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PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY (PMRF) ENHANCED CAPABILITY
Lead Agency: U.S. Department of the Navy

Cooperating Agencies: U.S. Army; U.S. Air Force; Department of Energy; Defense Special
Weapons Agency; Ballistic Missile Defense Organization

Proposed Action: Pacific Missile Range Facility Enhanced Capabilities

. Affected Jurisdictions: Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai County, Hawaii; Makaha Ridge,
Kauai County, Hawaii; Kokee Park, Kauai County, Hawaii; Kamokala Magazines, Kauai
County, Hawaii; Port Allen, Kauai County, Hawaii; Niihau, Kauai County, Hawaii; Kaula,
Honolulu County, Hawaii; Maui Space Surveillance System, Maui County, Hawaii; Kaena
Point, Honolulu County, Hawaii; Wheeler Network Segment Control, Honolulu County,
Hawaii; DOE Communication Sites, Kauai and Honolulu counties, Hawaii. Both Tern Island,
Honolulu County, Hawaii; and Johnston Atoll have been eliminated.

Inquiries on this document may be directed to: Ms. Vida Mossman, Pacific Missile Range
Facility, P.O. Box 128, Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii 96752-0128, (808) 335-4740

Designation: Final Environmental Impact Statement

. Abstract: This EIS was prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), Hawaii Revised Statutes, and Executive Order 12114, Environmental Effects
Abroad of Major Federal Actions. Two alternatives—the No-action Alternative and the
Proposed Action—were analyzed in this EIS. The No-action Alternative is the continuation of
existing range and land-based training and operations; existing research and development
test and evaluation; and ongoing base operations and maintenance at PMRF. The Proposed
Action, the Preferred Alternative, would result in the continuation of PMRF existing activities
and enhancement of the capabilities of PMRF that would allow theater ballistic missile
defense (TBMD) testing and training and theater missile defense (TMD) testing. The
enhancement would include upgrading existing radar and communications and constructing
and operating additional missile launch sites, sensors and instrumentation facilities, and a
missile storage magazine. The Proposed Action would also include the revision to an
existing restrictive easement for 28 years over State of Hawaii land to allow the U.S.
Government to clear a ground hazard area during missile launch activities. The locations
where activities would occur are listed in Item d above.

This EIS addresses the potential environmental impacts that would result from activities that
would occur under the No-action Alternative and Proposed Action. Environmental resource
topics evaluated include air quality, airspace, biological resources, cultural resources,
geology and soils, hazardous materials and hazardous waste, health and safety, land use,
noise, socioeconomics, transportation, utilities, visual and aesthetics, water resources, the
ocean area, and environmental justice. The potential cumulative effects of each of these
resources were also evaluated.
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B.S.B.A., 1995, Management Information Systems, University of Alabama in Huntsville
Area of Responsibility: Graphics
Years of Experience: 1
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Rachel Jordan, Associate, EDAW, Inc.
B.S., 1972, Biology, Christopher Newport College
Area of Responsibility: Biological Resources
Years of Experience: 9

Edd V. Joy, Senior Associate, EDAW, Inc.
B.A., 1974, Geography, California State University, Northridge
Area of Responsibility: EIS Manager
Years of Experience: 24

Alexander E. Lee, Environmental Planner, SciComm, Inc.
B.A., 1992, Urban Planning, University of Maryland
Area of Responsibility: Technical Review
Years of Experience: 5

Tina R. Lemmond, Environmental Specialist, EDAW, Inc.
B.S., 1995, CivillEnvironmental Engineering, University of Alabama in Huntsville
Area of Responsibility: Noise
Years of Experience: 2

Alonzo Lopez, Senior Member of Technical Staff, Sandia National Laboratories
M.S., 1975, Electrical Engineering, Purdue University, Indiana
B.S., 1972, Electrical Engineering, New Mexico State University
Area of Responsibility: DOPAA
Years of Experience: 15

August C. Manguso, Vice President/General Manager, Stone Engineering Company
M.S., 1980, Industrial Engineering, University of Pittsburgh
B.S., 1972, United States Military Academy, West Point
Area of Responsibility: Public Information
Years of Experience: 26

Phil A. Meyer, President, Meyer Resources, Inc.
M.A., 1966, Resource Economics, University of California, Santa Barbara
B.A., 1962, Economics and Political Science, University of Victoria
Area of Responsibility: Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice
Years of Experience: 29

Joseph R. Mobley, Jr., Marine Mammal Research Consultants
Ph.D, 1984, University of Hawaii-Manoa
Area of Responsibility: Technical Review
Years of Experience: 17

Rickie Moon, Environmental Scientist, Teledyne Brown Engineering
M.S., 1997, Environmental Management, Samford University
B.S., 1977, Chemistry/Mathematics, Samford University
Area of Responsibility: Technical Review
Years of Experience: 13
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Paul E. Nachtigall, Independent Contractor
Ph.D., 1976, Biology, University of Hawalii
M.A., 1970, Biology, University of Hawaii
B.A., 1967, Biology, San Jose State University
Area of Responsibility: Marine Mammal Research
Years of Experience: 31

Wesley S. Norris, Senior Associate, EDAW, Inc.
B.A., 1976, Geology, Northern Arizona University
Area of Responsibility: Water Resources
Years of Experience: 18

Walter Odening, Independent Contractor
Ph.D., 1971, Botany (Ecology), Duke University
M.S., 1968, Biology, San Diego State University
B.S., 1963, Biology, San Diego State University
Area of Responsibility: Biological Resources
Years of Experience: 27

Paige Peyton, Senior Archaeologist, Manager, EARTH TECH
M.A., 1990, Anthropology, California State University, San Bernardino
B.A., 1987, Anthropology, California State University, San Bernardino
Area of Responsibility: Cultural Resources
Years of Experience: 15

Steve Scott, Principal, EDAW, Inc.
B.S., 1973, Geology, California State University, San Diego
Area of Responsibility: Geology and Soils
Years of Experience: 23

Irwin D. Smith, Consultant, Stone Engineering Company
B.S., 1958, Chemical Engineering, New Mexico State University
Area of Responsibility: Liquid Propellants
Years of Experience: 40

Thomas P. Tytula, Consultant, Stone Engineering Company
Ph.D., 1978, Systems Engineering, Operations Research, Applied Statistics, University
of Alabama in Huntsville
M.S.E., 1972, Operations Research, University of Alabama in Huntsville
B.S., 1960, Aeronautical Engineering, Auburn University
Area of Responsibility: Statistical Analysis
Years of Experience: 43

James L. Unmack, P.E., C.I.H., C.S.P., Senior Engineer, Westates EHS Services, Inc.
M.S.EE, 1966, Bioengineering, Santa Clara University
B.S., 1964 Electrical Engineering, University of California
Area of Responsibility.: Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Waste
Years of Experience: 31
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Edward Vaughn, Independent Contractor
B.A., 1965, Philosophy, University of Alabama
Area of Responsibility: EIS Public Affairs
Years of Experience: 28

Ellen Vogler, Senior Associate, EDAW, Inc.
M.C.P., 1982, City Planning, Georgia Institute of Technology
B.A., 1976, Political Science, University of Delaware
Area of Responsibility: EIS Public Affairs
Years of Experience: 14

Stephen R. Woodall, President and CEO, Strategic Synthesis, Ltd.,
Consultant, Teledyne Brown Engineering,
Adjunct Professor/Georgetown University, School of Foreign Service
Ph.D., 1985, World Politics, Catholic University of America
M.A., 1984, World Politics, Catholic University of America
M.S., 1978, Operations Research, Naval Postgraduate School
M.S., 1978, Applied Mathematics, Naval Postgraduate School
B.S., 1967, Mathematics, United States Naval Academy
Area of Responsibility: Missile System Operations, Testing; Missile Range Operations;
Range Safety
Years of Experience: 31

James E. Zielinski, Environmental Planner, EDAW, Inc.
B.S., 1984, Biology, University of Alabama in Birmingham
Area of Responsibility: QA/QC
Years of Experience: 12
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6.0 GLOSSARY

Abyssal—sea floor region characterized by darkness and temperatures between 2to 3°
Celsius.

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP)—a 19-member body appointed, in part,
by the President of the United States to advise the President and Congress, to coordinate the
actions of Federal agencies on matters relating to historic preservation, to comment on the
effects of such actions on historic and archaeological cultural resources, and to perform other
duties as required by law (Public Law 89-655; 16 USC 470). The advisory council is
responsible for implementing the National Historic Preservation Act.

Air Shed—a volume of air with boundaries chosen to facilitate determination of pollutant inflow
and outflow. Boundaries are often chosen so that major sources of air pollution lie within the
air shed.

Air Traffic Control—a service operated by appropriate authority to promote the safe, orderly,
and expeditious flow of air traffic.

Airfield—usually an active and/or inactive_airfield, or infrequently used landing strip, with or
without a hard surface, without FAA approved instrument approach procedures. An airfield
has no control tower, and is usually private.

Airport—usually an active airport with hard-surface runways of 3,000 feet or more, with FAA
approved instrument approach procedures regardless of runway length or composition. An
airport may or may not have a control tower. Airports may be public or private.

Airspace—the space lying above the earth or above a certain land or water area (such as the
Gulf-ef- MexicePacific Ocean); more specifically, the space lying above a nation and coming
under its jurisdiction.

Alluvium—a general term for clay, silt, sand, gravel, or similar unconsolidated material
deposited during comparatively recent geologic time by a stream or other body of running
water as a sorted or semi-sorted sediment in the bed of the stream or on its floodplain or delta,
or as a cone or fan at the base of a maintained slope.

Altitude Reservation—altitude reservation procedures are used as authorization by the
Central Altitude Reservation Function, an air traffic service facility, or appropriate air route
traffic control center, under certain circumstances, for airspace utilization under prescribed
conditions.

Aluminum Oxide (Al,03)—a common chemical component of missile exhaust. Under natural
conditions, the chemical is not a source of toxic aluminum; the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency has determined that nonfibrous A}Os, as found in solid rocket motor exhaust, is
nontoxic.
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Ambient Air Quality Standards—legal limitations on pollutant concentration levels allowed to
occur in the ambient air established by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency or state
agencies. Primary ambient air quality standards are designed to protect public health with an
adequate margin of safety. Secondary ambient air quality standards are designed to protect
public welfare-related values including property, materials, and plant and animal life.

Aquaculture—the cultivation of the natural produce of water, such as fish or shellfish.

Aquifer—a subsurface formation, group of formations, or part of a formation (eg., a huge,
underground reservoir) that contains sufficient saturated permeable material to conduct
groundwater and yield economical quantities of water to wells and springs.

Archaeology—a scientific approach to the study of human ecology, cultural history, prehistory
and cultural processes, emphasizing systematic interpretation of material remains.

Archipelago—an expanse of water with many scattered islands; a group of islands.
Artifact—any thing or item that owes its shape, form, or placement to human activity. In
archaeological studies, the term is applied to portable objects (e.g., tools and the by-products
of their manufacture).

Atoll—a coral island consisting of a reef surrounding a lagoon.

Attainment Area—a geographic area in which the quality of the air is better than Federal air
pollution standards.

A-weighted Sound Level (dBA)—a number representing the sound level which is frequency-
weighted according to a prescribed frequency response established by the American National
Standards Institute (ANSI S1.4-19711) and accounts for the response of the human ear.

Azimuth—a distance in angular degrees in a clockwise direction from the north point.

Basement Rock—rock generally with complex structure beneath the dominantly sedimentary
rocks.

Bedrock—the solid rock that underlies the soil and other unconsolidated material or that is
exposed at the surface.

Benthic Communities—of or having to do with populations of bottom-dwelling flora or fauna
of oceans, seas, or the deepest parts of a large body of water.

Benthic Zone—the bottom of the sea floor.
Benthos—the sea floor.

Bioaccumulation—building up of a substance, such as PCBs, in the systems of living
organisms (and thus, a food web) due to ready solubility in living tissues.

6-2 PMRF Enhanced Capability Final EIS



Biohazard—a biological agent or condition that constitutes a hazard to humans or the
environment or the hazard posed by such and agent or condition.

Biological Diversity—the complexity and stability of an ecosystem, described in terms of
species richness, species evenness, and the direct interaction between species such as
competition and predation.

Biomagnify—the intensifying of bioaccumulants in the tissues of organisms, which in turn
further increase in concentration as they ascend the levels of the food chain.

Brackish—slightly salty; applicable to waters whose saline content is intermediate between
that of streams and sea water.

Byssal Threads—adhesive, elastic filaments secreted by mussels and certain other bivalve
mollusks by which they adhere to hard substrates. Produced by a special byssal gland in the
foot, they are attached to byssal retractor muscles that can pull them into the animal (to allow
movement) or enable the threads to pull the mussel down close to the adhering surface. Also
known as byssus or beards.

Calcareous—containing calcium carbonate.
Caprock—a natural overlying rock layer that is usually hard to penetrate.

Carbon Dioxide (CO,)—a colorless, odorless, incombustible gas which is a product of
respiration, combustion, fermentation, decomposition and other processes, and is always
present in the atmosphere.

Carbon Monoxide (CO)—a colorless, odorless gas which is a by-product of the incomplete
combustion of organic fuels. In small amounts, it causes headaches, dizziness, fatigue, and
slow reactions; in large amounts, it can cause death.

Census Tract—a clearly define geographical area of several square miles within which every
resident is counted on the day of the census.

Cetacean—an order of aquatic, mostly marine, animals including the whales, dolphins,
porpoise, and related forms with large head, fishlike nearly hairless body, and paddle-shaped
forelimbs.

Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs)—a group of synthetic organic compounds composed of
chlorine, fluorine, carbon, and hydrogen used primarily as industrial solvents and refrigerants
(such as Freon). CFCs are stable, nontoxic, and easily liquified. CFCs undergo
decomposition through the action of ultraviolet radiation, producing chlorine radicals which
have been implicated in stratospheric ozone depletion.

Chronology—the science of arranging time in periods and ascertaining the dates and
historical order of past events.

Coastal Zone—a region beyond the littoral zone occupying the area near the coastline in
depths of water less than 50 meters (538.2 feet). The coastal zone typically extends from the
high tide mark on the land to the gently sloping, relatively shallow edge of the

PMRF Enhanced Capability Final EIS 6-3



continental shelf. The sharp increase in water depth at the edge of the continental shelf
separates the coastal zone from the offshore zone. Although comprising less than 10 percent
of the ocean’s area, this zone contains 90 percent of all marine species and is the site of most
large commercial marine fisheries. This may differ from the way the term “coastal zone” is
defined in the State Coastal Zone Management Program (HRS Chapter 205 A).

Community—an ecological collection of different plant and animal populations within a given
area or zone.

Continental Rise—a gently sloping surface at the base of the continental slope consisting of
deposited sediment.

Continental Shelf—a shallow submarine plain of varying width forming a border to a continent
and typically ending in a steep slope to the oceanic abyss.

Continental Slope—the steep slope that starts at the shelf break about 150 to 200 meters
(492 to 656 feet) and extends down to the continental rise of the deep ocean floor.

Controlled Airspace—airspace of defined dimensions within which air traffic control service is
provided to Instrument Flight Rules flights and to Visual Flight Rules flights in accordance with
the airspace classification. Controlled airspace is divided into five classes, dependent upon
location, use, and degree of control: Class A, B, C, D, and E.

Coral Reef—a calcareous organic area composed of solid coral and coral sand.

Cosmology—a branch of metaphysics that deals with the nature, or natural order, of the
universe.

Criteria Pollutants—the pollutants for which National Ambient Air Quality Standards exist.

Cultural Resource Component—a location or element within a settlement or subsistence
system. Archaeological sites may contain several components that reflect the use of the
locality by different groups in different time periods.

Culture—a group of people who share standards of behavior and have common ways of
interpreting the circumstances of their lives.

Current—a horizontal movement of water or air.

C-weighted—utilized to determine effects of high-intensity impulsive sound on human
populations, a scale providing unweighted sound levels over a frequency range of maximum
human sensitivity.

Danger Zone—an offshore area to protect submerged cables that is designated in accordance
with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers regulations into which entry by any craft is prohibited
except with the permission of the Commanding Officer, PMRF. See Code of Federal
Regulations, Title 33, Parts 204 to 225a.
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Decibel (dB)—the accepted standard unit of measure for sound pressure levels. Due to the
extremely large range of measurable sound pressures, decibels are expressed in a logarithmic
scale.

Direct Effects—immediate consequences of program activities. In economics, the initial
increase in employment and income resulting from program employment and material
purchases before the indirect effects of these changes are measured.

Direct Impact—effects resulting solely from program implementation.

District—National Register of Historic Places designation of a geographically defined area
(urban or rural) possessing a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites,
structures, or objects united by past events (theme) or aesthetically by plan of physical
development.

Dune Land—hills and ridges of sand-size particles (derived predominantly from coral and
seashells) drifted and piled by the wind. These dunes are actively shifting or are so recently
fixed or stabilized that no soil horizons develop; their surface typically consists of loose sand.

Easement—a right of privilege (agreement) that a person or organization may have over
another’s property; an interest in land owned by another that entitles the holder of the
easement to a specific limited use.

Ecosystem—all the living organisms in a given environment with the associated non-living
factors.

Effects—a change in an attribute, which can be caused by a variety of events, including those
that result from program attributes acting on the resource attribute (direct effect); those that do
not result directly from the action or from the attributes of other resources acting on the
attribute being studied (indirect effect); those that result from attributes of other programs or
other attributes that change because of other programs (cumulative effects); and those that
result from natural causes (for example, seasonal change).

Electromagnetic Radiation (EMR)—energy transfer by waves having both electric and
magnetic properties.

Electronic Countermeasures (ECM)—includes both active jamming and passive techniques.
Active jamming includes noise jamming to suppress hostile radars and radios, and deception
jamming, intended to mislead enemy radars. Passive ECM includes the use of chaff to mask
targets with multiple false echoes, as well as the reduction of radar sighatures through the use
of radar-absorbent materials and other stealth technologies.

En Route Airways—a low-altitude (up to, but not including 5,486.4 meters [18,000 feet] mean
sea level) airway based on a center line that extends from one navigational aid or intersection
to another navigational aid (or through several navigational aids and intersections) specified
for that airway.
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En Route Jet Routes—high altitude (above 18,000 feet mean sea level) airway based on a
center line that extends from one navigational aid or intersection to another navigational aid (or
through several navigational aids and intersections) specified for that airway.

Endangered Species—an organism threatened with extinction throughout all or a significant
portion of its range.

Endemic—plants or animals that are native or limited to a certain region.

Environmental Justice—fair treatment for people of all races, cultures, and incomes,
regarding the development of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. Concern that
minority populations and/or low-income populations bear a disproportionate amount of adverse
health and environmental effects led to the 1994 issuance of Executive Order 12898, focusing
Federal agency attention on these issues.

Ethnography—the study and systematic recording of human cultures and/or the descriptive
works produced from such research.

Exotic—not native to an area.

Explosive Ordnance Disposal (EOD)—the process of recovering and neutralizing domestic
and foreign conventional, nuclear and chemical/biological ordnance and improvised explosive
devices; a procedure in Explosive Ordnance Management.

Explosive Safety Quantity-Distance (ESQD)—the amount of explosives material and
distance separation relationships providing defined types of protection. These relationships
are based on levels of risk considered acceptable for the stipulated exposures.

Fathom—a unit of length equal to 1.8 meters (6 feet); used to measure the depth of water.

Feature—in archaeology, a non-portable portion of an archaeological site, including such
facilities as fire pits, storage pits, stone circles, or foundations.

Federal-Candidate Species—taxa for which the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has on file
sufficient information on biological vulnerability and threat(s) to support proposals to list them
as endangered or threatened species.

Feral—having escaped from domestication and become wild.

Flight Termination—action taken in certain post-launch situations, such as a missile veering
off of its predicted flight corridor; accomplished by stopping the propulsive thrust of a rocket
motor via explosive charge. At this point, the missile continues along its current path, falling to
earth under gravitational influence.

Free Flight—a joint initiative of the aviation industry and the Federal Aviation Administration to
allow aircraft to take advantage of advanced satellite voice and data communication to provide
faster and more reliable transmission to enable reductions in vertical, lateral, and longitudinal
separation of aircraft, more direct flights and tracts, and
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faster altitude clearance. It will allow pilots, whenever practicable, to choose their own route
and file a flight plan that follows the most efficient and economical route, rather than following
the published preferred instrument flight rules routes.

Freon—a trademark name for various CFCs; used as a refrigerant or aerosol propellant.

Greenhouse Effect—global atmospheric warming trend caused primarily by rising
concentrations of carbon dioxide from the burning of fossil fuels.

Ground Hazard Area—the land area contained in an modified 3,048-meter (10,000-foot)
maximum arc within which all-debris from a terminated launch will fall. The ground hazard area
is the land area within which all potentially hazardous debris resulting from a missle
malfunction during the launch phase will be contained. This potentially hazardous debris
includes inert debris impacting the earth with a kinetic energy equal to or greater than 11 foot-
pounds. The dimensions of the ground hazard area are based on anlyses that determine the
bounds of potential errant trajectories, establish flight termination criteria (if applicable), and
categorize debris resulting from vehicle breakup. To ensure that a violation of the ground
hazard area does not occur, the winds wil be measured prior to launch, and their effect on the
debris evaluated. The arc for a Strategic Target System launch is described such that the
radius is approximately 3,048 meters (10,000 feet) to the northeast, 2,774 meters (9,100 feet)
to the east, and 2,743 meters (9,000 feet) to the south. For the Vandal launch, the arc is
1,829 meters (6,000 feet).

Gyre—a large circulation of oceanic water which often has a stagnant central area. Gyre
rotate clockwise in the northern hemisphere andanticounterclockwise in the southern
hemisphere.

Halon—a group of synthetic organic compounds composed of fluorine and other halogens
(such as bromine), carbon, and hydrogen, and used primarily for fire suppression; implicated in
stratospheric ozone depletion.

Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)—other pollutants, in addition to those addressed by the
NAAQS, that present the threat of adverse effects to human health or to the environment as
covered by Title Ill of the Clean Air Act. Incorporates, but is not limited to, the pollutants
controlled by the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
program.

Hazardous Material (HAZMAT)—generally, a substance or mixture of substances capable of
either causing or significantly contributing to an increase in mortality or an increase in serious
irreversible or incapacitating reversible iliness; it may pose a threat, or substantial present or
potential risk to human health or the environment. HAZMAT use is regulated by the
Department of Transportation, the Occupational Safety and Health Administration, and the
Emergency Right-to-Know Act.

