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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ 

OVERSEAS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
HAWAII RANGE COMPLEX (HRC) 

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

Title of the Proposed Action: Hawaii Range Complex 

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

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

Abstract 

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

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

Prepared by:   U.S. Department of Defense, Department of the Navy 
Point of Contact:  Pacific Missile Range Facility Public Affairs Officer 
    P.O. Box 128, Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752, (866) 767-3347 
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14.0  COMMENTS AND RESPONSES—
SUPPLEMENT TO THE DRAFT EIS/OEIS  

This chapter presents responses to comments received on the Draft Hawaii Range Complex 
(HRC) Supplement to the Environmental Impact Statement/Overseas Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS/OEIS) (February 2008).  The comments were expressed during the public 
comment period for the document.  Section 14.1 provides an overview of the Public Involvement 
process, Section 14.2 is a summary of comments received; and Section 14.3 is a summary of 
responses.  Section 14.4 includes data summary tables organized by the source of the 
comment: Written Public Comments, Email Public Comments, Public Hearing Comments, and 
Webmail Comments (Sections 14.4.1, 14.4.2, 14.4.3, and 14.4.4).  See Chapter 13.0 for 
responses to comments received on the Draft HRC EIS/OEIS. 

14.1 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS 
Following publication of the Draft EIS/OEIS in July 2007, the Navy, in coordination with the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), conducted a re-evaluation of the analysis in that 
document.  This re-evaluation and subsequent identification of new information led the Navy to 
prepare a Supplement to the Draft document in February 2008.  The purpose of the Supplement 
to the Draft EIS/OEIS was to address the following: 

• Modifications to the analytical methodology used to evaluate the effects of mid-
frequency active (MFA) sonar on marine mammals; 

• Changes to the amount and types of sonar allocated to each of the alternatives; and, 

• Development of a new alternative. 
 

Notice of the Navy’s intent to publish a Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was published in the 
Federal Register on January 17, 2008.  The Supplement was filed with U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency for release to the public on February 22, 2008, and a Notice of Public 
Meeting was published in the Federal Register on February 26, 2008.  The Supplement to the 
Draft EIS/OEIS was distributed to Federal, State, and local agencies; organizations; information 
repositories and libraries (see Table 13.2.1-1); and private citizens, with a request that all written 
comments be postmarked or received by April 7, 2008 (45 calendar days from release).  The 
Navy also placed notices in the newspapers announcing the availability of the Supplement to 
the Draft EIS/OEIS and providing detailed information concerning locations and times for each 
of the public hearings (Table 14.1-1).   

Four public hearings were held on March 13, 14, 17, and 18, 2008, on the islands of Kauai, 
Maui, Oahu, and Hawaii.  The hearings were held in an open house format, presenting 
informational posters and written information and with Navy staff and project experts available to 
answer participants’ questions.  A court reporter recorded participants’ oral comments and a 
tape recorder was provided for those participants wishing to provide additional comments.  The 
interaction during the information sessions was productive and helpful to the Navy.  
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Table 14.1-1. Advertisements Published for the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS Public 
Hearings and Comment Period 

Hawaii 
Newspapers 

The Garden 
Island 

Hawaii-
Tribune Herald 

The Honolulu 
Advertiser 

Honolulu-Star 
Bulletin 

The Maui 
News 

Dates Published 
2/25/08 2/25/08 2/25/08 2/25/08 2/25/08 
3/4/08 3/9/08 3/9/08 3/11/08 3/5/08 
3/9/08 3/12/08     3/9/08 

 

The purpose of the public hearings was to solicit public comments on the Supplement to the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.  This chapter includes transcripts from the hearings and copies of written public 
comments received during the comment period.  

Table 14.1-2 lists the locations where public hearings were held.  During these public hearings, 
attendees were invited to ask questions and provide comments to the program representatives 
at each meeting.  In addition, written comments were received from the public and regulatory 
agencies by letter, email, and through the HRC public website during the comment period.  
Comments have been considered and the analysis revised as appropriate into the Final 
EIS/OEIS.  Comments received from the public concerning DoD policy and program issues 
outside the scope of analysis in the Supplement to the EIS/OEIS were not addressed in the 
Final EIS/OEIS. 

Table 14.1-2. Public Hearing Locations, Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS 

City (Island) Date Location 
Lihue (Kauai) Thursday, March 13, 2008 Kauai Community College 
Kahului (Maui) Friday, March 14, 2008 Maui Waena Intermediate School 
Honolulu (Oahu) Monday, March 17, 2008 Disabled American Veterans Memorial Hall 
Hilo (Hawaii) Tuesday, March 18, 2008 Hilo Hawaiian Hotel 

 

At the public hearings, a Navy representative provided a clear and concise overview of the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. This was followed by individual testimony.  A summary of 
attendance at the four public hearings is as follows:  

Kauai:  40 individuals signed in 
  9 individuals provided verbal comments 
  7 individual provided written comments  
 
Maui:  19 individuals signed in 
  6 individuals provided verbal comments 
  1 individual provided a tape recorded comment 
  2 individuals provided written comments  
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Oahu:  16 individuals signed in 
  1 individual provided verbal comments 
  1 individual provided written comments  
 
Island of  
Hawaii: 24 individuals signed in 
  8 individuals provided verbal comments 
  3 individuals provided a tape recorded comment 

3 individuals provided written comments (two written comments were provided by  
the same individual) 

 
The Navy solicited additional comments from agencies and the public during the comment 
period that followed the public hearings for the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  The 
comment period ended on April 7, 2008.   

14.2 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 
The Navy received 1,595 public comments on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS from 265 
separate sources—251 were citizens, 8 represented organizations, and 6 represented 
government agencies.  The majority of commenters were from Hawaii (199 of 265); however, 
the Navy also received comments from individuals residing in 20 other states and the District of 
Columbia.  Table 14.2-1 shows the forums that the public used to submit their comments and 
the number of commenters for each forum.      

Table 14.2-1. Number of Public Commenters—Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS  

Source Number of Commenters 
Written  30 
Email 198 
Transcript  of Public Hearings 28 
Website 9 
Total  265 

 

The Navy received a total of 1,595 comments on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Table 
14.2-2 presents a summary of the number of comments identified for each resource area and 
indicates the percentage of total comments that each resource area or issue received (rounded 
to the nearest tenth percent).  Comments are organized by resource area. The text that follows 
gives an overview of comments received during the comment period.  The first set of comments 
is organized alphabetically by resource area, concluding with Water Resources.  The second 
set of comments covers non-resource specific issues or questions that were raised. Most 
resource areas are self-explanatory—“Biological Resources–Marine” includes all ocean and 
near shore comments, “Alternatives” includes all sonar comments.  “Hazardous Materials and 
Waste” includes munitions debris issues.  “Program” refers to concerns with the Proposed 
Action in general.  “Policy/National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Process” refers to 
concerns with policies that lead to the Proposed Action. 
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Table 14.2-2.  Number of Comments by Resource Area 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS 

Resource Area Number of Comments Percent of Total 

Air Quality 1 0.1% 
Airspace 0 0% 
Biological Resources - Marine 34 2.1% 
Biological Resources - Terrestrial 0 0% 
Cultural Resources  0 0% 
Geology and Soils 0 0% 
Hazardous Materials and Waste 15 0.9% 
Health and Safety 0 0% 
Land Use 1,135 71.2% 
Noise 0 0% 
Socioeconomics 1 0.1% 
Transportation 0 0% 
Utilities 0 0% 
Water Resources 8 0.5% 
Environmental Justice 1 0.1% 
Alternatives 163 10.2% 
Program  181 11.3% 
Policy/NEPA Process 17 1.1% 
Mitigation Measures 25 1.6% 
Cumulative Impacts 4 0.3% 
Miscellaneous 10 0.6% 
Total 1,595  

  

Air Quality 
There was one comment in this category, requesting that the Navy account for the cumulative 
effects of its actions on coral with rising sea levels caused by global warming. 

Biological Resources—Marine 
This category includes comments on all marine resources, including fish, mammals, and marine 
sanctuaries.  Many of the comments were focused on the perceived harmful effects of 
detonations and MFA sonar on whales, sea turtles, fish, and marine life.  Some of the 
comments were concerned with international stranding events.  Specifically, the public 
requested additional information or clarification regarding:   

• The affects of detonations on fish 

• The seasonal effects of training on various species 

• The accuracy of marine mammal research undertaken by the Navy 

• The presence of current toothed-whale research undertaken by Robin Baird 
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• The inclusion of information regarding the 2004 stranding of melon-headed whales in 
Hanalei Bay 

• The need to discuss minke whales  

• The number of times an individual within a species group might be exposed to MFA 

• The inclusion of humpback whale research  

• Utilization of the National Defense Exemption from the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act (MMPA) 

• The use and protection of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands during Navy activities 
 

Additional comments on marine biological resources included a request to address the indirect 
effects on the continued survival of endangered and threatened marine species and the health 
and safety of the general public through the potential bioaccumulation of hazardous materials in 
benthic species and coral, which form the basis of the food chain; a request to account for the 
risk or consequences of direct strikes on corals around the Main Hawaiian Islands and within 
Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument. 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste 
Comments regarding hazardous materials and waste focused on the clean-up of former and 
currently contaminated sites unassociated with this EIS/OEIS; the effects of increased training 
debris, including chaff, chemical stimulants, fuel and oil, toxic substances potentially being 
released into the coastal zone and materials used during the construction of various HRC 
enhancements; and the cumulative effects of simultaneous major exercises.  There were also 
comments regarding potential impacts on corals; the potential for training debris or live 
ordnance to strike a marine mammal; toxic chemicals released by sonobuoys and the use of 
San Clemente Island, California, data for that analysis; and the potential for detonations to 
disperse PCBs and heavy metals in Pearl Harbor. 

Land Use 
The Navy received 1,135 identical form letter comments from 162 individuals about potential 
violations of the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) and protection of Hawaii’s coastal 
regions.   

Socioeconomics 
One commenter asked about the potential socioeconomic effects from Navy activities on 
fisheries. 

Water Resources 
Comments on water resources focused on effects on the State of Hawaii’s waters, the need for 
a Department of the Army permit for activities over or under navigable waters of the United 
States, and any potential need for a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit for wastewater/stormwater discharges. 
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Environmental Justice 
One commenter noted that the Native Hawaiian community would be disproportionately affected 
if fish stocks were reduced as a result of Navy activities. 

Alternatives 
The largest number of comments in this category related to the use of sonar for Navy training.  
Most commenters expressed opposition to the use of sonar, particularly during certain seasons 
of the year or above certain decibel levels.  Many commenters requested additional research 
into the effects of sonar on marine life, and several commenters asked about alternative 
technologies for detecting submarines, and the use of simulators in lieu of active training.  There 
were also several comments related to the possibility that marine mammals experience “bends.”  
Some commenters requested the incorporation of specific research into the EIS/OEIS and 
suggested that the data sets, application of, and conclusions used during the risk function 
analysis were too narrow. 

Additional comments regarding Alternatives were focused on the adequacy of the analysis, 
particularly in light of recent court decisions.  There were also several comments regarding the 
use of data from the Sonar Positional Reporting System (SPORTS); a suggestion to add a new 
alternative in which no sonar would be used; the perception that the Navy does not 
prepare/release After Action Reports; and the perception that the addition of Alternative 3 in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS contains uncertainties and may result in underestimations of 
impacts. 

Policy/National Environmental Policy Act Process 
Comments on Navy Policy and the NEPA process included a suggestion to pursue a policy that 
would make whales a cultural treasure and a suggestion to include more involvement/ 
collaboration from various research scientists and organizations.  In addition, two commenters 
questioned the expertise of the individuals preparing the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.   

One commenter asked if conclusions in the EIS/OEIS were based in part on classified 
information, and if so, how the conclusions would change if the classified information was not 
considered.  

There was also a comment concerning the Navy’s compliance with various Federal statutes, 
including the MMPA, the National Marine Sanctuaries Act, and the Coastal Zone Management 
Act.  

Program 
The Navy received 162 form letters about the perceived establishment of a live fire training 
range encompassing the entire Hawaiian Archipelago. Commenters on the overall Program 
were concerned that analysis was based on information not readily available to the public and 
potential violations of several Federal laws (e.g., the MMPA and Coastal Zone Management 
Act). There were also comments about basic or potentially misleading information provided in 
the EIS/OEIS, including the quantification of training exercises, the amount of hazardous 
materials introduced into the marine environment, and the issue of live fire at Makua.  There 
were also requests for additional research before using sonar for military training.  
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Mitigation Measures 
Most of the comments in this category were focused on the mitigation measures associated with  
marine mammals.  One commenter was in agreement with the mitigation measures presented 
in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Specific comments included: 

• Navy training should be conducted in places and at times where marine mammals 
would not be affected 

• The level of mitigation measures is insufficient 

• Navy training should be conducted in seasons when marine mammals are in lesser 
numbers (e.g., when whales are not migrating) 

• Adherence to the restrictions issued by various courts between 2006 and 2008 

• Additional information about pre- and post-monitoring efforts 

• Requests to use non-harmful sounds to scare animals away from the sonar areas 

• Requests to follow protective measures used by other nations 

• Discussion of the mitigation measures offered by the Marine Mammal Commission 
on the Draft EIS/OEIS 
 

Cumulative Impacts 
Comments in this category were focused on the cumulative effect of sonar use with other 
stressors (pollution, warming water, fishing, etc.). 

Miscellaneous 
Miscellaneous comments included a request to add a commenter’s name and the University of 
Hawaii, Hamilton Library to the distribution list; a request to note in the reference list, which 
references are, or are not publicly available; and a comment that secondary references were 
used, when primary references should have been cited. 

14.3 SUMMARY OF RESPONSES 
Some of the comments received on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS were declarative 
statements not requiring a direct response, but which are noted in the context of overall public 
review.  Examples of comments on non-related topics include a request for a copy of the NAS 
Barbers Point closure EIS, an inquiry from a local Hawaiian firm regarding the hiring of 
employees, and a request to identify atomic materials, which the commenter believes are 
affecting marine life. 

Some comments were related to the perception that the Navy intends to establish a live fire 
range encompassing the entire Hawaiian Archipelago.  This general program-related comment 
is considered to be outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS and therefore required no revision to the 
text. 



 
14.0 Comments and Responses—Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS  
 

 

14-8 Hawaii Range Complex Final EIS/OEIS  May 2008 
 
  

Some comments questioned the methodologies, analyses, and conclusions for various 
environmental resource impacts and mitigations presented in the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  For each of these comments, a specific response was prepared.  New information 
and analysis supporting or changing the conclusions of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS 
have been incorporated into the text of the Final EIS/OEIS. 

The Navy received many substantive comments during the rigorous Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS process.  The Navy considered all public input as part of the decision-making process 
prior to issuing the Final EIS/OEIS.  

The primary intent of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was to provide additional 
information regarding the analytical methodology used to evaluate the effects of MFA sonar on 
marine mammals; therefore some of the comments were outside the scope of the Supplement 
to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  However, to the extent possible, the Navy addressed the public 
comments discussed in Section 14.2 in the following manner:  

Air Quality 
The comment regarding cumulative effects of Navy activities on coral with rising sea levels 
caused by global warming is noted, but is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Assuming that global warming is occurring and that human activities are the cause, 
global warming involves the activity of billions of human beings on every continent on Earth.  It 
also involves the consumption of fossil fuels to such a degree and intensity that the intermittent 
and infrequent training activities presented in this EIS/OEIS are insignificant when compared to 
the scale. 

Biological Resources—Marine 
The analysis of effects in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be 
no mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and mitigations are 
intended to reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  The Letter of Authorization 
(LOA) issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of allowable takes (e.g., 
harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC.  Navy training has been going on for 
the past 60 years, and there has been no significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 
30 years.  Given this history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low.  Though the Navy works to minimize impacts to marine 
mammals to the greatest extent practicable, they are not mandated by any statute to alleviate all 
risk to marine mammals.  Over the past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around 
Hawaii appear to be increasing, and the Navy believes that sonar has not significantly affected 
marine mammals in general. 

The affects of detonations on fish—The Navy recognizes that individual fish may be injured or 
killed as the result of several of the training events; however, these incidents are localized, and 
would not have a population impact on any individual species.  The effect on fish from a given 
amount of explosive depends on location (including proximity to the detonation), season, and 
many other factors.  The Navy has completed an Essential Fish Habitat and Coral Reef 
Assessment for the EIS/OEIS and concludes that Proposed Actions would not affect managed 
species (i.e., Essential Fish Habitat).  
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Seasonal avoidance for training—Avoidance of the seasonal presence of migrating marine 
mammals fails to take into account the fact that the Navy’s current mitigation measures apply to 
all detected marine mammals no matter the season.  Advance planning to avoid the seasonal 
presence of migrating marine mammals is not possible given the start of any “season” is 
variable (dependent on largely unknown environmental factors).  To the degree possible, 
however, the Navy already has taken a proactive step in this regard by specifically informing all 
naval vessels to increase vigilance when the first humpback whales have been sighted around 
the Hawaiian Islands.  Otherwise, limiting training operations to the remaining 6 months of the 
year would not only concentrate all annual training and testing activities into a shorter 6-month 
time period, but would also not meet the readiness requirements of the Navy to deploy trained 
forces. 

Accuracy of marine mammal research undertaken by the Navy—The Navy’s assessment of 
potential impacts on marine mammals reflects the use of the best available and applicable 
science determined in consultation with NMFS.  Information concerning the scientific data used 
is provided in EIS/OEIS Sections 4.1.2 and 6.0. 

Research conducted by Robin Baird—Mr. Baird is cited in several sections of the EIS/OEIS, 
including, but not limited to Sections 4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.9.8, and 4.1.2.4.10.1. Numerous 
documents and reports prepared by Mr. Baird are cited in Section 9.0 (references). 

2004 stranding of melon-headed whales in Hanalei Bay—Section 4.1.2.4.10.3 of the EIS/OEIS 
provides a comprehensive discussion of the stranding of melon-headed whales in Hanalei Bay 
in 2004.  The text describes the relationship of the stranding to both Navy Anti-Submarine 
Warfare (ASW) activities occurring approximately 25 nautical miles (nm) away from the incident 
and the activities of people and boats that were in the water with the whales at the time of the 
stranding. The stranding is not known to be directly related to Navy activities. 

Need for minke whale discussion—The presence of minke whales has been noted in Section 
4.1.2.5.3; however, there is no density information available for minke whales in Hawaiian 
waters given that they have rarely been seen during surveys.  The lack of available data and 
comparative species makes it unreliable to extrapolate estimates of exposure to Navy sonar. 

The number of times an individual within a species group might be exposed to MFA—as noted 
by the commenter, it would be virtually impossible to determine how many individuals within a 
given population would experience one or more exposures. 

Humpback Whale Research—Information regarding the humpback whale and the Hawaiian 
Islands Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary was provided in Chapters 3.3 and 4.1 and 
is expanded in the EIS/OEIS.  

Utilization of the National Defense Exemption from the MMPA—Sections 4.1.2.4.3 and 4.1.2.4.4 
provide the regulatory framework and history behind the development of the Navy’s compliance 
efforts with various statutes, including the MMPA. 

Use of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands—Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS reviewed the 
Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument.  The Navy complies with the Presidential 
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Proclamation 8031 (71 FR 36443, June 26, 2006) which states that all “activities and exercises 
of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in a manner that avoids, to the extent practicable and 
consistent with operational requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources and 
qualities.”  The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship seriously, 
providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this important matter.  The Navy 
complies with all applicable environmental laws and has established procedures to ensure that 
programs are protective of Hawaii's environment. 

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste 
There were multiple comments related to Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste sections of the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.  These were beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS; 
however, the Navy responded as follows:    

The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago resulted in contamination of 
certain sites, such as Kahoolawe.  Since that time, Congress has created and funded programs 
to identify those sites in need of remediation and proceed with the available funds.  The island 
of Kahoolawe is one site that received priority funding in excess of $400 million and its own 
special legislation which resulted in a 10-year cleanup conducted in consultation with the State 
of Hawaii. 

As discussed in Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the EIS/OEIS, the type of sonobuoy 
used for the analysis in this EIS/OEIS is now in general use by the Navy.  San Clemente Island 
information is used because that is where the Navy’s Sonobuoy Quality Assurance testing is 
done, and detailed information from that program is available.  All sonobuoys of a given type are 
manufactured with the same quantities of constituents.  

One commenter listed enhancements that are assumed to generate hazardous substances. As 
discussed in the EIS/OEIS, the Portable Undersea Tracking Range could be located anywhere 
within the area shown on Figure 2.2.3.6.3-1 and not necessarily consistently deployed in the 
same area.  According to Section 2.2.3.6.3, the Navy proposes using the system for only 2 days 
per month.  Development of the Acoustic Test Facility involves the addition of pinger equipment 
at Pier S291 on Ford Island, Beckoning Point piers, or on a mobile test site that could operate 
within the test area.  As a result, there would be no disturbance of any contaminated sediments 
or soils containing PCBs.  An environmental review of the proposed Range Operations Control 
Building construction was conducted that determined that the effects of the proposed 
construction on the environment are minimal and a categorical exclusion (CATEX) for the 
proposed project was approved on May 14, 2004.  Hazardous waste discovered during 
construction will handled in compliance with applicable rules and regulations. 

