieces and dust kicked up in the impact zone . ) . L. . Rk " R .
. X o X ] Directive 4715.11 that prohibits the firing of high-explosive munitions into the depleted uranium impact
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na |unknowingly (because you really don’t know where all the DU lies) impacting both the soldiers and ) ) X X i
- i X . . . locations, and 5) obtain and adhere to a NRC license for possession of depleted uranium.
Redfeather |Pua communities down wind, and the potential for ancient sites which have not yet been surveyed to be
destroyed. 3. The Hawai’i County Council has passed various Resolutions that clearly stated their
4 . y P . . Y Section 3.5.4.12 notes that the Army completed a 1-year airborne uranium monitoring program in 2009 to
concerns about these potential impacts. Resolution 639-88 urges the military to address the . . . . X . .
. o . . . . i determine if depleted uranium has impacted local air quality. Total airborne uranium levels collected from 210
potential hazards of DU at the Pohakuloa Training Area. This Resolution has 8 action areas including | . . . L . R
. L X air samples at PTA were within the range of naturally occurring uranium in Hawaiian soils and rock and were
ceasing of live fire and clean up of DU that have not been adequately addressed in the past 9 years. . . X . . . -
" . . several orders of magnitude below the U.S. and international chemical and radiological health guidelines;
As a courtesy to Hawaii Island County Government this needs to be addressed. Again could be an . R . .
. therefore, the depleted uranium has not impacted local air quality.
Appendix page. ?
4. The State of Hawai’i land lease does not allow for storage of nuclear storage on site, even though
the NRC has given Pokahuloa a permit to possess DU on site. The Army has not been transparent . . . . - . .
. 1 . i . Section 3.5.4.12 revised to clarify that depleted uranium-containing/coated munitions are no longer authorized
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na |with the public about the use of DU coated weapons being used currently on site. IF the Army is not . N . L .
X L. . . _|for use in Hawaii and the only depleted uranium-containing/coated munition used at PTA was the Davy Crockett
Redfeather |Pua using DU coated weapons and firing them at the Pohakuloa Training Site, you should tell the public. ) R
) ) ) . . M101 spotting round, which was used between 1962 and 1968.
That would make a huge difference in many peoples minds of how they view your continued
presence here.
Personal Observations Over the past 24 years. | live in the Kawanui Ahupua’a of Kona at the 1,500
ft. elevation and many times over the past 20 years my house has shook from the ordnance that has
been used at Pokaukoa. | have also been out on my farm and literally felt the earth shake under my
Nancy Ka Ohana O Na [feet. Can this possibly trigger earthquakes or shift movements of magma beneath the surface? Section 3.8.6.1 of the EIS has been clarified to note "Military training at PTA has no effect on the frequency of
Redfeather |Pua Please include such seismic and geological information in the final EIS. Thank you for taking all these |volcanic eruptions and seismic hazards..."

concerns under consideration when laying out your plan for the final EIS. | will look for updates on
this process in our local news, unless you of course wish to update the stakeholders in a timely
manner.
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Commenter

Submitted By

Comment

Response

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

Kdpuna for the Mo‘opuna, a network of homestead farmer beneficiaries of the Hawaiian Homes
Commission Act from Pana‘ewa, Hawai‘i, provide comments in strong support of the Army's No
Action Alternative in accordance with Council on Environmental Quality regulations. (ES.8.4. No
Action Alternative)

We strongly support the position that when the lease expires in 2029, the Army must lose all access
to the land. No extension. No renewal. No new lease.

1.) Describe the current condition of the leased area at PTA subsequent to the August 2019 Hawai‘i
Supreme Court decision - affirming Judge Chang's 2018 ruling that "military needs to clean up mess
and destruction; follow through on your commitments" — along with the measures that have been
taken that fully describe how the terms of the existing lease have been satisfactorily fulfilled.

Sections 3.2.4 and 3.5.4 revised to state that DLNR has implemented the Court Ordered Management Plan and
site visits are occurring. Army has received no corrective actions from the site visits.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

2.) Describe the detailed plan to clean up debris and toxins at PTA before the lease expires. Explain
how this plan will differ from the long documented history of military pollution throughout

Hawai‘i.