Heiaus—the temple platforms, shrines, and enclosures that Hawaiians constructed for
purposes of worship. Built on carefully fitted stones and considered sacred ground, heiaus
contained assorted buildings for various religious rites practiced by the various kahuna (sacred
priests and priestesses). Most heiaus were damaged in 1819 with the overthrow of the ancient
religion and kapu system; however, several have been restored.
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Home Lands—as required by the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act (passed by Congress in
1921), areas set aside for the state to lease residential, farm, and pastoral homestead lots for
$1 per year to native Hawaiians.

Hydraulic Conductivity—the rate in gallons per day water flow through a cross section of one
square foot under a unit hydraulic gradient, at the prevailing temperature.

Hydrazine—a colorless, fuming, corrosive, hygroscopic (moisture-absorbing) liquid used in jet
and rocket fuels.

Hydrochloric Acid (HCI)—a common chemical component of missile exhaust believed to
injure plant leaves and affect wildlife.

Hydrographic Notice, Pacific (HYDROPAC)—a special notice to mariners (NOTMAR)
containing information concerning the establishment, condition, or change to any components
or hazards in the Maritime System which defines an urgent notice of hazards to navigation in
the Pacific and Indian oceans.

Hydrology—the science dealing with the properties, distribution, and circulation of water on
the face of the land (surface water) and in the soil and underlying rocks (groundwater).

Hydrophone—an instrument for listening to sound transmitted through water.

Immediately Dangerous to Life and Health (IDLH)—defined for the purpose of respirator
selection, this level represents the maximum concentration from which, in the event of
respirator failure, one could escape within 30 minutes without experiencing any escape-
impairing or irreversible health effects.

Important Agricultural Land —as identified by the Hawaii Department of Agriculture,land
other than Prime or Unique Agricultural Land that is also of statewide or local importance for
agricultural use.

Incidental Taking Permit—a permit required by the Endangered Species Act ifthe possibility
exists for a “taking” if such taking is incidental to, and not the purpose of, the carrying out of an
otherwise lawful activity. Section 10 incidental taking permits are issued at the discretion of
the Secretary of the Interior or Secretary of Commerce, but only if the permit applicant submits
a habitat conservation plan.

Indirect employment—employment resulting from the purchases of workers who are directly
working on a specified program. Includes any subsequent employment arising from the
increase in purchases in the area.

Indurated—rendered hard, as in dunes where surface sand is loose, but subsurface areas
become increasingly compact (see lithified).

Inhibited Red Fuming Nitric Acid (IRFNA) —a liquid hypergolic propellant utilized as an
oxidizer (as in the Lance). This reddish-brown acid is highly corrosive, spontaneously reacting
with UDMH and certain other organic substances. It also dissolves in water, and care must be
taken regarding its induced boiling effects. Its highly toxic, characteristically pungent vapors
irritate skin and eyes.
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Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) —rules governing the procedures for conducting instrument
flight; it is a term used by pilots and controllers to indicate type of flight plan.

Interpretive Trail—a guided or self-guided nature walk, designed to attract interest and
communicate an understanding of the environment in which it is located (including, where
appropriate, the effects of human activity).

Isobath—the line on a marine map or chart joining points of equal depth, usually in fathoms
below mean sea level.

Lamina—unit layer or sheet of a sediment in which the stratification planes are one centimeter
or less apart. Laminae need not be parallel to bedding.

Leina-a-ka-uhane—as identified in traditional Hawaiian religious cosmology, a place
(generally cliffs or seacoast promontories) from which the spirits of the dead plunge into
eternity and are divided into one of three spiritual realms the realm of the wandering spirits;
the realm of the ancestral spirits; or the realm of the endless night.

Lithified—the conversion of a newly deposited sediment into an indurated rock.

Littoral Zone—occupies the space between high and low tide, and is often referred to as the
intertidal zone; found closest to the coastal fringe and thus only occurring in shallow depths.

Loam—a loose soil composed of a mixture of clay, silt, sand, and organic matter.

Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS)—presents information, required under Occupational
Safety and Health Act standards, on a chemical's physical properties, health effects, and use
precautions.

Medical Evacuation (MEDIVAC)—emergency services, typically aerial, designed to remove
the wounded or severely ill to medical facilities.

Migration—repeated departure and return of individuals and their offspring to and from an
area.

Military Operations Area (MOA)—an airspace assignment of defined vertical and lateral
dimensions established outside positive control area to separate or segregate certain military
activities.

Military Training Routes—airspace of defined vertical fixes and lateral dimensions
established for the conduct of military flight training at air speeds in excess of 250 knots.

Mitigation—a method or action to reduce or eliminate adverse environmental impacts. Such
measures may avoid impacts by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; minimize
impacts by limiting the magnitude of an action; rectify impacts by restoration measures; reduce
or eliminate impacts over time by preservation or maintenance measures during the action; or
compensate for impacts by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments.
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National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) —as set by the Environmental Protection
Agency under Section 109 of the Clean Air Act, nationwide standards for limiting
concentrations of certain widespread airborne pollutants to protect public health with an
adequate margin of safety (primary standards) and to protect public welfare, including plant
and animal life, visibility and materials (secondary standards). Currently, six pollutants are
regulated by primary and secondary NAAQS: carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, ozone,
particulate matter, and sulfur dioxide (see Criteria Pollutants).

National Register Eligible Property —property that has been determined eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places listing by the Secretary of the Interior, or one that has not
yet gone through the formal eligibility determination process but which meets the National
Register of Historic Places criteria for section review purposes; eligible properties are treated
as if they were already listed.

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) —the Federal inventory of known historic
properties worthy of preservation. The NationalRegister is administered by the National Park
Service on behalf of the Secretary of the Interior; its listings include buildings, structures, sites,
objects, and districts possessing historic, architectural, engineering, archaeological, or cultural
significance. Properties listed are not limited to those of national significance; most are
significant primarily at the regional, state, or local level.

National Wildlife Refuge—a part of the national network of refuges and wetlands managed by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in order to provide, preserve, and restore lands and waters
sufficient in size, diversity and location to meet society's needs for areas where the widest
possible spectrum of benefits associated with wildlife and wildlands is enhanced and made
available. This includes 504 wildlife refuges nationwide encompassing 92 million acres and
ranging in size from one-half acre to thousands of square miles. Dedicated to protecting
wildlife and their habitat, U.S. refuges encompass numerous ecosystems and are home to a
wide variety of fauna, including large numbers of migratory birds and some 215 threatened or
endangered species.

Native Vegetation—often referred to as indigenous, these are plants living or growing
naturally in a given region without agricultural or cultivational efforts.

Nekton—animals that can swim freely in the ocean, such as fish, squid, and marine mammals.
Most nektonic animals live near the sea surface (where food is plentiful), but many live in the
deep ocean areas.

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)—gases formed primarily by fuel combustion and which contribute to
the formation of acid rain. In the presence of sunlight, hydrocarbons and NQ combine to form
ozone, a major constituent of photochemical smog.

Nitrogen Tetroxide—a dark brown, fuming liquid or gas with a pungent, acrid odor, utilized in
rocket fuels.

Nonpoint Source Pollution—diffuse pollution; that is, from a combination of sources; typically
originates from rain and melted snow flowing over the land (runoff). As runoff contacts the
land's surface, it picks up many pollutants in its path: sediment, oil and grease, road salt,
fertilizers, pesticides, nutrients, toxics, and other contaminants. Runoff
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also originates from irrigation water used in agriculture and on landscapes. Other types of
nonpoint pollution include changes to the natural flow of water in stream channels or wetlands.

Offshore Zone—the ocean area at a depth between 50 and 200 meters (164 and 656 feet) off
the land masses.

Ordnance—military supplies including weapons, ammunition, combat vehicles, and
maintenance equipment.

Otto Fuel—a torpedo fuel.

Ozone (0Oz)—a highly reactive form of oxygen that is the predominant component of
photochemical smog and an irritating agent to the respiratory system. Ozone is not emitted
directly into the atmosphere but results from a series of chemical reactions between oxidant
precursors (NOx and VOCS) in the presence of sunlight.

Ozone Layer—a naturally occurring layer of ozone 11.3 to 48.3 kilometers (7 to 30 miles)
above the earth's surface (in the stratosphere) which filters out the sun's harmful ultraviolet
radiation. It is not affected by photochemical smog found in the lower atmosphere, nor is there
any mixing between ground level ozone and ozone in the upper atmosphere.

Paleontological Resources—fossilized organic remains from past geological periods.

Particulate Matter, Fine Respirable—finely divided solids or liquids less than 10 microns in
diameter which, when inhaled, remain lodged in the lungs and contribute to adverse health
effects.

Particulate Matter, Total Suspended—finely divided solids or liquids ranging from about 0.1
to 50 microns in diameter which comprise the bulk of the particulate matter mass in the
atmosphere.

Payload—any non-nuclear and possibly propulsive object or objects, weighing up to 272.2
kilograms (600 pounds), which are carried above the Strategic Target System third stage.

Pelagic Zone—commonly referred to as the open ocean.

Peninsula—a portion of land nearly surrounded by water and generally connected with a
larger body by an isthmus, although the isthmus is not always well defined.

pH—a measure of the acidity or alkalinity of a solution, numerically equal to 7 for neutral
solutions, increasing with increasing alkalinity and decreasing with increasing acidity.

Photic Zone—marine plants and plant-like organisms can live only in the sunlit surface waters
of the ocean, which extends to only about 100 meters (330 feet) below the surface.

Photochemical Reactivity—chemical reactions initiated by sunlight.
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Photosynthesis—the plant process by which water and carbon dioxide are used to
manufacture energy-rich organic compounds in the presence of chlorophyll and energy from
sunlight.

Physiography—geography dealing with the exterior physical features and changes of the
earth (also known as physical geography).

Phytoplankton—plant-like organisms that drift with the ocean currents, with little ability to
move through the water on their own. Predominately one-celled, phytoplankton float in the
photic zone, where they obtain sunlight and nutrients, and serve as food for zooplankton and
certain larger marine animals.

Plankton—free-floating, usually minute, organisms of the sea; includes larvae of benthic
species.

Pliocene—of, relating to, or being the latest epoch of the Tertiary Period or the corresponding
system of rocks; following the Pleistocene and prior to the Miocene.

PM-10—a standard for measuring the amount of solid or liquid matter suspended in the
atmosphere, this refers to the amount of particulate matter less than or equal to 10
micrometers in diameter. The smaller PM-10 particles penetrate to the deeper portions of the
lungs, affecting sensitive population groups such as children and people with respiratory or
cardiac diseases.

Population Density—the average number of individuals, organisms, or units per unit of space
or area.

Potable Water—water that is safe to drink.

Potential Hazardous Debris—inert debris impacting the earth with a kinetic energy equal to or
greater than 11 foot-pounds.

Power Law—a mathematical function that equals the product of a constant and a power of the
independent variable. For example, an 8-hour average concentration can be estimated from a
30-minute average or a 1-hour average concentration by using the power law relationship,
X=kt®*. The method is more reliable for shorter than for longer time periods, and for
continuous than for instantaneous sources.

Prehistoric—the period of time before written records and before Europeans entered an area.

Prime Agricultural Land—as identified by the Hawaii Department of Agriculture,land that has
the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to produce sustained high yields
of crops economically when treated and managed according to modern farming methods.

Remediation—all necessary actions to investigate and clean up any known or suspected
discharge or threatened discharge of contaminants, including without limitation: preliminary
assessment, site investigations, remedial investigations, remedial alternative analyses and
remedial actions.
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Restricted Area—airspace of defined dimensions, identified on the surface of the earth within
which the flight or aircraft, while not wholly prohibited, is subject to restriction. Activities within
these areas must be confined, because of their nature, or limitations imposed upon aircraft
operations that are not part of these activities, or both. Restricted Areas denote the existence
of unusual, often invisible, hazards to aircraft such as artillery firing, aerial gunnery, or guided
missiles.

Ruderal Vegetation—weedy and commonly introduced flora growing where natural
vegetational cover has been interrupted or disturbed by man.

Runoff—the portion of precipitation on land that ultimately reaches streams, often with
dissolved or suspended materials.

Safety Easement—a recorded right of use by the United States over property of the State of
Hawaii to limit exposure to safety hazards.

Safety Zone—water and shore areas that are designated, in accordance with U.S. Coast
Guard regulations, as a limited access area when necessary for the protection of any vessel,
structure, water, and shore area from a safety hazard. See Code of Federal Regulations, Title
33, Chapter I, Subchapter P, Part 165.

Saline—consisting of or containing salt.

Sampling—the selection of a portion of a study area or population, the analysis of which is
intended to permit generalization of the entire population. In archaeology, samples are often
used to reduce the amount of land area covered in a survey or the number of artifacts
analyzed from a site. Statistical sampling is generally preferred since it is possible to specify
the bias or probability of error in the results, but judgmental or intuitive samples are sometimes
used.

Seamount—a peeked, underwater mountain that rises at least 1,000 meters (3,281 feet)
above the ocean floor.

Seawall—a wall or embankment to protect the shore from erosion or to act as a breakwater.

Sensitive Receptor—an organism or population of organisms sensitive to alterations of some
environmental factor (such as air quality or sound waves) that undergo specific effects when
exposed to such alteration.

Shield Volcano—a broad, gently sloping volcanic cone of flat domicil shape, usually several
tens of hundreds of square miles in extent, built chiefly of overlapping and interfingering
basaltic lava flows.

Short-Term Public Exposure Guidance Level (SPEGL)—an acceptable concentration for
unpredicted, single, short-term, emergency exposure of the general public, as published by the
National Research Council.
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Simulators—include radar emission simulating sets designed to simulate a radar threat, and
by varying the signature (frequency, pulse width, pulse repetition interval, and scan type) of
radars, can simulate up to 10 or so different radars.

Site—in archaeology, any location where human beings have altered the terrain or have
discarded artifacts.

Soil Permeability—the capacity of a soil horizon to transmit air or water. Terms used to
describe permeability include very slow, slow, moderately slow, moderate, moderately rapid,
rapid, and very rapid.

Special Use Airspace—consists of several types of airspace used by the military to meet its
particular needs. Special use airspace consists of that airspace wherein activities must be
confined because of their nature, or wherein limitations are imposed upon aircraft operations
that are not a part of these activities, or both. Special use airspace, except for Control Firing
Areas, are chartered on instrument flight rules or visual flight rules charts and include hours of
operation, altitudes, and the controlling agency.

Species—a taxonomic category ranking immediately below a genus and including closely
related, morphologically similar individuals which actually or potentially interbreed.

Stormwater—runoff produced during storms, generally diverted by rain spouts and stormwater
sewerage systems. Stormwater has the potential to be polluted by such sources as yard
trimmings and pesticides. A stormwater outfall refers to the mouth of a drain or sewer that
channels this runoff.

Stratosphere—the atmosphere between altitudes of approximately 10 kilometers (6.2 miles) at
the poles or 15 kilometers (9.3 miles) at the equator to a height of 50 kilometers (31 miles).

Subsistence Economy—a community, usually based on farming and/or fishing, that provides
all or most of the basic goods required by its members for survival, usually without any
significant surplus for sale.

Subspecies—a geographically defined grouping of local populations which differs
taxonomically from similar subdivisions of species.

Substratum—the part of the soil beneath the solum, the upper part of the soil profile in which
the process of soil formation are active and living roots and other plant and animal life
characteristic of the soil are largely confined.

Surface Collection—systematic mapping and removal of artifacts from a site by means not
involving excavation.

Taking—to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shout, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt
to engage in any such conduct. Taking can involve harming the habitat of an endangered

species.

Theater Missile Defense—W.ithin the Department of Defense, the Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization (BMDO) is responsible for managing, directing, and executing the Ballistic
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Missile Defense (BMD) Program. The program focuses on three areas: Theater Missile
Defense (TMD), National Missile Defense (NMD), and advanced ballistic missile defense
technologies. TMD is the ability of the United States to defend its armed forces deployed
abroad and its friends and allies against hostile missile attack in any theater of operatios. In
this context, a theater is a geographical area of military operations outside the United States.
A theater missile is a ballistic missile (for example, a Scud-type missile), cruise missile, or air-
to-surface quided missile launched and directed aganst a target location within a theater of

operations.

Theater Ballistic Missile Defense (TBMD) is the Navy portion of the overall TMD program and
is the ability of the U.S. Navy to defend U.S. forces deployed abroad, as well as U.S. friends
and allies, against hostile missile attack.

Thermocline—a thin, narrow region in a thermally stratified body of water which separates
warmer, oxygen-rich surface water from cold, oxygen-poor deep water and in which
temperature decreases rapidly with depth. In tropical latitudes, the thermocline is present as a
permanent feature and is located 200 to 1,000 feet (61 to 305 meters) below the surface.

Threatened Species—plant and wildlife species likely to become endangered in the
foreseeable future.

Threshold Limit Value-Ceiling (TLV-C)—a guideline for occupational exposure to airborne
substances that is published by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial
Hygienists. This concentration should not be exceeded during any part of the working
exposure.

Threshold Limit Value-Time-Weighted Average (TLV-TWA)—a guideline for occupational
exposure to airborne substances that is published by the American Conference of
Governmental Industrial Hygienists. It is the time-weighted average concentration for a normal
8-hour workday and a 40-hour workweek, to which nearly all workers may be repeatedly
exposed, day after day, without adverse effect.

Trade Winds—winds blowing almost constantly in one direction. Especially a wind blowing
almost continually from the equator from the northeast in the belt between the northern horse
latitudes and the doldrums and from the southeast in the belt between the southern horse
latitudes and the doldrums.

Trench—a narrow, steep-sided underwater canyon associated with the abyssal sea floor
region.

Tropopause—the region at the top of the troposphere, the lowest, densest part of the earth’s
atmosphere in which most weather changes occur, and which separates it from the
stratosphere above.

Troposphere—the atmosphere from ground level to an altitude of 10 to 15 kilometers (6.2 to
9.3 miles) (see stratosphere).
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Tsunami—a great sea wave produced by a submarine earthquake or volcanic eruption.
Commonly misnamed tidal wave.

Ultraviolet (UV) Radiation —a portion of the electromagnetic spectrum with wavelengths
shorter than those of visible light and longer than those of X-rays.

Uncontrolled Airspace—airspace of defined dimensions in which no air traffic control services
to either instrument flight rules or visual flight rules aircraft will be provided, other than possible
traffic advisories when the air traffic control workload permits and radio communications can
be established.

Understory—a vegetal layer growing near the ground and beneath the canopy of a taller
layer.

Unique and Sensitive Habitats —areas of special importance to regional wildlife populations
or protected species that have other important biological characteristics (for example, wintering
habitats, nesting areas, and wetlands).

Unsymmetrical Dimethyl Hydrazine (UDMH) —a liquid hypergolic propellant utilized as a
missile fuel (as in the Lance); clear and colorless, UDMH has a sharp ammonia-like or fishy
odor, is toxic when inhaled, absorbed through the skin, or taken internally. It is dissolvable in
water, but not sensitive to shock or friction; however, when in contact with IRFNA, or any other
oxidizing material, spontaneous ignition occurs. In addition, UDMH vapors greater than 2
percent in air can be detonated by electric spark or open flame.

Upwelling —the replenishing process of upward movement to the surface of marine often
nutrient-rich lower waters (a boon to plankton growth), especially along some shores due to the
offshore drift of surface water as from the action of winds and the Coriolis force.

Viewshed—Total area seen within the cone of vision from a single observer position, or
vantage point; a collection of viewpoints with optimal linear paths of visibility.

Visual Flight Rules (VFR)—rules that govern the procedures for conducting flight under visual
conditions; they are used by pilots and controllers to indicate type of flight plan.

Visual Sensitivity—the degree of the public interest in a visual resource and concern over
adverse changes to its quality. Visual sensitivity exists in areas where views are rare, unique,
or in other ways special, such as remote or pristine environments.

Volatile Organic Compound (VOC)—one of a group of chemicals that react in the
atmosphere with nitrogen oxides in the presence of heat and sunlight to form ozone; it does
not include methane and other compounds determined by the Environmental Protection
Agency to have negligible photochemical reactivity. Examples of volatile organic compounds
include gasoline fumes and oil-based paints.

Warning Area—airspace of defined dimensions that may contain hazards to non-participating
aircraft in international airspace. Though the activities conducted within Warning Areas may
be as hazardous as those in Restricted Areas, Warning Areas cannot be legally designated as
Restricted Areas because they are over international waters.
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Water Table—the highest part of the soil or underlying rock material that is wholly saturated
with water.

Wetlands—Iands or areas that either contain much soil moisture or are inundated by surface
or groundwater with a frequency sufficient to support a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life
that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction.
Wetlands generally include such areas as bogs, marshes, mud and tidal flats, sloughs, river
overflows, seeps, springs, or swamps.

Yearly Average Day-Night Sound Level (LDN)—utilized in evaluating long-term
environmental impacts from noise, this is an annual mean of the day-night sound level.

Zooplankton—animals that drift with the ocean currents, with little ability to move through the
water on their own, ranging from one-celled organisms to jellyfish up to 1.8 meters (6 feet)
wide. Zooplankton live in both surface and deep waters of the ocean; crustaceans make up
about 70 percent. While some float about freely throughout their lives, many spend only the
early part of their lives as plankton.
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7.0 CONSULTATION COMMENTS AND
RESPONSES (SCOPING)

The Notice of Intent to prepare the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Enhancing the
Capability of the Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai, HI to conduct missile defense testing
and training activities was published in The Environmental Notice by the Office of
Environmental Quality Control and in the Federal Register on 23 May 1997. Publication of the
Preparation Notice (PN) for State of Hawaii Actions Related to Enhancing the Capabilities of
the Pacific Missile Range Facility EIS began the comment period for the EIS. Agencies listed
below were sent a copy of the EIS PN for review. Agencies and organizations commenting on
the EIS PN or scoping issues are denoted by an asterisk next to their names. Copies of letters
from agencies, etc. are provided in the end portion of this chapter, in a numerical arrangement.
Refer to table 7-1 for an index of comment letters and their corresponding page number.