One commenter asked if there are any potential effects of 56,422 additional pieces of training 
debris.  Navy training, RDT&E, and munitions debris are discussed in Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7.  
The majority of debris would be widely dispersed and accumulate in deep water far away from 
the coral reef.  Therefore, there will be no quantifiable impact on habitat, any natural resource, 
including coral.  The analysis presented in Section 4.1.7 assumed that hazardous constituents 
for each category of expended training material would be expended over only 20 percent of the 
training areas.  But the probability that the materials would be expended in exactly the same 
location, given slight differences in the positions of Navy assets and lines of fire, and dispersal 
of expended materials by currents, is about zero.  A total of about 654 tons of training material 
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are expended per year under the No-action Alternative (see Table 4.1.4.1.1-1).  Assuming an 
ocean floor area of about 235,000 nm2, and making a further conservative assumption that the 
training materials are concentrated within 20 percent of this area, this is about 5.6 pounds per 
nm2 per year of training material. 

Bioaccumulation of hazardous materials in benthic species and coral is not known to accrue as 
a result of the Proposed Action because: (a) leach rates are very low, (b) leached materials are 
widely dispersed, so they affect different populations, and (c) the estimated ambient 
concentrations are generally within the “natural” range of these materials so uptake of these 
constituents would be similar to natural rates. 

Direct strikes on coral reefs, which could be either strikes of missile debris or ordnance on coral 
reefs is unlikely, as described in Section 4.2.1.1.1.1.  The majority of debris would be widely 
dispersed and in open ocean, far away from the coral reef.  Therefore, there will be no 
quantifiable impact on habitat, any natural resource, including coral. 

Land Use 
The Navy received 162 form letters stating that the Navy is not meeting its obligations under the 
Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP). Specifically, Navy is in compliance with 
Section 205A-2 (6) of the CZMP, which addresses the spread of coastal pollution.  As discussed 
in Section 4.1.7 and 4.3.2.1.8 of the EIS/OEIS, no direct or indirect effects associated with 
coastal hazards, specifically pollution, would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.    

The form letter requested that Hawaii CZMP require the Navy to acquire a State incidental 
permit for harm to State-listed species.  While the EIS/OEIS does consider impact to State-listed 
species, the Navy is not subject to the State’s permitting process.  The letter also calls for 
consistency with the objectives of marine protection requirements or Hawaii’s CZMP, 
specifically, strict limits on activities in the Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument.  
Navy is conducting their active sonar training in only a fraction of the Monument; however, with 
mitigation none of the resources of the Monument will be affected.  Lastly, the form letter called 
for more public participation in coastal management.   The Navy has provided full disclosure of 
its activities in this EIS/OEIS, and is a participant in many organizations whose mission is the 
protection of coastal Hawaii. 

Socioeconomics 
Reduced fish catch rates as a result of underwater detonations are not anticipated (see Section 
5.5.3.1 of the EIS/OEIS).   

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

The EIS/OEIS provides an analysis in Section 4.1.7 of how current levels and future levels of 
hazardous training materials, chemical simulants, and debris entering the ocean does and will 
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comply with the State of Hawaii water quality standards and criteria and will not require an 
NPDES permit.  The EIS/OEIS also evaluated the potential impacts of launch emissions, spills 
of toxic materials, and early flight termination on surface and groundwater.  The analysis 
concluded that hydrogen chloride emissions would not significantly affect the chemical 
composition of surface or groundwater; that there would be no significant increase in aluminum 
oxide in surface waters due to launches; that sampling of surface waters in the vicinity of the 
launch site showed that hydrogen chloride, potentially deposited during past launches, has not 
affected surface water quality on the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) or adjacent areas; 
and that contamination from spills of toxic materials would be highly unlikely.  An NPDES permit 
is not required for launch activity due to the lack of significant storm water runoff.  

Environmental Justice 
Reduced fish catch rates and any associated effects on the Native Hawaiian community are not 
anticipated.   

Alternatives 
The majority of the comments in this category were opposed to the use of sonar for Navy 
training.  However, sonar is currently the best available technology for ASW.  Although the Navy 
does do some simulated training, it does not fully develop the skills and capabilities necessary 
to attain appropriate military readiness.  In addition, under NEPA, the choice of alternatives is 
bounded by some notion of feasibility.  Agencies are not required to consider alternatives that 
are infeasible, ineffective, or inconsistent with its basic objectives. 

Section 4.1.2.4.7 of the EIS/OEIS contains a discussion of the “bends-like” issue raised in 
several comments.  It has not been demonstrated that sonar causes this effect. 

The Navy’s assessment of potential impacts on marine mammals reflects the use of the best 
available and applicable science determined in consultation with NMFS and the requirements of 
the Navy to train.  Information concerning the scientific data used is provided in EIS/OEIS 
Sections 4.1.2 and 6.0. 

The discussion of the development of the risk function has been expanded from that in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS and is presented in Section 4.1.2. The methodology used in 
this EIS/OEIS was developed in close coordination with NMFS.  This represents the best 
available and most applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to marine mammals 
from MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is incomplete and unavailable 
information with regard to behavioral impacts on marine mammals (see Section 4.1.2), the risk 
function curve extends to 120 decibels (dB) sound pressure level (SPL) specifically to 
encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral reactions in marine mammal species 
that may be affected by sounds perceived at levels just above ambient in some areas during 
some parts of the year in Hawaiian waters.   

Analysis of ongoing litigation is not part of the Proposed Action and alternatives nor is it 
necessary for compliance with the applicable laws and regulations. Some mitigations discussed 
in Chapter 6.0 overlap with mitigations raised during litigation. 
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The original analysis of effects of mid-frequency sonar on marine mammals was based on data 
prepared as part of the program described in Section 1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, which predates the 
Sonar Positional Reporting System (SPORTS) database.  In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only 18 months that it could be used as a 
partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined with additional extrapolation for the 
sonar effects analysis.  More information on SPORTS has been provided in Sections 2.2.2.4 
and 4.1.2 of the EIS/OEIS.  The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range complexes. 

The Navy does prepare and release After Action Reports.  An After Action Report prepared for 
the 2006 Rim of the Pacific (RIMPAC) exercises, providing an analysis detailing the reasons for 
adoption, modification, or rejection of mitigation measures, is provided in Appendix F of the 
EIS/OEIS. 

Policy/National Environmental Policy Act Process 
One commenter asked about establishing a policy to protect whales as cultural treasures. The 
Navy realizes that many marine mammals are significant to the cultural heritage of the Hawaiian 
people; however, establishing such a policy is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS. 

Two comments requested increased involvement by scientists and research institutions.  NEPA 
requires an interdisciplinary approach to analysis.  This EIS/OEIS used the experience of a wide 
range of subject matter experts.  Although they may be currently residing in other areas of the 
United States, the professionals preparing this EIS/OEIS have either lived and worked as 
environmental scientists in Hawaii or have been conducting environmental projects in Hawaii for 
many years.  The Navy solicited comments and encouraged input from all Agencies, 
organizations, and individuals in Hawaii throughout the environmental impact analysis process, 
as reported in this chapter (see also Section 1.7.1 and Chapter 13.0 of the EIS/OEIS). 

Program 
The Navy received 162 form letters stating that the Navy intends to establish a live fire training 
range encompassing the entire Hawaiian Archipelago.  The Navy is not proposing to establish a 
live fire training range encompassing the entire Hawaiian Archipelago.  Only a fraction of the 
Papahānaumokuākea Marine National Monument is within the Navy’s Hawaiian Islands 
Operating Area (OPAREA) on its western boundary near the northern border.  Current and 
proposed live fire training takes place in OPAREA; however, these activities will not affect 
resources in the Hawaiian Islands Marine Refuge, Papahānaumokuākea Marine National 
Monument, or the Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary.  The Navy  
understands and respects the value and importance of Hawaii’s marine sanctuaries to many 
people.  They also recognize that the primary philosophy of these sanctuaries is protection and 
preservation and we share that philosophy.  The Navy takes precautions to minimize harm to 
these areas. 

Classified information was used for some of the analysis in the EIS/OEIS.  Accurate conclusions 
could not be made if this information was not considered. 

The Navy is in compliance with all applicable environmental laws and is consulting with the 
Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program in accordance with the Coastal Zone Management 
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Act.  Also, see response to comment S-T-0001-1 (see EIS/OEIS Sections 4.1.2.4 and 
4.1.2.5.4). 

Mitigation Measures 
Navy training should be conducted in places and at times where marine mammals would not be 
affected—It is critical for the Navy to be able to conduct training in a variety of environmental 
and bathymetric conditions, which may overlap with marine mammal areas.  Mitigation 
measures proposed in Chapter 6.0 should ensure that marine mammals would not be injured by 
Navy training activities.  As discussed in Section 4.1.2, the analytical methodology used was 
developed in close coordination with NMFS.  This represents the best available and most 
applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to marine mammals from MFA/HFA sound 
sources.  While recognizing there is incomplete and unavailable information with regard to 
behavioral impacts on marine mammals, the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL 
specifically to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral reactions in marine 
mammal species that may be affected by sounds perceived at levels just above ambient in 
some areas during some parts of the year in Hawaiian waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the 
Navy must train and why Hawaii is the most appropriate place to undertake the proposed 
actions. 

Perceived insufficiency of mitigation measures—The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS 
indicates that there should be no mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance 
procedures and mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality to 
zero.  The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of allowable takes 
(e.g., harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC. 

Mitigate marine mammal impacts using seasonal avoidance during Navy training—As discussed 
in Chapter 6.0, avoidance of the seasonal presence of migrating marine mammals fails to take 
into account the fact that the Navy’s current mitigation measures apply to all detected marine 
mammals no matter the season.  Advance planning to avoid the seasonal presence of migrating 
marine mammals is not possible given the start of any “season” is variable (dependent on 
largely unknown environmental factors).  To the degree possible, however, the Navy already 
has taken a proactive step in this regard by specifically informing all naval vessels to increase 
vigilance when the first humpback whales have been sighted around the Hawaiian Islands.  
Otherwise, limiting training operations to the remaining 6 months of the year would not only 
concentrate all annual training and testing activities into a shorter 6-month time period, but 
would also not meet the readiness requirements of the Navy to deploy trained forces.  

Restrictions issued by various courts—As discussed in Section 6.0, avoiding active sonar use 
within 12 nm from shore or 15.5 miles from the 200-m isobaths was made part of the RIMPAC 
2006 authorization by NMFS and was based on the assumption that avoidance of the North 
American continental shelf was a prudent mitigation measure given the presence of beaked 
whales in the Gulf of Mexico.  NMFS modified the measure for Hawaii because they had 
received a public comment during rulemaking for a proposed action taking place elsewhere.  
This measure lacks any scientific basis when applied to conditions in Hawaii.  There is no 
scientific basis for requiring this mitigation measure in the Pacific and no known basis for the 
specific metrics.  During RIMPAC 2006, this mitigation measure precluded active ASW training 
in the littoral region, which significantly affected realism and training effectiveness. This 
procedure had no observable effect on the protection of marine mammals during RIMPAC 2006, 
and its value is unclear (there is a lengthy history of sonar use in the Hawaiian Islands without 
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any strandings or apparent effect on marine mammals).  However, its effect on realistic training 
is significant.   

Pre- and post-monitoring—As described in Chapter 6.0, the Navy is developing an Integrated 
Comprehensive Monitoring Plan (ICMP) to determine behavioral and population level changes 
to marine mammals within Navy ranges.  This Plan will also continue or initiate studies of 
abundance, distribution, habitat utilization, etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual 
surveys, passive and acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio linked 
to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and movements).  The Plan will 
include the evaluation of Navy lookouts that observe for all objects in or on the water including 
debris, periscopes, other vessels, and marine animals.  As of this EIS/OEIS, the Navy and 
NMFS are developing an HRC-specific monitoring plan which may include third party monitoring 
efforts by qualified entities as a component of the ICMP for unit level exercises.   

Use of non-harmful sound to scare animals from sonar event areas—Section 6.0 presents the 
range of Navy protective measures that would be implemented to protect marine mammals and 
federally listed species during training events.  Among these is the use of passive detection 
capabilities to alert exercise participants to the presence of marine mammals in an event 
location. 

Other Navies mitigation—Each nation has its own training needs based on that nation's forces, 
capabilities, missions, and environmental requirements.  The Navy is a global environmental 
leader.  As part of the Navy’s commitment to sustainable use of resources and environmental 
stewardship, the Navy incorporates mitigation measures that are protective of the environment 
into all of its activities.  The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect a balance between 
training requirements and Navy’s important role in ensuring environmental protection.  These 
measures have been the subject of extensive discussions between NMFS and the Navy, and 
evaluated for mission impacts, probable effectiveness, and the ability to implement.  Mitigation 
measures are described in detail in Chapter 6.0. 

Mitigation measures proposed by the Marine Mammal Commission—EIS/OEIS Chapter 6.0, 
Mitigation Measures, presents the Navy’s protective measures, outlining steps that would be 
implemented to protect marine mammals and Federally listed species during training events.  It 
should be noted that these protective measures have been standard operating procedures for 
unit-level ASW training since 2004.  In addition, The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect 
the use of the best available and applicable science balanced with the NMFS precautionary 
approach and the requirements of the Navy to train. 

Cumulative Impacts 
The discussion of cumulative effect of sonar use with other stressors (pollution, warming water, 
fishing, etc.) has been expanded in Section 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS. 

Miscellaneous 
The request to add a commenter’s name and the University of Hawaii, Hamilton Library to the 
distribution list was completed, and references were crosschecked.  The reference list was not 
annotated with which are, or are not publicly available; however, those references that are 
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available, or a referral to a repository where the item is housed, will become part of the 
EIS/OEIS Administrative Record. 

14.4 SUMMARY TABLES 
Sections 14.4.1 through 14.4.4 of the EIS/OEIS provide reproductions of all the original letters, 
emails, and transcripts that were received during the public comment period for the Supplement 
to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Responses to issues included in those documents are also provided.  As 
shown below, the organization of Sections 14.4.1 through 14.4.4 provides a separate 
comment/response section for each of the forums (email, written, etc.) that the public used to 
submit their comments: 

• 144.1  Written Public Comments 
– Table 14.4.1-1 Written Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft HRC 

EIS/OEIS 
– Exhibit 14.4.1-1 Copy of Written Documents 
– Table 14.4.1-2  Responses to Written Comments 

 
• 14.4.2  Email Public Comments 

– Table 14.4.2-1  Email Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft HRC 
EIS/OEIS 

– Exhibit 14.4.2-1  Copy of Email Documents 
– Table 14.2.4.2-2  Responses to Email Comments 

 
• 14.4.3  Public Hearing Comments  

– Table 14.4.3-1 Public Hearing Commenters on the Supplement to the 
Draft HRC EIS/OEIS 

– Exhibit 14.4.3-1  Copy of Public Hearing Documents 
– Table 14.4.3-2  Responses to Public Hearing Comments 

 
• 14.4.4  Webmail Comments 

– Table 14.4.4-1  Webmail Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft 
HRC EIS/OEIS 

– Exhibit 14.4.4-1 Copy of Webmail Documents 
– Table 14.4.4-2  Responses to Webmail Comments 
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The first table in each section provides an index of the names of the individuals who submitted 
comments on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Each individual has been assigned an 
identification number.  The code in the middle of the identification number indicates the source 
of the comment as follows: 

• W = Written comments  

• E = Email comments 

• T = Transcript comments from public hearing 

• N = Comments received via the public HRC website 
 

Comments that were received during the public review period for the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS were treated equally regardless of the form or commenter.  A commenter can be 
listed multiple times.  Each comment was carefully documented, thoroughly read and evaluated, 
and categorized according to the environmental resource area (see Table 14.2-2).  Each of the 
identified issues was numbered as shown in the exhibit in each section.  For example, if the 
10th speaker presented in a transcript from a public hearing document (S-T-0010) provided 
comments on seven separate topics, those comments were numbered S-T-0010-1 through 
S-T-0010-7.  Finally, the Navy responded to each comment, as provided in the second table in 
each section. 

To follow comments and responses for a specific individual, find their commenter number (e.g., 
S-W-0042, S-E-0003, S-T-0021, S-N-0030) in the appropriate Commenters table; locate their 
document within the Copy of Documents exhibit; and use the issue numbers to identify 
corresponding responses in the Response Table.    
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14.4.1 WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Thirty commenters provided written comments on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Five 
of the 30 commenters were from governmental organizations.   

Table 14.4.1-1 lists individuals who commented in writing, with their respective commenter 
identification number.  This number can be used to find the written document that was submitted 
and to locate the corresponding table on which responses to each comment are provided.  

Exhibit 14.4.1-1 presents reproductions of the written comment documents that were received in 
response to the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Comment documents are identified by 
commenter ID number, and each statement or question that was categorized as addressing a 
separate environmental issue is designated with a sequential comment number (D-W-0082-1, 
D-W-0082-2, etc.). 

Table 14.1-2 presents the responses to written comments on the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Responses to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding 
commenter ID number and sequential comment number identifiers.  

Table 14.4.1-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Written)  

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Chris Bane S-W-0001 Clyde Namu’o on behalf of 

the State of Hawaii 
S-W-0026 

Jan Bappe S-W-0002 Marilyn and Ed Pollock S-W-0023 
Laurel Brier S-W-0003 Timothy Ragen on behalf of 

the Marine Mammal 
Commission 

S-W-0024 

Peter Courture S-W-0020 Peter Rappa on behalf of 
University of Hawaii-Manoa 

S-W-0030 

Claire D’Gala S-W-0004 Betty Rubble S-W-0009 
Raydiance Gonare S-W-0005 Barbara Sinclair S-W-0012 
Marsha Green on behalf of 
the North American Ocean 
Noise Coalition 

S-W-0025 V. Springs S-W-0022 

Cory Harden on behalf of the 
Sierra Club 

S-W-0011 Katherine Stack S-W-0013 

Linda Harmon S-W-0006 Kevin Sunada on behalf of 
the State of Hawaii 

S-W-0027 

C, Harvel S-W-0028 Gabriela Taylor S-W-0014 
Peggy LeDoux S-W-0007 Lee Tepley S-W-0015 
Diane Ley on behalf of the 
County of Hawaii 

S-W-0021 Jason Turner S-W-0016 

Kaitlyn McKee S-W-0008 Sonya Wolfe S-W-0017 
Nina Monasevitch S-W-0029 Rulin Xiw S-W-0018 
Mike Moran S-W-0010 Joann Yukimura on behalf of 

the Kauai County Council 
S-W-0019 
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             Table 14.4.1-2.   Responses to Written Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS

S-W-0001-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

S-W-0001-5 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0001-6 Mitigation Measures 1.0, 2.0, 6.0 The Supplement to the DEIS  was not written to address these alternatives, 
does not propose to change the Fleet Response Training Plan (FRTP), and 
was not prepared to assess mitigation.  To the extent that a response is 
required, the Navy considered the DEIS public comments in the preparation 
of the Supplement to the DEIS, where applicable. As discussed in Chapters 
1.0 and 2.0 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy considers but rejects a reduction in 
training; does not consider alternate locations because this analysis would 
not be consistent with the purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS.  Although 
Navy does do some simulated training, it does not fully develop the skills and 
capabilities necessary to attain appropriate military readiness. Navy’s current 
mitigation measures and their use of the best available science balanced 
with the requirements of the Navy to train, results in Navy meeting its mission 
while being protective of the environment. Discussion of Mitigation measures 
has been revised in Chapter 6.0.

S-W-0001-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

Chris Bane S-W-0001-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

S-W-0001-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Jan Bappe S-W-0002-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Laurel Brier S-W-0003-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4, 6.1.2 See response to comment S-T-0001-1. In addition, there is not a scientific 
basis for defining the parameters of "seasonal avoidance" (e.g., training only 
in the summer). As discussed in Section 6.1.2, seasonal avoidance, as a 
mitigation measure, is based on speculative findings from other areas of the 
world that do not have direct application to the unique environment present in 
Hawaii.  Lacking any scientific basis for seasonal avoidance in Hawaii and 
lacking any evidence in Hawaii that there has ever been an impact resulting 
from the lack of these measures, there is no evidence that this mitigation 
measure would increase the protection of marine mammals.  Because year-
round deployment is critical for Navy operations, implementation of seasonal 
avoidance would, however, unacceptably impact the effectiveness of the 
training.

Claire D'Gaia S-W-0004-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.
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Peggy  LeDoux S-W-0007-1 Mitigation Measures 6.2.1 As discussed in Section 6.2.1, avoidance of the seasonal presence of 
migrating marine mammals fails to take into account the fact that the Navy’s 
current mitigation measures apply to all detected marine mammals no matter 
the season.  Advance planning to avoid the seasonal presence of migrating 
marine mammals is not possible given the start of any “season” is variable 
(dependent on largely unknown environmental factors).  To the degree 
possible, however, Navy already has taken a proactive step in this regard by 
specifically informing all naval vessels to increase vigilance when the first 
humpback whales have been sighted around the Hawaiian Islands.  
Otherwise, limiting training operations to the remaining six months of the year 
would not only concentrate all annual training and testing activities into a 
shorter six-month time period, but would also not meet the readiness 
requirements of the Navy to deploy trained forces.