3.) Describe how the State can meet fiduciary obligations to native Hawaiians and the public to
protect the land since it is, in fact, the Army that has left the land in a degraded and hazardous
condition at Pohakuloa and other sites throughout Hawai‘i. https://www.civilbeat.org/2021/01/the-
history-of-u-s-military-pollution-in-hawaii-is-extensive/ https://www.hawaiitribune-
herald.com/2022/04/14/hawaii-news/ordnance-removal-enters-next-phase-following-9-months-of-
scanning-near-waimea-army-personnel-will-begin-digging-for-munitions/

In accordance with the lease and under the provisions of existing law, the Army retains responsibility for
cleanup and restoration of former training areas. After the lease expires, if deemed necessary, the Army would
follow Army regulations to determine how and when the cleanup and restoration of State-owned land not
retained would occur, following the CERCLA process.

The Army's cleanup efforts after training exercises are discussed in Section 3.5.4.11. Text revised to state Army
removes or deactivates all live and blank ammunition upon completion of a training exercise in compliance with
the lease and removes solid waste prior to departing a training area or range facility in accordance with the U.S.
Army Garrison, Pohakuloa (USAG-PTA) External Standard Operating Procedures (2018).

The State's obligations to native Hawaiians are outside the scope of the EIS.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

4.) Explain how claims that land retention is "necessary" are credible, since the military also claimed
Kaho‘olawe, the Kapukaki (Red Hill) fuel tanks, Makua Valley, Waikane Valley, and Stryker armored
fighting vehicles were all "necessary."

The purpose and need for the Proposed Action are discussed in Section 1.3 of the EIS.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

5.) Explain why a $210 million dollar construction effort to "improve Army facility" at PTA was
allowed to begin with the construction of new barracks in light of the lease set to expire in 7 years.
Explain why the Army continues to focus on adding on rather than cleaning up as required by law.
https://www.hawaiitribune-herald.com/2022/04/27/hawaii-news/new-barracks-unveiled-at-pta-
project-is-part-of-a-210-million-effort-to-improve-the-army-facility/

The U.S. Government-owned parcel houses the Cantonment (Section 1.1.1 and Figure 3 -1) and is not a part of
the State-owned land.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

6.) Explain and describe the analysis of fire impacts and the serious concerns about staffing and
equipment, and the history of several past fires. Include in this a complete disclosure of all records
pertaining to the July/August 2021 upper Ke‘amuku / Waikoloa/ Pu‘ukapu brush fire, the Big
Island's largest brush fire, which coincided with PTA training.

Section 3.16.4 has been updated to include impacts from recent wildland fires.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

7.) Provide a compete disclosure of past history and current information on Depleted Uranium (DU)
at PTA, e.g., Army not accounting for DU, Army questionable air monitoring of DU, Army
unauthorized activities with DU, Army proposals to avoid Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
oversight, Army documents with misinformation on DU, and possible Army contractor DU bias.

Section 3.5.4.12 revised to clarify that the State-owned land only includes one depleted uranium firing location,
the State-owned land does not include the four depleted uranium impact locations, and surveys did not identify
any indication of depleted uranium-containing materials on the State-owned land. The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission issued a license to PTA in 2013 for possession of depleted uranium related to former training with
the Davy Crocket Weapons System. The license covers the entire area of all four ranges (firing locations and
impact locations) and does not distinguish between the State-owned land and U.S. Government-owned land.

Section 3.5.4.12 expanded with additional information about depleted uranium and associated studies at PTA
(i.e., archival research, site reconnaissance, radiological instrumentation, soil sample results).