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Ballistic Missile Defense Organization, BMDO/D, Lt. General Lester L.Lyles

Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Army, Environmental, Safety, and Occupational Health,
Mr. Raymond Fatz

Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force, Environmental, Safety, and Occupational Health,
Mr. Thomas W. L. McCall, Jr. (SAF/MIQ)

Environmental Protection Agency, Pacific Islands Contact Office, Manager

Federal Aviation Administration, Environmental Office (ATA-300), Air Traffic Environmental
Program Division, Mr. Bill Marx

Hawaii Representative Neil Abercrombie

Hawaii Representative Patsy Mink

Hawaii Senator Daniel Akaka

Hawaii Senator Daniel Inouye

Headquarters U.S. Army Pacific

Naval Base Pearl Harbor, Commander

President’s Council on Environmental Quality

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Pacific Ocean Division, Commander and Division Engineer
U.S. Army Garrison, Director of Public Works, Environmental Division, Fort Shafter

U.S. Coast Guard, 14" Coast Guard District, Commander

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources, Conservation Service

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, State Conservationist

U.S. Department of Energy, Albuquerque Operations Office, Manager, Mr. Bruce Twining
U.S. Department of Energy, Albuquerque Operations Office, Ms. Susan Lacy

U.S. Department of Energy, Assistant Secretary for Defense Programs, Mr. VictorReis
U.S. Department of Energy, Environment, Safety, and Health, Ms. TaraO'Tool
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U.S. Department of Energy, Kirtland Area Office, Acting Area Manager, Mr. Michael Zamorski
U.S. Department of State

U.S. Department of the Interior, Geological Survey, District Chief

U.S. Department of the Interior, Water Resources Division, Mr. William Meyer

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

U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of the Environmental Policy, Mr. Willie R. Taylor

U.S. Department of the Interior, Pacific Islands Administrator

U.S. Department of the Interior, Pacific Islands EcoRegion Manager, Mr. Robert Smith

U.S. Department of the Navy, Judge Advocate General

U.S. Department of the Navy, Office of Director of Installations and Facilities

U.S. Department of the Navy, Office of the Chief of Information, PublicAffairs, RADM
Kendall Pease

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Pacific Island EcoRegion, Mr. Brooks Harper

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Division of Refuges

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office of Endangered Species

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Pacific Area Office

U.S. Marine Mammal Commission, Mr. John Twiss

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX, Regional Administrator

STATE GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Governor Benjamin Cayetano
Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services, Mr. GordonMatsouka
Hawaii Department of Agriculture, Director

Hawaii Department of Budget and Finance, Housing Finance and Development
Corporation, Executive Director

Hawaii Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, Director
Hawaii Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, Energy Division

Hawaii Department of Business and Economic Development, State Energy Office, Division
Head

Hawaii Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, State Planning
Office

Hawaii Department of Defense, Civil Defense Division

Hawaii Department of Defense, Director

Hawaii Department of Education, Superintendent of Education

Hawaii Department of Finance, Real Property Assessment Division

Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands

Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, Hawaiian Homes Commission, Chairman
Hawaii Department of Health, Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste

Hawaii Department of Health, Environmental Health Administration

Hawaii Department of Health, Environmental Management Division
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* Hawaii Department of Health, Office of Environmental Quality Control, Mr. Gary Gill
Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Director

* Hawalii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of Aquatic Resources
Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of Forestry and Wildlife
Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of Forestry and Wildlife, Mr. David

G. Smith

Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of State Parks

* Hawalii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Land Division, Mr. Dean Y. Uchida

* Hawalii Department of Land and Natural Resources, State Historic Preservation Officer
Hawaii Department of the Attorney General, Mr. John Anderson

* Hawaii Department of Transportation, Director
Health Department, Director
Legislative Reference Bureau

* Office of Hawaiian Affairs, Administrator
Office of State Planning, Mr. John Nakagawa

State Archives, State Archivist

University of Hawaii, Environmental Center, Director

University of Hawaii, Water Resources Research Center, Director
University of Hawaii, Marine Option Program, Director

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

* City and County of Honolulu, Planning Department, Mr. Patrick Onishi
City and County of Honolulu, Council Members
City and County of Honolulu, Department of General Planning, Chief Planning Officer
City and County of Honolulu, Department of Land Utilization, Director
City and County of Honolulu, Office of the Mayor, Mayor Jeremy Harris
County of Kauai, Department of Public Works
County of Kauai, Planning Department
County of Kauai, Office of Economic Development
County of Kauai, Council Members

County of Kauai, Office of the Mayor, Mayor Maryanne Kusaka
* Kauai Economic Development Board, Mr. Gary Baldwin

COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS AND PRIVATE CITIZENS

Alu Like, Haunani Apoliona
Citizens Utilities, Kauai Electric Division, Kauai Electric Public and Media Relations
Earthtrust
Hawaiian Electric Company
* Albertini, James, Center for Non-Violent Education and Action, Inc.
* Alexander, David
* Antolini, Denise, University of Hawaii at Manoa, William S. Richardson School of Law
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Aoki, Jean, League of Women Voters of Hawaii
Ashkenazy, Janet

Bain, Carol

Beardmore, Carol

Bohn, Jim

Bostick, Carmen

Bottasso, Michael S

Brandauer, Carl

Burns, Gayla

Bushnell, Andy

Carlson, Ken

Carroll, William, DyKema Gossett Law Offices
Chang, Deborah

Chanley, Beverley

Cherry, Corbin

Coan, FM

Coker, Joseph

Conant, Sheila, University of Hawaii at Manoa, Department of Zoology
Dalton, Judy, Kauai Group of the Hawaii Chapter Sierra Club
Deibel, Tashi

DiPalma, Carl

Evenhuis, Neal, Bishop Museum

Forsyth, Mimi

Francis, Laurel

Frankel, David Kimo, Hawaii Chapter Sierra Club
Freeman, Elizabeth Anne

Freeman, Robert and Margery

Georgi, William

Gibbons, Karen

Goldsberry, Paula

Haia lll, Moses K.N., Native Hawaiian Advisory Council, Inc.
Helela, David

Henrigues, Eugene

Holzman, Greg

Hopman, Arius

Inouye, Robert

Jones, Michael, University of Hawaii at Manoa

Kaiwe, Belle

Kajihiro, Kyle, American Friends Service Committee, Hawaii Area Program Office
Kalal, K

Kalakapu, Elvin

Kelly, Marion, University of Hawaii at Manoa, Ethnic Studies Department
Kirby, Richard

Lemke, Paul

Libre, Rhoda

Licht, Andy

Lovell White, Emmaline
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Lyon, Bert

Manini, Sr, Joseph Punilei

Marinelli, Suzanne

McClaran, Peter

Mills, Joyce

Mori, Val and Art

Moritsugu, llona

Moser, Steven, Hawaii Medical Association
Nekomoto, Doris

Nekomoto, Trudi

Noonan, Mary E

Odonnell, Mary Carol

Oliver, Kathy

Ota, Michelle

Paben, Brett, National Audubon Society
Parks, A F, League of Women Voters
Peetz, llse

Pollock, Marilyn

Queiroz, Cely M

Randol, Liz

Santos, D K

Shook, Dan

Spangler, MD, John S, Hawaii Medical Association
Spencer, Sally

Stepath, Carl

Sussex, Clyde

Taylor, Gabriela

Teale, Laulani

Vaughn, Bradley

Vincenty, Melissa

Woodyard, E
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Table 7-1: Index of Original Comment Letters and Comment Response Letters

Commentor Page

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Harper, Brooks, United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service

[T AT R I LU [t S L 7-17

RN SE] 010 1= TP 7-18
Harper, Brooks, United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service

Letter, 23 JUNE 1007 ... e i e e e e e e e e e anees s 7-18

RESPONSE. ... et e e et aa e e e e e raaas 7-21
Meyer, William, U.S. Department of the Interior, Water Resources Division

Letter, 29 May 1007 . ...t e e aaaaeaee o 7-22

RN ST 010 1= TP 7-23
Twiss, John R, Marine Mammal Commission

Letter, 29 JUIY 1007 ...t e e e e e e aee o 7-23

RSP ONSE. ... et et ha e e e eaaaaas 7-29

STATE GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Anderson, Bruce, State of Hawaii Department of Health
Letter, 16 JUIY 1007 ...t e et aaaaaae o 7-32
RN SE] 010 1= TP 7-33

Devick, William, State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources, Division of
Aquatic Resources
IS AT R O T [0 [0 S L 7-34
RSP ONSE. ... et ettt ha e a e e e 7-39

Egged, Rick, State of Hawaii Department of Business Economic Development and Tourism,
Office of Planning

(ST (ST G 1D 7= (P 7-40
RSP ONSE. ...t et et e et ha e aeeaaaas 7-41
Gill, Gary, State of Hawaii, Office Environmental Quality Control
[T AT 2 T [0 [0 S L 7-42
RESPONSE. ... e e e 7-43
Hayashida, Kazu, State of Hawaii Department of Transportation
I AT 2 LU o [T R L 7-45
RESPONSE. ... et 7-45
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Matsuoka, Gordan, State of Hawaii Department of Accounting and General Services

[T AT R S T LU [ S L 7-46
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Nakatani, James, State of Hawaii Department of Agriculture
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RESPONSE. ... e e 7-49
Ross, Martha, State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Affairs
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RSP ONSE. .. et ettt ha e aeeaaaas 7-50

Uchida, Dean Y, State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources,
Land Division
Letter, 1 JUIY 1007 ... i e e aa e e 7-51
RN ST 010 1= T 7-53

Wilson, Michael, State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources,
State Historic Preservation District
Letter, 30 JUNE 1007 ... i e e e e et e e e e e anees s 7-53
RSP ONSE. .. et e e et ha e eeeaaaas 7-54
LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Baldwin, Gary, Kauai Economic Development Board

Letter, 21 JUIY 1907 ... e ettt e e e e e e 7-56
RESPONSE .. 7-57

Onishi, Patrick T, City and County of Honolulu, Department of Planning
Letter, 8 JUIY 1907 ... o e e et e e e e 7-58
RSP ONSE. ... et et e e e e e e aaaaas 7-59

COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS AND PRIVATE CITIZENS

Albertini, James, Center for Non-Violent Education and Action, Inc.

Letter, 22 JUIY 1907 ... e ettt e e e .7-211

RESPONSE. ...t et e ettt e e et et e cebb e aaeaaaa 7-212
Alexander, David

Letter, 30 JUNE 1007 ... i e e e e e e e e e aaees s 7-71
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Antolini, Denise, University of Hawaii at Manoa, William S. Richardson School of Law

(IS AT R T LU o [ S L /A 7-165

RESPONSE. ...t et ettt e e e et e cebb e aaaaaa 7-166
Aoki, Jean, League of Women Voters of Hawaii

Letter, 3 JUIY 1007 ... i e e e e e e o 7-192

RESPONSE. ... et e ettt e e et et e ceab e aaeaaaa 7-194
Apisa, Donna
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Ashkenazy, Janet

Letter, 30 JUNE 1007, ... e e e et e e e e e e e ans 7-113

RSP ONSE. ...t et et e ettt e cebb e aeaaaa 7-114
Bain, Carol

Letter, 21 JUNE 1007, .. e e e e e e et e e e e ens 7-131

YT 00 1= PP PPPPPPPRP 7-132
Bain, Carol
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Beardmore, Carol
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Bohn, Jim
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5-W-067

EIS/PN for State of Hawaii Actions
. . B i 1 Y Canahilies
United States Deparlment of the Interior Related te Enhancing PMRF Capabilitics

Kauai, Hawaii
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Pacific Islands Ecoregion
300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3108

Box 50088 The Service appreciates the cpportunity o comment on the EIS/PN. If you have questions regarding
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850 these comments, please contact Fish and Wildlife Biologist Michael Molina by telephone at (808)
In Reply Refer To: MEM JUK | ‘3 195 541-3441 or by facsimile transmission at (808} 541-3441.
Ms. Vida Mossman Sincerely,
Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 128

Kekaha, Kauai, H] 96752-0128 & W

#o4 Brooks Harper

Re:  Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice for State of Hawaii Actions Related to r}::lCI;-" S_Upcll'g’lsof
Enhancing the Capabilities of the Pacific Missle Range Facility, Kauai, Hawaii cological aervices
Dear Ms. Mossman: cc: NMFS-PAQ, Honolulu
EPA-Region 1X, San Francisco
The U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service (Service) has received a copy of the Environmental Impact DLNR, H“Wlf‘“
Statement {EIS) Preparation Notice (PN) for State of Hawaii Actions Related to Enhancing the DAR, Hawaii .
Capabilities of the Pacific Missle Range Facility (PMRF), Kauai, Hawaii. The EIS/PN was prepared DOFAW, Hawaii
by the PMREF lor the Hawaii State Department of Land and Natural Resources, The Service offers CZMP, ]'[a\\f?n
the following comments for your consideration. CWB, Hawaii

OEQC, Hawaii
Iroposed State of HTawaii actions include the continuation of existing activities at the PMRF and the
upgrading of existing radar, telemetry, oplics, clectronic warfare, and other instrumentation and
communications facilitics. Construction and operation of additional target and interceptor launch
sites, and sengor and instrumentation facilities that would enhance the capability of the PMRF are
also inctuded.  This potentially involves the use of certain lands not currently used by the
Department of Defense (DOD) and may require a revision to the existing restrictive easement
granted by the State of [Tawaii to the U.S, Navy for land adjacent to the PMRT. State areas being
considered for the launch andfor instrumentation sites are located on Kauai, Niihau, and Kure Atoll.

The proposed Stale of Hawaii actions are part of a broader U.S. Navy proposat to enhance PMRF
capabilities 1o accommodate Theater Ballistic Missle Defense system testing and training and related
DOD Theater Missle Defense testing. This broader Federal proposal involves the use of other
Pacific siles under U.S, jurisdiction. Environmental impacts anticipated from both the State and
Federal proposed actions will be completely documented and assessed in a single Federal EIS
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Accordingly, the Service will provide
comments on the proposed actions based on our review of the Federal EIS.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 218
KEKAHA, HAWAN 86752-0128

N REPLY REFER TO,
5090

Ser 00/0273

12 Mageh 1998

Mr Brooks Harper

Fish and Wildtife Service

United States Department of the Interior

300 Ata Moana Blvd Room 3108 Box 50088
Honolulu, BT 96850

Dear Mr Harper:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title I1J,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capabitity Draft EIS.

Commeni 1; The Service will provide comments on the proposed actions based on our review of the Federal
ElS,
The Service appreciates the opporiunily to comment on the EIS/PN.

Response 11 We are submitting a separate letter Lo initiate !hmconsuhation.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on QOahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

~BOWLIN
aptain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAYBASE Pearl Harber

5-W-XK7

$-W-069

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Pacific Islands Ecoregion
300 Ala Moana Boutevard, Room 3108
Box 50088
Honalulu, Hawaii 96850

Irn Reply Refer To: MEM
Ui 23 i
Ms. Vida Mossman
Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 128
Kekaha, Kauai, HI 96752-0128

Re:  Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Enhancement of the
Capability of the Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai, Hawalii, to Conduct Missile Defense
Testing and Training Activities

Dear Ms. Mossman:

The U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EiS) for the Enhancement of the Capability of the Pacific Missile
Range Facility (PMRF), Kauai, 1lawaii, 10 Conduct Missile Defense Testing and Training Activities,
The EIS is being prepared by the Department of the Navy in respoase to Senate Report 103-321 and
House Report 103-747 of the 1995 Defense Appropriations Bill. This letter has been prepared under
e authority of and in accordance with provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act ol 1969
[42 U.5.C. 4321 et seq.; 83 Stat. 852], as amended, the Fish and Wildiife Coordination Act of 1934
[16 U.8.C. 661 ef xeq.; 48 Sta1. 401}, as amended, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [16 USC
1531 et seq.; B7 Stat. §84), as amended, and other authorities mandating Department of the Interior
concern for environmental values. Based on these authorities, the Service offers the following
comments for your consideration.

The primary objective of the proposed actien is to enhance the PMRI's capability to perform testing
and training for the Navy's Theater Ballistic Missile Defense (TBMD) program and the overall
Department of Defense (DoD}) Theater Missile Defense (TMD) program. Based on information
presented in the NOI and in the State of Hawaii EES Preparation Notice for the proposed aclion,
capability enhancement will include (1) upgrading existing radar, telemetry, oplics, eectronic
warfare, and other instrumentation and communication facilitics and {2) constructing and operating
additional target and interceptor launch sites and sensor and instrumentation facilities at remote sites.
The taunch sites wil! include those for over-the-herizon faunches of multiple targets from different
directions into PMRF areas of operation. The remote instrumentation sites will include the
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ceoperative linking of shipboard, airborne, and land-based facilities, The proposed action includes
the use of certain lands currently not used by the DoD, revision of and cxtension to the existing
restrictive easement with the State of Hawaii for land adjacent to the PMRF, and revision of a lease
for other State land on Kauai at Kamokala Caves. Pacific-island areas being considered for launch
and/or instrumentation sites include Kauai, Nithau, Tern [sland, Midway Atoli, Kure Atoll, Wake
Atoll, Johnston Atoll, and U.S. Army Kwajalein Atoll {USAKA),

The Service recommends that the Drafi EIS address TBMD and TMD program-related impacts to
fish and wildlife species and habitats associated with each area being considered for use as a launch,
instrumentation, and/or training site, including those of forests, cliffs, caves, grasslands, shrublands,
wetlands, streams, lakes, sand dunes, beaches, and adjacent coral reefs. The Service recommends
that particular attention be given in the Draft EIS to addressing impacts on endangered and
threatened species, migratery fishes and birds, and rare, native species. Specifically, the Service
recommends that the Draft EIS assess the impacts from (1) site preparation and installation of
infrastructure, {2) actual program testing and training operations, (3) increased numbers of personnel,
and (4) increased air, land, and ship traffic.

Site preparation and construction of facilities and roadways should be assessed with respect to their
polentials to damage native plants, vertebrates, and invertebrates, especially due to the use of heavy
equipment or motorized vehicles, Cellision hazards posed to flying birds by program-related
structures should be assessed. Operations such as positioning and launching of missiles should be
assessed with reference 1o the effects of toxic emissiens, flames, and noise levels on all flara and
fauna. Risk of hazardous material release on land and in water and the effects of radiation on biota
from all tracking devices should be assessed. The potenlial for wildlife disturbance, environmental
pollution, and alien species introduction as a result of increases in personnel numbers should be
assesscd. The elfects of increased traffic should be assessed with respect to bird air-strike risk,
hazards of motorized vehicles to ground-nesting species, and general biota disturbance levels,
especially at seldom-visited, remote locations such as Tem Island. Damage to live corals and marine
habitals from physical destruction, sedimentation, resuspension of contaminated sediments, and oil
spilis should be assessed.

The migratory birds that should be addressed in the Draft EIS are identified in Enclosure 1. These
include 21 species of seabirds and seven species of shorebirds. In particular, the Draft EIS shoutd
address the potential impacts of the proposed action on seabird nesting colonies and identify specific
measures to avoid or minimize these impacts.

Native, terrestrial and marine species of animals and plants should also be addressed in the Draft
EIS. Enclosures 2 (animals) and 3 {plants} present lists of the species that are either proposed or
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candidate for federal listing or are considered by the Service to be Species of Concern and which are
known 10 occur at Kauai, Niihau, and Temn (French Frigate Shoals} islands and Midway and Kure
atolls. These include one species of fish, six species of birds, an abundant and diverse array of
invertebrate species, and 122 species of plants. The Service has not determined the presence of any
Species of Concern at Wake and Johnston atolls.  Enclosure 4 provides a list of the species
designated as being of special concern by the U.S. Government at USAKA.

With regard 1o federally listed endangered and threatened species, the Service recommends that a
biological assessment {BA) that (1) evaluates the impacis of the proposed action on listed species
and (2) determines whether any such species are likely to be adversely affected by the proposed
action be prepared in accerdance with the interagency consultation regulations found at 50 CFR Part
402 (Enclosure 5). The infermation provided in the BA should be comprehensive enough 1o support
any determination the Department of Defense makes regarding the effects of specific TBMD and
TMD testing and training activities en threatened or endangered species. Federally listed vertebrate,
inverlebrate, and plant species that should be addressed in the BA for the proposed action arca
islands and atolls within the Hawaijan archipelago are identified in Enclosures 2 and 3. No federally
listed species under Service jurisdiction are known to occur at Wake and Johnston atolls and
USAKA,

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) should be centacted regarding the potential for the
proposed action 10 adverscly impact federally listed species under NMFS jurisdiction. In order to
facilitate early resolution of any potential conflicts between the proposed activities and endangered
and threatened species, we recommend that interagency consultation with the Service and the NMFS
in accardance with section 7 of the Endangered Species Act be completed prior to issuance of the
Draft EIS.

A major concern of the Service with regard to the proposed action is the possible introduction of
alien species into the areas being considered for use as launching, instrumentation, and/or training
sites, Introduced species represent a major threat to the perpetuation of rative plants and animals.
The Draft EIS should include a detailed discussion of how the prevention of alien species
introductions will be accomplished within each proposed testing and training area under
consideration. The Service recommends that the PMRF continue to coordinate with the Hawaii
Department of Land and-Natural Resources (DLNR), Hawaii Division of Aquatic Resources (DAR),
and Hawaii Division of Forestry and Wildlife (DOFAW) regarding the prevention of alien species
introductions and potential program-relaled impacts 1o all species and habitals within the State of
Hawaii.
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Finally, the Service is deeply concernied that the proposed action represents a serious potential threat
1o several of the small, fragile istands within the Hawaii and Pacific Islands National Wildlife
Refupe (NWR) Complex that are densely populated with wildlife and support entire breeding
populations of Federal trust species. Refuges that would be affected by the proposed action inctude
the Hawaiian Islands NWR, Midway Atol! NWR, and Jehnston Atoll NWR, Based on the limited
information currently available on the proposed action, it appears unlikely that launching missiles
and establishing tracking instrumentation sites within NWRs would be found compatible with the
ohjectives of refuge maintenance under the National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act of 1966,
as amended.

The Service appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the NOL [f you have questions
reparding these comments, please contact Fish and Wildlife Biologist Michael Molina by telephone
at (808) 541-3441 or by facsimile transmission at (808) 541-3470.

Sincerely,

Bl Lz b=

soaBrooks Harper
Field Supervisor
Ecological Services

Enclosurcs

cc (without enclosures);
NMES-I'AO, Honoluiu
EPA-Region IX, San Francisco
USAKA
DLNR, Hawaii
DAR, Hawail
DOFAW, lHawaii
CZMP, Hawaii
Cw8, Hawaii
QEQC, Hawaii

Summary of Enclosures from Brooks Harper, U.S. Fish and Wildlile Service, Comment

5-W-0069

1. Migratory seabirds and shorebirds within the proposed action areas for enhancing
tha capability of the Pacific Missile Range Facility as of June 1997,

2. Hawaiian Islands Animais: Updaled May 19, 1997; Listed and Candidale Species, as
designated under the U.S. Endangered Speacies Acl.