Kaitlyn McKee S-W-0008-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

3.2, 4.2 See response to Comment S-T-0006-1

Linda Harmon S-W-0006-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Raydiance Gonare S-W-0005-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0010-2 Alternatives 4.2.1, 6.0 See response to Comment S-T-0005-2

Mike Moran S-W-0010-1 Mitigation Measures 1.3.2, 4.1.2, 6.0 It is critical for the Navy to be able to conduct training in a variety of 
environmental and bathymetric conditions, which may overlap with marine 
mammal areas.  Mitigation measures proposed in Chapter 6.0 should ensure 
that marine mammals would not be injured by Navy training activities.





As discussed in 4.1.2, the analytical methodology used in this EIS/OEIS was 
developed in close coordination with NMFS. This represents the best 
available and most applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to 
marine mammals from MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is 
incomplete and unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on 
marine mammals, the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL specifically 
to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral reactions in marine 
mammal species that may be affected by sounds perceived at levels just 
above ambient in some areas during some parts of the year in Hawaiian 
waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the Navy must train and why Hawaii is 
the most appropriate place to undertake the proposed actions.

Betty Rubble S-W-0009-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0009-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.
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S-W-0011-4 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Predictions about the future of new ocean life forms and how they will be 
affected by sonar is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS and the EIS/OEIS.

S-W-0010-4 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4.10.3 Section 4.1.2.4.10.3 of the EIS/OEIS provides a comprehensive discussion 
of the stranding of melon-headed whales in Hanalei Bay in 2004.  The text 
describes the relationship of the stranding to both Navy ASW activities 
occurring approximately 25 nm away from the incident and the activities of 
people and boats that were in the water with the whales at the time of the 
stranding.

Mike Moran S-W-0010-3 Alternatives Appendix F The Navy does prepare and release After Action Reports. An After Action 
Report prepared for the 2006 RIMPAC exercises, providing an analysis 
detailing the reasons for adoption, modification, or rejection of mitigation 
measures, is provided in Appendix F of the EIS/OEIS.

S-W-0011-3 Alternatives Sonar is currently the best available technology for ASW.  Predictions about 
the future of sonar technology would be speculative and beyond the scope of 
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS and the EIS/OEIS.

S-W-0011-2 Program 4.1.2.4.12.1, 
4.1.2.4.12.2

As noted in Sections 4.1.2.4.12.1, 4.1.2.4.12.2, classified information is used 
for some of the analysis in the EIS/OEIS. Accurate conclusions could not be 
made if this information was not considered.

Cory Harden


Sierra Club

S-W-0011-1 Alternatives 6 Analysis of ongoing litigation is not part of the Proposed Action and 
alternatives nor is it necessary for compliance with the applicable laws and 
regulations.  Some mitigations discussed in Chapter 6.0 overlap with 
mitigations raised during litigation.

S-W-0010-5 Mitigation Measures 6.0 As discussed in Section 6.0, avoiding active sonar use within 12 nm from 
shore or 15.5 mi from the 200-m isobaths was made part of the RIMPAC 
2006 authorization by NMFS and was based on the assumption that 
avoidance of the North American continental shelf was a prudent mitigation 
measure given the presence of beaked whales in the Gulf of Mexico. NMFS 
modified the measure for Hawaii because they had received a public 
comment during rulemaking for a proposed action taking place elsewhere. 
This measure lacks any scientific basis when applied to conditions in Hawaii. 
There is no scientific basis for requiring this mitigation measure in the Pacific 
and no known basis for the specific metrics. During RIMPAC 2006, this 
mitigation measure precluded active ASW training in the littoral region, which 
significantly impacted realism and training effectiveness. This procedure had 
no observable effect on the protection of marine mammals during RIMPAC 
2006 and its value is unclear (there is a lengthy history of sonar use in the 
Hawaiian Islands without any strandings or apparent effect on marine 
mammals). However, its effect on realistic training is significant
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S-W-0011-9 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Cory Harden


Sierra Club

S-W-0011-5 Cumulative Impacts 5 The primary purpose of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was to provide 
additional information regarding the analytical methodology used to evaluate 
the effects of MFA sonar on marine mammals.  Cumulative effects of 
activities within the HRC are described within Section 5.0 of the Final HRC 
EIS/OEIS.

S-W-0011-8 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Navy used the northern elephant seal threshold because taxonomically, the 
elephant seal is more closely related to the Hawaiian monk seal than any 
other seal.  A northern elephant seal and the Hawaiian monk seal are in the 
same sub-family.  In addition, the audiogram of the northern elephant seal 
more closely approximates that of the Hawaiian monk seal.

S-W-0011-7 Alternatives 4.1.2, Appendix J Exactly right.  Previously, the Navy treated two ships operating together as 
creating twice the volume as that from a single ship.  Upon closer analysis, 
and due to the maximum SPL metric and the overlapping sound fields 
created by the ships, Navy found that the impact by two ships operating 
cooperatively for an hour was less than one ship operating independently for 
two hours and more than one ship operating independently for one hour.  In 
Hawaii, 2 ships operating cooperatively create 194% of the volume of one 
ship, so it’s almost double, but not quite.  The results have been adjusted 
accordingly.

S-W-0011-6 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.9.4 The risk function presented in EIS/OEIS Section 4.1.2.4.9.4 is based on 
three data sets that NMFS and Navy have determined are the best available 
and applicable science at this time.  Until additional data are available, NMFS 
and the Navy have determined that these datasets are the most applicable 
for the direct use in the development of risk function parameters to describe 
what portion of a population exposed to specific levels of MFA sonar will 
respond in a manner that NMFS would classify as harassment.
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Katherine Stack S-W-0013-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

Gabriela Taylor S-W-0014-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0016-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.9.8, 
4.1.2.4.10.1, 9.0

Robin Baird is cited in several sections of the EIS/OEIS, including, but not 
limited to Sections 4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.9.8, and 4.1.2.4.10.1.  Numerous 
documents and reports prepared by Mr. Baird are cited in Section 9.0 
(references).

Barbara Sinclair S-W-0012-1 Alternatives 1.0 As discussed in Chapter 1.0 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy does not consider 
alternate locations because this analysis would not be consistent with the 
purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS. Although Navy does do some simulated 
training, it does not fully develop the skills and capabilities necessary to 
attain appropriate military readiness. Navy training in the HRC has been 
going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no significant change in the 
sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this history and the scientific 
evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine mammals from sonar training 
is low. Though the Navy works to minimize impacts on marine mammals to 
the greatest extent practicable, they are not mandated by any statute to 
alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the past 30 years, the numbers of 
humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be increasing and the Navy 
believes that sonar has not significantly affected marine mammals in general. 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their use of the best available 
science balanced with the requirements of the Navy to train, results in Navy 
meeting its mission while being protective of the environment.

Lee Tepley S-W-0015-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

S-W-0015-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Jason Turner


Department of Marine 
Science

S-W-0016-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

S-W-0015-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

S-W-0015-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.
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S-W-0019-2 Mitigation Measures 4.1.2.4, 6.0 See response to comment S-T-0001-2.

S-W-0019-3 Mitigation Measures 6.2.1 See response to comment S-T-0001-3.

Jason Turner


Department of Marine 
Science

S-W-0016-3 Mitigation Measures 6.0 As described in Section 6.0, the Navy is developing an Integrated 
Comprehensive Monitoring Plan (ICMP) to determine behavioral and 
population level changes to marine mammals within Navy ranges. This Plan 
will also continue or initiate studies of abundance, distribution, habitat 
utilization, etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual surveys, passive 
and acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio linked 
to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and movements).  
The Plan will include the evaluation of Navy lookouts that observe for all 
objects in or on the water including debris, periscopes, other vessels, and 
marine animals.  As of this EIS/OEIS, the Navy and NMFS are developing an 
HRC-specific monitoring plan   which may include third party monitoring 
efforts by qualified entities as a component of the ICMP for unit level 
exercises.  Observations of marine mammals and sea turtles during unit-level 
training exercises will also be recorded to add to a larger database.

Joann Yukimura


Kauai County Council

S-W-0019-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

S-W-0016-4 Biological Resources 
- Marine

'1.7.1, 13,0, 14.0 See response to Comment S-T-0013-4.

Rulin Xiw S-W-0018-1 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

Sonya Wolfe S-W-0017-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar training in the HRC. 
This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no 
significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this 
history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to minimize 
impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, they are not 
mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the 
past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be 
increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not significantly affected 
marine mammals in general.
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Peter Courture S-W-0020-1 Mitigation Measures 6.2.1 See response to Comment S-T-0001-1.  As discussed in Section 6.2.1, 
avoidance of the seasonal presence of migrating marine mammals fails to 
take into account the fact that the Navy’s current mitigation measures apply 
to all detected marine mammals no matter the season. Advance planning to 
avoid the seasonal presence of migrating marine mammals is not possible 
given the start of any “season” is variable (dependent on largely unknown 
environmental factors). To the degree possible, however, Navy already has 
taken a proactive step in this regard by specifically informing all naval 
vessels to increase vigilance when the first humpback whales have been 
sighted around the Hawaiian Islands. Otherwise, limiting training operations 
to the remaining six months of the year would not only concentrate all annual 
training and testing activities into a shorter six-month time period, but would 
also not meet the readiness requirements of the Navy to deploy trained 
forces.

Joann Yukimura


Kauai County Council

S-W-0019-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

V. Springs S-W-0022-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0020-2 Mitigation Measures 6.0 EIS/OEIS Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s 
protective measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect 
marine mammals and Federally listed species during training events. It 
should be noted that these protective measures have been standard 
operating procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 
2004. In addition, The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of 
the best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

Diane Ley


County of Hawaii

S-W-0021-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0020-4 Program 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.5.4 The Navy is in compliance with all applicable environmental laws and is 
consulting with the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management Program in 
accordance with the Coastal Zone Management Act. Also, see response to 
comment S-T-0001-1. (see EIS/OEIS Sections 4.1.2.4 and 4.1.2.5.4).

S-W-0020-3 Alternatives 4.1.2 One of the express purposes of the analysis in the EIS/OEIS is to evaluate 
the potential impacts of Navy MFA/HFA sonar on marine mammals.  As 
acknowledged by the National Resource Council, very little is known about 
the nature of the effects of sonar on marine mammals.
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S-W-0024-3 Alternatives Appendix J Appendix J  has been revised to assist the reader to readily follow the 
process of risk estimation to its conclusion.

S-W-0024-4 Alternatives ES, 4.0 The calculations in the Executive Summary of the EIS/OEIS, show to the 
nearest tenth because the values are all below 1.0 and because Navy policy 
states that the ESA's "may affect" threshold is triggered with a value of 0.05.  
The table in Chapter 4.0, (SDEIS, 3.3.1-1) values are rounded to whole 
numbers. In this specific example, the fractional numbers in the ES table are 
all Humpback Whale exposures, the sum of which equals 0.5.  This is 
rounded to 1 as shown in the Table in Chapter 4.0.

Marilyn & Ed Pollock S-W-0023-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

3.2, 4.2 Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS analyzed the effects of proposed Navy 
training on that portion of the NWHI Marine National Monument that is 
affected by their activities and that analysis concludes that the Proposed 
Action will not result in injury or mortalities of marine mammals.

S-W-0024-2 Alternatives 2.2.2.4, 4.1.2 The original analysis was based on data prepared as part of the program 
described in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, which predates the Sonar Positional 
Reporting System (SPORTS) database. In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only eighteen months that it 
could be used as a partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined 
with additional extrapolation for the sonar effects analysis. More information 
on SPORTS has been provided in sections 2.2.2.4 and 4.1.2 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range 
complexes.

Timothy Ragen


Marine Mammal 
Commission

S-W-0024-1 Alternatives 2.2.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, the No-Action alternative is the 
continuation of current training practices. The "No-action" alternative 
continues with the present course of action until that action is changed.  In 
requiring consideration of a No-action Alternative, the Navy compares the 
potential impacts of the proposed major Federal action to the known impacts 
of maintaining the status quo.   This provides the public a range of potential 
effects based on a range of activity.

S-W-0023-2 Mitigation Measures 6.0 Each nation has its own training needs based on that nation's forces, 
capabilities, missions, and environmental requirements.  The Navy is a global 
environmental leader.  As part of the Navy’s commitment to sustainable use 
of resources and environmental stewardship, the Navy incorporates 
mitigation measures that are protective of the environment into all of its 
activities.  The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect a balance between 
training requirements and Navy’s important role in ensuring environmental 
protection.  These measures have been the subject of extensive discussions 
between NMFS and the Navy, and evaluated for mission impacts, probable 
effectiveness, and the ability to implement.  Mitigation measures are 
described in detail in Chapter 6.0.
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S-W-0024-7 Alternatives 4.1.2, Appendix J There is a difference between ‘animals’ and ‘densities.’  Indeed, in the sperm 
whale example, the density of whales (animals/cubic km) in the first depth 
interval is a greater number than the number of animals in the water column, 
but that is because they are different units.  A higher density doesn’t mean a 
large number of animals; it just means there are more of them in less space.





The number of RL bins does not depend on the width of the depth intervals.  
Even with a very narrow depth interval, there could be sound received at all 
levels (even though the lower received levels may only be received in that 
interval a long distance from the source).  Since the risk function weighs the 
risk of harassment all the way down to 120 dB, the RL bins must measure 
that low in every depth interval.  As explained above, it is appropriate to 
multiply the animal densities by the expected ensonified volumes in each RL 
bin.

S-W-0024-8 Miscellaneous The two noted references are primary resources, which utilize raw data from 
other sources.

S-W-0024-9 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2 Correct. It would be impossible to determine how many individuals within a 
given population would experience one or more exposures. The model does 
provide an estimate of the number of potential exposures to the species 
(based on densities of each species).

Timothy Ragen


Marine Mammal 
Commission

S-W-0024-5 Alternatives 4.1.2 The risk function plus the TTS equals the total level B harassment. Explained 
in Section 4.1.2.

S-W-0024-6 Alternatives Appendix J Appendix J  has been revised to assist the reader to readily follow the 
process of risk estimation to its conclusion.

S-W-0024-10 Alternatives J.1.5.2.1 The value has been corrected to read >225 meters.
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S-W-0025-3 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy does predict that 50% of animals exposed to 165 dB will respond 
in a manner that NMFS classifies as Level B harassment; however, it is not 
correct to state that the other 50% are being behaviorally impacted at levels 
from 120 to 195 dB re: 1µPa rms.  Please see Section 4.1.2, Figure 
4.1.2.4.9.7-1.  Navy and NMFS have used a science-based approach using 
the best available and most applicable science in assessing exposure 
effects. Regarding the commenter's concern for the application of the 
approach,  see response to comment S-W-0025-1.

S-W-0025-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0025-2 Alternatives 5.0 While the risk function is applied to exposed populations, the results address 
impacts on individual animals in that behavioral harassment occurs at the 
level of the individual. While data supporting quantitative analysis specific to 
key individuals are not available, the risk function allows us to account for 
variance in response between individuals within a population.  The EIS/OEIS 
also accounts for non-auditory effects, long-term effects, and synergistic 
effects (refer to Chapter 5.0).

Marsha Green


North American Ocean 
Noise Coalition

S-W-0025-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.13.2 Based on the analysis presented in the EIS/OEIS (see Section 4.1.2.4.13.2), 
the Navy and NMFS do not believe there will be any serious or irreversible 
damage to the environment or biological resources from continuation of Navy 
activities, including sonar use. While recognizing there is incomplete and 
unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on marine 
mammals, NMFS and the Navy closely coordinated the development of the 
risk function to make use of the best available and applicable science. The 
cutoff for the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL specifically to 
encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral reactions in marine 
mammal species that may be affected by sounds perceived at levels just 
above ambient in some areas and during some parts of the year in Hawaiian 
waters. Conversely, the Rio Declaration, Principle 15 does not apply because 
it addresses actions where there are threats of serious or irreversible 
damage indicating a “lack of full scientific certainty shall not be used as a 
reason for postponing cost-effective measures to prevent environmental 
degradation.” 





While the risk function is applied to exposed populations, the results address 
impacts on individual animals in that behavioral harassment occurs at the 
level of the individual. While data supporting quantitative analysis specific to 
key individuals are not available, the risk function allows us to account for 
variance in response between individuals within a population.  The EIS/OEIS 
also accounts for non-auditory effects, long-term effects, and synergistic 
effects.
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S-W-0026-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.2.1 The effects of underwater detonations on fish is described in Section 
4.1.2.2.1.  The effects on fish from a given amount of explosive depends on 
location (including proximity to the detonation), season, and many other 
factors.

S-W-0026-3 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Clyde Namu'o


State of Hawaii

S-W-0026-1 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy and NMFS, in the role as regulator and as a cooperating agency, 
developed the risk function for analysis of impacts using the best available 
and applicable science.  As described in Southall et al (2004) and as 
discussed in Section 4.1.2, there is paucity of data upon which to base 
threshold criteria; however, the Navy is following the recommendations of 
NMFS and using the criteria established by NMFS through a process of 
scientific review and recommendation.

S-W-0026-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0026-7 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy and NMFS, in the role as regulator and as a cooperating agency, 
developed the risk function for analysis of impacts using the best available 
and applicable science.  As described in Southall et al (2004) and as 
discussed in Section 4.1.2, there is paucity of data upon which to base 
threshold criteria; however, the Navy is following the recommendations of 
NMFS and using the criteria established by NMFS through a process of 
scientific review and recommendation.

S-W-0026-8 Alternatives 4.1.2 The discussion in 4.1.2 has been expanded to better describe the 
methodology.  The development of this modeling is discussed in detail.

S-W-0026-5 Alternatives There should be no effects on the prey species of any protected species that 
could have impact on individuals of populations.

S-W-0026-6 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy and NMFS, in the role as regulator and as a cooperating agency, 
developed the risk function for analysis of impacts using the best available 
and applicable science.  As described in Southall et al (2004) and as 
discussed in Section 4.1.2, there is paucity of data upon which to base 
threshold criteria; however, the Navy is following the recommendations of 
NMFS and using the criteria established by NMFS through a process of 
scientific review and recommendation.
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S-W-0027-2 All Navy activities will follow existing Army regulations and standard 
operating procedures, as well as future plans and regulations.

S-W-0026-10 Alternatives 2.2.2.4, 4.1.2 The original analysis was based on data prepared as part of the program 
described in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, which predates the Sonar Positional 
Reporting System (SPORTS) database. In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only  eighteen months that it 
could be used as a partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined 
with additional extrapolation for the sonar effects analysis. More information 
on SPORTS has been provided in sections 2.2.2.4 and 4.1.2 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range 
complexes.

Clyde Namu'o


State of Hawaii

S-W-0026-9 Alternatives 2.2.2.4, 4.1.2 The original analysis was based on data prepared as part of the program 
described in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, which predates the Sonar Positional 
Reporting System (SPORTS) database. In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only  eighteen months that it 
could be used as a partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined 
with additional extrapolation for the sonar effects analysis. More information 
on SPORTS has been provided in sections 2.2.2.4 and 4.1.2 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range 
complexes.

Kevin Sunada


State of Hawaii

S-W-0027-1 4.0 All proposed activities have been evaluated for potential impacts to State 
waters in the Chapter 4 Water Resource sections of the EIS/OEIS and found 
to not have impacts.

S-W-0026-13 Alternatives 4.1.2.6 The text has been revised regarding the Hawaiian Monk Seal in the 
EIS/OEIS for each of the alternatives.

S-W-0026-12 Alternatives 4.1.2 In the past, The Navy has used different thresholds for effects on marine 
mammals.  For example, 2006 RIMPAC EA used 173 dB as a threshold for 
behavioral effects under the MMPA.  For the EIS/OEIS, NMFS has required 
a different risk function approach be used to determine harassment effects 
on marine mammals. This is reflected in the risk function curve found in 
Section 4.1.2.  The Navy believes based on 60 years of sonar usage in 
Hawaii there have been no known harmful or long term effects on marine 
mammal populations or species.

S-W-0026-11 Alternatives 4.1.2 See 4.1.2 for details of the sonar modeling.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Kevin Sunada


State of Hawaii

S-W-0027-3 4.3.2.1.13 Depending on the action or construction being undertaken, a variety of 
Federal and State approvals, comments, and permits may be required. In 
addition, all construction activities would follow Spill Prevention, Control, and 
Countermeasures Plans and transportation safety measures; therefore, 
potential effects on surface and groundwater resulting from accidental spills 
of hazardous materials would be minimized. 





The EIS/OEIS also evaluated the potential impacts of launch emissions, 
spills of toxic materials, and early flight termination. The analysis concluded 
that hydrogen chloride emissions would not significantly affect the chemical 
composition of surface or groundwater; that there would be no significant 
increase in aluminum oxide in surface waters due to launches; that sampling 
of surface waters in the vicinity of the launch site showed that hydrogen 
chloride, potentially deposited during past launches, has not affected surface 
water quality on PMRF or adjacent areas; and that contamination from spills 
of toxic materials would be highly unlikely. A  NPDES permit is not required 
for launch activity due to the lack of significant storm water runoff (see 
Section 4.3.2.1.13.2).