Section 3.6.4 discusses surveys and fugitive dust monitoring for depleted uranium at PTA.
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Kupuna for the
Moopuna

8.) Explain the reason for engaging elementary-school aged children and high school minors in
activities at PTA with contaminated soil, unexploded munitions and other harmful by-products of
live-fire testing (including depleted uranium from some of the ammunition used there, and other
chemicals).  https://www.hawaiitribune-herald.com/2018/04/23/hawaii-news/earth-day-at-pta-
draws-hundreds-of-students/  https://www.hawaiitribune-herald.com/2022/05/13/hawaii-
news/experience-pta-day-returns-to-showcase-cultural-environmental-efforts-at-facility/
https://www.civilbeat.org/2019/08/hawaii-has-failed-to-take-care-of-pohakuloa/

Students are not permitted into areas of PTA known or suspected to contain contaminated soil or munitions
and explosives of concern. The Army completed a 1-year airborne uranium monitoring program in 2009 to
determine if depleted uranium has impacted local air quality. The monitoring program collected 210 air samples
from three sites upwind and downwind of PTA to provide a basis of comparison. The monitoring program
concluded that the depleted uranium had not impacted air quality at PTA or in the surrounding area because
the total airborne uranium levels in the collected particulate matter samples were within the range of naturally
occurring uranium in Hawaiian soils and rock and were several orders of magnitude below U.S. and
international chemical and radiological health guidelines. See Sections 3.5 and 3.6 for this and additional
information of depleted uranium.

Kupuna for the
Moopuna

9.) Explain and describe the Permissible Sound Levels of the PTA aircrafts when flying over
Hawaiian Homes Commission Act agricultural/residential homestead communities of Pana‘ewa and
Keaukaha and the plans to address aircraft noise pollution, especially at night. Include descriptions
of "sometimes loud" noises of "essential training activities at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) in
March [2022] that may be heard by surrounding communities."
https://www.army.mil/article/254373/march_training_convoy_and_hunting_advisory_for_pohaku
loa_training_area_pta

Hawai'i state Department of Health permissible sound levels are presented in Table 3-13, and additional
categories for community noise exposure is presented just below that table. Noise generated by aircraft is
discussed in Section 3.7.4 and Section 3.13.4.1.

Section 3.7.4 discusses the impacts of weather and noise, which is consistent with the article "March training,
convoy and hunting advisory for Phakuloa Training Area (PTA)."

Wendy Laros

Kona-Kohala
Chamber of
Commerce

The Kona-Kohala Chamber of Commerce strives to enhance the quality of life for our community
through a strong, sustainable economy on Hawai'i Island. With 430 member businesses and
organizations, we exist to provide leadership and advocacy for a successful business environment in
West Hawai'i.

We support the U.S. military's training mission and land retention at P?hakuloa Training Area. As a
member of the PTA Advisory Committee, we have been to the site multiple times and understand
the importance of this State-owned land. We are aware that the lease expires in 2029 and this
Proposed Action is to retain the U.S. Government's lease. This 23,000 acre parcel is essential to the
training mission and includes substantial infrastructure investments, allows access between U.S.
Government-owned lands, and maximizes the use of the impact area.

In regards to the Draft EIS, we highly recommend Alternative 1: Full Retention. The U.S. Army would
retain the land and substantial infrastructure investments while continue training without
downtime.

Beyond training military personnel, PTA provides significant benefits to the environment. In a
cooperative agreement with Colorado State University, PTA's natural resources team manages and
maintains indigenous and endemic plant species found in the area. In partnership with Schofield
Barracks and University of Hawai?i's Lyon Arboretum, horticulturists, botanists and biologists work
to save endangered endemic species through cultivation and seed storage.

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.

Wendy Laros

Kona-Kohala
Chamber of
Commerce

Additionally, PTA provides crucial services in wildfire management. In July and August of 2021, the
Mana Road fire scorched more than 42,000 acres on Hawai?i Island. PTA supported the effort to put
out the fire with 15 firefighters with their trucks along with four bulldozers. The U.S. Army provided
five helicopters with 25 crewmembers and seven firefighters from Oahu. The Army aircraft
conducted 250 water bucket drops totaling 170,000 gallons of water. This effort and the many first
responder actions taken by PTA are greatly appreciated by our community!