3. Hawaiian Islands Plants: Updated May 19, 1996; Listed and Candidate Species, as
designated under the U.S. Endangered Specias Act

4. Species Protecled under U.S. Endangered Species Act of 1975 within U.S. Army
Kwajalein Atoll, Republic of the Marshall Istands

5. Parn 402—Interagency Cooperalion—Endangered Species Act of 1973, as

Amended
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KEKAHA, HAWAI 96752.0123
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Ser 00/6274

12 March 1998

Mr Brooks Harper

Fish and Wildlife Service

United States Department of the Interior

300 Ada Moanu Blvd Room 3108 Box 50088
Honobulu, HI 9685{)

Dear Mr Harper:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding 1o your comments in accordance
with the Stute of Huwiii Revised Statutes, Chapier 343, und the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,

Chapter 200.

Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included

in the PMRF Enhunced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1:

Response

Comment 2:

LZ-L

The Service recommends that the Draft EIS address the TBMD and TMD program-related
impacis to fish and wildlife species und habitats associuted with each areu being considered for
use as i [aunch, instrumentation, andfor training site, including those of forests, cliffs, caves,
grasslands, shrublands, wetlunds, streams, lakes, sand dunes, beaches and adjacent coral reefs.
The Service recommends that particular atiention be given in the Draft EIS 1o addressing impacts
on endangered and threutened species, migratory fishes and birds, and rare, native species.
Spacifically, the Service recommends that the Draft EIS assess the impacts from {1} site
preparation and instaltation of infrastructure, (2) actual program testing and training operations,
(3) inereased numbees of personnel, ind (4) incrensed air, lund, and ship traffic.

Potential impacls to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitats are described in
the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate site and each potential support

site in|Section 4.

Site preparation and construction of fucilities and roadways should be assessed with respect to
their poteatials to damage rative plants, veriebrates, and invertebrates, especially due to the use of
heavy equipment or motorized vehicles, Collision hazards posed to flying birds by programe
related siruciures should be assessed. Cperations such as posilioning and faunching of missiles
should be assessed with reference to the effects of toxic emissions, flames, and noise levels on all
flors and fauna. Risk of hazardous material release on land and in waler and the effects of
radiation on bieta from all 1racking devices should be ussessed. The potential for wildlife
disturbance, environmental pollution, and ajien species introduction as a result of increases of
persannel should be assessed. The effects of increased traffic should be assessed with respect to
bird air-strtke risk. hazards of motorized vehicles to ground-nesting species, and genezal biota
disturbance levels, especiully ut seldom-visited, remote locations such as Tern Isiand. Damage to
five coruls and marine habitats from physical destruction, sedimentation, resuspension of
contaminated sediments, and oil spills should be assessed.
The migratory birds that should be wddressed in the Draft EIS are identified in Enclosure |,
These include 21 species of seabirds and seven species of shorebirds. In pasticular, the Draft E1S
should address the potential impacts of Lthe proposed action on seabird nesling colenies and
identify specific measures to avoid or minimize these impacts.
Native, terrestrial and marine species of animals and plants should also be addressed in the Draft
S-W-0069

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3;

Comment 4:

Response 4:

Comment 5;

EIS. Enclosures 2 (znimals) and 3 (plants} present lists of the species that are either proposed or
candidute for federal listing or are considered by the Service 1o be Species of Concern and which
are known to occur at Kauai, Nithau, Tern (French Frigate Sheals) islands and Midway and Kure
atolls. These include one species of fish, six species of birds, an abundant and diverse array of
invericbrate species, and 122 species of plants, The Service has not determined the presence of
any Species of Concern at Wake und Johnston atolls. Enclosure 4 provides a list of the species
designaled as being of special concern by the US Government ut USAKA.

With regard to federally listed endangered and threatened species, the Service recommends that o
biological assessment (BA) that {1) evaluaies the impacts of the proposed action on listed species
and (2} determines whether any such species are likely to be adversely affected by the praposed
action be prepared in uccordance with the interngency consuliation regulations found at 50 CFR
Part 402 (Enclosure 5). The information provided in the BA should be cemprehensive engugh to
support any determination the Department of Defense makes regarding the effecis of specific
TBMD and TMD testing and training activities on threstened or endangered species, Federally
listed vertebrate, invertebrale, and plant species that should be addressed in the BA for the
proposed action a real iskinds and atolls within the Hawaiian archipetago are identified in
Enclosures 2 and 3. No federally listed species under Service jurisdiction are known to occur at
Wake and Johnston atolls and USAKA.

Polential impacts to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildiile habitats are described in
the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate site and each potential suppon

site in|Section 4.

The Natianal Marine Fisheries Service (NMFES) should be contacted regarding the potential for
the proposed action to adversely impact federally listed species under NMFES jurisdiction. In
order to facilitate carly resolution of any potential conflicts between the propased activities and
endangered and threatened species, we recommend that interagency consultation with the Service
and the NMFS in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Specics Act be completed prior 1o
issvance of the Draft EIS,

The Navy has entered into consultasion with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and t 100;
Marine Fisheries Service on a continuing basis in the preparation of this Draft EIS.
consclation will be initiated with transinittal of the Draft EIS.

A major concem of the Service with regard 10 the proposed action is the possible introduction of
alien species into the areas being considered for use as luunching, instramentation, and/or training
sites. introduced species represent a major threat 1o the perpetvation of native plants and
animals. The Deaft EIS should include a detailed discussion of how the prevention of alien
species introductions will be sccomplished within each proposed 1esting and training area under
Depariment of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR), Hawaii Division of Aquatic Resources
(DAR), and Hawaii Division of Forest and Wildlife (DOFAW) regarding the pravention of alien
species introductions and petential program-related impacts to adf species and habitats within the
State of Hawaii.

Potential impacts to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitats are deseribed in
the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate site and each potential sapport

site in[Section 4

Finully, the Service is deepty concerned thiat the propesed action represents a sericus threal 1o
several of the small, fragile islands within the Hawaii and Pacific Islands National Wildlife
Refuge (NWR) Complex that are densely populated with wildlife and support entire breeding
populations ef Federal trust species. Refuges thut would be affected by the proposed action
include the Hawaiian Island NWR, Midway Aloll NWR, and Iohnston Atoll NWR. Based on the
limited information currently available on the proposed action, it appears unlikely that launching
missiles and establishing tracking instramentation sites within NWR's would be found compatible
with the objectives of relige maintenance under the National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act

S-W.006Y



Ze-L

of 1996, as amended.

Response 5: We believe some or all of the proposed activities would be compatible with the purposes of the
refuges. However, we secognize the role of the USFWS in making a compatibility determination.
Prior 10 uny of the Proposed Action construction and operiion activities, the U8, Fish and
Wildlife Scrvice must fisst deteemine il the use is compatible with the Fawaiian National Wildlife
Refuge. The Navy will request a determination based on the analysis contained with this EIS
when it is determined that construction and operution would be required on Tern Istand.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, Apsil 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Qahu. Specific times and locations will be 2nnounced priar to the meetings.

Sincerely,

A BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy

Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

5-W-0069

United States Department of the Interior
U5 GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

WATER RESOURCES DIVISION
677 Ala Moana Boulevard, Suite 415
Honolutu, Hawaii 96813

May 29,1997

Ms. Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 128

Kekaha, Kauai, HI 96752-0128

Dear Ms, Mossman!
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN)
for State of Hawaii Actions Related to Enhancing the Capabilities

of the Pacific Missile Range Facilily

The staff of the U.S. Geological Survey, Water Resources Division, Hawaii Disirict, has reviewed
the EISPN, and we have no comments 1o offer at this time.

Thank you for allowing us to review 1he report. We are returning il for your future use.

Sincerely,

William Meyer
District Chicf

Enclosure

5-W-087
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAI 96752-0124
iH REPLY REFER TOx

5090

Set 00/0240

11 March 1998
Mr Meyer William

Water Resource Division

LS Depr of the latertor

677 Ala Moana Boulevard Suite 415

Hanelulu, HI 96813

>ear Mr William:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacilic Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Enviranmentat Impace Statement (EIS} scaping process. We are responding o your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, und the State of Hawait Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letier and this response letter have been included
in the PMEF Enhanced Capabaliy Draft EIS.

Comment |1 The slaff of the U.S. Geological Survey, Water Resources Division, Hawail District, has reviewed
the EISPN, and we have no comments 1o offer at this time. Thank you for allowing us to review
the repon.

Response 11 Thank You.

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, Aprit 25 in Waimea en Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 2K in Honolulu on Oabu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior Lo the meetings.

Sincerely,

A BOWLIN
Captain, ULS. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S.W-MMIKT
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MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION
4340 EAST-WEST HIGHWAY, RooM 905
BETHESDA, MD 20814

29 July 1997

Mr. Randy Gallien

Environmental Engineer

US Army Space and Strategic Defense Command
Environmental and Engineering Cffice

P.0. Box 1500

Huntsvilie, AL 35807

Dear Mr. Gallien:

The Marine Mammal Commission, in consultation with its
Committee of Scientific Advisors on Marine Mammals, has reviewed
the "Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the Enhancement of the Capability of the Pacific
Missile Range Facility, Kauai, HI to Conduct Missile Defense
Testing and Training Activities" and offers the following
comments. The Hotice, published by the U.5. Navy in the Federal
Register on 23 May 1997 (62 FR 100:28451-28452}, indicates that
the Statement will examine environmental impacts associated with
a Navy proposal to conduct a missile defense testing and training
program in the North Pacific. The proposed action involves
developing and operating missile launching facilities and/or
tracking stations at sites possibly located on one or more atolls
in the Herthwestern Hawaiian Islands. A number of cetacean
species, including the endangered humpback whale, occur in waters
adjacent to potential facility sites; however, as discussed
below, the marine mammal species most likely to be affected by
the proposed program is the endangered Hawalian monk seal,
Monachus schauinslandi.

Hawaiian monk seals occur only in the Hawailian Archipelago.
Although some animals occur in the main Hawaiian Islands, the
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands and surrounding waters provide
habitat for virtually the entire monk seal population. Hawalian
monkK seals are the most endangered seal in U.S. waters and one of
the most endangered seals in the worid. In the 1560s and 1%70s,
the species experienced a significant decline due at least in
part to human disturbance at several of the principal breeding
sites, After a brief and relatively small increase in numbers
early in the 1580s, monk seals experienced a renewed declipe that
hegan in the mid-1980s and continues today. The total population
presently numbers perhaps 1,300 animals. Beaches and nearshore
waters out to a depth of 20 fathoms arcund all islands in the
Northwestern Mawaiian Islands [with the exception of Sand Island
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at Midway Atecll) have been designated as critical habitat for
Hawaiian monk seals. All of the Northwestern Hawailan Islands,
except for Kure, are owned and managed by the Fish and Wildlife
Service as part of the National Wildlife Refuge System. Kure is
owned and managed by the State of Hawail.

As discussed below, it is essential that the proposed
program avaid any adverse impacts on Hawaiian monk seals or their
critical habitat. In this regard, the envirconmental impact
statement must carefully examine possible associlated impacts that
could further imperil the species' survival or recovery. To help
in this task, copies of various reports and papers an Rawaiian
monk seals are enclosed, including relevant excerpts from cur
past annual reports. These materials include information on monk
seal bielogy, population trends, and conservation issues that
should be useful jn identifying and examining potential impacts.
In addition, we offer the following comments on the species'
status and possible impacts of concern, and attach a list of
questions that should be addressed in the apvironmental impact
statement to fully evaluate the potential direct and indirect
effects of the proposed action on Hawaiian monk seals.

The National Marine Fisheries Service has lead federal
responsibility for the protection and recovery of Hawaiian monk
seals under both the Endangered Species Act and the Marine Mammal
protection Act. Given its responsibilities under the former Act,
the Maripe Mammal Commission recommends that the Navy, if it has
not already done so, immediately make arrangements for cenducting
formal cohsultations with the Service pursuant to Section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act to evaluate possible effects of the
proposed action on the Hawaiian monk seal and ite critical
nabitat. If at all possible, results of those consultations
should be included in the draft environmental impact statement.

Also, the Navy should consider whether and to what extent
Hawaiian mank seals might be "taken" incidental toc the propased
activity, 1If the Navy concludes that the proposed action may
affect only a small number of Hawaiian monk seals or other marine
mammals, and that the impact on the affected population(s) is
likely to be negligible, it should contact the Service about
obtaining a "small take" authorization under section 101(a)(5) of
the Marine Mammal Protecticn Act. 1In any event, the statement
should discuss the applicability of the Marine Mammal Protectien
Act, whether the various optlons are expected to result in the
incidental taking of marine mammals, and, if so, whether the
effects are likely to be negligikle.

Status and Trends_of Hawajian Menk Seals

As noted above, between 1950 and the 197Cs the number of
Hawaiian monk seals declined significantly. This was probably
due primarily to direct human disturbance at several of the
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species' principal breeding sites. After a brief and relatively
small increase in numbers between the mid-1970s and mid-1980s,
the overall monk seal population has experienced a renewed
decline that continues today. Approximately 20% of all monk seal
births cccur on beaches at six major breeding sites in the
Northwestern Hawalian Islands: French Frigate Shoals, Laysan
Island, Lisianski Island, Pearl and Hermes Reef, the Midway
Islands, and Kure Atoll. As most juvenile and adult monk seals
return to the atolls of their birth to molt, breed, and rest
after foraging at sea, population trends at the major breeding
sites tend to be independent of one ancother, with each influenced
by factors specific to that location. Assessment of possible
impacts of the proposed action should therefore consider site
specific trends and potential direct apd indirect effects on
local colenies.

Monk seal colonies that declined significantly concurrent
with human cccupation and related disturbance include French
Frigate Shoals, Kure Atell, and the Midway Islands. The two
principal effects of persistent human disturbance eof atell
beaches appear to include increased shark predation on pups and
juvenlles chased into the water, and eventual abandonment of
sites by adults due to repeated harassment. Human disturbance at
french Frigate Shoals coccurred coincident with development and
operation of an air strip on Tern Island by the Navy during World
War II and its subsequent use by the Coast Guard as a LORAN
Staticn from 1961 to 1979; at Kure disturbance was associated
with a Coast Guard LORAN Station built in 1952; and at Midway,
monk seals were significantly affected by deveiopment and
operation of a Naval Air Station built in World II and expanded
in the mid-1950s.

On Kure Atcll, monk seal beach counts declined by 50%
petween the 19505 and 1970s5. Early in the 1980s, the Coast Guard
significantly strengthened restrictions on the use of beaches by
personnel at Kure Atoll. At the same time the National Marine
Fisheries Service began a "headstart" program to protect pups
during the first few months after weaning, and also began
releasing juvenile seals that had been rescued in underweight
conditlon at French Frigate shoals and rehabilitated for release
at Kure. These actions reversed the declining trend in monk seal
numbers at Xure Atoell. In 1992, the Coast Guard cleosed its LORAN
station on Xure leaving the atecll unoccupled. With Kure Atoll
now free of permanent human occupants and related disturbances,
its monk seal coleny is slowly increasing.

A similar trend is apparent at Tern Island, French Frigate
Shoals, and Midway Islands. Although no seal counts were made at
Tarn Island before the mid-1950s when the Navy constructed and
used the island as a landing strip, counts during the period of
Coast Guard occupation (1961 to 1979 indicate that few monk
seals hauled out on Tern Island despite a several-fold increase
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in seal counts elsewhere at French Frigate Shoals. Since 1979,
Tern Island has been a permanent field station cccupled by Fish
and Wildlife Service personnel. Concerted efforts by the Service
to avoid human disturbance of seals on Tern Island have resulted
in a several-fold increase in the number of seals counted on the
island between 1979 and 1990, and since the late 1980s, the
island also has been the site of numerous births. The increase
in seal use of Tern Island has occurred despite an overall
decrease in recent years in seal numbers throughout the ateoll.

At the Midway Islands, monk seal counts declined from about
60 seals late in the 1950s (when the first counts of =eals were
made) te virtually zerc by the late 1960s. In recent years,
concurrent with the decreased activity at the Midway Naval Air
Station and increased protection of monk seals and other wildlife
by the Navy and the Fish and wildlife Service, there has been an
increase in both monk seal sightings and pupping at the atoll.
The Midway Islands Naval Alr Facility was recently closed and the
atoll was transferred to the Fish and Wildlife Service for use as
a Mational Wildlife Refuge. The opportunity to further reduce
human disturbance at this site is considered an important chance
to reestablish a major breeding colony at this atoll.

other human ippacts to Hawaiian monk seals have been due to
direct and indirect interactions with commercial fisheries.
These include entanglement in lost or discarded nets and net
fragments, interactions with the fishermen andg set fishing gear,
and possible depietion of important monk seal prey species by
fisheries and natural factors, such as large-scale climatic
cycles. It also is possible that disturbance of atoli lagoons by
dredging could cause blooms of zooplankten that produce
biotoxins, such as ciguatera. For example, high levels of
ciguatoxins have been reported at Midway that may be related teo
dredging activity. Although there is ne evidence that seals at
Midway have been affected by ciguatoxins, a die-off of at least
50 seals occurred at Laysan Island in 1978 that is believed to
have been caused by a npatural increase in ciguatoxin.

The extremely low population levels produced by the major
direct human disturbances between the 1950s and 1%70s, in
combination with indirect human effects and natural causes of
monk seal mortality (shark predation, serious injuries and
mortality caused by male sexual aggression, cyclical declines in
prey availability due to climatic cycles, and ciquatoxin), make
the present day status of this species extremely precarious. The
largest monk seal colenies are decreasing or at best stable at
levels far below those reported in the 19505 {i.e., French
Frigate Shoals, Laysan Island, and Ligianski Island), and those
that are increasing slowly (i.e., Kure Atoll and Pear} and Hermes
Reef) remain far below levels previocusly reported. Particularly
alarming has been the decline in seal numbers at French Frigate
Shoals. Between the 1980s and the mid-1990s over 50% of monk
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seal births occcurred at French Frigate Shoals. Since the mid-
1980s, however, pup survival has decreased significantly due to
an apparent decline in foed resources and, with decreased
recruitment of young seals into adult age classes, beach counts
at the atoll have declined by 50%.

Monk seal beach counts at Laysan and Lisianski Islands
declined by 50% or more in the 1960s and 1970s. Although the
cause of these declines is uncertain, the 1978 die-off of seals
at Laysan Island, possibly due to ciguatera toxins, was a
contributing factor at that site. Over the past several years
the sizes of seal colonies at both sites have been relatively
stable at their reduced level. Serious injuries and deaths of
juveniles and adult females by sexually aggressive adult male
animals may be limiting recovery at both sites. Entanglement of
pups and juveniles in derelict nets and line alsc may be a
significant mortality factor, especially at Lisianski Island.

Monk seal numbers on Pearl and Hermes Reef have been
increasing steadily since the early 1980s, but beach counts are
ctill less than 50% of levels observed there late in the 1950s
and early in the 1960s. The cause of the decline at Pearl and
Hermes Reef in the 1950s and 1960s is uncertain.

Potential Impacts of the Proposed Action on Hawaiian Monk Seals

The proposed actien could involve constructing and operating
missile launch sites and/for missile tracking facilities on one or
more of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands used for pupping by the
Hawaiian monk seal. The greatest source of concern regarding
possible impacts on monk seals from the proposed action is
disturbance by activities and perscnnel. As indicated above,
experience at Kure and the Midway Islands clearly indicates that
human disturbance of seals on hauling beaches can have a
significant adverse effect on local seal colenies. Similar
effects occurred at Tern Island in French Frigate Shoals during
operaticn of a Coast Guard LORAN Station from the 1950s to 1979.
During the period of Coast Guard occupation, few monk seals
hauled out on Tern Island. Since 1979, Tern Island has been used
by Fish and Wildlife Service personnel as a permanent fleld
station. Efforts by the Service to avoid disturbance of seals on
the island's beaches have resulted in a several-fold increase in
the number of seals using the Island's beaches since 1979, and,
since the late 1980s numercus births have been recorded.

Given the very small size of the Northwestern Hawallian
Islands, there are significant short-term and long-tern risks
associated with disturbance of hauled-out seals. Activities that
could cause significant disturbance includae: site preparation and
construction of missile launch or tracking facilities; the
movement of missiles, equipment, and supplies to, from, and
arcund the islands; noise from launches or explesions of failed
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or aborted launches; and activities and noise produced by people
stationed at launch or tracking facilities. If night launches
are planned, light, as well as nolise, could cause monk seals te
enter the water. Depending on missile trajectories, sonic booms
over down-range atolls also could scare hauled-out seals into the
water. Experience at Kure Atoll during the period of Coast Guard
occupation suggests that monk seal pups and juveniles lack fully
developed predator avoidance skills. It therefore seems likely
that, if these age classes are frightened into the water by any
of the above mentioned activities or disturbances, they would
sustain increased levels of mortality from shark predation. Most
pups are born and weaned between spring and fall; however, births
have been recorded in all months. Disturbances associated with
the proposed action could therefore affect at least some pups or
newly weaned animals during any month of the year.

If dredging of ateoll lagoons is required to improve water
access for supply vessels or to prepare one cor more launch sites,
there alsc is a risk of precipitating blooms of zocplankton
responsible for ciguatera. A ban on the consumption of fish
taken at Midway Atoll was imposed by the Navy during its
occupaticn of the island because of periodic ciguatera outbreaks.
While the reason for persistent ciguatera problems at Midway is
not clear, it may be a residual effect of extensive dredging done
to create the atell's harbor and ship channel. As noted above,
ciguatera was identified as a likely cause of death for at least
50 monk seals on Laysan Island in 1978. Biotoxins also are
considered a possible cause of the recent Mediterranean monk seal
die-off along the northwest coast of Africa where more than two-
thirds of the local monk seal colony has been lost.