S-W-0027-4 4.3.2.1.13 Depending on the action or construction being undertaken, a variety of 
Federal and State approvals, comments, and permits may be required. In 
addition, all construction activities would follow Spill Prevention, Control, and 
Countermeasures Plans and transportation safety measures; therefore, 
potential effects on surface and groundwater resulting from accidental spills 
of hazardous materials would be minimized. 





The EIS/OEIS also evaluated the potential impacts of launch emissions, 
spills of toxic materials, and early flight termination. The analysis concluded 
that hydrogen chloride emissions would not significantly affect the chemical 
composition of surface or groundwater; that there would be no significant 
increase in aluminum oxide in surface waters due to launches; that sampling 
of surface waters in the vicinity of the launch site showed that hydrogen 
chloride, potentially deposited during past launches, has not affected surface 
water quality on PMRF or adjacent areas; and that contamination from spills 
of toxic materials would be highly unlikely. A  NPDES permit is not required 
for launch activity due to the lack of significant storm water runoff (see 
Section 4.3.2.1.13.2).

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Peter Rappa


University of Hawaii-Manoa

S-W-0030-1 Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0029-2 4.1.2, 6.0 See response to Comment S-T-0005-2.

S-W-0030-4 The text has been revised.

S-W-0030-3 4.1.2 The "dose" refers to the received  level of sonar and not the length of the 
dose.  We are not sure what the commenter means by intensity in this 
context.  The higher the dose, the higher the received level.

S-W-0030-2 2 The EIS/OEIS states that sonar will take place in the HRC OPAREA.

S-W-0027-6 Navy will comply with all State Water regulations for all its current and future 
operations at the HRC.

Kevin Sunada


State of Hawaii

S-W-0027-5 4.3.2.1.13 Depending on the action or construction being undertaken, a variety of 
Federal and State approvals, comments, and permits may be required. In 
addition, all construction activities would follow Spill Prevention, Control, and 
Countermeasures Plans and transportation safety measures; therefore, 
potential effects on surface and groundwater resulting from accidental spills 
of hazardous materials would be minimized. 





The EIS/OEIS also evaluated the potential impacts of launch emissions, 
spills of toxic materials, and early flight termination. The analysis concluded 
that hydrogen chloride emissions would not significantly affect the chemical 
composition of surface or groundwater; that there would be no significant 
increase in aluminum oxide in surface waters due to launches; that sampling 
of surface waters in the vicinity of the launch site showed that hydrogen 
chloride, potentially deposited during past launches, has not affected surface 
water quality on PMRF or adjacent areas; and that contamination from spills 
of toxic materials would be highly unlikely. A  NPDES permit is not required 
for launch activity due to the lack of significant storm water runoff (see 
Section 4.3.2.1.13.2).

Nina Monasevitch S-W-0029-1 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

C. Harvel S-W-0028-1 Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0027-8 Thank you for your comment.

S-W-0027-7 Thank you for your comment.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Peter Rappa


University of Hawaii-Manoa

S-W-0030-5 5 As discussed in Chapter 5.0, comparing the number of takes between Navy 
OPAREAs is not relevant given that the marine mammal densities at each 
location are different and the amount of annual training is different.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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14.4.2 EMAIL PUBLIC COMMENTS 
There were 198 emails from the public commenting on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
A form letter made up 162 of the 198 emails.    

Table 14.4.2-1 presents individuals who commented via email, with their respective commenter 
identification number.  This number can be used to find the emailed document that was 
submitted and to locate the corresponding table in which responses to each comment are 
provided.  

Exhibit 14.4.2-1 presents reproductions of the emails that were received in response to the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Comment documents are identified by commenter ID 
number, and each statement or question that was categorized as addressing a separate 
environmental issue is designated with a sequential comment number. 

Table 14.4.2-2 presents the responses to emailed comments to the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Responses to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding 
commenter ID number and sequential comment number identifiers.  

Table 14.4.2-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Email)  

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Jack Aaron S-E-0114 Royelen Boykie S-E-0160 
Christine Ahia  S-E-0194 John and Joann Breeden S-E-0115 
Earlene Alexiou S-E-0020 John Broussard S-E-0199 
Bobbie Alicen S-E-0136 Andrea Brower S-E-0077 
Kathy-Lyn Allen S-E-0032 Debbie Burack S-E-0216 
Nadine Apo S-E-0025 Stu Burley S-E-0001 
Harvey Arkin S-E-0127 Diana Burns S-E-0112 
Mikel Athon S-E-0206 David Burns S-E-0223 
Chessa Au S-E-0192 Carole Burstein S-E-0068 
Meghan Au S-E-0036 Flemming Carstensen 

(Navy League) 
S-E-0118 

John Barnett S-E-0080 Shannan Chan S-E-0019 
Richard Benton S-E-0184 Glenn Chapman S-E-0155 
Carl Berg S-E-0075 Shirley Chew S-E-0119 
Barbara Best S-E-0079 Kelli Chin S-E-0182 
Laura and Andrew 
Binstock 

S-E-0055 Randy Ching S-E-0101 

Patricia Blair S-E-0029 Duane Choy S-E-0168 
Nova Blazej 
(USEPA) 

S-E-0225 Janet Codispoti S-E-0162 

Trudy and Larry Blow S-E-0097 Skye Coe S-E-0140 
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Table 14.4.2-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 
Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 

Steve Colon (Navy League) S-E-0078 Myron Gerhard S-E-0099 
Nola Conn S-E-0048 Elaine Gima S-E-0064 
Tara Cornelisse S-E-0169 Miguel Godinez S-E-0014 
Lowell Wes Cummins S-E-0113 Jamesy Gonsalves S-E-0011 
Donna Lee Cussac S-E-0006 Sharon Goodwin S-E-0076 
Fred & Claire Dauer S-E-0117 Adrianna Grace S-E-0067 
Nancy Davlantes S-E-0047 Rose Grady S-E-0171 
Danial Del Monte S-E-0116 Jennifer Graybill S-E-0091 
Caren Diamond S-E-0088 Mary Groode S-E-0060 
Lisa Diaz S-E-0174 Ravi Grover S-E-0033 
Kathleen Dockett S-E-0163 Jill Guillermo-Togawa S-E-0198 
Paul Doucette S-E-0149 Patti Hackney S-E-0130 
John Dwork S-E-0073 Libbie Hambleton S-E-0166 
Tanya Eldridge S-E-0085 Kealakai Hammond S-E-0147 
Kim Elegado S-E-0143 Cory Harden S-E-0186 
Ann Engerman S-E-0065 Hilary Harts S-E-0172 
Marjorie Erway S-E-0196 Cynthia Hathaway S-E-0193 
Raquel Esparza S-E-0030 Mike Hendrickson S-E-0131 
Dinda Evans S-E-0022 Sandra Herndon S-E-0087 
Summer Faria S-E-0145 Fern Holland S-E-0009 
Lori Ferrell S-E-0215 Ikaika Hussey S-E-0201 
Joel Fischer 
(University of Hawai'i) 

S-E-0002 Robin James S-E-0056 

Stephanie Fitzgerald S-E-0104 Scott Jarvis S-E-0026 
Katy Fogg S-E-0034 Michael Jasny 

(Natural Resources 
Defense Council) 

S-E-0213 

Sophie Foulkes-Taylor S-E-0090 Jonah Jensen S-E-0037 
Neil Frazer 
(University of Hawaii, Manoa) 

S-E-0100 Ernest Jepson S-E-0086 

Debbie Friedman S-E-0102 David Johnston S-E-0158 
Lauryn Galindo S-E-0156 Michael Jones 

(University of Hawaii) 
S-E-0003 

Lisa Galloway S-E-0010 Jay Jones S-E-0063 
Christina Gauen S-E-0217 Leita Kaldi S-E-0214 
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Table 14.4.2-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 
Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 

Emailer-Kealakai  S-E-0109 Michele McKay  S-E-0141 
Serena Kaldi S-E-0189 Madeleine Migenes S-E-0061 
Kanoe Kapu S-E-0017 Ann Moffat S-E-0161 
Koalani Kaulukukui 
(Earthjustice) 

S-E-0212 Nina Monasevitch S-E-0106 

Naia Kelly S-E-0043 Carolyn Moore S-E-0015 
Lily Kempf S-E-0084 Mike Moran S-E-0038 
Angela Kepler S-E-0142 Jill Morgyn S-E-0008 
Brown Kevin S-E-0178 Don Morrison 

(Pacific AquaScapes, Inc.) 
S-E-0123 

Dave Kisor S-E-0021 Paul Moss S-E-0187 
Barbara Kranichfeld S-E-0066 Kevin Nesnow S-E-0205 
Marina Kuran S-E-0111 Tom Norris 

(Bio-Waves Inc. ) 
S-E-0209 

Gordon LaBedz S-E-0093 Tutabelle Ojeda S-E-0013 
Steve LaFleur S-E-0042 Catherine Okimoto S-E-0138 
Jeffrey Lagrimas S-E-0203 Ellen Okuma S-E-0016 
Helena Lake S-E-0082 Jamie Oshiro S-E-0204 
Cindy Lance S-E-0126 Richard Owen S-E-0089 
Aline Larkin S-E-0157 Janice Palma-Glennie S-E-0004 
Teri Lawrence S-E-0046 Jane Panju S-E-0210 
Marie Le Boeuf S-E-0023 Lauri Peacock S-E-0185 
Peggy LeDoux S-E-0094 Joy Perfetti S-E-0044 
Katie Leinweber S-E-0035 Lauren Pomerantz S-E-0040 
Bobbi Leung S-E-0071 Patricia S. Port 

(U.S. Dept of Interior) 
S-E-0121 

Bill Lewis S-E-0051 Brooke Porter S-E-0052 
Alan Lott S-E-0098 Richard Powers S-E-0188 
Rich Lucas S-E-0058 Kelly Prince S-E-0069 
John Lyons S-E-0054 Kyno Ravelo S-E-0197 
Denise Lytle S-E-0173 Jacqueline Remington S-E-0170 
Richard Macke S-E-0110 Gail Richard S-E-0039 
Raymond Madigan S-E-0128 Anne Rivers S-E-0108 
Den Mark S-E-0132 Cathy Robinson S-E-0175 
Laura Marsh S-E-0183 Bina Robinson S-E-0165 
Lisa Marshall S-E-0027 Constance Rocse S-E-0041 
Mary Martin S-E-0207 Puanani Rogers S-E-0092 
Bryan Matsumoto S-E-0219 Katy Rose S-E-0074 
Bobby McClintock S-E-0018 John Rumbaugh S-E-0096 
Cathy McDuff S-E-0057 Annalia Russell S-E-0031 
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Table 14.4.2-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Email) (Continued) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Jeff Sacher S-E-0191 Janet Taylor S-E-0107 
Janos Samu S-E-0081 Lee Tepley S-E-0218 
Noyita Saravia S-E-0083 Healani Trembath S-E-0024 
Forest Shomer S-E-0139 Leilani Trocki S-E-0137 
Emailer-Silvia S-E-0211 Dona van Bloemen S-E-0150 
Cornelia Skipton S-E-0179 Robert Wagner S-E-0133 
Stephen Skogman S-E-0049 Briana Wagner S-E-0028 
Steve Slater S-E-0059 Robert Wahinehookae S-E-0148 
Victoria Smith S-E-0103 Ron Whitmore S-E-0045 
Jody Smith S-E-0012 Lacie Whitten S-E-0222 
Whitney Stolman S-E-0095 Mark Wichar S-E-0005 
Mary Stone S-E-0190 Faith Wilcox S-E-0053 
David Strauch S-E-0144 Donald Wilson S-E-0122 
Michael Swerdlow S-E-0007 Anita Wintner S-E-0050 
Emailer-Sylvia  S-E-0072 Dawn Wooten S-E-0181 
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0097

1

S-E-0078

1

14-74



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0110

1

2

3

S-E-0103

1

14-77



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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S-E-0181

1

S-E-0155

1

14-86



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0209

1

S-E-0199

1

14-87



COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Exhibit 14.4.2-1. Copy of Email Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)
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Janice Palma-Glennie S-E-0004-1 Program 2.0 The Navy is not proposing to establish a live fire training range 
encompassing the entire Hawaiian Archipelago. Only a fraction of the 
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument is within the Navy’s 
Hawaiian Islands Operating Area on its western boundary near the northern 
border. Current and proposed live fire  training takes place in the Hawaiian 
Islands Operating Area; however, these activities will not affect resources in 
the Hawaiian Islands Marine Refuge, Papahanaumokuakea Marine National 
Monument, or the Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale Sanctuary. We 
understand and respect the value and importance of Hawaii’s marine 
sanctuaries to many people.  We also recognize that the primary philosophy 
of these sanctuaries is protection and preservation and we share that 
philosophy.  The Navy takes precautions to minimize harm to these areas.

Michael Jones


University of Hawaii

S-E-0003-1 Miscellaneous 10.0 Your name has been added to the Chapter 10.0 distribution list of the Final 
EIS/OEIS.  The University of Hawaii, Hamilton Library has been added to the 
list of libraries in Chapter 10.0 of the Final EIS/OEIS.  Indicating which 
references are and are not available is not required under NEPA; however, 
those references that are available, or a referral to a repository where the 
item is housed, will become part of the EIS/OEIS Administrative Record.

Stu Burley S-E-0001-1 Program 2.2.2.4.1 The figure showing relative missile size has been updated.

Joel Fischer


University of Hawai'i

S-E-0002-1 Mitigation Measures 1.3.2, 4.1.2, 6.0 It is critical for the Navy to be able to conduct training in a variety of 
environmental and bathymetric conditions, which may overlap with marine 
mammal areas.  Mitigation measures proposed in Chapter 6.0 should ensure 
that marine mammals would not be injured by Navy training activities.





As discussed in 4.1.2, the analytical methodology used in this EIS/OEIS was 
developed in close coordination with NMFS. This represents the best 
available and most applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to 
marine mammals from MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is 
incomplete and unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on 
marine mammals, the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL specifically 
to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral reactions in marine 
mammal species that may be affected by sounds perceived at levels just 
above ambient in some areas during some parts of the year in Hawaiian 
waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the Navy must train and why Hawaii is 
the most appropriate place to undertake the proposed actions.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0004-4 Land Use - CZMA 3.6.2.1.4, 4.3.2.1.7.2., 
4.8

The objective of Section 205A-2 (6) of the Hawaii Coastal Zone Management 
Program (CZMP) is to reduce hazards to life and property from tsunami, 
storm waters, stream flooding, erosion, subsidence, and pollution.   No direct 
or indirect effects associated with coastal hazards, specifically pollution, 
would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.  The top three preferred 
stimulant chemicals would be TBP, glyceryl tributyrate, and propylene glycol; 
none of the proposed stimulant chemicals are considered hazardous 
substances or constituents (Section 4.3.2.1.7.2).  Fragments of expended 
training materials, e.g. ammunition, bombs and missiles, targets, sonobuoys, 
chaff, and flares, could be deposited on the ocean floor. The widely 
dispersed, intermittent, minute size of the material minimizes the impact. 
Wave energy and currents will further disperse the material. The density of 
debris deposits would be too low to be toxic.  Regarding depleted uranium 
(DU), as detailed in Section 3.6.2.1.4, the U.S. Army is developing guidance 
to fully address the existence of depleted uranium at the PTA.  Navy will 
follow this guidance for their proposed training activities at PTA and at Makua 
Military Reservation, if applicable.  Thus, the Proposed Action is consistent to 
the maximum extent practicable with the applicable and enforceable CZMP 
Coastal Hazards policies.

Janice Palma-Glennie S-E-0004-2 Land Use - CZMA 4.1.2.4; 4.1.2.5.4 The Navy is in coordination with Hawaii's Office of Planning as it relates to 
CZMA compliance. Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential 
effects on marine mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar 
training in the HRC. This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  
There has been no significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 
years. Given this history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that 
risk to marine mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to 
minimize impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, 
they are not mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. 
Over the past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii 
appear to be increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not 
significantly affected marine mammals in general.

S-E-0004-3 Land Use - CZMA 6 While the Navy does consider effects to State listed species, federal 
agencies are not subject to the State’s permitting process. The Navy will 
ensure that its activities are consistent with the State’s CZMP enforceable 
policies to the maximum extent practicable. To achieve this, the Navy 
considers the use of mitigation measures (see Section 6.0), such as 
avoidance, as necessary in consultations with the state.  In addition, the Navy 
is fully complying with requirements of the ESA and MMPA which also 
address the majority of state listed species coincident with federal listings.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0004-7 Land Use - CZMA 3.2, 4.2 The Navy’s Coastal Consistency Determination, in accordance with Hawaii’s 
Coastal Zone Management Program, reviewed the activities proposed to be 
conducted internal or external to coastal ecosystems.  The NWHI, the 
Hawaiian Islands Humpback Whale Sanctuary, and many locations 
throughout the HRC provide habitat for several special-status species.  The 
Ecosystem Reserve, National Wildlife Refuge, and Monument designations 
will regulate human interaction with these geographic areas including those 
areas within the Coastal Zone. Navy's active sonar training may affect 
marine mammals; thus the Navy is continuing to consult with NMFS under 
Section 7 of the ESA, and is working with NMFS pursuant to the MMPA to 
mitigate these affects.

S-E-0004-6 Land Use - CZMA 6.0 Navy is conducting their active sonar training consistent with the objectives of 
marine protection required by the Hawaii’s CZMP.  Mid-frequency sonar 
hours for current training, No-Action Alternative, and for the preferred 
alternative, Alternative 3, would be at the same. Chapter 6.0 of the EIS/OEIS 
presents the Navy’s protective measures, outlining steps that would be 
implemented to protect marine mammals and Federally listed species during 
sonar training events. It should be noted that these protective measures 
have been standard operating procedures for unit level antisubmarine 
warfare training since 2004. In addition, the Navy’s current mitigation 
measures reflect the use of the best available science balanced with the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of 
the Navy to train.

Janice Palma-Glennie S-E-0004-5 Land Use - CZMA 3.2, 4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.2 The requirements for the Navy are laid out by the laws that created these 
Federal and state designated areas. Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS 
reviewed the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument. The 
Presidential Proclamation 8031 (71 FR 36443, June 26, 2006) establishing 
the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument exempted "activities 
and exercises of the Armed Forces" from the prohibitions on activities in the 
Monument, in recognition of the importance of on-going missile testing over 
and within Monument boundaries.  However, the Proclamation does require 
that all activities and exercises of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in a 
manner that avoids, to the extent practicable and consistent with operational 
requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources and qualities.  As 
discussed in 4.2, due to the infrequency and short duration of tests, the large 
ocean areas in which testing would occur, and the relatively small number of 
boosters or large debris that could impact Monument waters, it is highly 
unlikely that harm to marine mammals or other sensitive marine life or 
resources would occur.  Sections 4.1.2, Biological Resources - Open Ocean, 
4.1.4, Hazardous Materials & Waste - Open Ocean, and 4.2, Northwestern 
Hawaiian Islands, include details regarding missile intercept and the debris 
associated with these intercepts.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0006-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0006-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0006-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0006-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0006-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0006-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0007-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Michael Swerdlow S-E-0007-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0007-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0005-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0005-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Mark Wichar S-E-0005-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0006-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Janice Palma-Glennie S-E-0004-8 Land Use - CZMA 6.1.4, Appendix F As the state defines promoting public participation in coastal management, 
the Navy’s Proposed Action is consistent. This EIS/OEIS provides full 
disclosure of Navy’s activities.  In addition, the U.S. Navy participates in the 
Hawaii Islands Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary Advisory 
Council, the Northwest Hawaiian Islands Coral Reef Ecosystem Reserve 
working group (now the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument), 
Coastal America, the Hawaii Ocean and Coastal Council, the Kauai Invasive 
Species Committee, and numerous other advisory bodies.  Regarding 
published reports, the Navy provides NMFS an After Action Report for 
USWEX and RIMPAC within 120 days of the training.  Information from the 
RIMPAC 2006  After Action Report is provided in Appendix F of the Final 
EIS/OEIS (see Sections 6.1.4 and Appendix F of the Final EIS/OEIS).

S-E-0005-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0005-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Donna Lee Cussac S-E-0006-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0005-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0005-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0005-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0007-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0007-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jill Morgyn S-E-0008-1 Program See response to comment S-E-0004-1.