Thank you for your correspondence. Your comment has been noted. Please see General Response 1.
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Section 3.5.4.12 revised to state that based on extensive archival research, only 716 Davy Crockett M101
I mentioned earlier about Howard Killian, the Colonel who testified at the County Council that the |spotting rounds were allocated to Hawaii. Additionally, based on the archival research and field surveys, up to
depleted uranium used at Pohakuloa is five times more than what's stated in the EIS. 400 rounds [400 depleted uranium spotting rounds were fired at PTA.
Malu 'Aina to 2000 or more.
Jim Albertini Center for Non- |He also stated that depleted uranium was not prohibited from the use in training until 1996 . Now, |Section 3.5.4.12 revised to clarify that depleted uranium-containing/coated munitions are no longer authorized
im Albertini
violent Education |it was used as a spotting round by the Davey Crockett in the 1960s, that we know of. So that's 30 for use in Hawaii and the only depleted uranium-containing/coated munition used at PTA was the Davy Crockett
in Action years when it was not prohibited from use in training. Now, what does that tell you? If it was not |M101 spotting round, which was used between 1962 and 1968.
prohibited from use in training was it likely used? My hunch is that there is a hell of a lot more
depleted uranium up there than what the military wants us to think. Section 3.5.4.12 of the EIS expanded with additional information about depleted uranium and associated
studies at PTA (i.e., archival research, site reconnaissance, radiological instrumentation, soil sample results).
Depleted uranium is discussed in Sections 3.5 and 3.6 of the EIS. Section 3.5.4.12 notes that per DODD 4715.11,
high explosive munitions are not permitted to be fired into the depleted uranium impacts areas within the
And this depleted uranium, it has a half life of 4.5 billion years. Billion. And when it's hit with high . & P P P P
. Lo . . ) . . ) ) impact area.
Malu 'Aina explosive, it turns into depleted uranium oxide particles. It can be carried long distances in the
. .. |Center for Non- |wind. It can be easily inhaled. And when you inhale it gets into the lymph system and goes to . X . o .
Jim Albertini | . . . . L . Section 3.5.4.12 notes that the Army completed a 1-year airborne uranium monitoring program in 2009 to
violent Education |various organs. It can cause cancer. Now, the person the Hawai'i County Council said the military o . ; . X . .
. . . . determine if depleted uranium has impacted local air quality. Total airborne uranium levels collected from 210
in Action should work with is Dr. Lauren Pang, M.D. 24 years Army Medical Corp., World Health . . . . . . R
o i K , ) air samples at PTA were within the range of naturally occurring uranium in Hawaiian soils and rock and were
Organization. You have ignored him. He's an expert on depleted uranium. . . K . X . o
several orders of magnitude below the U.S. and international chemical and radiological health guidelines;
therefore, the depleted uranium has not impacted local air quality.
And the eight action points of that 639-08, it's the first one was stop all live fire until there is a
complete independent assessment of the DU present, and it's cleaned up. There were seven other
actions in that thing . The only councilman that voted against that in 2008 was Pete Hoffman from X . . X . . X . .
. X . . i Section 3.5.4.12 of the EIS discusses the various studies of depleted uranium at PTA, including soil samples, air
Waikaloa, a retired Army Intelligence Colonel. A very decent man. But | remember talking to him R
o . . . . . . samples, and a health and risk assessment.
and said, "Pete, why did you vote against this resolution when the eight other council members
voted for it?" He said, "Well, the military has a mission." And | said, "Even if the mission is X . X . . L. .
. ) . e w Section 3.5.4.12 revised to clarify that the State-owned land only includes one depleted uranium firing location,
. endangering the lives of the troops and the people it's supposed to be defending?" "Yeah, they . L . X R X
Malu 'Aina L. . . . R . X the State-owned land does not include the four depleted uranium impact locations, and surveys did not identify
have got a mission to do." Now, that's insanity. A good person saying that is insanity. You lose R . )
. .. |Center for Non- . . . . . e any depleted uranium-containing materials on the State-owned land