Monk seals also may be affected directly or indirectly by
chemical contaminants from activities or accidents assocliated
with the proposed action. Possible contaminant sources might
include exhaust from rocket engines or heavy equipment, sewage
from station perscnnel, missiles that explode at or immediately
after launch and land in adjacent lagoons, the spilling of fuel
for generators or heavy equipment, and possible spills of cther
hazardous chemicals that may be involved. All of the
Horthwestern Hawailan Islands are only a few feest above sea level
and are vulnerable to severe typhoons that could cause the loss
of equipment, fuels, and chemicals inte surrounding lagocns.

over the long term, the likelihocd of significant jimpacts cn
monk seals from the operatien of missile launch facilities in the
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands would appear to be great and
largely unaveidable. Although details of the proposed action
have not yet been presented, we find it difficult te imagine how
it would be possible to develop and aperate cne or more launch
sites on any of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands that contaln a
major monk seal breeding coleny without having a significant
negative impact on the recovery of Hawaiian monk seals.
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Missile tracking facilities would be less problematic for
monk seals. ¥hile impacts due to construction of tracking
facilities may be difficult to mitigate, pessible impacts from
the operation of such facilities may be manageable in a way that
would be consistent with monk seal conservation needs, If
mlss%le tracking facilities are apalogous to Coast Guard LORAN
stﬂ?lons, the principal impact on monk seals is likely to involve
activities of station perscnnel that could disturb hauled-out
seals. Once appropriate beach access restrictions were put into
effect for people stationed at or visiting Kure Atoll, the Coast
Gua?d demonstrated that its personnel could carry out their
dut}es and live on the island without undue disturbance of
resident monk seals. A secondary, and as yet unassessed, impact
of the Coast Guard station at Kure Atell relates to the dispesal
of'electrical equipment containing PCBs in an atoll landfill.
This necessitated a costly clean-up when the station was closed.
All such hazardcus materials should be removed from the island
for proper disposal elsewhere whenever it is decided to get rid
af them; they should not be buried on the island. Other aspects
of the presence and operation of Copast Guard LORAN stations did
not appear to affect monk seals and, in some cases, may have
benefitted recovery efforts (e.g., help in transporting people
and suppl%es for monk seal research and management work at Kure).
We emphasize, however, that the presence of people and facilities
on any breeding island presents a risk to monk seals that should
be avoided if at all possible.

In conclusion, we are concerned that construction and
operation of missile launching sites in the Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands would cause significant and unaveidable adverse impacts
on Hawaiian monk seals. ©One of the major impacts would be from
rocket noise and the continual movement of missiles, pecple, and
guppl@es. This could force monk seals, particularly pups and
juveniles, lnte the water where they would sustain increased
levels of mortality. The Environmental Impact Statement should
carefully evaluate these and all cther possible sources of
disturbance that could scare seals into the water or cause the
abandonment of available hauling heaches. BSuch additional
effacts on an endangered species that has declined significantly
over the past 50 years and continues to decline at an alarming
rate, could prevent population recovery in the foreseeable future
and substantially increase its risk of extinction. Given the
small size of atells and unavecidable noise and disturbance from
rocket launches, the Marine Mammal Commission strongly recommends
that misslle launching sites selected as part of the proposed
action not be located in the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands.

The construction and operation of missile tracking statlons
in the Northwestern Hawalian Islands would appear to be less
problematic for Hawaiian monk seals, but are also a serious
socurce cf concern. If at all possible, sites outside the
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands should be used for any new missile
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tracking facilities. 1If that is not possible, monk seal
protection will require great care and planning with regard to
selecting facility sites, constructing tracking facilities,
managing personnel, and disposing of any wastes that may be
generated.

I hope these comments and the enclosed materials are
helpful. If you or your staff would like to discuss the above
comments, please call.

Sincerely,
N
R. Twiss, Jr.
Executive Director

Enclosures

cc with enclosures: Mr. Edd V. Joy

Some of the Questions that Should Be Addressed
In the Environmental Impact Statement for the
Proposed Missile Defense Testing and Training Program

what are the locations of preferred and alternative missile
launch and tracking sites? How many sites at what distances
would be needed to meet basic program objectives? How often
would missiles be launched? Would any launches take place at
night?

What are the acoustic features (e.g., sound levels, frequency
distributions, ranges, and dominant frequencies) and the sound
propagation/attenuation characteristics in air and water for the
types of target and interceptor missiles to be used?

What is known about the effect of environmental factors (e.g.,
wind speed and direction, precipitation, humidity, ete.) on sound
levels and sound attenuation rates at different launch sites?

At what distance from launch sites does the Navy believe direct
effects (e.g., hearing damage and disturbance-related changes in
distribution or behavior) on monk seals or other potentially
affected marine mammal species would be negligible and why? What
steps would be taken to detect monk seals or other marine species
within that zone and to delay launches if animals are detected?

What are the expected trajectories of the missiles? Are sonic
booms likely to occur at or near any of the Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands? If so, what are the expected received sound levels at
different locations in the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands chain,
and how often, and at what times of the year, are they likely to
occur?

What are the possible and likely missile failure rates that could
result in expleosions or destruction of missiles during or
immediately after launch? What are the acoustic features related
to missile explosions and what chemical contaminants and missile
debris might fall into atoll lagoons?

What chemicals are present in and produced by combustion of the
rocket fuel(s)? Over what land and sea areas and at what
concentrations could these chemicals be transported and
deposited? Could chemicals deposited in the water directly or
indirectly affect the distribution or productivity of monk seal
prey species? If so, how and to what extent? Could chemicals
bis-accumulate in the marine food chain and, if so, could
consumption of contaminated prey affect the health or
productivity of monk seals?

How far from shore could barge or ship platforms used for missile
launches be placed?
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What shore-based activities and number of personnel are necessary
to support missile launch and tracking stations? Would personnel
be staticned permanently at these sites, and if so, how many? At
launch times, how many people would be at these sites and for how
long? How often would missiles, personnel, and supplies need to
be transported ta and from launch and tracking sites? What types
of equipment would be needed to move missiles and people?

What steps would be taken to limit beach access and use by
workers on and off duty?

What are the principal uncertainties concerning possible effects
on Hawaiian monk seals? What research and monitoring studies
would be undertaken to resolve those uncertainties and to detect
any possible unforeseen adverse effects before they become
significant?

Summary of Enciosures from John R, Twiss, Marine Mammal Commission, comment
S5-W-0088

1. Excerpt from the Annual Report of the Marine Mammal Commission, Calendar
Year 1988

2. Recovery Plan for the Hawalian Monk Seai, Monachus schauinsiandi, March
1983

3. Hawaiian Monk Seal Work Plan Fiscal Years 1954-36, October 1993

4, Hawaiian Monk Seal Die-off Response Plan, A Workshop Report: 2 April 1380,
San Diego, California, November 1087

5. NOAA Technical Memerandum NMFS, The Hawaiian Monk Seal in the
Northwestern Islands, 1996

B. Southwest Fisheries Science Center Administrative Repart H-83-00, Status of
the Hawailan Monk Seal in 1992, April 1593

7. NOAA Technical Memarandum NMFS, Diving Patterns of the Hawaifan Monk
Seal, Lisianski {sland, 1982, February 1984

8. Survival Rates for the Hawaiian Monk Seal IMonaghus schawnsfandil, October
1993

. The Hawaiian Monk Seal on Midway Aioll, 1994, September 1894

10, Evaluation of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Operations on Tern Island in the
Hawaiian islands National Wildlife Refuge: Recommendations for a Long-Term
Course of Action
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DEFARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE BANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAIL 96757-0121

IH REPLY REFER 7O
5090

Ser G00/0261

iZ March 1998

Mr John R Twiss

Marine Mammal Coninizssion

4344 East-Woest 1lighway Room 905
Bethesda, MD 20K14

Dear Mr. Twiss:

Thank you for your comments duning the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Iimpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We arc responding to your coimments in
accordance with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative
Rules, Title [1I, Chapter 200, Your commcents have been considered and your lerter and this response have
been included in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS,

Commeat |:

Response b

Comment 2

Nesponse 2:

A pumber of cetacean specics, including the endangered humpback whale, eccur in water
adjacent to potential facilily sites; however, as discussed below, the marine mammal specics
most likely to be affected by the proposed program is the endangered Hawaiian menk seat,
Monachus schauinslandi. Fawailan monk scals occur only in the Hawaiian Archipelago.
Although some animals occur in the main Hawaitan Islands, the Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands and surrounding watcrs provide habitat for virtually the entire monk scal population.
As discussed below, it s essential that the proposed program avoid any adverse impacts on
Hawaiian monk scals or their critical habitat. In this regard, the environmental impact
statcment must crefully examine possible associated impacts that could further impenl the
spectes’ survival or recovery.

Potential impacts to wildlife, including endangered specics, and wildlife habitats are desenbed
in the Bielogical Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate sile and cach potential

support site in

The National Marine Fisheries Service has lead fedeml responsibilities for the protection and
recavery of Haswaiian monk scals under both the Endangered Specics Act and the Marine
Mammals Protection Act. Given its responsibilitics under the former Act, the Marine
Mammal Commission recommends that the Navy, if it has not alrcady done so, immediately
make arrangements for conducting formal consultations with the Service pursuant to Section
7 of the Endangered Species Act 1o cvaluate the pessible effccls of the proposed action on
the Hawaiian monk scals and its critical habitat. 1f at a)l possible, results of those
consullations should be included in the draft environmental impact statement.

Extensive informal consultation began in late 1996, NMFS staflf have have been consulted
with on many aspects of our preparation of the Draft EIS. Formal consultation will begia
with the publication of the Drafy EIS,

S-W-00aE

Comment }:

Response 3:

Commenl 4:

Response 4:

Comment $:

Response 5:

Comment 6:

Response 6:

Comment 7;

Response T:

Also, the Navy should consider whether and to what extent Hawaiian menk scals might be
“taken® incidental 1o the proposed activity, If the Navy concludes that the proposed action
may afTect only a small number of Hawaiian menk scals or other marine mammals, and that
the impact on the alfected population(s} is likely to be nepligible, it should contact the
Service about oblaining a “small take” authorization under section 101{a} (5) of the Marine
Mammal Protection Act. In any cvent, the statement should discuss the applicability of the
Marine Mammal Protection Act, whether the various opions are expected to result in the
incidental 1aking of marine mammuals, and, if so, whether the effects ace likely to be
neghgible.

The Dmft EIS describes potenti
scetion for cach location in

cffects to marine mammals in the Biological Resources

Approximately 90% of all monk seal births eccur on beaches at six major breeding sites in
the Northwestem Hawaitan Istands: French Frigate Shoals, Laysan Island, Lisianski Island,
Peard and Hermes Reef, the Midway Islands, and Kure Atoll. As most Juvenile and adult
monk scals retum to the atolls of their birth to melt, breed, and rest after foraging from the
sea, population trends at the major breeding sites tend to be independent of one another, with
cach mfluenced by the factors specific to that location. Assessment of possible impacts of
the praposed action should therefore consider site speeifie trends and potential direet and
indirect cffeels on local colonics.

Potential impacts to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitals are descnbed
in the Biclogical Resources and Land Use sections for cach candidate site and cach potential

support site in

Monk scal colonies that declined significantly concurrent with human eccupation and related
distutbance include French Frigate Shoals, Kure Atoli, and the Midway Islands,

Potential impacts te wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitats are described
in the Biological Resources and Land Use scctions for each candidate site and cach potential
support site 1n|Section 4

1t is also possible that disturbance of atoll lagoons by dredging could cause blooms of
zooplankton that produce biotoxins, such as eiguatera. For example, high levels of
ciguatoxins have been repored at Midway that may be related to dredging activity. Although
there is no evidence that seals at Midway have been affected by ciguatoxing, a dic-off of al
least 50 scals occurred at Laysan Island in 1978 that is belicved to have been caused by a
natural increase in ciguatoxin.

Dredging may increasc turbidity, leading to a poteatial increase in cigueatera. Decause the
dredging activity would be localized, the potential impact of the dredging is not expected 1o
joopardize the survival of the speeics. However, no dredging would occur until additional
biological and geolegical studies have been completed in consultation with the U.S. Fish and
Wildhfe Service and the 115, National Marine Fisheries Service.

The proposed action could involve constructing andd operating missile launch sites and/or
missile tracking facilitics on one or more of the Nerthwwesiem Hawaitan Islands used for
pupping by the Hawaiian monk seal. The greatest source of concem regarding possible
impacts on menk seals from the proposcd action is disturbance by activitics and personnel,

Potential impacts to wildlife, including endanpered specics, and wildlife habitats are deseribed
in the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for cach candidate site and each potential
suppert site in[Scction 4

5-W-00%8
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Comiment §:

Response §:

Comment 9;

Response 9:

Comment 10:

Response 10:

Comment 11:

Response Lt

Comment 12;

Response 12

Given the very smal! size of the Northwestem Hawaiian Islands, there are significant short-
tenn and long-term risks associated with disturbance of hauled-out seals. Activities that could
cause significant disturbance include: site preparation and construction of missile launch or
tracking facilities; the movement of missiles, cquipment, and supplies to, from, and around
the islands; noise from launches or explosions of failed or aborted launches; and activitizs and
naise produced by peaple stationed at launch or tracking facilities. I night launches are
planncd, light, as welt as noise, could cause the monk seals to enter the water, Depending on
missile trajectoncs, sonic booms aver down-range atolls also could scars hauled-out seals into
the water.

Monk seals also maybe affected dircctly or indirecily by chemieal contaminants from
aclivities or accidents associated with the proposed action. Possible contaminant sources
might include exhaust from rocket enpines or heavy equipment, sewage from station
personnel, missiles that explode at or immedintely after launch and land in adjacent lagoons,
the spilling of fucl for generators or heavy equipment, and pessible spills of other hazardous
chemicals that may be involved, All of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands are only a few
feet above sea level and are vulnerable to severe typhoons that could cause the loss of
equipment, fuels, and chemicals into surounding lagoons.

Potential impacts to wildhife, including endangered specics, and wildlife habitats are described
in the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for cach candidate site and cach potential

support site in

Altheugh details of the proposed action have not yet been presented, we find it difficult to
imaging how it would be possible to develop and operate one or more launch sites on any of
the Northwestern Hawaiian Istands that contain o major monk seal breeding colony without
having a significant negative impact on the recovery of Hawalian monk seals.

While these may be some impacts to the monk scal, as documented in the Draft E15, with the
limited number of launch events at Tem [sland (four) and the shert-term nature of the
events, the specics is not expected to be jeopardized.

Al such hazardous malerinls should be removed from the island for proper disposal elscwhere
whenever it is decided 1o get ad of them; they should not be buricd on the island,

The PMRF hazardous malcrials and wasle section of the enclosed Draft EI§ [(Table 3.1.16-1)]
provides a list of the hazardous materials disposed of by PMRF and their support facilities in
1996. This seclion also addresses the disposal procedures utilized by PMRF. All Hazardous
Materials and Finzardous Wasle are disposed of in accordance with applicable state and federal
regulations. Mo hazardous waste is disposcd of by EMRF on the remote locations being
considered on Kavai.

We emphasize, however, that the presence of people and facilitics on any breeding island
presents & risk to monk seals that should be avoided at all if possible.

The Navy proposes to reslrct access by project personnel to the beach arcas usced by the
monk scal except when neeessary to perform mission-related duties. Specifics of the
restriclions would be part of any access agreement.

In conclusion, we arc concenmed that construction and operation of missile launching silcs in
the Norhwesiem Hawaiian 1slands would cause significant and unavoidable adverse impacls
on Hawaiian monk seals,

Winle there may be some impacts to the monk scal, as documented in the Draft EIS, with the

limited number of launch eveats at Tem Island (four) and the shar-term nature of the

cvents, the specics is not expecied te be jeopardized. Additionally, constriction of a scawall

for the location of a launch pad and as a barrier for MATSS should provide positive impacts,
SW4G0E8

Comment 13:

Response 13

Comment 14;

Response 14:

Comment 15:

Response 15:

Comment 16;

Response 16:

Comment 17:

Response 17;

Comment 18:

One of the major impacts would be from rocket noise and the continual movement of
missilcs, people, and supplics. This could force menk seals, panicutarly pups and juveniles,
into the waler where they sustaio inceeased levels of mortality. The Environmental Impact
Statement should carefully evaluate these and all other possible sources of disturbance that
could scare seals into the water or cause the abandonment of available hauling beaches.

Potential impacts to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitats arc desenbed
in the Biological Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate site and each poteniial
support site I Movement of missiles, people, and supplics would be inlenuittent
and the number of personnel would be minimized.

Given the small size of atolls and unavoidable noise and disturbances from rocket launches,
the Marine Mammal Commission strongly recommends that missile launching sites sclected
as part of the propesed action not be Jocated in the Northwesterm Hawaiian lslands.

While there may be some impacts to the monk seal, as documented in the Draft EIS, with the
limited number of launch events at Tern Island (four} and the short-term nature of the
events, the specics is not expected to be jeopardized. While air launch and mobile sca launch
platforms are the preferred method to launch targets, only a limited number of evaluations
for them arc available. 1f 2 land launch is required, the only reasonable alternative sites
include Tem Island in the norfthem Hawaiian Islands and lobnsien Atoll

What are the locations of preferred and altemative missile taunch and tracking sites? How
many sitcs at what distances would be aceded te meet basic program objectives? Tow often
would missiles be launched? Would any faunches take place at night?

The infonnation you requested is contained inof the ¢nclosed Draft EIS, Target
launches from Air and Mobile Sea Platforms are preferred. There is not a specific number of
sites needed 10 enhance the mnge. The Navy’s goal is to provide maximum flexikility to
allow muhiple launches from multiple directions. It is expected that no more than 4 target
launches would occur from Tem [sland per year. Launches could occur at night.

What are the acoustic features (¢.g., sound levels, frequency distributions, ranges, and
dominant frequencies) and the sound propagation/attenuation characteristics in air and water
for the types of target and interceptor missiles Lo be used?

Maximum expected noise levels nssociated with a target launch at Tem would be expected 1o
be 140 dBA af 48 mcters, 115 dBA ar 763 meters, 92 dBA at 1,705 meters, and 82 dBA at
6,175 mecters.

What is known about the cffect of cnvironmental factors {e.g., wind spced and dircction,
precipitation, humidity, cte.) on sound levels and sound attenuation rates at different launch
sites?

Expericnce shows that sound pressure levels in the far field can increase in some areas on the
order of 20 dB because of atmospheric refraction effects. Acoustic focusing is not modeled in
the EIS because the ever-changing mcteorological conditions with respect to time and space
make it impossible to predict the clfects of acoustic focusing without knowing atmospheric
conditions at time of flight.

Atwhat distance from taunch sites does the Mavy believe direct effects {e.g, hearing damage
and disturbance-related changes in distribution or behavior) on monk seals or other
potentially alfected marine mammal species would be ncgligible and why? What steps would
be taken te deteet menk seals or other marine species within that zone and to delay launches
if animals are  detected?

S-W-0088
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Response 18:

Comment 19:

Response 1Y:

Comment 20:

Response 20

Commenl 21:

Respanse 21:

As deseribed inSeetion 4.3.1.3.2] there is currenly no dala reparding the levels at which

aitbanig sound will damage mork scal hearing. However, a recent study (Thorson et al.
1498) on Harbor Seals developed a data point of A-weighted measurement of 96 dBA and
umvcighted measurement of 126 dB with no detectable hearing effect. This study describes
how a harbor seal-weighting as opposed to A-weighting for humans has been developed.
However, there has not been a systematic peer-review of this method. The harbor seat
weighted sound levels for the Titan TV launch noise were 40 dB lower than that of A-weighted
sound levels. While the data collected for karbor scals during Titan launches may not directly
apply to smaller missiles of higher noise frequency and monk scals, this methodelogy may be
used to collect and interpret similar dala for monk seals. Even so, Jaunch noise could impact
monk seals by startling them and cawsing them to flee into the wates, This could injure pups,
and put adults, pups and juveniles at risk to shark predation. These effects could result in
high impacts to the menk seal. However, with lintited number of launch events (four per
year) and the shost-term nature of the events, the specics is not expecied to be jeopardized
and no penmanent hearing loss should occur.

\What are e expected trajectories of the arissiles?

Trajeciones and range would vary greatly depending on the testing scenario. Representative
trajectonies are presented in[Section 2. 3]af the Draft EIS.

Are sonic baoms likely 1o occur at or near any of the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands? 1f so,
what are the expected  received sounds levels at different loentions in the Northwestern
Hawatian Islands chain, and how often, and at what tumes of the year, are they hkely to
occur?

Sonic booms could affeet monk scals hauled out on istands downrange (that is, not at the
Jounch site). Seaic booms could startic monk scals and cavse them to flee into the water.
This could injure pups and put adults, pups, and juveniles at risk to shark predation. Because
of the limited number of faunch events (4 per year), this cffect is not expected to jeopardize
the species.

What are the possible and likely missile failure rates that could result in explosions or
destruction of missiles during or immediately after launch?

The missile systems proposed for use are current systems used by the Depanment of Defense.
PMRF will cstablish safcty areas from which non-essential personnel will be excluded and
wheee all debsis from a flight tennination would fall; therefore, there would be no public
health and safety issucs associated from an carly ight termination caused by 2 missile
malfunction. Because targets being considered for use at Tem Island ase rail launched, the
hazard arga for teanination is primarily down range. Therefore, there is a low probability
debris would impact on Tem Island as a result of flight 1enuination. Therefore, there is a
ninch lower probability that any marine mammat could be impacted from debris.

Specific risk analysis have not been conducted for each vehicle proposed to be launched as
part of the Proposcd Action, However, since Kauai Test Facility (KTF) furst started
operations in §962, appsoximately 360 rocket systems have been launched from the KTF.
During this period, there have been no ground or airbome filures that have caused injury,
loss of lifc, damage or destruction of any facilitics or the environment. Early in KTF
history(1964), assembly procedural crrors resulted in the premature ignition of the second
stage on the launch pad coincident with beoster ignition, resulting in a ground fize that spread
to the brush adjacent to the facility. As a result, system-specific Safe Operating Procedures
($0Ps) were modified, and their use in conjunction with safety checklists has prevenicd a
recurrence. In 1974, in an cffert 1o increase perfonnance of the Strypi Rocket Systens, a
system using a Castor 1l rocket motor was designed as the first stage versus the eriginal
Castor 1. Two flight tests were conducted ot KTF, with the first one ejecting a nozzle liner at
ignition. The system landled within the ground hazaid acea and caused no injury or damage.

S5-W-0088

Comment 22:

Response 22:

Comment 23:

Response 23:

Comment 24

Response 24:

Camment 25:

Responsc 25:

Comment 26:

Response 26:

Comment 27:

Response 27:

‘The other system cxperienced bumn-through in the casing and landed in the broad ocean area
within the cleared hazard arca. This system was not developed further and has not flown
since.

‘The Navy expeets to continue this excellent safely record in implementing the No-Action or
Proposed Action Altemnative.