S-E-0007-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Michael Swerdlow S-E-0007-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0007-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0009-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0008-2 Land Use - CZMA 3.3.2.1.8, 4.1.4, 4.8 The Navy has determined that in light of the applicable enforceable policies
in the State of Hawaiiôs Coastal Zone Management Program(CZMP), there
are no adverse direct or indirect (cumulative or secondary) effects on coastal
uses or resources and the Proposed Action and its Alternatives are
consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the enforceable policies of
Hawaiiôs Coastal Zone Management Program.
Inert bombs are used for land-based bombing exercises; these exercises
would increase from 165 (current training, or the No-action Alternative) to
250 (Alternatives 2 and 3) events per year. Bombing exercise at sea use non
-explosive rounds and inert bombs; these exercises would increase from 35
(No-action Alternative or current training) to 38 (Alternatives 2 and 3) annual
events.
Mid-frequency sonar hours for the preferred alternative, Alternative 3, would
be at the same level as identified for the No-action Alternative (current
training).  The SDEIS presented the refined methodology as applied to the
adjusted sonar-use hours.
Some current flight trajectories could result in missiles such as the Terminal
High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) flying over portions of the
PapahǕnaumokuǕkea Marine National Monument, but the EIS/OEIS noted
that twelve or less potential annual missile flight trajectories may cross
Monument airspace.  Preliminary results of debris analysis indicate that
debris is not expected to severely harm threatened, endangered, migratory,
or other endemic species on or offshore of Nihoa and Necker Islands. The
probability for debris to hit birds, seals, or other wildlife will be extremely low.
Quantities of falling debris will be very low and widely scattered so as not to
present a toxicity issue. Falling debris will also have cooled down sufficiently
so as not to present a fire hazard for vegetation and habitat. If feasible,
consideration will be given to alterations in the missile flight trajectory, to
further minimize the potential for debris impacts.

S-E-0008-3 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Fern Holland S-E-0009-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0011-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0011-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0011-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0011-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Jamesy Gonsalves S-E-0011-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0011-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0011-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0012-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0012-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0011-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jody Smith S-E-0012-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0012-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0009-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0009-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0009-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0009-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0010-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Fern Holland S-E-0009-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0009-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0010-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0010-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0010-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0010-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Lisa Galloway S-E-0010-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0010-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0010-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0014-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0014-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Carolyn Moore S-E-0015-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0014-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0014-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0014-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0014-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0015-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0015-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0015-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0015-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0015-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0012-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Tutabelle Ojeda S-E-0013-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0013-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0012-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0014-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Jody Smith S-E-0012-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0012-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0013-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0013-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Miguel Godinez S-E-0014-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0013-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0013-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0013-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0013-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Bobby McClintock S-E-0018-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0018-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0018-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0017-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0017-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0017-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0017-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0018-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0018-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0018-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0018-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0018-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0016-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0016-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0016-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Ellen Okuma S-E-0016-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0017-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Carolyn Moore S-E-0015-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0015-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Kanoe Kapu S-E-0017-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0017-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0017-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0016-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0016-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0016-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0016-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0021-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0021-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0021-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0021-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0020-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0020-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Dave Kisor S-E-0021-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0022-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Dinda Evans S-E-0022-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0021-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0021-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0021-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0019-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0019-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0019-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0019-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0020-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Shannan Chan S-E-0019-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0019-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0020-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0020-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0020-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0020-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0019-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0019-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Earlene Alexiou S-E-0020-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0024-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0024-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0024-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0024-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Healani Trembath S-E-0024-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0024-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0024-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0025-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0025-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0024-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Nadine Apo S-E-0025-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0025-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0022-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0022-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0022-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0022-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0023-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Dinda Evans S-E-0022-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0022-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0023-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0023-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0023-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0023-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Marie Le Boeuf S-E-0023-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0023-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0023-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0027-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0027-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Briana Wagner S-E-0028-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0027-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0027-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0027-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0027-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0028-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0028-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0028-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0028-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0028-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0025-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Scott Jarvis S-E-0026-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0026-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0025-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0027-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Nadine Apo S-E-0025-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0025-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0026-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0026-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lisa Marshall S-E-0027-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0026-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0026-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0026-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0026-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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Annalia Russell S-E-0031-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0031-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0031-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0030-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0030-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0030-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0030-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0031-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0031-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0031-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0031-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0031-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0029-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0029-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0029-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Patricia Blair S-E-0029-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0030-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Briana Wagner S-E-0028-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0028-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Raquel Esparza S-E-0030-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0030-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0030-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0029-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0029-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0029-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0029-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7
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S-E-0034-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0034-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0034-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0034-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0033-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0033-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Katy Fogg S-E-0034-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0035-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Katie Leinweber S-E-0035-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0034-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0034-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0034-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0032-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0032-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0032-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0032-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0033-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Kathy-Lyn Allen S-E-0032-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0032-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0033-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0033-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0033-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0033-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0032-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0032-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Ravi Grover S-E-0033-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0037-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0037-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0037-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0037-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Jonah Jensen S-E-0037-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0037-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0037-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0038-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0038-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0037-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Mike Moran S-E-0038-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0038-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0035-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0035-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0035-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0035-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0036-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Katie Leinweber S-E-0035-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0035-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0036-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0036-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0036-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0036-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Meghan Au S-E-0036-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0036-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0036-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-126



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0040-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0040-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Constance Rocse S-E-0041-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0040-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0040-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0040-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0040-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0041-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0041-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0041-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0041-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0041-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0038-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Gail Richard S-E-0039-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0039-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0038-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0040-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Mike Moran S-E-0038-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0038-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0039-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0039-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lauren Pomerantz S-E-0040-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0039-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0039-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0039-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0039-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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Joy Perfetti S-E-0044-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0044-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0044-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0043-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0043-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0043-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0043-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0044-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0044-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0044-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0044-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0044-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0042-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0042-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0042-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Steve LaFleur S-E-0042-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0043-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Constance Rocse S-E-0041-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0041-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Naia Kelly S-E-0043-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0043-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0043-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0042-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0042-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0042-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0042-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7
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S-E-0047-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0047-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0047-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0047-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0046-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0046-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Nancy Davlantes S-E-0047-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0048-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Nola Conn S-E-0048-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0047-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0047-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0047-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0045-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0045-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0045-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0045-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0046-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Ron Whitmore S-E-0045-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0045-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0046-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0046-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0046-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0046-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0045-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0045-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Teri Lawrence S-E-0046-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0050-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0050-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0050-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0050-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Anita Wintner S-E-0050-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0050-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0050-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0051-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0051-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0050-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Bill Lewis S-E-0051-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0051-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0048-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0048-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0048-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0048-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0049-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Nola Conn S-E-0048-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0048-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0049-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0049-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0049-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0049-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Stephen Skogman S-E-0049-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0049-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0049-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3
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S-E-0053-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0053-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

John Lyons S-E-0054-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0053-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0053-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0053-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0053-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0054-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0054-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0054-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0054-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0054-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0051-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Brooke Porter S-E-0052-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0052-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0051-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0053-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Bill Lewis S-E-0051-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0051-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0052-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0052-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Faith Wilcox S-E-0053-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0052-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0052-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0052-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0052-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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S-E-0057-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0057-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0057-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0057-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0057-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0057-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0058-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Rich Lucas S-E-0058-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0058-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0058-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Laura and Andrew 
Binstock

S-E-0055-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

Robin James S-E-0056-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0056-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0057-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

John Lyons S-E-0054-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0054-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0056-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0056-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0056-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Cathy McDuff S-E-0057-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0056-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0056-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0056-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0061-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0061-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0061-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Madeleine Migenes S-E-0061-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0061-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0061-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0058-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Steve Slater S-E-0059-1 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

The Navy recognizes that past practices conducted decades ago resulted in 
contamination of certain sites.  Since that time, Congress has created and 
funded programs to identify those sites in need of remediation and proceed 
with the available funds.  The island of Kahoolawe is one site that received 
priority funding in excess of $400 million and its own special legislation which 
resulted in a 10-year cleanup conducted in consultation with the State of 
Hawaii.

S-E-0059-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

3.2, 4.2 Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS reviewed the PapahǕnaumokuǕkea
Marine National Monument, The Navy complies with the Presidential
Proclamation 8031 (71 FR 36443, June 26, 2006) which states that all
"activities and exercises of the Armed Forces shall be carried out in a
manner that avoids, to the extent practicable and consistent with operational
requirements, adverse impacts on monument resources and qualities."

S-E-0058-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0060-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Rich Lucas S-E-0058-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0058-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0060-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0060-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0060-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0060-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Mary Groode S-E-0060-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0060-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0060-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3
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Ann Engerman S-E-0065-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0065-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0065-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0064-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0064-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0064-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0064-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0065-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0065-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0065-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0065-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0065-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0063-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0063-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0063-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Jay Jones S-E-0063-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0064-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Madeleine Migenes S-E-0061-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0061-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Elaine Gima S-E-0064-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0064-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0064-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0063-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0063-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0063-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0063-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7
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S-E-0068-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0068-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0068-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0068-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0067-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0067-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Carole Burstein S-E-0068-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0069-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Kelly Prince S-E-0069-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0068-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0068-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0068-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0066-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0066-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0066-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0066-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0067-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Barbara Kranichfeld S-E-0066-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0066-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0067-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0067-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0067-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0067-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0066-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0066-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Adrianna Grace S-E-0067-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0073-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0073-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0073-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0073-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Emailer- Sylvia S-E-0072-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

John Dwork S-E-0073-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0073-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0074-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0074-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0073-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0073-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Katy Rose S-E-0074-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0069-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0069-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0069-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0069-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0071-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Kelly Prince S-E-0069-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0069-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0071-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0071-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0071-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0071-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Bobbi Leung S-E-0071-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0071-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0071-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3
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S-E-0076-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0076-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0076-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0076-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0076-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0076-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0076-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0077-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0077-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Andrea Brower S-E-0077-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0077-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0077-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0074-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0074-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Carl Berg S-E-0075-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0074-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Sharon Goodwin S-E-0076-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Katy Rose S-E-0074-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0074-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0075-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0075-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0075-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0075-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0075-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0075-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0075-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4
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S-E-0080-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0080-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Janos Samu S-E-0081-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0080-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0080-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0080-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0080-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0081-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0081-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0081-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0081-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Steve Colon


Honolulu Council of the 
Navy League

S-E-0078-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Barbara Best S-E-0079-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0079-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0077-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0080-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Andrea Brower S-E-0077-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0077-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0079-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0079-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

John Barnett S-E-0080-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0079-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0079-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0079-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0079-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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S-E-0083-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lily Kempf S-E-0084-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0084-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0083-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0083-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0083-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0083-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0084-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0084-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0084-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0084-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0084-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Helena Lake S-E-0082-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0082-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0082-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0081-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0083-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Janos Samu S-E-0081-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0081-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0082-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Noyita Saravia S-E-0083-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0083-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0082-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0082-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0082-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0082-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-139



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0087-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0087-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0087-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Sandra Herndon S-E-0087-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0086-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0086-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0086-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Caren Diamond S-E-0088-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0087-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0087-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0087-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0087-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0085-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0085-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0085-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0085-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0086-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Lily Kempf S-E-0084-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Tanya Eldridge S-E-0085-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0086-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0086-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0086-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Ernest Jepson S-E-0086-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0085-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0085-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0085-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8
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S-E-0090-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0090-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0090-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0090-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0089-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Sophie Foulkes-Taylor S-E-0090-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0090-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0091-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0091-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0090-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0090-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jennifer Graybill S-E-0091-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0088-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0088-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0088-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0088-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0089-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Caren Diamond S-E-0088-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0088-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0089-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0089-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0089-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0089-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0088-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Richard Owen S-E-0089-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0089-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2
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S-E-0093-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0093-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0093-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0093-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0093-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0093-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0093-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0094-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0094-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Peggy LeDoux S-E-0094-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0094-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0094-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0091-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0091-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Puanani Rogers S-E-0092-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0091-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Gordon LaBedz S-E-0093-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Jennifer Graybill S-E-0091-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0091-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0092-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0092-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0092-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0092-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0092-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0092-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0092-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-142



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0096-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0096-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0096-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0096-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0096-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Whitney Stolman S-E-0095-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0095-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0095-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0094-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0096-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Peggy LeDoux S-E-0094-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0094-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0095-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

John Rumbaugh S-E-0096-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0096-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0095-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0095-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0095-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0095-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6
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S-E-0101-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0101-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0101-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0101-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0101-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Alan Lott S-E-0098-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Trudy and Larry Blow S-E-0097-1 Alternatives 4.1.5.1.1, 6.2.1 As discussed in Section 6.2.1, seasonal avoidance, as a mitigation measure, 
is based on speculative findings from other areas of the world that do not 
have direct application to the unique environment present in Hawaii. Lacking 
any scientific basis for seasonal avoidance in Hawaii and lacking any 
evidence in Hawaii that there has ever been an impact resulting from the lack 
of these measures, there is no evidence that this mitigation measure would 
increase the protection of marine mammals. Because year-round deployment 
is critical for Navy operations, implementation of seasonal avoidance would, 
however, unacceptably impact the effectiveness of the training.





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

S-E-0101-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Myron Gerhard S-E-0099-1 Alternatives 6.0 EIS/OEIS Chapter 6.0, Mitigation Measures, presents the U.S. Navy’s 
protective measures, outlining steps that would be implemented to protect 
marine mammals and Federally listed species during training events. It 
should be noted that these protective measures have been standard 
operating procedures for unit-level antisubmarine warfare training since 
2004. In addition, The Navy’s current mitigation measures reflect the use of 
the best available science balanced with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) approach and the requirements of the Navy to train.

S-E-0101-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Randy Ching S-E-0101-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Neil Frazer


University of Hawaii, 
Manoa

S-E-0100-1 Alternatives 1.3.2, 1.3.3 As discussed in Section 1.3.2 and 1.3.3, the Navy must use passive and 
active sonar.
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S-E-0102-2 Alternatives 4.1.5.1.1, 6.2.1 As discussed in Section 6.2.1, seasonal avoidance, as a mitigation measure, 
is based on speculative findings from other areas of the world that do not 
have direct application to the unique environment present in Hawaii. Lacking 
any scientific basis for seasonal avoidance in Hawaii and lacking any 
evidence in Hawaii that there has ever been an impact resulting from the lack 
of these measures, there is no evidence that this mitigation measure would 
increase the protection of marine mammals. Because year-round deployment 
is critical for Navy operations, implementation of seasonal avoidance would, 
however, unacceptably impact the effectiveness of the training.





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

S-E-0102-3 Alternatives Sonar is currently the best available technology for ASW.

Debbie Friedman S-E-0102-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0102-4 Alternatives The vast majority of sonar use discussed and analyzed in this EIS/OEIS 
pertains to training not testing.

Victoria Smith S-E-0103-1 Alternatives 4.1.5.1.1 As stated in Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-frequency 
active (MFA) sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical Research Laboratory 
and the Navy Experimental Diving Unit to determine permissible limits of 
exposure to MFA sonar.  Based on this research, an unprotected diver could 
safely operate for over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s 
most powerful sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure level will be 
approximately 190 dB.  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same 
unprotected diver could operate for over 3 hours.

S-E-0102-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar training in the HRC. 
This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no 
significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this 
history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to minimize 
impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, they are not 
mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the 
past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be 
increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not significantly affected 
marine mammals in general.

S-E-0102-6 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.
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S-E-0107-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0107-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0107-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0107-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0106-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0106-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Janet Taylor S-E-0107-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0108-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Anne Rivers S-E-0108-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0107-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0107-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0107-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0104-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0104-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0104-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0104-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0106-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Stephanie Fitzgerald S-E-0104-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0104-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0106-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0106-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0106-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0106-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0104-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0104-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Nina Monasevitch S-E-0106-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0111-2 Alternatives 1.3.2, '4.1.2.4, 
4.1.2.4.11

The use of sonar as presented in the EIS/OEIS does not violate the CZMA.  
Takes may be authorized as long as negligible impact on marine mammal 
populations and species occurs.  Sonar does not violate NEPA, as this is a 
process statute. The Navy must use both passive and active sonar, as 
discussed in Section 1.3.2

Marina Kuran S-E-0111-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Richard Macke S-E-0110-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0110-2 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0110-3 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0108-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0108-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0108-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0108-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0109-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Anne Rivers S-E-0108-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0108-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0109-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0109-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0109-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0109-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Emailer- Kealakai S-E-0109-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0109-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0109-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3
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Lowell Wes Cummins S-E-0113-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Jack Aaron S-E-0114-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0112-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

John and Joann Breeden S-E-0115-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Danial Del Monte S-E-0116-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Diana Burns S-E-0112-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0112-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0112-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Marina Kuran S-E-0111-3 Biological Resources 
- Marine

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


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

S-E-0112-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0112-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0112-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0112-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-148



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0127-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0127-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0127-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0127-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0126-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0126-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Harvey Arkin S-E-0127-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Raymond Madigan S-E-0128-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0127-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0127-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0127-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Patricia S. Port


US Dept of Interior

S-E-0121-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Donald Wilson S-E-0122-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0122-2 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

Shirley Chew S-E-0119-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0126-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Fred & Claire Dauer S-E-0117-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Flemming Carstensen


Navy League

S-E-0118-1 Cumulative Impacts Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0126-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0126-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0126-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0126-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Don Morrison


Pacific AquaScapes, Inc.

S-E-0123-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-E-0123-2 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

Cindy Lance S-E-0126-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0131-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0131-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0131-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0131-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0130-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Mike Hendrickson S-E-0131-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0131-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0132-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0132-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0131-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0131-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Den Mark S-E-0132-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0128-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0128-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0128-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0128-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0130-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Raymond Madigan S-E-0128-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0128-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0130-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0130-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0130-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0130-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0128-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Patti Hackney S-E-0130-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0130-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2
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S-E-0136-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0136-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0136-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0136-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0136-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0136-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0136-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0137-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0137-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Leilani Trocki S-E-0137-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0137-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0137-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0132-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0132-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Robert Wagner S-E-0133-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0132-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Bobbie Alicen S-E-0136-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Den Mark S-E-0132-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0132-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0133-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0133-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0133-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0133-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0133-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0133-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0133-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4
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S-E-0139-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Skye Coe S-E-0140-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0140-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0139-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0139-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0139-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0139-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0140-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0140-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0140-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0140-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0140-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Catherine Okimoto S-E-0138-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0138-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0138-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0137-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0139-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Leilani Trocki S-E-0137-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0137-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0138-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Forest Shomer S-E-0139-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0139-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0138-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0138-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0138-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0138-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6
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S-E-0143-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0143-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0143-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Kim Elegado S-E-0143-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0142-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0142-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0142-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

David Strauch S-E-0144-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0143-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0143-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0143-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0143-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0141-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0141-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0141-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0141-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0142-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Skye Coe S-E-0140-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Michele McKay S-E-0141-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0142-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0142-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0142-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Angela Kepler S-E-0142-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0141-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0141-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0141-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8
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S-E-0147-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0147-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0147-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0147-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0145-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Kealakai Hammond S-E-0147-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0147-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0148-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0148-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0147-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0147-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Robert Wahinehookae S-E-0148-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0144-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0144-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0144-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0144-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0145-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

David Strauch S-E-0144-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0144-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0145-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0145-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0145-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0145-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0144-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Summer Faria S-E-0145-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0145-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-154



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0150-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0150-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0150-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0150-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0150-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0150-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0150-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0156-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0156-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Glenn Chapman S-E-0155-1 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

Lauryn Galindo S-E-0156-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0156-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0148-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0148-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Paul Doucette S-E-0149-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0148-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Dona van Bloemen S-E-0150-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Robert Wahinehookae S-E-0148-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0148-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0149-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0149-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0149-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0149-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0149-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0149-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0149-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4
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S-E-0158-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0158-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Royelen Boykie S-E-0160-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0158-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0158-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0158-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0158-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0160-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0160-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0160-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0160-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0160-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0156-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Aline Larkin S-E-0157-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0157-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0156-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0158-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Lauryn Galindo S-E-0156-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0156-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0157-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0157-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

David Johnston S-E-0158-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0157-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0157-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0157-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0157-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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Kathleen Dockett S-E-0163-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0163-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0163-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0162-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0162-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0162-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0162-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0163-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0163-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0163-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0163-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0163-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0161-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0161-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0161-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Ann Moffat S-E-0161-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0162-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Royelen Boykie S-E-0160-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0160-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Janet Codispoti S-E-0162-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0162-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0162-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0161-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0161-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0161-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0161-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text

14-157



Table 14.4.2-2.   Responses to Email Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-E-0168-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0168-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0168-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0168-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0166-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0166-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Duane Choy S-E-0168-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0169-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Tara Cornelisse S-E-0169-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0168-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0168-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0168-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0165-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0165-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0165-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0165-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0166-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Bina Robinson S-E-0165-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0165-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0166-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0166-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0166-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0166-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0165-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0165-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Libbie Hambleton S-E-0166-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1
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S-E-0171-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0171-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0171-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0171-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Rose Grady S-E-0171-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0171-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0171-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0172-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0172-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0171-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Hilary Harts S-E-0172-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0172-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0169-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0169-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0169-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0169-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0170-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Tara Cornelisse S-E-0169-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0169-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0170-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0170-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0170-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0170-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Jacqueline Remington S-E-0170-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0170-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0170-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3
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S-E-0174-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0174-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Cathy Robinson S-E-0175-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0174-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0174-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0174-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0174-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0175-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0175-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0175-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0175-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0175-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0172-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Denise Lytle S-E-0173-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0173-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0172-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0174-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Hilary Harts S-E-0172-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0172-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0173-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0173-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lisa Diaz S-E-0174-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0173-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0173-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0173-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0173-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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Dawn Wooten S-E-0181-1 Program The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter. The Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective of 
Hawaii's environment.

Kelli Chin S-E-0182-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0182-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0179-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0179-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0179-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0179-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0182-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0182-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0182-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0178-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0178-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0178-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Brown Kevin S-E-0178-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0179-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Cathy Robinson S-E-0175-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0175-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Cornelia Skipton S-E-0179-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0179-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0179-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0178-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0178-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0178-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0178-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7
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S-E-0184-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lauri Peacock S-E-0185-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0185-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0184-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0184-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0184-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0184-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0185-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0185-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0185-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0185-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0185-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Laura Marsh S-E-0183-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0183-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0183-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0182-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0184-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Kelli Chin S-E-0182-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0182-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0183-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Richard Benton S-E-0184-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0184-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0183-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0183-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0183-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0183-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6
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S-E-0188-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0188-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0188-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Richard Powers S-E-0188-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0187-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0187-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0187-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Serena Kaldi S-E-0189-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0188-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0188-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0188-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0188-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0186-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0186-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0186-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0186-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0187-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

Lauri Peacock S-E-0185-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Cory Harden S-E-0186-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0187-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0187-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0187-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Paul Moss S-E-0187-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0186-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0186-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0186-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8
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S-E-0191-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0191-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0191-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0191-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0190-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jeff Sacher S-E-0191-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0191-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0192-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0192-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0191-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0191-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Chessa Au S-E-0192-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0189-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0189-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0189-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0189-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0190-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Serena Kaldi S-E-0189-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0189-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0190-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0190-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0190-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0190-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0189-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Mary Stone S-E-0190-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0190-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2
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S-E-0194-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0194-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0194-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0194-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0194-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0194-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0194-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0196-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0196-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

Marjorie Erway S-E-0196-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0196-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0196-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0192-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0192-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Cynthia Hathaway S-E-0193-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0192-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Christine Ahia S-E-0194-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Chessa Au S-E-0192-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0192-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0193-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0193-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0193-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0193-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0193-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0193-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0193-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4
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S-E-0198-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

John Broussard S-E-0199-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter. The Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective of 
Hawaii's environment. The Navy has provided protected haul-out locations 
for the Hawaiian monk seal, improved nesting habitat for the wedge-tailed 
shearwater, and organized volunteers to pick-up beach trash while 
documenting marine debris. The Navy has also participated in a program to 
remove invasive plants from endangered Hawaiian stilt habitat and has 
active programs to conserve energy and use renewable resources.

Ikaika Hussey S-E-0201-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0198-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0198-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0198-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0198-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Kyno Ravelo S-E-0197-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0197-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0197-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0196-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0198-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Marjorie Erway S-E-0196-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0196-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0197-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jill Guillermo-Togawa S-E-0198-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0198-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0197-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0197-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0197-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0197-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6
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S-E-0204-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0204-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0204-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0204-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0203-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jamie Oshiro S-E-0204-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0204-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0205-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0205-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0204-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0204-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Kevin Nesnow S-E-0205-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0201-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0201-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0201-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0201-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0203-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Ikaika Hussey S-E-0201-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0201-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0203-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0203-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0203-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0203-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0201-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Jeffrey Lagrimas S-E-0203-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0203-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2
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S-E-0207-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0207-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0207-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0207-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0207-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0207-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0207-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0205-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0205-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Mikel Athon S-E-0206-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0205-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

Mary Martin S-E-0207-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

Kevin Nesnow S-E-0205-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0205-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0206-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0206-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0206-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0206-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0206-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0206-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0206-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4
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S-E-0212-3 Program 2.2.2 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, the No-action alternative, or current 
training, was derived from environmental analysis that pre-dates the noted 
2004 consent decree.

S-E-0212-2 Program 4.1.2.4.3 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, the tables in  Section 4.1.4.1.1 of 
the EIS/OEIS provide the training materials information requested (i.e., the 
percent of change resulting from Navy's proposed actions).

S-E-0212-4 Alternatives 1.3.3, 2.2 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, Section 1.2 of the EIS/OEIS 
provided background information regarding the EIS/OEIS origins as part of 
the TAP.  Analysis of alternatives in TAP is to be limited in geography to 
within each range complex.

Tom Norris


Bio-Waves Inc.

S-E-0209-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.5.3 The presence of minke whales has been noted in Section 4.1.2.5.3; 
however, as stated in your comment, there is no density information available 
for minke whales in Hawaiian waters given that they have rarely been seen 
during surveys. The lack of available data and comparative species makes it 
unreliable to extrapolate estimates of exposure to Navy sonar.  The 
commenter is correct that it is difficult to estimate densities for species, like 
minke whales, that are best detected acoustically. However, the modeling 
effort used density data for all the marine mammal species present in Hawaii 
provided by NMFS.  NMFS is the Federal agency vested with the 
responsibility for maintaining the most current information about marine 
mammal species and who has the expertise to evaluate these data.

Koalani Kaulukukui


Earthjustice

S-E-0212-1 Program 2.2.2.3 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, Chapter 2.0 provides the quantity 
of additional individual training exercises that the Navy has proposed.  Major 
Exercises (USWEX, RIMPAC, and multiple strike groups training in Hawaii)  
is an aggregate of existing training events that are captured under the 
mission of Antisubmarine Warfare (ASW), on Table 2.2.2.3-1.

Emailer- Sylvia S-E-0211-1 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Jane Panju S-E-0210-1 Alternatives 4.1.5.1.1 Divers will not be located where the active sonar is used.  As stated in 
Section 4.1.5.1.1, research was conducted for mid-frequency active (MFA) 
sonar at the Naval Submarine Medical Research Laboratory and the Navy 
Experimental Diving Unit to determine permissible limits of exposure to MFA 
sonar.  Based on this research, an unprotected diver could safely operate for 
over 1 hour at a distance of 1,000 yards from the Navy’s most powerful 
sonar.  At this distance, the sound pressure level will be approximately 190 
dB.  At 2,000 yards or approximately 1 nm, this same unprotected diver could 
operate for over 3 hours.
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S-E-0212-7 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.4., 4.1.7 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, Navy training, RDT&E, and 
munitions debris are discussed in Sections 4.1.4 –Hazardous Waste, Open 
Ocean and 4.1.7- Water Resources, Open Ocean. The majority of debris 
would be widely dispersed and accumulate in deep water far away from the 
coral reef.  Therefore, there will be no quantifiable impact on habitat, any 
natural resource, including coral.  A total of about 654 tons per year are 
expended under the No-action Alternative (see Table 4.1.4.1.1-1). Assuming 
an ocean floor area of about 235,000 nm2, and making a further 
conservative assumption that the training materials are concentrated within 
20 percent of this area, this is about 5.6 lb per nm2 per year.

S-E-0212-8 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, 
4.1.7

The types of sonobuoys used for the analysis in this EIS/OEIS are those now 
in the Navy's inventory and in common use; the type of item used is 
determined by its function, not the training location.  San Clemente Island 
information is used because that is where the Navy's Sonobuoy Quality 
Assurance testing is done, and detailed information from that program is 
available.  All sonobuoys of a given type are manufactured with the same 
quantities of constituents.  Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.7, 4.1.4, and 4.1.7 of the 
EIS/OEIS discuss sonobuoys, based on those sonobuoys now in general 
use by the Navy.

S-E-0212-9 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.4.1.1, 4.1.7.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement. To the extent that a 
response is required, the components of chaff are discussed in Sections 
4.1.4.1.1 and 4.1.7.1.1 of the  EIS/OEIS.

Koalani Kaulukukui


Earthjustice

S-E-0212-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.3 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, text in Section 4.1.2.4.3 of the 
EIS/OEIS has been revised to capture the consequences analysis.  Navy 
and NMFS coordinated on the risk function methodology to estimate effects 
on marine mammals.

S-E-0212-6 Alternatives 5 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, the synergistic affects of sonar 
usage is addressed in Chapter 5.0, cumulative affects of Navy activities.

S-E-0212-10 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.3, '4.1.7 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, Sections 4.1.3 and 4.1.7 include 
discussions of the quantities and types of hazardous materials generated 
during both training  and RDT&E activities.  Analysis is based on the type of 
launch events and activities.  Missile and Aerial Target activity impact on 
water resources is discussed in Section 4.1.7.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0212-13 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS. 
To the extent that a response is required, with regard to the issue of previous 
contamination by Navy activities in the coastal zone of the HRC, neither good 
data on the existing contamination levels nor good information on what the 
Navy previously expended or where it was expended is available.  Analysis 
regarding  the coastal zone is found in the offshore sections of the EIS/OEIS 
(e.g., 4.1.4 and 4.1.7).

S-E-0212-14 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.4, 4.1.7 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, Major Exercises are, for the most 
part, aggregates of the individual training activities, which are addressed 
quantitatively in Sections 4.1.4 and 4.1.7.

S-E-0212-12 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.7.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required,  Section 4.1.7.1.1 addresses 
incidental released of POL.

Koalani Kaulukukui


Earthjustice

S-E-0212-11 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

2.2.3.6, 4.4.2.2.3 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required,   none of the enhancements 
mentioned are expected to generate hazardous substances. The Portable 
Undersea Tracking Range could be located anywhere within the area shown 
on Figure 2.2.3.6.3-1 and not necessarily consistently deployed in the same 
area.  According to Section 2.2.3.6.3, the Navy proposes using the system 
for only 2 days per month.  Development of the Acoustic Test Facility 
involves the addition of pinger equipment at pier S291 on Ford Island, 
Beckoning Point piers, or on a mobile test site that could operate within the 
test area.  As a result, there would be no disturbance of any contaminated 
sediments or soils containing PCBs (see Sections 2.2.3.6 and 4.4.2.2.3). An 
environmental review of the proposed Range Operations Control Building 
construction was conducted that determined that the effects of the proposed 
construction on the environment are minimal and a categorical exclusion 
(CATEX) for the proposed project was approved on 14 May 2004.  
Hazardous waste discovered during construction will handled in compliance 
with applicable rules and regulations.

S-E-0212-15 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

4.1.7, 4.1.4.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, the analysis presented in Section 
4.1.7 assumed that hazardous constituents for each category of expended 
training material would be expended over only 20% of the training areas. But 
the probability that the materials would be expended in exactly the same 
location, given slight differences in the positions of Navy assets and lines of 
fire, and dispersal of expended materials by currents, is about zero.  A total 
of about 654 tons per year, are expended under the No-action Alternative 
(see Table 4.1.4.1.1-1).  Assuming an ocean floor area of about 235,000 
nm2, and making a further conservative assumption that the training 
materials are concentrated within 20 percent of this area, this is about 5.6 lb 
per nm2 per year.
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S-E-0212-17 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required,  if the Navy assumes the exercises 
are in Whisky 188 (35, 632 nm) and not the TOA ,  Point Mugu (27,183 nm) 
Marine Mammal density is approximately 1/10 the density of the Point Mugu 
Range.  The probability of debris impact is less than 1 in a million compared 
to Point Mugu, and will be much less in Whisky 188.

S-E-0212-18 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

3.1.2.1, 4.1.2.1.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, direct strikes on coral reefs, which 
could be either strikes of missile debris or ordnance on coral reefs. It is 
unlikely that there will be any physical impact on a reef, as described in 
4.2.1.1.1.1.

Koalani Kaulukukui


Earthjustice

S-E-0212-16 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

3.1.2.1, 4.1.2.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, bioaccumulation of hazardous 
materials in benthic species and coral is not known to occur as a result of the 
Proposed Action because: (a) leach rates are very low, (b) leached materials 
are widely dispersed, so they affect different populations, and (c) the 
estimated ambient concentrations are generally within the "natural" range of 
these materials so uptake of these constituents would be similar to natural 
rates.

S-E-0212-21 Socioeconomics 5.5.3.1, 5.5.10 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, reduced fish catch rates and any 
associated economic effects are not anticipated (see Section 5.3.3.1)

S-E-0212-22 Environmental Justice 5.5.3.1, 5.5.10 'The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, reduced fish catch rates and any 
associated economic effects are not anticipated (see Sections 5.5.3.1 and 
5.5.10).

S-E-0212-19 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

5.0 Chapter 5.0 of the EIS/OEIS discusses entanglement, most specifically as it 
relates to commercial fishing. Sonobuoy parachutes and torpedo air stabilizer 
canopies could be deposited on the ocean floor. The widely dispersed, 
intermittent, minute size of the material minimizes the impact. Wave energy 
and currents will further disperse the materials.

S-E-0212-20 Biological Resources 
- Marine

5 'The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required, the Navy recognizes that individual 
fish may be injured or killed as the result of several of the training events; 
however, these incidents are localized, and would not have a population 
impact on any individual species.  Potential impacts on Essential Fish Habitat 
(EFH) are discussed and evaluated in Essential Fish Habitat and Coral Reef 
Assessment for the Hawaii Range Complex EIS/OEIS (U.S. Department of 
the Navy, 2007b) and a summary for each proposed Navy training activity is 
provided. Due to the mitigation measures implemented to protect sensitive 
habitats, and the localized and temporary impacts of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives, it is concluded that the potential impact of the Proposed 
Action and alternatives would have no effect on EFH.
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Koalani Kaulukukui


Earthjustice

S-E-0212-23 Air Quality 4.3.2.1.1 The comment is beyond the scope of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
To the extent that a response is required,  your comments regarding the 
cumulative effects of Navy's proposed action on coral with rising sea levels 
caused by global warming are noted but are beyond the scope of this 
EIS/OEIS. Global warming, the degree to which it is occurring, and human 
activity impacts that may be contributing to global warming, are the subject of 
intense scientific debate.  Assuming for the sake of argument that global 
warming is occurring and that human activities are the cause, global warming 
involves the activity of billions of human beings on every continent on Earth.  
It also involves the consumption of fossil fuels to such a degree and intensity 
that the intermittent and infrequent training activities presented in this EIS are 
insignificant when compared to the scale of human activity occurring on a 
daily basis throughout the world.

S-E-0213-4 Alternatives Navy, working with NMFS, is using the best available science to assess 
impacts on mammals.

Michael Jasny


Natural Resources 
Defense Council

S-E-0213-1 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0, 6.0 The Supplement to the DEIS  was not written to address these alternatives, 
does not propose to change the Fleet Response Training Plan (FRTP), and 
was not prepared to assess mitigation.  To the extent that a response is 
required, the Navy considered the DEIS public comments in the preparation 
of the Supplement to the DEIS, where applicable. As discussed in Chapters 
1.0 and 2.0 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy considers but rejects a reduction in 
training; does not consider alternate locations because this analysis would 
not be consistent with the purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS.  Although 
Navy does do some simulated training, it does not fully develop the skills and 
capabilities necessary to attain appropriate military readiness. Navy’s current 
mitigation measures and their use of the best available science balanced 
with the requirements of the Navy to train, results in Navy meeting its mission 
while being protective of the environment. Discussion of Mitigation measures 
has been revised in Chapter 6.

S-E-0213-3 Alternatives Navy, working with NMFS, is using the best available science to assess 
impacts on mammals.

S-E-0213-2 Alternatives 4.1.2 A complete discussion of the background for development and application of 
the risk function curve to analyze the behavioral effects on marine mammals 
from MFA/HFA sound sources is provided in Section 4.1.2.  As stated in this 
section, the risk function methodology was developed in coordination with 
NMFS.  NMFS and Navy believe that the use of the risk continuum is the 
better method of applying the best available science to analyze behavioral 
harassment.  The EIS/OEIS does not present the energy flux density results 
with a  threshold of 173dB.
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S-E-0214-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0214-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Leita Kaldi S-E-0214-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0214-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0213-6 Alternatives 4.1.2 Section 4.1.2 of the EIS/OEIS discusses how the risk function accounts for 
physiology as well as social behavior.

Michael Jasny


Natural Resources 
Defense Council

S-E-0213-5 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10.1 Navy did review the established literature on harbor porpoises, but there are 
no harbor porpoises in Hawaii.

S-E-0213-10 Alternatives 4.1.2 The three data sets used to calculate the mid-point of the risk function were 
weighted equally. As in response to S-E-0213-4, the Haro Strait data were 
appropriately applied. NMFS and the Navy included the best available and 
most applicable data in the development of the risk function.  See Section 
4.1.2.


An  expanded discussion of the analysis of the data sets used to develop the 
risk function curve is presented in Section 4.1.2 of the EIS/OEIS.  While 
recognizing there is incomplete and unavailable information with regard to 
behavioral impacts on marine mammals, NMFS and the Navy closely 
coordinated the development of the risk function to represent the best 
available science.  The cutoff for the risk function curve extends to 120 dB 
SPL specifically to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral 
reactions in marine mammal species that may be affected by sounds 
perceived at levels just above ambient during some parts of the year in 
Hawaiian waters.

S-E-0213-9 Alternatives 4.1.2 The current methodology was developed in extensive consultation with 
NMFS and does not account for the Navy's mitigation measures to reduce 
the effects of MFA/HFA sonar on marine mammals. Consequently, the 
modeling and threshold levels developed for analysis of impacts on marine 
mammals universally erred on overestimating the number of takes.

S-E-0213-8 Alternatives 6.8 The commenter attached a paper that reached the conclusion that repetition 
of sonar has long-term behavioral impacts on marine mammals; however, 
Navy can find no logical tie-in from analysis in this particular paper that would 
lead to that conclusion. The paper pertains to electrically shocking rats, 
which does not appear to tie to noise and marine mammals. Navy is studying 
the long-term population level effects of sonar and is also developing a 
monitoring plan as part of this EIS/OEIS effort.

S-E-0213-7 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.
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S-E-0216-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0216-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Christina Gauen S-E-0217-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0216-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0216-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0216-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0216-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0217-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0217-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0217-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0217-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0217-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0214-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lori Ferrell S-E-0215-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0215-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0214-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0216-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

Leita Kaldi S-E-0214-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0214-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0215-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0215-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Debbie Burack S-E-0216-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0215-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0215-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0215-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0215-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5
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S-E-0222-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0222-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0222-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0219-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Lacie Whitten S-E-0222-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0222-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0222-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0222-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Lee Tepley S-E-0218-1 Alternatives 1.3.2, 4.1.2 The analytical methodology used in this EIS/OEIS was developed in close 
coordination with NMFS. This represents the best available and most 
applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to marine mammals from 
MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is incomplete and 
unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on marine 
mammals (see Section 4.1.2), the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL 
specifically to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral 
reactions in marine mammal species that may be affected by sounds 
perceived at levels just above ambient in some areas during some parts of 
the year in Hawaiian waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the Navy must 
train and why Hawaii is the most appropriate place to undertake the 
proposed actions.

S-E-0218-2 Alternatives 4.1.2 It has not been established that whales "get the bends."  As explained in 
Section 4.1.2, the issue was raised and other potential hypotheses with 
regards to causes of marine mammal strandings remain highly speculative.

S-E-0217-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

S-E-0219-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Christina Gauen S-E-0217-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

Bryan Matsumoto S-E-0219-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0219-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0219-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0219-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0219-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0219-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0225-6 Alternatives 7 Both Navy and NMFS have participated extensively over the past several 
years in national and international forums and studies under the auspices of 
the National Research Council and the US Commission on Ocean Policy 
concerning the effects of anthropogenic ocean noise on marine mammals.



Part of this collaborative effort was to develop a methodology and/or criteria 
for assessing the effects of these anthropogenic noises on marine mammals.  
Further, as your comment indicates, the use of sonar is a controversial issue.  
Litigation efforts by local and national interest groups around the US were in 
process during the scoping of this EIS/OEIS.



These litigation efforts complicate the Navy's capability to engage in 
meaningful discussion and collaboration for this EIS/OEIS.

S-E-0223-3 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-3

S-E-0223-4 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-4

S-E-0223-5 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-5

S-E-0223-2 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-2

S-E-0225-5 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Lacie Whitten S-E-0222-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

David Burns S-E-0223-1 Program See Comment ID S-E-0004-1

S-E-0225-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Additional information regarding the Hawaiian Monk Seal has been added to 
Section 4.1.2.4.6.

S-E-0225-3 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4.3, 4.1.2.4.4 Sections 4.1.2.4.3 and 4.1.2.4.4 provide the regulatory framework and 
history behind the development of the Navy’s compliance efforts with various 
statutes, including the Marine Mammal Protection Act.

S-E-0225-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.3, 4.1.2.4.4 See response to Comment S-E-0225-3.

Nova Blazej


USEPA

S-E-0225-1 Alternatives 4.1.2 The current methodology was developed in extensive consultation with 
NMFS and does not account for the Navy's mitigation measures to reduce 
the effects of MFA/HFA sonar on marine mammals. Consequently, the 
modeling and threshold levels developed for analysis of impacts on marine 
mammals universally erred on overestimating the number of takes.

S-E-0223-6 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-6

S-E-0223-7 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-7

S-E-0223-8 Land Use - CZMA See Comment ID S-E-0004-8

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0225-8 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar training in the HRC. 
This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no 
significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this 
history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to minimize 
impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, they are not 
mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the 
past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be 
increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not significantly affected 
marine mammals in general.