What are the acoustic features related 10 missile explosions?

Moise fevels from a flight termination or explosien of the missile system would be greater
than that of 3 nermal launch; however, the polential for such a mishap would be low and
only last a few secands. Potential noise impacts at cach location are described in the Noise
sections of Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measuzes.

... and what chemical contaminants and missile debris might fall inte atoll lagoons?

The potential biological resource and water quality impacts te the water in Johnsien Atoll's
lagoon are addressed in[Sections 4.3.2 3|and 3. 2T of the Draft EIS. Tern Istand impacts
are addressed infSections 4.3.1 .3 and|4 3. 1.13.

What chemicals are present in and produced by combustion of the rockel fuel{s)? Gver what
Tand and sea areas and at what concenlrations could these chemicals be transported and
depasited?

Exhaust products of missiles are deseribed in tables in [Sections 4.1.1.1.1}and[4.1.1.1.2|
Maximum ¢oncentrations of exhausl products and distance from the launch site arc lisied in

Table 4.1.1.1.-2) No liquid propellants will be vsed on Tern Island.

Could chemical contaminants deposiied in the water directly or indirectly affect the
distribution or productivity of menk scal prey species? 1050, how and to what extent?
Could chemicals bio-accumulate in the marine food chain, and if so, could consumption of
contaminated prey affect the health or productivity of monk seals?

Polential impacts of selid and liquid fucls fellowing a missile mishap are expected to be
negligible. Unburned solid fuels result in release of ammonia, chlorine and aluminum at

non-toxic levels.[Seciion 4.1, 1.1 addresses the combustion products and transportation af

these contaminants.
How far from shere could barge or ship platforms used for missile launches be placed?

The Mobile Aerial Target Support System (MATSS) ¢an be used anywhere in the occan. To
prolect monk seals and their habitats, the Navy proposes to use the MATSS only where the
water depth is greater than 20 fathoms.

What shore-based activitics and number of personnei are necessary to support missile launch
and tracking stations? Would personnel be stalioned permancntly at these sites, and if so,
how many? At launch times, haw many people would be at these sites and for how leng?
How often would missiles, personnel, and supplics need to be transported to and from launch
and tracking sites? What types of equipment would be needed 1o move missiles and people?

Total personnel involved in a typical target {light test launch would be approximately 30
with the potential for 25 to leave the MATSS during the typical 2-3 weck period. For cach
proposed launch site selecied, a launch complex would be constructed consisting of a 46- by
4G-meter concrele pad, an enviranmental shelter, and a launch contral facility (protecied van
shelter).

Additional portable ciectric generations would be placed on Tem Island. Dredging from the
west end of the island to the existing channel would be required, along with the construction

5-W-00RR
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Comment 2X:

Response 28:

Comment 29:

Response 29:

of docking facilitics to bring supplics and cquipmient to the island and docking Facilities for
MATSS.

What steps would be taken to limit beach aceess and use by workers on and off duty?

All workers will be bricfed prior to initiation of construction and opcration to avoid sensitive
maring mammal areas.  Additionally access to the island would be only as necessary with
personnel remaining on the MATSS as much as possible.

What are the principal uncertainlics conceming possible effects on Hawaiian monk seals?
What research and monitoring studics would be undertaken to resolve those uncertainties and
to detect any possible unforescen adverse cffects before they become significant?

At this time there are ne major uncertaintics with regard to impacts on monk seals. Specifics
of any necessary studics would be pazt of formal consultation with NMFS, which is expected
15 begin with the publication of the Draft EIS.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea eon Kauai, and
Tucsday, Apsl 28 in Honglulu on Oabu, Speeific times and logations will be anngunced prior to the

meetings.

Copy 10
CINPACFLT

Cn};laitl, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor
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STATE OF BAWAI
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH i mesreemrer
PO BOX 3378 e
HONOLLULY, HAWAD 9680
July 16, 1987 97-111/epe

Ms, Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 128

Kekaha, Hawall 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman:
Subject: ENVIRCNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PREPARATION NOTICE
{EISPN) FOR STATE OF HAWAII ACTIONS RELATED TO

ENHANCING THE CAPABILITIES OF THE PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE
FACILITY, KAUAI, HAWAIIL

Thank you for allowing us teo review and comment on the subject
project. We have the following comments to offer:

Wastewater Branch

Makaha Ridge, Kauai is serviced by two cesspools and one septic
tank/leaching field system which provide wastewater treatment and
disposal.

Kokee is serviced by cesspools and/or septic tank/leaching
fields, All existing buildings at Parcel A rely on individual
cesspool systems for sewage disposal. <Cesspools servicing Parcel
A are located west of the Telemetry and Control Building. These
systems were instalied prlor to the adoption of State of Hawaii
Department of Health ({DOH) regulations for wastewater treatment
works and individual wastewater systems.

On Niihau, each household is supported by individual wastewater
systems of an unknown nature. We do have a concern regarding
this site, as access to the island is restricted and wastewater
inspections are impossikle to make,.

We will allow the continued use of the existing wastewater
systems at the above mentioned sites as long as wastewater
generation will not increase or change in characteristics.
llowever, should a suggested site lack a wastewater treatment and
disposal system, or should the wastewater generation increase or
change in character, we will require the installation of a
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Ms, Vida Mossman
July 16, 1997
FPage 2

97-111/epo

treatment individual wastewater system (IWS), such as a septic
tank system.

All wastewater plans must conform to applicable provisions of the
Department of Health’s Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-62,
"Wastewater Systems." We reserve the right to review the
detailed wastewater plans for conformance to applicable rules.

Should you h‘?ve any questicns on these comments, please contact
Ms. Lori Kajiwara of the Wastewater Branch at telephone 586-4294.

We would also be interested in reviewing the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement when it becomes available,

Sincerely,

/53,o~«z§¢4:£;4CA«AQWA\\‘

BRUCE §. ANDERSON, Ph.D.
Deputy Director for Environmental Health

¢:  WHWB

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAD 96757.0128
IN REALY REFER TO

S000

Ser 00058

12 Mareh 1998
Dr Bruce Anderson

Deputy Director for Environmental Health

State of Hawaii Department ol Health

PO Box 3378

Honoluly, HI #6801

Dear Dr Anderson:

Thank you [or your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental hnpact Stalemen [E1S) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chaprer 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1: Kokee is served by cessprols andfor septic tank/leaching fields, All existing buildings al Parcel A
rely on individual cesspool systems for sewage disposul. Cesspools servicing Parcel A are
located west of the Telemetry and Control Building. These systems were installed prior 1o the
adoption of State of Hawait Department of Health (GOH) regulations for wastewater trealment
works and individual waslewater systems.

Response |1 We have considered this in the analysis of impacts on Kokee.[{Section 4.1.4.11)

Comment 2 On Niihau, each houschold is supported by individua) wastewater systenss of an upknown nature,
We do have a concern regarding this site, as access 10 the island is restricled and wastewater
inspections are impossilble Lo make.

Response 20 No increases in wastewaler production or discharge would result from the Proposed Action. Any
waslewater plans would conform to applicable provisions of the Depariment of Healih's
Administrative Rules, Chapler 11-62. "Wastewaler Systems.”

Comment 3: We will allow the continued use of the existing wastewater sysiems at the above mentioned sites
as long us wastewaler generation will not increase or chunge in characieristics. However. should
a suggesied site lack 2 wastewater treatnent and disposal system, ot should the wastewater
generation increase or change in character, we will require the installation of a treatment
individual wasiewater systent (LW S), such as a septic tank system.

Response 31 We will factor this requirement into decisions on these criteria,

Comment 4: All wastewater plans must conform i applicable provisions of (he Departmenl of Health's
Administrative Rules, Chapter 11-62, "Waslewater Systems.” We reserve the right to review the
delaited wastewater plans for canformance to applicable rules,

Response 41 All wastewaler plans would conform to applicable provisions of the Depantment of Health's
Adminisirative Rules, Chapter 11-62, "Wastewater Systems.”

§-w.0i04
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MICHAEL D. WLEON
LR
BOLAD OF £LND NG R Ftlay FEBILAT T

- . . . . . . . " BERJAUIN ). CAYETAND
We invite you 1o oor Drafl IS public mectings, scheduled for Suurday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and ' GOVLAROA OF nawan

Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oahy, Specific times und locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Ceruly pmEgria
GANEAT I COLOWA ACLI b

incerely,
LOUACULTURE CEVELORUIERT PROGRGY

. AT BESOUACES
BOATDNG M DCE AN RECREATION
e, woNES
A, BOWLIN STATE OF HAWAII CORSERVATICH AT

RESDURLES ENFORCEMENT

Captain, U.S. Navy DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMVETAIIES

Commanding Officer DIVISION OF AQUATIC RESOURCES Yo PAESE AR PROGRU
Copy lo: :%ﬁm’umjnxj‘g LA AT
CINCPACFLT June 20, 1997 WATEA 10 LAMD DEVELEAIL
COMNAYBASL Pearl Harbor S-W.057

Ms. ¥ida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.0. Box 128

Kekaha, H1 96752-012B

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Environmentad Impact Statement
(E1S) Preparation Hotice for a medification of an existing restrictive
easement granted by the State of Hawaii to the Navy regarding lands adjacent
to the Pacific Missile Range Facility {PMRF) at Mana, Kauai, to expand the
types of missile launches and extend the easement through December 2830. In
addition, the expansion of the current leased area at Kamakala Caves (also at
Mana} and the consideration of Niihau (privately-owned land) and Kure Atoll in
the Horthwestern Hawaiian chain as patential launch and/or instrumentation
sites are proposed.

We recommend the draft £IS address specific impacts on fishing {trolling,
bottomfishing, shoreline, etc.), diving {SCUBA and snorkel), and other ocean-
related activity. Also, specific impacts on endangered marine life (i.e,
noise and lights at night on sea turtles) need to be addressed. The selection
of Kure Atoll as a potential site should be reconsidered because the marine
resgurces are probably just begianing to recover to a pristine state after
many years of use by the U.S, Coast Guard.

We have attached our previous comments concerning PMRF For your consideration.
Yours truly,
i e L

WILLIAM 5, DEVICK
Acting Administrator

5-W-DIM
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State of Hawaii
Department of Land and Natural Resources
DIVISION QF AQUATIC RESQURCES

Date: Hovember 23, 1993

10: Paul Kawamoto, Program Manager, Aguatic Resources & Envirenmental Protection
THROUGH: Richard Sixberry, Aguatic Biologist (0
FROM: Donald Heacock/Brian Kanenaka, Aquatic Bio1ogists€ﬁ éL

SUBJECT: Comments on Finai EIS, File No. 94-296

Rager Evans, Office of Conservation Date of Date
and Environmental Affairs Request 11/04/93 Rec’d. 11/04/93

Comment
Requested by

Summary of Proposed Project

Title: Pacific Missile Range Easement over State Land for
Safety and Ground Hazard Areas far STARS and Havy Vande!
Missile Launches

Project by: U.5. Army Space and St;ategic Defense Command

Location: Barking Sands, Kauai

Brief Description:

The applicant proposes to acquire a restrictive easement on approximately 2,110
arres of State and Kekaha Sugar Company land adjacent to the U.S. Navy Pacific Missile
Range Facility [PMRF) at Barking Sands, Kauzi, t{o pravide protection of all person and
private property during missile launches, The applicant is requesting the restrictive
casement for a nine-year period beginning on January 1, 1994.

Comments:

Although only a portion of the Final EIS was received, it states that the proposed
action has net changed as described in earlier documentation., Therefore, previous
comments {dated April 3 & 27, 1992 and June 22, 1992) remain applicable.

However, the applicant stil] offers no explicit explanation of the methodology used
to assure thal the cumulative impacts of the proposed acticn and existing actions {e.qg.
increased noise levels, chemical "fall-out* from spent rocket boosters, vehicular traffic
up and down the beach} will not negatively impact endangered and threatened sea turtles
monk seals and humpback whales. Sea turtles have been documented to nest on the heach at
PMRF and the whale population in the nearshore waters adjicent to PMRF are reported to be
some of the highest in the State during its season.

Interestingly, with the exception of a monk seal pup which was born on Polihale
beach in the 1960's, there have been no reports of monk seals hauling out at Barking 5Sands
beach over the last few years. In contrast, seals have reportedly hauled out at most
other beaches around Kauai, inciuding: Mileii, Mualolo Kai, Hanakapiai, Haena, Kilaueaz
Anini, Anahola, Mahaulepu, Poipu, Nomilu Fishpond, Salt Pand, etc. FEither seals are not
using the beach at Barking Sands or the seals that haul out there are not being reported.

GE-L

Hemo to Paul Kawamota
Page 2
November 23, 1991

The vehicular traffic en Barking $ands beach (security, other operations) may be the
reason that menk seals are not hauling out there. The Final EIS (p.3-10) stages that .
"off-road vehicle use thraaten this ecologically seasitive {dune piant community) area.

It fails to say that the beach is aiso 2 pesting area for sea turtles.

In addition, in order te assess impacts from the proposed project on nearby marine
resgurces, baseline information on the present state of thase resources needed to be

documented,
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State of Hawaii
Department of Lard and Hatural Resources
DIVISION OF AQUATIC RESOURCES

Date: June 22, 1992

10 Paul Kawamato, Program Manager, Aquatic Resocurces & Environmental Protecticn
THROUGH:  Richard Sixberry, Aquatic Biclogist
Brian Kanenaka, Aquatic Bio]ngistfﬁdf
FROM: Conald Heacock, Agquatic Biologist
SUBJECT: Comments on FEIS, File Ne. 92-727

Comment Reger Evans, Office of Conservation Date of

ate
Requested by and Envirgnmental Affairs

D
Request 05/22/92 Hec'd. D5/26/92

Summary cf Proposed Project

Title: Final EIS for the Strategic Target System
Project by: U.5, Army Strategic Defense Command

Lacation: Barking Sands (Kauai Test Facility), Kauai

frief Description:

The applicant is proposing to Taunch Strategic Target System vehicles from the Kauai
Test Facilityrin establish land use controls over certain lands and waters adjacent to the
Taunch site, JVJ

Comments:

Previous comments on related activities proposed at the Kauai Test Facility remain
applicable (see attachments dated April 2, 1992, September 20, 1990, and April 27, 1992}.

In addition, the U.S. Army has admitted that there are significant ecelogical risks
invalved with the propesed missile launching program (note: up to 146 missiles per year
including Polaris). Additienally, public access will be prehibited to some of the finest
recreational fishing and ocean recreational areas in the State - je. Polihale State Park -
for up to 146 days per year. The social and economic Impacts of this blockage of public
access te public fishery rescurces by recreational and commercial fishermen is
inadequately addressed in the FEIS,

The FEIS inadequately addresses the following issues

1} The potential negative impacts of increased noise and other activities
asseciated with all aspects of the proposed STARS program on protected marine species
which are relatively abundant in the nearshore Barking Sands waters. Humpback whales
which have shown an increase in population density in this general area over the last 10
years, indicate that this area is a "preferred habitat”, and that the area is relatively
free from disturbances caused by human activity. The FEIS does not demonstrate Lhat the
cumulative impacts of the proposed STARS program related activities, plus all existing
PHMRF activities, will not have a significant negative impact on these epdangered humpback
whales, or on other protected species such as sea turtles or monk seals.

Hemo to Paul K. Kawamcto
Page 2
June 22, 1992

Re: Comments an STARS FEIS

z) The potential negative impacts cf impeding pub]ig access to public fishery
resources by commercial and recreational fishermen, by native 5aya11an subsistence
fishers, and including commercial charter vessels which take visiters from Port Allen
Harbor, past PMRF, on tours of the Na Pali Coast.

3) The potential negative impacts associated with the propuged activity may have on
recreational fishing, snorkeling and SCUBA diving, charter recreaticnal fishing vessels
tour boats apd the "fishing industry®.

4) The specific observational metheds that will be used prier to launch te
reasonzbly assure that no endangered or threatened species are negattvely 1mpacteq within
the ground hazard area and within the first stage impact zone (which extends 67 m}]es )
offshare). Too much noise and disturbance caused by monitering of prgtected species [i.e.
helicopter aerial-surveys/monitoring), may cause as much damage and disturbance tso
endangered species as the proposed preject Ttself. Therefore! the proposed project must
assure that threatened ar endangered species are not unduly disturbed by -inapprepriate
levels of surveying and menitaoring.

Specific Comments

Page 2-3, although it states that various alternative transportatiqn routes for
nitrogen tetroxide have been considered, it does not state which route will be used.
Alsc, although an emergency response team has been recommenqed.by the Office of State
Planning (0SP) to be on-hand during the transportaticn of ]\qu}d propellents and an
"emergency action plan” is repertedly in p]ace.IQ case these Tiquid prope]]ents are )
spilled into estuarines (ie. Port Allen or Naw113w]13) or streams and r1vers_(eg. Huleiea,
Hanapepe, Waimea Rivers or Waikomo, Lawai, Nawiliwili, Puali Streams} that bisect the
highway, there is no mention of biolegical databases that have been collected or are
available on these estuarine or riverine ecosystems before this project is approved so
that eaviranmental impacts can be determined during and after a fuel spiliage.

p. 2-4, does not explain association between the 1,200 faot Explosive Safety )
Quantity Distance {ESQD-cited in DELS) and the 10,000 foc? Ground Hazard Area shown in
Figure 2-13. Does this area defined by a 10,000 foct radius represent a marine . i
environment that could be negatively impacted during accidental or 1ntent!ona1 termination
{explosion) of missiles. Additionally, this figure gives an_incomp1ete picture of the
potential hazard to persons located in the nearshore waters in boats, kayak;, on
surfboards, etc., since the “sea leve) hazard zone” continues offshore and includes bath
the nearshore waters and the first stage impact zone which extends &7 miles'offshare.b
Furthermore, there is no menticn of possible risk to ﬁiihau residents gnd fishermen since
they may be within the trajectory of the first stage impact zone, particularly in case of
accidental or intentional termination of missile flight plan.

p. 2-5, states that "prior to launch operatien...” there will be qrgat effort to
assure that no persons are within the ground hazard area (we assume this includes the
nearshore waters and the first stage {mpact zone which extends 67 miles offshere), but
there is no detailed mention of specific cbservational methods used in pre-launch surveys



Mrmo to Paul K. Kawamoto
Page 3
June 22, 1992

Re: Comments on STARS FEIS

that will be included in searching these areas (ie. ground hazard area and first stage
impact zong) for endangered or threatened species (ie. will sonar be used to detect
presence of humpback whales, will helicopters be used to assess presence of monk seals or
sea turtles on adjacent beaches, etc.). This is particularly important considering that
humpback whales are relatively abundant in the nearshore waters aff Barking Sands far
almost & months of the year, and sea turtles are common year round.

Furthermore, although OSP has recommended (p. 4-19 of FEIS) that “a trainer/observer
under the supervision of the Environmental Office and in coordination with the HMFS will
conduct daily surveys fer green turtles during the nesting season (May-August}", there is
no mention of requiring daily surveys for humpback whales during their breeding seasen
{Dec.-June) or during the "pupping season” for Hawaiian monk seals which peaks in summer
months but can occur year-round, Daily surveys for these species during their "spawning”
season should also be required.

Also, 0SP recommended (cited above) that "prior to launch the waters and beach areas
of the launch safety zone and launch hazard area shall be surveyed for the presence of
humpback whales and monk seals". Unfartunately, the FEIS does not adequately describe the
appropriate survey metheds {scientifically/statistically valid} that will be used to
assess the presence, population size estimation, and distribution of protected marine
animals. Such biological baseline/monitering data on protected species is essential in
order to assess the potential negative effects of the proposed STARS missile launching
program on humpback whale, Hawaiian monk seal, and sea turtle populations.

P. 2-5, mentions restricting public access to the ground hazard area (which includes
blocking public access to Polihale State Park., The increase in the time {from 30% to 58%)
that parts of the Pacific Missile Range Facility recreational areas are closed to public
access {including recreational fishing) appears ta be significant. Also, what are the
economic impacts of the safety zone/area closure in the nearshore waters on commercial and
recreational fishing from boats, on commercial tour vessels that run to the Ma Pali Coast
from Port Allen, on shoreline fishermen, and an having to evacuate visitors and residents
previously authorized to recreate in Polihale State Park (a popular fishing destination)?

f. 2-6, under the no action alternative the potential impacts of the GPALS program
on aquatic resources adjacent to PMRF cannot be ascertained since the GPALS program is not
explained.

P, 2-12, states that pH measurements as low as 0.1 have been measured in areas
downwing from missile Jaunch areas due to the acidification effects of the solid-Fuel
booster exhanst, and that short-term depression of surface water pH and k111 of small
fishes in nearby shallow water areas has occurred, Because ambient water pH below 6.0
generally cause stress or are toxic to fish, how will the acidification of the nearshore
marine {intertidal and ehallow subtidal) waters effect the rich intertidal biota,
particulariy intertidal seaweeds which sea turtles greatly are dependent upon for food?
Although the FEIS claims that no significant impacts are expected, it will be impossible
to ascertain actual impacts on the intertidal and shallow subtidal biota unless a detailed
database/biological assessment is conducted by monitoring biological communities before,

Le-L

Meme to Paul K. Kawamolo
Page 4
June 22, 1992

Re: Comments on STARS FEIS

during, and after proposed launches.

- hough the "region of biclogical influence is finally described, there
is no 2éniié:'0§]$hatgtypes of gcientific survey_metbods will be used to collect baseline
biological data, and to establish meaningful monitering pregrams, on endangered and dont
threatened marine species, and en living aguatic resources upon which they are dependen
upon for foed, before, during and after the propesed activity.

i it is i i i if the
P. 2-17 and 2-18 (Fig. 4-1A), it is impossible to tell from the figure i
U.S. Army considered our earlier (26 March 1992) comments suggesting that the_ney Propo?ed
E0X launch pad be lccated further to the H-E (away from the ocean}, thereby significantly
reducing potential negative impacts on living aquatic resourcas and on water quality.

attach. i .
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State of Hawaii
Department of land and Hatural Resources
DIVISION OF AQUATIC RESQURCES

Date: April 27, 1992

10: Paul Kawamoto, Program Manager, Aquatic Resources & Environmental Protection
1HRU:;§Z Richard Sixberry, Aquatic Biologist

fROM: {r—Brian Kanenaka, Agquatic Biologist

SUBJECT: Comments on EA, File No. 92-432

Comment Roger Evans, Office of Conservatien Date of Date
Requested by and_Environmental Affairs __ Request 04/14/92 Rec'd. 04/14/92

Summary of Proposed Project

Title: EA for Kavai Test Facility
Project by: Sandia Nationa1 Laborateries, Dept. of Energy
Location: Hana (Kauai Test Facility), Kauai

Brief Description:

The applicant is proposing to continue Taunching rockets with experimental payloads
from the Sandia National Laboratories’ Kauai Test Facility (KTF) at Mana, Kauai. The
applicant alsc plans to construct new roadways, fencing, fuel handling, and Jaunch pad
facilities; test wertical-launch {including, but not limited to the Strategic Target
Systems and Exoatmospheric Discrimination Experiment) as well as rail-launch vehicles; and
transport solid rocket fuels.