Nova Blazej


USEPA

S-E-0225-7 Hazardous Materials 
and  Waste

3.1.7 Section 3.1.7 describes the contaminants in bottom sediments in Pearl 
Harbor. However, underwater detonations at Lima Landing (the only 
underwater detonation training at Pearl Harbor) would not suspend enough 
materials to be an issue in regards to the potential to disperse  
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and heavy metal contamination in Pearl 
Harbor.

S-E-0225-9 Alternatives 2.2.1.3 As noted in Section 2.2.1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, computer simulators and other 
types of simulation training tools are already used extensively in the Navy's 
training program. Computer technologies provide excellent tools for 
implementing a successful, integrated training program while reducing the 
risk and expense typically associated with training at sea. Although it is an 
essential component of training, computer simulation cannot substitute for 
the high-stress environment (such as personnel experience under combat 
conditions) that would be encountered during an actual non-training situation. 
At the present state of the art for sonar simulator software, the Navy is 
unable to produce virtual imaging that equals the complexity and variability of 
real time, real world MFA sonar.  Conducting all Naval training by simulation 
is deemed inadequate and fails to meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action.

S-E-0225-10 Alternatives 1.3.3, 2.2.1 Navy’s training needs were identified as part of the TAP process described in 
Section 1.3.3.  Training alternatives were developed using different levels of 
intensity and frequency of training alternatives.   These form the basis of the 
alternatives.  Likewise, the levels of intensity and frequency were used when 
considering and rejecting various alternatives described in Section 2.2.1.   
Alternative 2 provided the Navy the greatest level of flexibility regarding 
training activities on the HRC.  Based on current evaluations of training 
involving the use of mid-frequency active in the near future, Navy has 
requested a letter of authorization for mid-frequency active sonar use using 
the no action alternative analysis of sonar effects.  Other training activities 
consistent with Alternative 2, including activities not associated with Navy 
training, may occur if Alternative 3 is implemented by the Navy.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0225-12 Alternatives 2 The Navy believes that they have identified and analyzed reasonable 
alternatives for its activities within the HRC.

Nova Blazej


USEPA

S-E-0225-11 Policy/NEPA Process See response to comment S-E-0225-6.

S-E-0225-16 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.9.8 Additional information about SPORTS has been added to Section 4.1.2.4 of 
the EIS/OEIS.

S-E-0225-15 Alternatives 2.2.2.4, 4.1.2 The original analysis was based on data prepared as part of the program 
described in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, which predates the Sonar Positional 
Reporting System (SPORTS) database. In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only  eighteen months that it 
could be used as a partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined 
with additional extrapolation for the sonar effects analysis. More information 
on SPORTS has been provided in sections 2.2.2.4 and 4.1.2 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range 
complexes.

S-E-0225-14 Policy/NEPA Process 7 Both Navy and NMFS have participated extensively over the past several 
years in national and international forums and studies under the auspices of 
the National Research Council and the US Commission on Ocean Policy 
concerning the effects of anthropogenic ocean noise on marine mammals.



Part of this collaborative effort was to develop a methodology and/or criteria 
for assessing the effects of these anthropogenic noises on marine mammals.  
Further, as your comment indicates, the use of sonar is a controversial issue.  
Litigation efforts by local and national interest groups around the US were in 
process during the scoping of this EIS/OEIS.



These litigation efforts complicate the Navy's capability to engage in 
meaningful discussion and collaboration for this EIS/OEIS.

S-E-0225-13 Alternatives 2.2.1.3 As noted in Section 2.2.1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, computer simulators and other 
types of simulation training tools are already used extensively in the Navy's 
training program. Computer technologies provide excellent tools for 
implementing a successful, integrated training program while reducing the 
risk and expense typically associated with training at sea. Although it is an 
essential component of training, computer simulation cannot substitute for 
the high-stress environment (such as personnel experience under combat 
conditions) that would be encountered during an actual non-training situation. 
At the present state of the art for sonar simulator software, the Navy is 
unable to produce virtual imaging that equals the complexity and variability of 
real time, real world MFA sonar.  Conducting all Naval training by simulation 
is deemed inadequate and fails to meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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S-E-0225-20 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Navy used the northern elephant seal threshold because taxonomically, the 
elephant seal is more closely related to the Hawaiian monk seal than any 
other seal.  A northern elephant seal and the Hawaiian monk seal are in the 
same sub-family.  In addition, the audiogram of the northern elephant seal 
more closely approximates that of the Hawaiian monk seal.

S-E-0225-21 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Navy used the northern elephant seal threshold because taxonomically, the 
elephant seal is more closely related to the Hawaiian monk seal than any 
other seal.  A northern elephant seal and the Hawaiian monk seal are in the 
same sub-family.  In addition, the audiogram of the northern elephant seal 
more closely approximates that of the Hawaiian monk seal.

S-E-0225-19 Policy/NEPA Process 7 Both Navy and NMFS have participated extensively over the past several 
years in national and international forums and studies under the auspices of 
the National Research Council and the US Commission on Ocean Policy 
concerning the effects of anthropogenic ocean noise on marine mammals.



Part of this collaborative effort was to develop a methodology and/or criteria 
for assessing the effects of these anthropogenic noises on marine mammals.  
Further, as your comment indicates, the use of sonar is a controversial issue.  
Litigation efforts by local and national interest groups around the US were in 
process during the scoping of this EIS/OEIS.



These litigation efforts complicate the Navy's capability to engage in 
meaningful discussion and collaboration for this EIS/OEIS.

Nova Blazej


USEPA

S-E-0225-17 Alternatives 1.3.2, 4.1.2 The analytical methodology used in this EIS/OEIS was developed in close 
coordination with NMFS. This represents the best available and most 
applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to marine mammals from 
MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is incomplete and 
unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on marine 
mammals (see Section 4.1.2), the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL 
specifically to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral 
reactions in marine mammal species that may be affected by sounds 
perceived at levels just above ambient in some areas during some parts of 
the year in Hawaiian waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the Navy must 
train and why Hawaii is the most appropriate place to undertake the 
proposed actions.

S-E-0225-18 Alternatives 5.2.1 The modeling undertaken does so, as explained in Appendix J, based on 
marine mammal densities evenly distributed over the entire area of potential 
effect.  This is conservative since the tendency is to overestimate effects 
given that marine mammals appearing in pods will be easier to detect and 
therefore be avoided by use of the Navy's standard operating procedures 
serving as mitigation measures.  Potential indirect effects were discussed in 
Section 4.1.2.4.12 and Section 5.3.3.2 of the Draft EIS/OEIS.  This 
discussion was expanded in Section 5.2.1 of the EIS/OEIS.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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Nova Blazej


USEPA

S-E-0225-22 Biological Resources 
- Marine

3.3.1, 3.3.4, 3.4.1, 
3.4.2

Sections 3.3.1, 3.3.4, 3.4.1, and 3.4.2 of the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS have been reviewed for accuracy and revised as appropriate.

Commentor Comment # Resource EIS Section Response Text
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14.4.3 PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 
Twenty-eight people testified at the public hearings held in Hawaii for the Supplement to the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.    

Table 14.4.3-1 presents individuals who testified at the hearings with their respective 
commenter identification number.  This number can be used to find their testimony in the four 
transcripts prepared for hearings in Kauai, Oahu, Maui, and the Island of Hawaii and to locate 
the corresponding table on which responses to each comment are provided.  

Exhibit 14.4.3-1 presents reproductions of the hearing transcripts for the Supplement to the 
Draft EIS/OEIS.  Transcripts are identified by commenter ID number, and each statement or 
question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental issue is designated with 
a sequential comment number. 

Table 14.4.3-2 presents the responses to testimony on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  
Responses to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding commenter ID 
number and sequential comment number identifiers. 

Table 14.4.3-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Public Hearings) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Jim Albertini on behalf of the 
Maloaina Center for Nonviolent 
Education in Action 

S-T-0017 Peggy Ledoux S-T-0020 

Chris Bane S-T-0002 Nina Monasevitch S-T-0005 
Laurel Brier S-T-0003 Mike Moran S-T-0023 
Ray Catania S-T-0008 Richard Morris S-T-0027 
Craig Davies S-T-0009 Star Newland S-T-0016 
Bruce Douglas S-T-0025 Cedar Poivier S-T-0024 
Duane Erway S-T-0011 Puanani Rogers S-T-0006 
Neil Frazer S-T-0021 Harriet Smith S-T-0019 
Raydiance Gonare S-T-0018 Summer Star S-T-0028 
Roberta Goodman 
(Cetacea Nation) 

S-T-0015 Carl Stepath S-T-0007 

Sharon Goodwin on behalf of 
the Kauai Alliance for Peace 
and Social Justice 

S-T-0004 Elizabeth Stone S-T-0022 

Cory Harden on behalf of the 
Sierra Club 

S-T-0013 Lee Tepley S-T-0010 

Michael Hyson on behalf of the 
Sirius Institute and Cetacean 
Commonwealth 

S-T-0012 Dwight Vincente S-T-0014 

Barbara Kranichfeld S-T-0026 JoAnn Yukimura on behalf of 
the Kauai County Council 

S-T-0001 
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Hilo, Hawaii
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Hilo, Hawaii
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Hilo, Hawaii
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Hilo, Hawaii
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            Table 14.4.3-2.   Responses to Public Hearing Comments - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS

S-T-0001-4 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

Chris Bane S-T-0002-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

S-T-0001-3 Mitigation Measures 6.2.1 Avoidance of the seasonal presence of migrating marine mammals fails to 
take into account the fact that the Navy’s current mitigation measures apply 
to all detected marine mammals no matter the season.  Advance planning to 
avoid the seasonal presence of migrating marine mammals is not possible 
given the start of any “season” is variable (dependent on largely unknown 
environmental factors).  To the degree possible, however, Navy already has 
taken a proactive step in this regard by specifically informing all naval 
vessels to increase vigilance when the first humpback whales have been 
sighted around the Hawaiian Islands.  Otherwise, limiting training operations 
to the remaining six months of the year would not only concentrate all annual 
training and testing activities into a shorter six-month time period, but would 
also not meet the readiness requirements of the Navy’s to deploy trained 
forces.

JoAnn Yukimura


Kauai County Council

S-T-0001-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar training in the HRC. 
This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no 
significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this 
history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine 
mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to minimize 
impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, they are not 
mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the 
past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be 
increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not significantly affected 
marine mammals in general.

S-T-0001-2 Mitigation Measures 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).
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Laurel Brier S-T-0003-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2, 6.0 The Navy cannot determine the reference to which the commenter refers. 
The Navy’s assessment of potential impacts on marine mammals reflects the 
use of the best available science and the requirements of the Navy to train.  
Information concerning the scientific data used is provided in EIS/OEIS 
Sections 4.1.2 and 6.0.

Sharon Goodwin


Kauai Alliance for Peace 
and Social Justice

S-T-0004-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4; 4.1.2.5.4 The Navy is in coordination with Hawaii's Office of Planning as it relates to 
CZMA compliance. Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS discusses the potential 
effects on marine mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar 
training in the HRC. This training has been going on for the past 60 years.  
There has been no significant change in the sonar equipment in the last 30 
years. Given this history and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that 
risk to marine mammals from sonar training is low. Though the Navy works to 
minimize impacts on marine mammals to the greatest extent practicable, 
they are not mandated by any statute to alleviate all risk to marine mammals. 
Over the past 30 years, the numbers of humpback whales around Hawaii 
appear to be increasing and the Navy believes that sonar has not 
significantly affected marine mammals in general.

Chris Bane S-T-0002-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 Section 4.1.2.4.7 of the EIS/OEIS contains a discussion of the "bends-like" 
issue raised in your comment. It has not been demonstrated that sonar 
causes the effects noted.  Also, see response to comment S-T-0001-1.

S-T-0002-3 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.10 See response to comment S-T-0001-1.  In addition, the Navy believes that 
years of site fidelity by individual toothed whales is an indicator that the 
species has coexisted with sonar operations without long term detriment to 
populations. Residency demonstrates that the animals are remaining in the 
area despite sonar exercises (see EIS/OEIS Sections 4.1.2.4 and 
4.1.2.4.10).
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Nina Monasevitch S-T-0005-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 Section 4.1.2.4.7 of the EIS/OEIS contains a discussion of the "bends-like" 
issue raised in your comment. It has not been demonstrated that sonar 
causes the effects noted.  Also, see response to comment S-T-0001-1.

S-T-0005-2 Alternatives 4.1.2, 6.0 The Navy cannot determine the reference to which the commenter refers. 
The Navy’s assessment of potential impacts on marine mammals reflects the 
use of the best available science and the requirements of the Navy to train.  
Information concerning the scientific data used is provided in EIS/OEIS 
Sections 4.1.2 and 6.0.

S-T-0004-3 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter.  The Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective of 
Hawaii's environment.

Sharon Goodwin


Kauai Alliance for Peace 
and Social Justice

S-T-0004-2 Program 3.3.2.1.8, 4.1.4, 4.8 The Navy has determined that in light of the applicable enforceable policies
in the State of Hawaiiôs Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP), there
are no adverse direct or indirect (cumulative or secondary) effects on coastal
uses or resources and the Proposed Action and its Alternatives are
consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the enforceable policies of
Hawaiiôs Coastal Zone Management Program.
Inert bombs are used for land-based bombing exercises; these exercises
would increase from 165 (current training, or the No-action Alternative) to
250 (Alternatives 2 and 3) events per year. Bombing exercise at sea use non
-explosive rounds and inert bombs; these exercises would increase from 35
(No-action Alternative or current training) to 38 (Alternatives 2 and 3) annual
events.
Mid-frequency sonar hours for the preferred alternative, Alternative 3, would
be at the same level as identified for the No-action Alternative (current
training).  The SDEIS presented the refined methodology as applied to the
adjusted sonar-use hours.
Some current flight trajectories could result in missiles such as the Terminal
High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) flying over portions of the
PapahǕnaumokuǕkea Marine National Monument, but the EIS/OEIS noted
that twelve or less potential annual missile flight trajectories may cross
Monument airspace.  Preliminary results of debris analysis indicate that
debris is not expected to severely harm threatened, endangered, migratory,
or other endemic species on or offshore of Nihoa and Necker Islands. The
probability for debris to hit birds, seals, or other wildlife will be extremely low.
Quantities of falling debris will be very low and widely scattered so as not to
present a toxicity issue. Falling debris will also have cooled down sufficiently
so as not to present a fire hazard for vegetation and habitat. If feasible,
consideration will be given to alterations in the missile flight trajectory, to
further minimize the potential for debris impacts.
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S-T-0010-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

Duane Erway S-T-0011-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

S-T-0010-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

Michael Hyson


Sirius Institute and 
Cetacean Commonwealth

S-T-0012-1 Policy/NEPA Process The Navy realizes that many marine mammals are significant to the cultural 
heritage of the Hawaiian people; however, establishing a new policy about 
whales as cultural treasures is outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

S-T-0012-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Cory Harden


Sierra Club

S-T-0013-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.9.8, 
4.1.2.4.10.1, 9.0

Robin Baird is cited in several sections of the EIS/OEIS, including, but not 
limited to Sections 4.1.2.4.7, 4.1.2.4.9.8, and 4.1.2.4.10.1.  Numerous 
documents and reports prepared by Mr. Baird are cited in Section 9.0 
(references).

S-T-0006-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

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

S-T-0006-3 Miscellaneous The commenter's reference to the amount of rent paid is unclear; however, 
the amount paid for rent would be outside the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Lee Tepley S-T-0010-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

Puanani Rogers S-T-0006-1 Program 3.2, 4.2 Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS reviewed the NWHI Marine National 
Monument. These activities were first analyzed in the Pacific Missile Range 
Facility Environmental Impact Statement finalized in 1998.  Missile defense 
testing activities predate the existence of the of NWHI Marine National 
Monument.  The impact of these activities is captured in Sections 4.2

Carl Stepath S-T-0007-1 Alternatives 4.1.2, 6.0 See response to Comment S-T-0003-1.

S-T-0008-2 Program Thank you for your comment.

Craig Davies S-T-0009-1 Program 3.2, 4.2 Sections 3.2 and 4.2 of the EIS/OEIS reviewed the NWHI Marine National 
Monument. These activities were first analyzed in the Pacific Missile Range 
Facility Environmental Impact Statement finalized in 1998.  Missile defense 
testing activities predate the existence of the of NWHI Marine National 
Monument.  The impact of these activities is captured in Sections 4.2.

S-T-0007-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Ray Catania S-T-0008-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.
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S-T-0015-3 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-T-0013-4 Biological Resources 
- Marine

1.7.1, 13,0, 14.0 NEPA requires an interdisciplinary approach to analysis.  EISs are therefore 
prepared using a wide range of subject matter experts.  Although they may 
be currently residing in other areas of the United States, the professionals 
preparing this EIS/OEIS have either lived and worked as environmental 
scientists in Hawaii or have been conducting environmental projects in 
Hawaii for many years. The Navy solicited comments and encouraged input 
from all Agencies, organizations, and individuals in Hawaii throughout the 
environmental impact analysis process (see Sections 1.7.1, 13.0 and 14.0 of 
the EIS/OEIS).

S-T-0013-5 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-T-0015-2 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

Cory Harden


Sierra Club

S-T-0013-2 Mitigation Measures 6.0 As described in Section 6.0, the Navy is developing an Integrated 
Comprehensive Monitoring Plan (ICMP) to determine behavioral and 
population level changes to marine mammals within Navy ranges. This Plan 
will also continue or initiate studies of abundance, distribution, habitat 
utilization, etc. for sensitive species of concern using visual surveys, passive 
and acoustic monitoring, radar and data logging tags (satellite or radio linked 
to record data on acoustics, diving and foraging behavior, and movements).  
The Plan will include the evaluation of Navy lookouts that observe for all 
objects in or on the water including debris, periscopes, other vessels, and 
marine animals.  As of this EIS/OEIS, the Navy and NMFS are developing an 
HRC-specific monitoring plan which may include third party monitoring 
efforts by qualified entities as a component of the ICMP for unit-level 
exercises.  Observations of marine mammals and sea turtles during unit-level 
training exercises will also be recorded to add to a larger database.

Dwight Vincente S-T-0014-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Roberta Goodman


Cetacea Nation

S-T-0015-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 See response to Comment S-T-0005-1.

S-T-0013-6 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-T-0013-7 Alternatives The Navy in Hawaii takes its commitment to environmental stewardship 
seriously, providing funds, efforts, and professional staff dedicated to this 
important matter. The Navy complies with all applicable environmental laws 
and has established procedures to ensure that programs are protective of 
Hawaii's environment.
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Harriet Smith S-T-0019-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 Section 4.1.2.4 of the EIS/OEIS explains the potential effects on marine 
mammals from Navy mid-frequency active (MFA) sonar in the HRC.  MFA 
sonar use analyzed in the EIS/OEIS has occurred in the HRC using the 
same basic sonar equipment and output for over 30 years.  Given this history 
and the scientific evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine mammals 
from sonar training is low.  The current modeling methodology was 
developed in extensive consultation with NMFS and does not account for the 
Navy's mitigation measures to reduce the effects of MFA/HFA sonar on 
marine mammals. Consequently, the modeling and threshold levels 
developed for analysis of impacts on marine mammals universally erred on 
overestimating the number of takes.

S-T-0018-2 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Star Newland S-T-0016-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Navy used the northern elephant seal threshold because taxonomically, the 
elephant seal is more closely related to the Hawaiian monk seal than any 
other seal.  A northern elephant seal and the Hawaiian monk seal are in the 
same sub-family.  In addition, the audiogram of the northern elephant seal 
more closely approximates that of the Hawaiian monk seal.

Raydiance Gonare S-T-0018-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

S-T-0017-2 Policy/NEPA Process 4.1.2.4, 6.0 The full analysis of effects in the EIS/OEIS indicates that there should be no 
mortality from Navy training activities.  Range clearance procedures and 
mitigations are intended reduce the possibility of serious injury and mortality.  
The LOA issued by NMFS will place limits on the number and types of 
allowable takes (e.g. harassments) for all activities conducted within the HRC 
(see Sections 4.1.2.4 and 6.0).

Jim Albertini


Maloaina Center for 
Nonviolent Education in 
Action

S-T-0017-1 Policy/NEPA Process 1.7.1, 13,0, 14.0 NEPA requires an interdisciplinary approach to analysis.  EISs are therefore 
prepared using a wide range of subject matter experts.  Although they may 
be currently residing in other areas of the United States, the professionals 
preparing this EIS/OEIS have either lived and worked as environmental 
scientists in Hawaii or have been conducting environmental projects in 
Hawaii for many years. The Navy solicited comments and encouraged input 
from all Agencies, organizations, and individuals in Hawaii throughout the 
environmental impact analysis process (see Sections 1.7.1, 13.0 and 14.0 of 
the EIS/OEIS).
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Neil Frazer S-T-0021-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-T-0021-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

Thank you for your comment.

Peggy Ledoux S-T-0020-1 Alternatives 1.0 As discussed in Chapter 1.0 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy does not consider 
alternate locations because this analysis would not be consistent with the 
purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS. Although Navy does do some simulated 
training, it does not fully develop the skills and capabilities necessary to 
attain appropriate military readiness. Navy training in the HRC has been 
going on for the past 60 years.  There has been no significant change in the 
sonar equipment in the last 30 years. Given this history and the scientific 
evidence, the Navy believes that risk to marine mammals from sonar training 
is low. Though the Navy works to minimize impacts on marine mammals to 
the greatest extent practicable, they are not mandated by any statute to 
alleviate all risk to marine mammals. Over the past 30 years, the numbers of 
humpback whales around Hawaii appear to be increasing and the Navy 
believes that sonar has not significantly affected marine mammals in general. 
Navy’s current mitigation measures and their use of the best available 
science balanced with the requirements of the Navy to train, results in Navy 
meeting its mission while being protective of the environment.

S-T-0021-3 Alternatives Passive arrays are used to the extent they are appropriate in Navy training.

S-T-0023-2 Mitigation Measures Appendix F The Navy does prepare and release After Action Reports. An After Action 
Report prepared for the 2006 RIMPAC exercises, providing an analysis 
detailing the reasons for adoption, modification, or rejection of mitigation 
measures, is provided in Appendix F of the EIS/OEIS.

S-T-0023-3 Alternatives 4.1.2.4, 4.1.2.4.7 Section 4.1.2.4.7 of the EIS/OEIS contains a discussion of the "bends-like" 
issue raised in your comment. It has not been demonstrated that sonar 
causes the effects noted.  Also, see response to comment S-T-0001-1.

Elizabeth Stone S-T-0022-1 Miscellaneous 2.0 The proposed activities covered by this EIS/OEIS are described in Chapter 
2.0.  These activities do not include searches for oil spills or atomic materials.  
Criminal activities such as those mentioned in your comment are also outside 
the scope of this EIS/OEIS.

Mike Moran S-T-0023-1 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.9.4 The risk function presented in EIS/OEIS Section 4.1.2.4.9.4 is based on 
three data sets that NMFS and Navy have determined are the best available 
and applicable science at this time.  Until additional data are available, NMFS 
and the Navy have determined that these datasets are the most applicable 
for the direct use in the development of risk function parameters to describe 
what portion of a population exposed to specific levels of MFA sonar will 
respond in a manner that NMFS would classify as harassment.
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S-T-0026-3 Mitigation Measures 6.0 See response to comment S-T-0023-5

S-T-0026-4 Mitigation Measures 6.1.3 As stated in Section 6.1.3 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy shipboard lookout(s) are 
highly qualified and experienced observers of the marine environment. Their 
duties require that they report all objects sighted in the water to the Officer of 
the Deck (e.g., trash, a periscope, a marine mammal) and all disturbances 
(e.g., surface disturbance, discoloration) that may be indicative of a threat to 
the vessel and its crew. There are personnel serving as lookouts on station 
at all times (day and night) when a ship or surfaced submarine is moving 
through the water.

Summer Star S-T-0028-1 Policy/NEPA Process Thank you for your comment.

Richard Morris S-T-0027-1 Mitigation Measures Thank you for your comment.

Barbara Kranichfeld S-T-0026-1 Alternatives 4.1.2 See response to Comment S-T-0023-3

Mike Moran S-T-0023-4 Alternatives Appendix F The Navy does prepare and release After Action Reports. An After Action 
Report prepared for the 2006 RIMPAC exercises, providing an analysis 
detailing the reasons for adoption, modification, or rejection of mitigation 
measures, is provided in Appendix F of the EIS/OEIS.

S-T-0026-2 Alternatives Appendix F See response to Comment S-T-0023-4.

S-T-0023-5 Mitigation Measures 6.0 As discussed in Section 6.0, avoiding active sonar use within 12 nm from 
shore or 15.5 mi from the 200-m isobaths was made part of the RIMPAC 
2006 authorization by NMFS and was based on the assumption that 
avoidance of the North American continental shelf was a prudent mitigation 
measure given the presence of beaked whales in the Gulf of Mexico. NMFS 
modified the measure for Hawaii because they had received a public 
comment during rulemaking for a proposed action taking place elsewhere. 
This measure lacks any scientific basis when applied to conditions in Hawaii. 
There is no scientific basis for requiring this mitigation measure in the Pacific 
and no known basis for the specific metrics. During RIMPAC 2006, this 
mitigation measure precluded active ASW training in the littoral region, which 
significantly impacted realism and training effectiveness. This procedure had 
no observable effect on the protection of marine mammals during RIMPAC 
2006 and its value is unclear (there is a lengthy history of sonar use in the 
Hawaiian Islands without any strandings or apparent effect on marine 
mammals). However, its effect on realistic training is significant

Bruce Douglas S-T-0025-1 Mitigation Measures 6.2.1 Section 6.0 presents the range of Navy protective measures that would be 
implemented to protect marine mammals and federally listed species during 
training events.  Among these is the use of passive detection capabilities to 
alert exercise participants to the presence of marine mammals in an event 
location.  An alert signal for marine mammals would not meet ASW training 
requirements as it defeats the purpose of the training.

Cedar Poivier S-T-0024-1 Mitigation Measures 6.0 See response to comment S-T-0023-5
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Summer Star S-T-0028-2 Program Thank you for your comment.
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14.4.4 WEBMAIL PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Nine people commented via the public HRC EIS/OEIS website. 

Table 14.4.4-1 presents individuals who commented using the website, with their respective 
commenter identification number.  This number can be used to find the written document that 
was submitted and to locate the corresponding table on which responses to each comment are 
provided.  

Exhibit 14.4.4-1 presents reproductions of the webmails that were received commenting on the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.  Webmails are identified by commenter ID number, and 
each statement or question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental issue 
is designated with a sequential comment number. 

Table 14.4.4-2 presents the responses to webmail comments on the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS.  Responses to specific comments can be found by locating the corresponding 
commenter ID number and sequential comment number identifiers. 

Table 14.4.4-1.  Commenters on the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Webmail) 

Commenter Comment ID Commenter Comment ID 
Brendan Cummings on 
behalf of the Center for 
Biological Diversity 

S-N-0007 Joy Perfetti S-N-0002 

Marsha Green on behalf of 
the North American Ocean 
Noise Coalition 

S-N-0006 Brooke Porter on behalf of 
the Pacific Whale 
Foundation 

S-N-0009 

Ian Jenss S-N-0004 Stephen Skogman S-N-0003 
Reynolds Kamakawiwoole 
on behalf of Twin Flames for 
God 

S-N-0005 Judy Walker S-N-0008 

Brooke Lerch S-N-0001   
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS

S-N-0002S-N-0001

1

2

1
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0004S-N-0003

1 1
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0006S-N-0005

1
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0006
(cont.)

S-N-0006
(cont.)

1

2
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0006
(cont.)

S-N-0006
(cont.)

4
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

S-N-0007

1

1
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

3

4

5

6

7
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

17

8
9
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S-N-0007
(cont.)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

10

11

12

13
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

S-N-0007
(cont.)

14

15

16
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0008
(cont.)

S-N-0008

1

2

3

4

5
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Exhibit 14.4.4-1. Copy of Webmail Documents - Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS (Continued)

S-N-0009S-N-0008
(cont.)
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Stephen Skogman S-N-0003-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Ian Jenss S-N-0004-1 Program 4.1.5.1.1, 6.2.1 As discussed in Section 6.2.1, seasonal avoidance, as a mitigation measure, 
is based on speculative findings from other areas of the world that do not 
have direct application to the unique environment present in Hawaii. Lacking 
any scientific basis for seasonal avoidance in Hawaii and lacking any 
evidence in Hawaii that there has ever been an impact resulting from the lack 
of these measures, there is no evidence that this mitigation measure would 
increase the protection of marine mammals. Because year-round deployment 
is critical for Navy operations, implementation of seasonal avoidance would, 
however, unacceptably impact the effectiveness of the training.





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

Reynolds Kamakawiwoole


Twin Flames for God

S-N-0005-1 Program Thank you for your comment.

Joy Perfetti S-N-0002-1 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Brooke Lerch S-N-0001-1 Alternatives 1.3.2, 1.3.3 As discussed in Sections 1.3.2 and 1.3.3, the Navy must use passive and 
active sonar.

S-N-0001-2 Miscellaneous Thank you for your comment.

Brendan Cummings


Center for Biological 
Diversity

S-N-0007-1 Alternatives 13 All public comments received by the Navy during the Draft EIS/OEIS public 
comment period are considered by the Navy.

S-N-0006-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

Marsha Green


North American Ocean 
Noise Coalition

S-N-0006-1 Alternatives See Response to Comment S-W-0025-1.

S-N-0006-2 Alternatives See Response to Comment S-W-0025-2.

S-N-0006-3 Alternatives See Response to Comment S-W-0025-3.
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S-N-0007-3 Policy/NEPA Process The choice of alternatives is bounded by some notion of feasibility.  Agencies 
are not required to consider alternatives that are infeasible, ineffective, or 
inconsistent with its basic policy objectives. ASW personnel must practice 
using sensors, including electro-optical devices, radar, magnetic anomaly 
detectors, sonar (including helicopter dipping sonar and both active and 
passive sonobuoys) in both deep and shallow water environments. This 
training is not new and has taken place in the HRC over the past 60 years.  
There has been no significant change in the sonar equipment output being 
used in the last 30 years.  An alternative that would entirely eliminate the use 
of mid-frequency sonar for training would jeopardize the security of the 
Nation, and would not be considered a reasonable alternative.

S-N-0007-4 Alternatives 1.0, 2.0, 6.0 The Supplement to the DEIS  was not written to address these alternatives, 
does not propose to change the Fleet Response Training Plan (FRTP), and 
was not prepared to assess mitigation.  To the extent that a response is 
required, the Navy considered the DEIS public comments in the preparation 
of the Supplement to the DEIS, where applicable. As discussed in Chapters 
1.0 and 2.0 of the EIS/OEIS, Navy considers but rejects a reduction in 
training; does not consider alternate locations because this analysis would 
not be consistent with the purpose and need of this EIS/OEIS.  Although 
Navy does do some simulated training, it does not fully develop the skills and 
capabilities necessary to attain appropriate military readiness. Navy’s current 
mitigation measures and their use of the best available science balanced 
with the requirements of the Navy to train, results in Navy meeting its mission 
while being protective of the environment. Discussion of Mitigation measures 
has been revised in Chapter 6.0.

Brendan Cummings


Center for Biological 
Diversity

S-N-0007-2 Alternatives 2 Under NEPA, the choice of alternatives is bounded by some notion of 
feasibility.  Agencies are not required to consider alternatives that are 
infeasible, ineffective, or inconsistent with its basic policy objectives.

S-N-0007-5 Mitigation Measures 6.0 See response to comment S-W-0020-2.

S-N-0007-6 Alternatives 2.2.2.4, 4.1.2 The original analysis was based on data prepared as part of the program 
described in Section 1.3 of the final EIS, which predates the Sonar Positional 
Reporting System (SPORTS) database. In early 2008, the Navy concluded 
that SPORTS provided enough information after only eighteen months that it 
could be used as a partial basis for calculating sonar hours when combined 
with additional extrapolation for the sonar effects analysis. More information 
on SPORTS has been provided in sections 2.2.2.4 and 4.1.2 of the 
EIS/OEIS. The SPORTS database will continue being refined and populated 
with data and used as the basis for future analysis on sonar use on range 
complexes.
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S-N-0007-8 Alternatives 4.1.2 Behavioral responses of marine mammals to sounds is known to be highly 
context-specific.  As such, when the context of sound exposure is such that a 
strong response is elicited upon simple detection of sounds that may 
represent specific danger then the avoidance levels are clearly expected to 
be quite low.  The case of ice-breaker noise in the high Arctic is a very 
specific condition where such sounds are almost exclusively associated with 
the sounds of humans, who hunt marine mammals (including beluga) in 
these areas.  The response threshold levels there were almost certainly a 
function of detection; had the background noise levels been lower, the 
response levels would have concomitantly likely been lower as well.  There is 
no evidence that beluga exhibit such pronounced reactions at detection 
levels for military sonars and thus it was deemed inappropriate to use this 
very specific context of a likely anti-predator response to ice-breaking sounds 
in assessing their responsivity to MFA sonar.

Brendan Cummings


Center for Biological 
Diversity

S-N-0007-7 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy does predict that 50% of animals exposed to 165 dB will respond 
in a manner that NMFS classifies as Level B harassment; however, it is not 
correct to state that the other 50% are being behaviorally impacted at levels 
from 120 to 195 dB re: 1µPa rms.  Please see Section 4.1.2, Figure 
4.1.2.4.9.7-1.  Navy and NMFS have used a science-based approach using 
the best available and most applicable science in assessing exposure 
effects. Regarding the commenter's concern for the application of the 
approach,  see response to comment S-W-0025-1.

S-N-0007-9 Alternatives 4.1.2 The Navy does predict that 50% of animals exposed to 165 dB will respond 
in a manner that NMFS classifies as Level B harassment; however, it is not 
correct to state that the other 50% are being behaviorally impacted at levels 
from 120 to 195 dB re: 1µPa rms.  Please see Section 4.1.2, Figure 
4.1.2.4.9.7-1.  Navy and NMFS have used a science-based approach using 
the best available and most applicable science in assessing exposure 
effects. Regarding the commenter's concern for the  application of the 
approach,  see response to comment S-W-0025-1.

S-N-0007-10 Alternatives 4.2.4.9.6.3 See response to Comment S-N-0007-9.  Refer to Section 4.2.4.9.6.3 for an 
expanded explanation of the A Parameter.
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Brendan Cummings


Center for Biological 
Diversity

S-N-0007-11 Alternatives 1.3.2, 4.1.2 The analytical methodology used in this EIS/OEIS was developed in close 
coordination with NMFS. This represents the best available and most 
applicable science with regard to analysis of effects to marine mammals from 
MFA/HFA sound sources.  While recognizing there is incomplete and 
unavailable information with regard to behavioral impacts on marine 
mammals (see Section 4.1.2), the risk function curve extends to 120 dB SPL 
specifically to encompass uncertainty and the potential for behavioral 
reactions in marine mammal species that may be affected by sounds 
perceived at levels just above ambient in some areas during some parts of 
the year in Hawaiian waters.  Section 1.3.2 describes why the Navy must 
train and why Hawaii is the most appropriate place to undertake the 
proposed actions.

S-N-0007-12 Alternatives 4.1.2.4 See Section 4.1.2.4 for a qualitative analysis of non-auditory noise impacts. 
NMFS and the Navy do not believe that the risk continuum function results in 
an underestimate.  Please see comment S-W-0025-2. Many marine 
mammals perform vital functions, such as feeding, resting, traveling, or 
socializing, on a diel (24-hr) cycle. Consequently, marine mammal responses 
to noise lasting less than 24 hours and not repeated on subsequent days are 
not regarded as particularly severe unless they could directly effect survival 
or reproduction.  Accordingly, in the Navy’s particular post-modeling 
calculation intended to better allow for consideration of the maximum number 
of individuals of a species that could potentially physically be in the vicinity of 
an exercise to be exposed to a discreet continuous sonar event (which takes 
into consideration the density of animals, the maximum area that the sonar 
event could cover and the distance marine mammals can travel in a day), 
NMFS recommended the Navy utilize a daily restart (or exercise restart – if 
the exercise is less than 24 hours).  


NMFS is not suggesting that an animal will never be exposed to levels 
associated with harassment more than once per day.  Rather, we are 
defining a “take” as something that can only happen to an individual once per 
day.  We acknowledge that in a minority of those “takes”, the animal may 
have been exposed to a level of sound associated with harassment more 
than once, but because it is within one diel cycle (above), we will only count it 
as one “take”.
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Judy Walker S-N-0008-1 Biological Resources 
- Marine

9.0 A comprehensive list of references is provided in Chapter 9.0 of the 
EIS/OEIS.  The entire list of references was not reproduced in the 
Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS.

Brendan Cummings


Center for Biological 
Diversity

S-N-0007-13 Alternatives 4.1.2, 4.1.2.5.4, 
4.1.2.9

Please refer to Section 4.1.2 (population level effects discussion). NMFS has 
never applied a 180 dB injury threshold to tactical mid-frequency or high 
frequency active sources used in training exercises.  Please see Section 
4.1.2. for a definition of sound levels that might result in physical injury. The 
referenced 228 humpback whale exposures to levels between 195 dB and 
215 dB, are associated with TTS, which is considered Level B harassment, 
not injury.  Once the mitigation measures are implemented, the Navy 
anticipates mitigation will significantly reduce this number (see Section 
4.1.2.5.4).  As described in 4.1.2.5.4, the Navy estimates that no more than 
three animals total will be exposed to sound levels resulting in physical injury; 
however, these takes are not anticipated to occur when mitigation measures 
are implemented.   NMFS does not anticipate mortality as a result of the  
MFA sonar use.  Please see Section 4.1.2.9 for a discussion of mortality 
authorization.

S-N-0007-17 Alternatives 4.1.2 In 2004, Congress amended MMPA concerning the kinds of behavioral 
impacts that should be regulated as harassments. These amendments do 
not require that the NMFS choose the most precautionary variables.  Navy 
and NMFS are currently applying these requirements regarding Military 
Readiness Activities and biologically significant impacts to marine mammals, 
a science-based approach.  The federal case cited in the comment, 
Committee for Humane Legislation, Inc. v. Richardson, 510 F.2d 1141, 1150 
(D.C. Cir. 1976), is not applicable for the reasons discussed above and 
because the Richardson case involved a regulatory framework for the 
commercial fishing industry, not military readiness activities.

S-N-0007-14 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.10.2, 4.1.2.9 A quantitative analysis that addressed all species has been provided.  In 
addition, Section 4.1.2.4.10.2 specifically provides a qualitative assessment 
of  MFA sonar and its potential effects on beaked whales. For a discussion 
for the rationale for requesting marine mammal mortality takes, please see 
Section 4.1.2.9.

S-N-0007-16 Policy/NEPA Process The primary purpose of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/OEIS was to provide 
additional information regarding the analytical methodology used to evaluate 
the effects of MFA sonar on marine mammals.  A Final EIS/OEIS has been 
prepared that incorporates comments on both the Supplement to the Draft 
EIS/OEIS and the Draft EIS/OEIS.  The Final EIS/OEIS contains substantial 
changes.

S-N-0007-15 Alternatives 4.1.2.4.6 Additional information regarding the Hawaiian Monk Seal has been added to 
Section 4.1.2.4.6.
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Brooke Porter


Pacific Whale Foundation

S-N-0009-1 Alternatives Takes may be authorized as long as negligible impact occurs.

S-N-0009-4 Alternatives Thank you for your comment.

S-N-0009-3 Program Thank you for your comment.

S-N-0009-2 Alternatives 5 The study referenced was in regard to Low Frequency Active (LFA) sonar, 
which is not part of Proposed Action.  LFA sonar is, however, discussed in 
Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts.

Judy Walker S-N-0008-2 Biological Resources 
- Marine

3.0, 4.0 Information regarding the humpback whale and the Hawaiian Islands 
Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary was provided in Sections 3.0 
and 4.0 of the Draft EIS/OEIS and expanded in the Final EIS/OEIS.  See 
response to Comment S-N-0008-1 regarding references in the Supplement 
to the Draft EIS/OEIS.

S-N-0008-5 Alternatives 4.1.2 Not enough applicable behavioral response data exists to develop a risk 
function specifically for pinnipeds and MFA sonar.  However, based on the 
overall body of behavioral data for other sources that do exist and data 
relating to the received levels associated with pinniped threshold shifts, 
NMFS believes that pinnipeds will likely behaviorally respond to MFA sonar 
in a manner NMFS would classify as harassment at slightly higher levels 
than odontocetes.  Therefore, in the absence of representative data, the 
application of the odontocete curve to pinnipeds is considered a conservative 
interim approach that is appropriate until more representative data becomes 
available.  The Navy and NMFS developed the Hawaiian Monk Seal data as 
best available.

S-N-0008-4 Alternatives 4.1.2, 6.0 Details on the development of the model are provided in Section 4.1.2.  As 
described in Section 6, Navy will continue to fund research in regards to 
further developing and enhancing marine mammal modeling.

S-N-0008-3 Policy/NEPA Process 1.7.1, 13.0, 14.0 NEPA requires an interdisciplinary approach to analysis. EISs are therefore 
prepared using a wide range of subject matter experts whose expertise may 
have been acquired either through formal education or years of experience.  
The professionals preparing this EIS/OEIS (including the marine mammal 
sections) have either lived and worked as environmental scientists in Hawaii 
or have been conducting environmental projects in Hawaii for many years. 
The Navy solicited comments, encouraged input, and sought advice from  
Agencies, organizations, and individuals in Hawaii, throughout the 
environmental impact analysis process (see Sections 1.7.1, 13.0 and 14.0 of 
the EIS/OEIS).  Most consultants provide multiple services to their DOD 
clients. Given the rigorous environment of government contracting, NEPA 
does not view this as a conflict of interest.
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