Comments:

Provions comments on related aciivities proposed at the Kauai Test Facility remain
applicable ({see attachments dated April 2, 1992 and September 20, 1990). .

In addition, potential adverse impacts on aquatic rescurces can be minimized if
precautions are taken to prevent construction debris, petroleum products, and other
contaminants from entering the nearby ccastal waters,

attach.

State of Hawaii
Ocpartment of Land and Natura) Resources
DIVISION OF AQUATIC RESOURCES

Date: April 2, 1992

T0; Paul Kawamoto, Program Manager, Aguatic Resources & Environmental Pratection
THROUGH: O Richard Sixberry, Aquatic Biologist
FRON: Donald Heacock, Aquatic Biologist, Aquatic Biologist

SUBJECT: Comments on Draft EIS, File MNe. 92-529

Comment - Reger Lvans, Office of Conservation Date of Date
Requested by and Epvironmental pffairs Request 03/06/92 Rec'd. 03/06/92

Summary of Preposed Project

Title: Draft E1S for the Strategic Target System
Preject by: U.S. Army Strategic Defense Command
Location: Mana (Pacific Missile Range), Kauai

Brief Description:

The applicant proposes to launch nonauclear payloads {experiments and test cbjects)
from the Kauai Test Facility at the Pacific Missile Range Facility at Mana, Kauai, through
near space on a suborbital trajectory,

Comments:

Previous comments on the environmental assessment for the Strategic Target Systems
remain applicable (see attachment dated September 20, 1936},

He note in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) a 1,250-foot Explosive
Safety Quality Distance (ESQD) arc from around the launch pad testing area is required. Me
note further that the newly proposed (Exoatmospheric Discrimination Experiment {€0X} Taunch
pad location increases the amount of surface area of the nearshore marine environment placec
within the ESQD by two to three times (Figure 4-1 in the DEIS) which could potentially
increase the adverse impact to nearshore water guality and the biota if an accident or
explosien occurs. Relocation of the propesed EOX Yaunch pad to the northeast side of the
existing launch pad could reduce potential negative impacts to marine resaurces, but an
accident or explosion at the northeast location could negatively impact the freshwater and
estuarine biota and water quality of Nehili Stream which discharges intp the ocean zt Nohil.
Point. However, relocation of the proposed EDX launch pad would alse eliminate the need to
close an additional 28% of the beach to public access for 48-99 days/year for three years,

The DEIS for the propased Strategic Target Systems inadequately addresses the
petential fmpacts the program may have an nearshore marine ecesystems, particularly
endangered and threatened species around Kavai and Miihau. Although the DEIS states (p. 4-
30} that any whale or sensitive species observed in the launch area will cause any ongoing
taunching to be delayed, it does not state hew the "ebservations"” would be made to assure
that these animals are not negatively impacted,

We suggest the foregoing at Jeast be considered during the preparation of the final
document ,

attach.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.0. BOX Y28
KEWAY A, HAWAL 85752-0%24
stOngsnm REFER TO:
Ser 0040215
11 March 1998

Mr William Devick

Division of Aquatic Resources

State of Hawaii Deparument of Land and Natural
Resources

1151 Punchbow! St

Henoluly, HI 26812

Dear Mr Devick:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capabilily
Environmental lmpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We arc responding Lo your comments in accordancs
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapier 343, and the State of Hawali Administrative Rules, Tide 1T,
Chapier 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1: We recommend the draft E13 address specilic impacts on fishing {troliing. botiomfishing,
shoreline, efc.), diving (SCUBA and snorkel). and other ocean-related activity,

Response 1: The Land Use sections of the enclosed Draft EIS address impacls to shore fishing and other
recreational activilies that occur along the coast for each location. The Socioeconomic sections of
Ihe EIS address impacts to commercial fishing. Na adverse impacts to recrealion or commercial
fishing would be expecied under the No-Action Alternative or Proposed Action.

Comment 2:  Alsa, specific impacts on endangered marine life (i.¢. noise and lights a1 mght on sea nles) need
to be addressed. The seiection of Kure Atall as a potential site should be reconsidered because
\he rmarine resources are probably just beginning to recaver 10 a pristine state after many yeirs of
use by the US Ceast Guard.

Response 2:  Polential impacts to wildlife, including endangezed species, and wikllile habitats are described in
the Bivlogical Resources and Land Use sections for each candidate site and zach potential support
site in[Bection 4] Kure Atoll is no onger bring considered as a candidate support sitc for the
Praposed Action,

§-W-0087
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We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saurday. April 25 in Waimea on Kauai. and

Tuesday, April 28 in lfonolulu on Ouhu. Speeific tiises and locations will be announced prior ta the meelings.

Sincerely,

Commanding Officer

Copy lo:
CINCPACKLT
COMNAVIASE Pearl Hatbor

5-W-n0Ss7

S-W-076
BEMJAMIN 1. CAYETA
GIEHY
SELILF. NA
DRECT
DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS, aRADLE TS NOSS.
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT & TOURISM e TR
OFFICE OF PLANNING Tel: (BOB) 587-25
245 Soulth Berelania Streel, Bth Fir., Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 Fax: (BOB) 587-28

Mailing Address. P.O. Box 2359, Honolulu, Hawaii 95804
Ref. No. P-6748

June 18, 1597

Ms. Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.0O. Box 128

Kekaha, Hawaii 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Subject:  Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice for Enhancing the
Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai, Hawaii

This responds to Lthe Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Preparation Notice (PN} for
Enhancing the Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai, Hawaii.

The broader Federal proposed action described in the EIS PN, including use of Federal,
State and private land, and ocean areas, triggers the Federa! consistency requirements of the
Coastal Zone Manragement Act, Section 307(¢), and the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 15,
Part 930. In accordance with the Federal regulaligns, we are notifying you that the Navy and/or
the Depariment of Defense will need to submit a CZM consistency determination to the Office of
Planning for our cencurrence. The following information will be needed for the consistency
review.

1. We prefer that the Final EIS be submiued with the CZM consistency determination to
cnsure that the information necessary for the CZM review is complete and so thata
thorough revicw can be conducted. The EIS should include an evaluation of the
proposed action's consistency with Hawaii's CZM Program.

2. Asrequired by 15 CFR 930, the Navy and/or the Department of Defense must
provide a statement indicating whether or not the propased activity will be undenaken
in a manner consistent Lo the maximum extent practicable with Hawaii's Coastal Zone
Management Program.

3. The consistency statement must be based upon an evaluation of the relevant
provisions of Hawaii's Coasial Zone Management Program contained in Section
205A-2, Hawaii Revised Siatutes, which is enclosed. The CZM consistency
determination should provide information about the propoesed action's effects on
public recreation and access; effects on endangered, threatened, or nalive plants and
animals; effects an scenic and open space resources; effects on historic, cultural and
archaeological resources; effects on coastal ecosystems; and potentizl coastal hazards



Ms. Vida Mossman
Page 2
June 18, 1997

such as wave inundatien and shore erosion. Proposed mitigation measures should
alse be discussed.

4. I 1he project has received approvals or clearances from State and Federal resource
agencies, such as the State Historic Preservation Division and the U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service, these should be included with the CZM consistency determination.

If you have any questions, please call John Nakagawa of our CZM Program at (808)
587-2878. Plcase note that the Hawaii CZM Program is now within the Office of Planning,
Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, and our new mailing address is
P.C. Box 2359, Honolulu, Hawaii 96804,

Sincerely,
Rick Eggcd//
Director

OCffice of Planning

cc; Planning Department, County of Kaual
Mr. Dennis R, Gallien, U.S. Army Space
and Strategic Defense Command

Lv-L

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O BOX 328
KEKAHA, HAWAN 96752-D125

1H AEPLY AEFER D
5060

Ser 0040231

It March 1998

Mr Rick Egged

Office of Planning

Dept of Business Economic Development and Tourism
235 South Beretania Street 6th Floor

Honolulu, HI 96313

Dear Mr Egged:

Thank you lor your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (FMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental mpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding lo your comments in accordiance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Siatutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adminisiralive Rules, Title I,

Chapter 200.

Your commeats have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included

in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dralt EIS.

Comment 11

Response |:

Comment 2:

Response 2:

We prefer that the Final EIS be submitted with the CZM consistency determination to ensure that
the information necessary for the CZM review is complete and so that a thorough review can be
conducied. The ELS should include an evaluation of the proposed action's consistency with the
Hawaii's CZM program.

As required by the 15 CFR 930, the Navy and/or Departrment of Defense must provide a
statement indicating whether or not the proposed activity will be undertaken in a manner
consisient 1o the maximum extent practicable with Hawaid's Coastal Zone Managemenl Program.
The consistency staigment must be based upon an evaiuation of the relevant provisions of
Hawaii's Coasial Zene Management Program contained in Section 205A-2, Hawaii Revised
Statuses, which is enclosed. The CZM consistency determinalion should provide information
aboul the proposed action’s effects on public recreation and access; effects on endangered,
threatened or native plants and animals; effects on scenic and open space resources; effects on
historic. cultural und archeological resources; effects on coastal ecosystems; and potential coastal
hazards.

In coordination with your staff, we will initiale CZM consistency delermination with the Dralt
EIS and complete it after the Final EIS.

[f the project has received approvals or clearances from State and Federal resource agencics, such
as the State Historic Preservation Divisien and the US Fish and Wildlife Service, these should be
included with the CZM consistency determinalion.

We thank you for your interest and your response. The results of other agency consuliation will
be forwarded 1o your office when received and made a part of the Final EIS.

S-W.0076
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'\VL‘ invite you to our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Satusday, April 25 in Waimea on Kaual, and
Tuesday, April 28 in 1onalulu on Qahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 1o the eetings.

Sincerely,

A. BOWLIN
Captain, U.5. Navy

. Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pear! Harbor

S5-W.0076
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GARY GnL
CARECTOR

STATE OF HAWALI
CFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL

235 SOUTH BIAETANIA STREET
SWINTE 702
HOROLULY, HAWAS 18013
TELEPHONME (HO4) S0.410%
FACTIMILE (H08) 6304164

June 23, 1997

iir. Hichael Wilson, Chair .

Department of Land and Natural Resources
P.0Q. Box 621

Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

Dear Mr. Wilson:
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Hotice for

hcticns Related to Enhancing the cCapabilities of the
Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai

This is in response to the review of the subject document. We have
the following guestions and comments,

1. Please describe the types and characteristics of missiles that
will be launched from the varicus sites. What are the failure
rates of the missiles? Will the new missiles reguire changes
to the size of the Ground Hazard Area?

2, Please consider the cumulative impacts of this project when
added to the STARS and VANDAL missile launching operations.

3. What is the freguency and length of time in which the easement
area will be closed to conduct missile launching activities?

4. The project proposes to use the restricted easement until the
year 2030, What is the likelihood of the existing sugar cane
operations shutting down? Should the sugar operations cease,
how would the restricted easement preclude future beneficial
uses of the state lands?

5. Please disclose any lease, easement and/or use of ceded lands
for this project.

6. Please evaluate whether traditional and customary gathering
right of native Hawaiians will be impacted by the project.



£v-L

Mr.

Wilsen

June 23, 1997
Page 2

7.

10.

11.

12.

please consider the alternative of moving the launch site at
PMRF scuthward to reduce impacts on Polihale Beach Park.

Should a missile fail after launching, what would be the
likely contents of the falling debris? For material; that are
hazardous, please state how they may impact public health
and/or the surrounding environment.

Many threatened and endangered species of flora a'nd fauna
occur in the restrictive easement and the surrounding area.
What are the mitigation measures to protect the rare plants
and animals from mishaps such as brush fires?

The project proposes to build additional communication towers
in Kokee. The views to and from the Kokee area are valuable
resgurces. Please illustrate the visual impacts of the
propeosed structures from public pllac*:es such as roads arlld
lockouts. Photos of existing conditions taken fram public
view points are helpful in evaluat.i.nq visual impacts.
Renderings of future structures superimposed on photos of
existing views should be provided.

The project proposes to upgrade the ruhway at Kure Atoll,
Please describe in detail the scope of work, impacts and
mitigation measures relating to the runway improvements.

Please include in the DEIS a review of the social impacts the
proposed additional military activity will have on t'he people
of Niihau. In specific, please include an analysis of the
{ntactness of tha island’s native culture and how contact w.’_n.th
military operations may modify the unigue }ifestyle of its
residents. Also, please analyze and guantify the econom}c
impact the proposed operatiens may have on the island’s
economy and people.

Should you have any guestions, please call Jeyan Thirugnanaz a%
SA6-4185.

Sincerely,

’—-—_“3 N

Gary Gill
Director

ct

PMRF

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 178
KEKAHA, HAWAI §6752-0128

I REPLY REFER 10

5090
Ser 00/0223
11 March 1998

Mr Gary Gill

Ofice of Environmental Quality Control
State of Hawaii

236 Soulh Beretania Street

Honolulu, H1 96813

Dear Mr Gill:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the Siate of Hawaii Revised Staines, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adminisizative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letier and ¢his responsc letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft ELS.

Comment |:

Response |:

Comment 2:

Respoense 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

Response 4:

Comment 5:

Please describe the types and characleristics of missiles that will be launched from the varous
sites, What are the failure rales of the missiles? Will the new missiles require changes 1o the size
of the Ground Hazard Area?

The types and characteristics of the missiles that are currently being launched, as well as the
missiles that would be launched under the Proposed Action, are identified in[Appendix Alof the
enclosed Draft EIS. Potential early termination evenis are described and analyzed in Section
The Graund Hazard Areas for the proposed missiles are identified in[Chapler 2of the
EIS.

Pleasc consider the cumulative impacts of this project when added to the STARS and VANDAL
missile luunching eperatiens.

The enclosed Draft EIS does consider the cumulative impacts associated with the proposed

ﬁlion. Potential cumulutive impacts, if upy. are deseribed in each appropriale section of Bectiod

What is the frequency and lengih of time in which the easement area will be closed to conduct
missile launching aciivities?

The {requency and length of lime in which the restrictive gasement will be used under the

Proposed Action will not change from current conditions. The resirictive easernent can be wsed
up to 30 limes per year. Impacts of the closure of the restrictive easement area are described in

Section 4,1.2|of the enclosed Drafi EIS.

The project proposes 1o use Lhe sestrictad easement until the year 2030. What is the likelihood of
the existing sugar cane operations shutling down? Should the sugar operations cease, how would
the restriclive easement preclude fulure beneficial uses of the state fands?

The restrictive casement would allow continued agricuiture use of the land within the easement
boundary. This continued agricullure usc is consistent with the State and County agriculiure land
use zoning of the aren.

Please disclose any lcase, ensement andfor use of ceded lands for this project.

S-W.006 |
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Response §:

Comiment 6:

Response 6:

Comnwent 7:

Response T:

Comment §:

Response §:

Caomment §:

Response 9:

Comment [D:

Kesponse 10:

Comment | 1:

Response 11:

Comment 12

The Lond Title Appendix s the Draft EIS addresses ownership and lease agreements involving
PMRF and Department of Encergy activities in the Hawaiian Islands. The Land Use seclions in
the Draft EIS address the use of ceded lands where applicable,

Please evaluate whether traditional and customary gathering right of native Hawaiians will be
impacted by the project.

The Dralt EIS incorporales information from a recent analysis of material and cultural
circomstances on Niihau, developed by an independent expent working with the people of the
istand. That report has been translated into Hawailan by residents of Nithau to facilitate
groundiruthing.

The Environmental Justice section of the enclosed Draft EIS{Section 4.5) considers the petential

impacts of the Proposed Action on minerity populations. Potential environmental justice issues
were analyzed in relation 1o the following resources: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultuzal
Resources, Geology and Sails, Hazardous Materials und Hazardous Waste, Health and Safety,
Land Use, Neise, Socioeconomics, Visual und Aesthelie Resources, and Water Resources.

Please consider the alternative of moving the launch site at PMRF southward to reduse impacts
oh Polihate Beach Park.

Maoving the launch location would nol meet the operalienal needs of the Navy'’s TBMD program.

Should & missile fail aler launching, what would be the likely contents of the falling debris? For
materials that are hazardous, please state how they may impact public health and/or the
surrounding eavirgnment.

The Health and Safety sections of the Draft EIS address the potential for a missile mishap. All
dehbris [rom a missile mishap would fal! within an area that is cleared of all non-participants. All
hirzardous debris lrom such a mishap would be removed and treated as hazardous waste, if
required. [T u fire should oceur the Navy would have fire equipment on standby 10 quickly
minage the hazardous condition, Since the Navy would remediate any hazards from the area
shorily after the missile mishap, no long-lerm impacls would be anticipated.

Many threatened and endangered species of flora and launa occur in the restrictive easement and
the surrounding area, What are the mitigalion measures te protect the rare plants and animals
from mishaps such as brush fices?

Potential impacts lo wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habitats are deseribed in
the Biological Resources and Land Use sections lor each candidate site and each potential suppon

site in[Scetion 4.

The project proposes 1o build additional communication towers in Kokee, The views lo and from
the Kokee area are valuable resources, Please iilustrate the visual impacts of the proposed
structures from public places such us roads and lookouts, Photos of existing conditiens laken
from public view points are helpful in evaluating visual impacts. Renderings of future structures
superimposed on phatos of existing views should be provided.

None ol the proposed addilions to the Kokee site would extend higher than the vegetation around
the site, and therefore, would nat be visible ta the public. Sections 3.7 4.12]and[4.1.4. 12 analyze
visual impacts at Kokee.

The project proposes to upgrade the runway at Kure Atell. Please describe in detail the scope of
work, impacts and mitigntion measures related to the runway improvements.

Kure Atoll is no Jonger under consideration as a potential location for the Navy's Area TBMD
program, amnd consequently is nol covered by this EIS.

Please include in the DEIS a review of the social impacts the proposed additional military activity

S-W-non6 |

Response 12;

will have on the people of Nithau, In specific, please include an analysis of the intactness of the
island's native cuiture and how contact with military operations may modify the unique lifestyle
of its residents. Also. please analyze and quaniily the cconomic impact the proposed operations
may have on the island’s economy and people.

The Dralt EIS incorporasies information Mrom a recent analysis of muterial and cultural
circumstances on Niihau, developed by an independent expert working with the people of the
istacl. That report has been transtated ino Hawatian by the residents of Nithaw o facilitate
groundtruthing.

The Dralt EIS includes a review of the social and economic impacis of the Propased Action on
the residents of Niihau. Sile preparation would, where possible, be carried out by Niihau ranch
employees, with minimal contact being made with non-islanders. Military operations would fall
under the ferms of the current non-centact protocol, The use of the Island’s transport fucilities und
other amenilies would be sirictly conirolled, while providing econornic benefits 1o the islanders.

We invite you Lo our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Gahu. Specific times and locations will be annaunced prior to the meetings.

Copy to:

Sincerely,

AL BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

CINCPACFLT
COMNAYVBASE Peart Harbor

W)
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KAZ HAYASHIDA
GOVERNGR AECT

BEFUTY {WRECTCAS
5-W-002 JERRY M MATSUDA
GLENN M, CHIMOTO

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT QF TRANSPORTATION
869 PUNCHBOWL STREET
HONCLULU, HAWAI 96813-5097

June 2, 1997

IRHEPLY AEFER TCH

STP 8.7957

Ms. Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Pacility
1O, Box 128

Kekaha, Hawaii 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman;

Subjeet: Environmental lmpact Statermnent Preparation Notice
(EISPN)
State of Hawaii Actions Related to Enhancing the
Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range Facility
Thank you for your transmillal of May 7, 1997, requesting our review on the subjeet EISPN.

Our comments are as follows;

1. The EIS should identify traffic impacts and mitigation measures attributable to the proposed
action.

2. Plans for construction work within the State lighway right-of-way must be submitted for our
review and approval.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments.
Very truly yours,

KAZLU HAYASHIDA

I¥irector of Transporation

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 95752-D178

1N AEPLY REFER TO:
5090
Ser 00/0163

: 11 March 1998
Mr Kazu Hayashida

State of Hawaii Dept of Transportalion
869 Punchbowl Strect
Honolulu, HI 96813-5097

Dcar Mr Hayashida:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missilc Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capabiliy
Environmental linpact Statement {EI15) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in
accordance with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawait Administrative
Rulcs, Title T1I, Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and Lhis response leticr
kave been included in the PMRE Enhanced Capability Drafl EIS.

Comment 11 The EIS should identify trafTic impacts and mitigation measures attributable to the
proposed action.

Response 1: The Transporalion scction for cach location in[Scction 4l deseribes the traffic impacts

and any necessary miligation measures for both the No-action and Proposed Action
alternatives.

Comment 2: Plans for construction work within the Stale Highway right-of-way must be subouticd for
our revicw and approval,

Response 2: Any construction work within the State Highway right-of-way would be submitted for
revicw and approval to the State of Hawaii Department of Transportation

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meclings, scheduled for Saturday, Apnl 25 in Waimeca on Kauat, and
Tuesday, Aprit 28 in Honolulu on Oahu. Specific times and localions will be announced prior te the mectings

wicercly,

AL BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Oflicer
Copy 10

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVBASE Peari Harbor

SV (HHD



ov-L

REHIAMM | CAYETANO

SaM CALLEJD

Frmninon e

5-W-084

WARY PATRICLE Wk TERMOUSE
DURUEY LD T L

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES Wnrase
PO B 119, HONDLULY, HAWAI 98810

JUN 18 1997

Ms. Vida Mossman
Pacific Missile Range Facility
P. O. Bax 128
Kekaha, Raucail, Hawaii 967532-0128
Dear Mg, Mossman:

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation
Norice (EISPN) for State of Hawail Actions Related
to Enhancing the Capabilities of the Pacific
Missile Range Facility

Thank you for the opportunity to review the subject document. We
have no comments to offer.

If there are any questicns, please have your staff contact
Mr. Ronald Ching of the Planning Branch at S86-0490.

Sinrerely,

GORDON MATSUOKA
State Public Works Engineer

RC:jyY

(P11412.7

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX121
KEKAHA HAWAI 957520118

I REPLY AEFEA TOx
5090
Ser /0237
I March 1998

Mr Gordon Matsuoka

Stale of Howali

Dept of Accounling and Generul Services

PO Box 119

Honolulu, HI 94810

Dear Mr Matsuoka:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Runge Facility (PMRF) Enhunced Capability
Environmenial Impact Staiement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adminisirative Rules, Title 1,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft ELS,

Comment I: Thank you for the oppertunily 10 review the subject document. We have no commenis to offer.
Response 1@ Thank You.
We invite you 10 our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 23 in Waimea on Kauai, and

Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oabw, Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

- BOWLIN
aptain, U.S. Navy
Communding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Hurbor

§-W-D0EA
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JAMES ) NAKATAMI

Governor Chairparson, Board of Agriculture

LETITIA N. UYEHARA
Ceputy 1o the Chairperson

Mailing Addresa:
P, 0.Box 72159
Honoluhy, Hawail 96823-215%

State of Hawaii
CEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

1428 So. King Street

_ FAX: (808) 873.9613
Honolulu, Hawaii 95814-2512

June 10, 1997

M=, vida Mossman
Pacific Missile Range Facility
P. 0. Box 128

Kekaha Hawaii 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Hotice
Ennancing the Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range
Facility (PMRF}
Department of Land and Matural Resources
Kokee, Kauai
hrea: approximately 2,039 acres

The Department of Agriculture has reviewed the subject document
and offers the following comments.

Tre Havy seeks to extend thelr existing restrictive easement
through December 31, 2030 to conduct missile testing. The
current easement was established in 1993 and ends in 2002. This
easement gives the Navy the authority to restrict access to the
land within the restrictive easement prior to, during, and
shortly after a launch.

The restrictive easement allows agricultural use of the lands
mauka of the Kaumualii Highway and the PMRF., <Construction of any
buildings must be approved by the MNavy. AMFAC Sugar-Kaual
(formerly Kekaha Sugar Company) cultivates sugarcane within the
restrictive easement. Ploneer Hi-Bred International has about 60
acres of seed corn within the restrictive easement.

N

Ms. vida Mossman
June 10, 199%7
Page -2-

The draft EIS should identify any adverse impact{s) upon any
affected agricultural activities that may arise from the
extension of and any alteration to the restrictive easement area
and easement covenants.

Should you have any guestions, please call Earl Yamamotc at 973~
9466 .

Sincerely,

Dot BT

JAMES J. NAKATANI
Chairperson, Board of Agriculture

pcf St
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAYY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FAGILITY
PO BOX 122
KERKAHA, HAWAN 96752.0128
1M REPLY REFER T
5090
Ser 000210
11 March 1998

Ar James Nakatami
Department of Apnculture

State of Hawati

1428 So King Strest
Hounglulu, HI 96%14-2512

Dear Mre Nakatani:

Thark you for your conuncnts during the Pacific Missile Range Facility {(PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Enviconmental Impact Statement {EIS) scoping process, We arg responding 1o your comments in
accordance with the State of Hawnii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of 1awaii Adininistmtive
Rules, Title 111, Chapier 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this responsc letter
have been included in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 11 AMFAC Sugar-Kauai {formerly Kekaha Sugar Company) cultivates sugarcane within the
restrictive eagsenient, Pioneer i3i-Bred International has about 60 acres of sced com within
the restrictive casement, The draft E1S should identify any adverse impact(s) upon any
affected agricultural activities that may arise from the exiension of and any alicration to
the restrictive casement arca and casement covenants,

Response 10 |Scction 4.1.2.7 |Restrictive Easement Land Use, addresses the use of agricultural areas

within the Mana Plain. Conditions of the restrictive casement under the Proposed Action
would be the same as current conditions except it would allow for the launch of different
types of missile systems.

Weanvite you to oue Draft EIS public meetings, seheduled Far Satrday, April 25 in Watmea on Kauai, and
Tugsday, Apnt 28 in Tlonokutu en Quhu. Speeific times and lecations will be announced prior to the
meetings

A BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Peart Harbor

5-W-0043

5-W-086

BEMIAMIN 1. CAYETANG

LRty ROY § OSHIRO

Erbouin mEEine

STATE OF HAWAII T
OEPARTMENT OF BUDGET AND FINANCE
HOUSING FINANCE AND DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
&17 DULLN STREET, SUITE 100 97 ;ppg/2023

HONOLULUY Hiwan 56813
FAX (305} 5870600

June 2, 1997

Ms. Vida Mossman o
pPacific Missile Range Facility
P.O. Box 126

Kekaha, Hawall 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Re: Preparation Notice for State of HawaiJ:. .l_ixctigns_Related to
Enhancing the Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range

Facility
Thank you for the opportunity to review the subject EISPN.

We have no housing related comments to offer at this time.

Sincerely,
\

Ch QL —

Roy §. Oshiro
Executive Director
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RRNGE FACILITY
PO BOX 124
KERAIIA $IAWAI 367570128

1M REPLY REFER T
5090
Ser O0/0239
11 March 1998

Mr Roy § Oshize

Stale of Hawaii

Housing Finance and Development Carp

(77 Queen Street Suire 300

Ilonolulu, HI 968123

Dear Mr Oshiro:

Thank you for your cosnments during the Pucific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhunced Capability
Environmenlal Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding Lo your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawait Administrative Rules, Title Iil,
Chapler 200, Your comments have been considered and your fetter and this response leiter have been inciuded
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment [; Thank you for the opporlunity o review the subject EISPN. We have no housing related
comments ta offer al this lime.

Response |: Thank You.

We invite you o our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Satucday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai. and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Qahu. Specific times and localions will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

A, BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commundding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVDASE Pearl Harbor

50086

PHONE (808) 534-1888

S-W-021

STATE OF HAWAI'l
CFFICE OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS
711 KAPIOLANI BOULEVARD, SUITE 500
HONOLULU., HAWAI'l 96813

June 10, 1997

Ms. Vida Mossman

Pactfic Missile Range Facility
P.0O. Box 128

Kekaha, HI 96752-0128

Subject: Envirenmental Impact Siatement (EIS) Preparation Notice for State of Hawai
Actions Related to Enhancing the Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Ranye
Facility, Island of Kauai.

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Thank you for the oppertunity to review the Envirenmental Impact Statensent
(EIS) Preparation Notice for State of Hawaii Actions Related to Enhancing the
Capabilities of the Pacific Missile Range Facility, Istand of Kauar.

The Office of Hawaiian Affairs (Ol1A} intends 10 thoroughly review the EIS
once the document is available for public comment. OHA's major concerns are
potential adverse impacts on air and water quality, flora and fauna, cultural resources,
geology and soils, land use, socio-economics, and scenic resources. OHA expects
major sections of the EIS addressing key issucs such as (1) the use of ceded lands, (i)
public safety and health protection, (iii) preservation and conservation of wildhife
habitats, (iv) protection and preservation of cultural resources, (v) handling of
hazardous materials and hazardous wasie, and (vi) Native Hawaiian righis, (rights to
the land base and associated resources and access rights Tor traditional and custemary
praciices).

In addition, OHA is deeply concerned with the proposal to launch missiles
from the Island of Nithau, OHA expcets the EIS to thoroughly address the special
impacts of this proposal on the Native Hawaiian community on Niihau These impacts
should not be limited 1o discussions of economics but should include a full and frank
discussion of the effect of bringing modern military operations to an isolated and
cutturally traditional island community,

FAX {808} 594-1865
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Letter to Ms. Mossman
Page two

Picase contact Lynn Lee, Acting Officer of the Land and MNatural Resources
{nvision, or Luis Manrique, should you have any questions on this matter.

Sincerely yours,

7{%@ AotAr

Martha Ross
Deputy Adnunistrator
LA 1m
cc Trustee Clayton Hee, Board Chair
Trustee Abraham Aiona, Board Vice-Chair
Trustee Rowena Akana, Land & Sovereignty Chair
Trustee Hauvnani Apoliona
Trustee Billie Beamer
Trustee Frenchy DeSoto
Trustee Moses Keale
Trustee Colette Machado
Trustee Hannah Springer
Sesnita Moepono, Acting Administrator
CAC, Island of Kauai

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 28
KEKAAA, HAWAIl 96752-D128

IN HEPLY REFER TO.
5090
Ser 00/0196
11 March 1998

Ms Martha Ross

State of Hawaii Office of Hawaiian Aflairs

711 Kapiolani Blvd Suite 500

Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Mz Ross:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding 1o your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chaprer 343, and the Stare of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title [T
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letler and this response lelter have been included
in the PMRF Enbanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 11 OHA expecls major sections of the EIS addressing key issues such as 1) the use of ceded lunds

Response |1 _The Land Use scetions in the ELS address the use of ceded lands where applicable. Specifically.
Section 41,5, 7 [describes the area required for the proposcd ordnance sloruge magazines,
encampassing ceded lands.

Comment 2: 2) public salety and health protection

Response 2: The EIS addresses public safety and health protection for each location evaluated. Sections
describe potential impacts to human health and safety.

Comment 3: 3) preservation and conservation of wildlife habitats

Response 3:  Potential impacts to wildlife, including endangered species, and wildlife habilats are described in

the Biological Resources und Land Use sections for each candidate site and each potential support
stein

Comment 4:  4) proteciion and preservation of cultural resources

Response 4: The Nuvy will comply with the NHPA Section 106 review and comment process and the ACHP's
regulations implementing Section 136 (36 CFR Pant §00). PMRF wouid consult with the islund's
proprietors. the community of Nithau, the Hawaii SHP(, and the ACHP, 10 establish and/or
implernent measures to ensore mitigation of any impacts to polential culturai resources that could
result fram PMRFs proposed actiens on Nithau. Seclions addressing cullural resources are
provided for each candidale site and support area in S .|Aflected Environment, an

[[4]Environmenial Consequences and Mitigation Measures.
nd[Section 4 bf the
each location evaluated.

Comment & 6) Nutive Hawaiian rights, (rights to the land base and associaled resources and access rights for
traditional and customary praclices}.

Comment 5: 5) handling of hazardous imaterials and hazardeus waste

Response 5:  The Hazardous Materiais and Hazardous Wasle sections of]
enciosed Dralt EIS address the use and disposal of these materials at

Response 6;  The Environmental Justice section of the enclosed Draft EIS )| considers the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action an minority populations. Potential environmental justice issues

500021
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were anmalyzed in relation wo the fallowing resources: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, Gealogy and Soils, Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Waste, Health and Safety,
Lind Use, Noise, Sociocconomics, Visuad and Aesthelic Resources, und Water Resources.

Comment 7: In addition, OHA is deeply cancerned with the proposal to launch missiles from the Island of
Nithau. OHA expects the E1S 1o thoroughly address the special impacts of this proposal on the
Native Hawaiian carmrnunily on Niihau, These impacis should not be limited to discussions of
econamics but should include a {ull und lrank discussion of the effect of bringing modern mititary
aperations o an jsolated and cuhurally waditional island community.

Kesponse 7 The socieeconomic seclions of the enclosed Draft EiS{Scctions 4.2.1.10(and[4.5.2.9)|examine the

olentizl impacts of the Proposed Action on the economy and culture of Nithau, In addition,
Section 4.5, [Environmenial Justice, describes potential impacts lo Native Hawaiians on Kauai and
Niithisu.

This Dralt EIS has depended significantly on independent work that was already underway on
MNuthaw prior Lo beginning this EIS process. That work has been groundiruthed by the people of
Niihau, including ils translation inlo Hawaiian by persons on the island. Relying on that work,
und other available information, it is concluded thal the Proposed Action would provide
significant economic benelils to the people of the island and Niikau infrastructure, and that an
exisiing Niihau Protection Protocol, uppropriately strengthened, will minimize contact between
ruilitary personnel and Nithau residents and protect Niihan's cultural circumstances.

We invile you Lo our Draft 1S public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and

Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Ouhu, Specific 1imexs and focations wili be announced prior to the meetings.

incerely,

Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACHLT

COMNAVYBASE Pearl Harbor

5-W-0021
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Ref: LD-GM

Ms. Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.0O., Box 128

Kekaha, Hawaii 96752-0128

Dear Ms. Mossman:

Subject: OEQC Questions and Commente - Environmentsl Impact
Statement Preparation Notice Regarding PMRF
Enhanced Capabilities, Barking Sands, XKauai

Enclosed is Gary Gill's , Director, Office of Envivonmental
Quality Control, June 23, 1997 letter addressed to our Chairperson
with his questions and comments in connection with the above
referenced subject.

Please have an appropriate response prepared,

Should you have any‘ questlons, please call Gary Martin at 1-
808-587-0421.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

DEAN Y, UCHIDA
Administrator

Enclosure

c: Kauai Land Board Member
Kaual District Land Office
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June 23, 1887

Mr. Michael Wilson, Chair

Department of Land and Natural Resources

P.0. Box &21

Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

Dear Mr. Wilsend

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Hotice for

Actions Related to Enhancing the cCapabllities of the
Pacific Missile Range Facility, Kauai

This is in response to the review of the subject document. We have

the following questlions and comments.

1. Please describe the types and characteristics of missiles that
will be launched from the varicus sites. What are the failure
rates of the missiles? Will the new missiles require changes
to the size of the Ground Hazard Area?

2. Please consider the cumulative impacts of this preoject when
added to the STARS and VANDAL wissile launching operations.

3. What s the freguency and length of time in which the easement
area will be closed tc conduct missile launching activities?

4. The project proposes to use the restricted easement until the
year 2030, What is the likelihood of the existing sugar cane
operations shutting down? Should the sugar operations ceasse,
how would the restricted easement preclude future beneficlal
uses of the state iands?

5, Please dlsclose any lease, easement and/or use of ceded lands
for this project.

6. Please avaluate whether traditional and customary gathering

right of native Hawailans will be impacted by the projact.

" Mr.,

Wilson

June 23, 1597
Page 2

7.

10.

11,

1z2.

Please consider the alternative of mevin i
r g the launch site at
FMRF southward to reduce impacts on Polihale Deach Park.

Sheuld a wmissile fail after launchin
X a g, what would be th
i;ielg contents of the falling debris? For materials that arz
ardous, please state how they may impact bli
andfer the surrounding environment, F public healeh

Many threatened and endangered species of flora and fauna
accur in the restrictive easement and the surrounding area
What are the mitigation measures to protect the rare lant;
and animals from mishaps such as brush Fires? i

The project proposes Lo build additional communication towers
in Kekee. The views to and from the Kokee areca are valuable
resources. Please illustrate the wvisual impacts of the
proposed structures from public places such as roads and
l?okouts: Photos of existing conditions taken from public
view points are helpful in evaluating visual impacts
Repde;ings of future structures superimposed on photos o%
existing views should be provided.

The project proposes to up

I . upgrade the runway at Kure Atol
Please Qescrlbe in detail the scope of work, impacts a;é
mitigation measures relating to the runway improvements

Please include in the DEIS a review i

proposed additional military activitsziqi izi;aénlﬁgzc;:otT:
?f Niihau. In specific, please include an analysis of Ehe
1pt§ctness of the island’s native culture and how contact with
military operatiens may wmodify the unique lifestyle eof its
fﬁ;;ginﬁi{e Alsc, please anglyze and guantify the economic
ot e ;ﬁgﬁff?d operations may have on the island’s

Should you hav i i
586»4135, e any guestions, please call Jeyan Thirugnanam at

Sincerely,

Gary Gill
Director

[o94

PMRF
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
FACIFIC MITSILE AAMGE FACILITY
P.O BOX 128
WEKAHA HAWAH 96752-017K

M AEFLY REFER 1O
5090
Ser 00/0236
11 March 1998

Mr Dean Y Uchida

State of Hawait

Dept of Land and Natural Resources

1" Box 621

Honolulu, HI 96809

Drear Mr Uchida:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
LEnvironmental Impacl Statement (EIS) scoping process. YWe are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title Iil,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your leiter and (his response leiter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dralt EIS.

Comment |; Enclosed is Gary Gill's, Director, Office of Enviconmental Quality Control, June 23, 1997 leuer
addressed to our Chairperson with his questions and comments in connection with the above
referenced subject, Please have an appropriale response prepared.

Response 11 Thank you for forwarding the Jelter, A copy of our response can be found after Gary Gill's letier
in the Draft EIS.

We invile you 1o our Drafl E15 public meetings, schedulted for Salurday, Aprit 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oahw. Specific times and locations will be announced prior lo the meetings.

Sincerely,

A, BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy t0:
CINCPACELT
COMNAVBASE Peast Harbor

5-W-0083

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOUACES
STATE HISTORIC FREZEAVATION DIVISION

33 30YTH KWa ITREET, eTH FLOQA
HOHOLULY, HAWAR 10011

JUL -8 1987

REF: HP-ELS

Vida Mossroan

Depariment of the Navy
Pacthic Missile Range Facitty
P.O. Box 12K

Kekala, Hawait 96732-012%

Dear Ms. Mossman:

L)

GCilbert Colomi-hgarin

AORIALATURE DEVIL Ot it
PROCAM

ADYATE M RORCT B
CONMRVATION ANG
AHARORILNT AL & Faghd
COMSIRVATEIN ANG
MSOAURC S [HPORCE MENT
CONYIVANC L
FORLETEY AND wu IR s [
FFTOMC PR SUAYATION
Reautoe ]
LAND WAMALDMLNT
FTAlL rAE
PATLA AND LAND DOVELOFUENT

LOG: 19556 .~
DAC: 9706NM21

SUBJECT: Historic Preservatinn Revicw -- Preparalion Notice for State of
Hawaii Actions Related to Enbancing the Capabilities of (he Pacific

Missile Range Facility (PMRF}
Barkine Sands, Waimea, Kauai

Thank you for the opportunity ta review this project, All of the proposcd projects will require Nalionad
Listoric Preservation Act. Section 106 Compliance. Sinee these projucts are all federal undertakings., vven
those an private lands (Niihau) and tocal public tands (Stae of Hawail) will require compliance with this

Federal law and its regulations.

In general. this notice was very weak on the background maserial covering lustoric properties -- fuview of
prior archacological work and of histeric information on scttiement patiems. While we agree it is enfy a
prepasation notice, our staff spert considerable time with the consultant covering such background

malerial, and this notice lacks mast of this information.

We have specific communts on many of the sections. See attaciunent,

If you have any questions, please eall Nancy MeMahon, sur Kaua'i Island Archacelogist, at 742-7033,

Aloha,

Tl VA

Michacl D. Wilson. Chatrperson and
State Historic Prescevation Officer

2\
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ATTACIHMENT

COMMENTS ON EIS PREPARATION NOTICE:

p 3.2 Cultural Resources: This section is very generic and should be more speaific 1o PMRF and the type
al sits dikely 1o be found in your projects arcas. This section really does not have much substance, What
are the arcas of concern. We disagree that the resources are deseribed in detail in the rest of the notice

p. d=11seetion 3.1 1.3 Cultaral Resources for the Restrictive Easement Arca. List appropriale reports
and resources as your references. The cultural and archacological reports should be referenced. Have you
checked with Siate Parks an their survey waork of Polihale? We belicve that there are istoric sites and vou
need to document this

r 3-24, scction 3.1.2.3 Kamokala Caves. No section 106 Complianee was ever deng for the use of these
caves, Documentation of the caves should be conducted. to determine if there is cultural significance for
the sites. W agree that the cane land are not lkely have significant historic sites duc to the subsurface
disturbance, but all other areas that will be impacted should be surveyed and decumented.

p.3-25, section 3.1.3 Makaha Ridge There is no section on the Cultural Resources. A statement should be
included on this arca. Several surveys have taken place here. This infermation is then used to confinm that
no sites exist

p. 3-28, scction 3.1.4 Kokee. Again no section on cultural resources could be found. Background
references and a statement should be included in order ta conclude that there is no effect.

p 3-35, section 3.2.1 Nithau. Scction 106 compliance will be required on all of the activitics to be
conducted here. The old Coast Guard buildings should be evaluated for significance. The 1987 Kikuchi
report that was referenced has never been reviewed or aceepted by the SEPD. 1t is a limited survey in the
northeasterm portions of the island, so the generalizations are limited to this area of the island only, This
report needs o be updated 10 meet standards for acceptability. The arcas to be impacted by this project
will nevd to be surveyed to address Scection 106 concerns, Orral histories should also be conducted.

p 3-43, section 3.2.2 3 Kure This scction is fine. Background be should included on Kure's use as a
World War II baulcfield

p 4 2, scction 4.0 Environmentat Mitigation, Cuoitural Resources. We goncur that Section 106 needs to be
completed for all Federal actions on the 13 resource areas, We are glad your meluded a paleontological
interest.

p. 4.4, Visuals Impacts, We received comments from the conununity that there will be visual impacts 1o N
Nalali Coast. Stnce this is a tourist destination, the visual impacts need to be addressed.

p. -4, suction 4.1, No-Action Alternative. Only al PMRF were cullural resources addressed for
polentiatly significant environmental issues, Al sections, casemient, caves, Makaha Ridge and Nuthau have
impacts that nevd to be addressed..

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 120
KEXAHA HAWAIl 95752-0128

N REPLY REFER 10
50590
Ser 00/G275
12 hiarch 1998

Dr Michael Wilson

State Historic Preservation Divisicn

State of Hawaii Department of Land and Naturad

Resources

33 South King Street 0th Floor

Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Dr Wilson:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Fueility (PMRF) Enhanced Capubility
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are sesponding fo your comments in accordance
with the Srate of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adminisirative Rules, Title 11,
Chapter 200, Your cornments have been considered znd your letter and this response letler have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS,

Comment 1; Thank you for the opportunity o review this project. All of the proposed projects will require
Mational Historic Preservation Acl, Section 106 Cempliance. Since these prejects are all federal
undertakings, even those on private lands (Niihau) and local public lands (State of Hawaii) will
require compliance with this Federal law and its regulations.

Response 1: The Navy will comply with the NHPA Section 106 review and comment process and the ACHP's
regulalions implementing Section 106 (3¢ CFR Part 800). PMRF would consult with the island’s
praprietors, he community of Niihau, the Hawaii SHPQ, and the ACHP, 10 establish and/or
implement measures to ensure miligation ol any impacts 1o potential cultural resources that could
result from PMRFs proposed actions on Niihau, Sections addressing culural resources ar

iovidcd for each candidate site and support arca in|Section 3, |Affected Environment, and |S
4

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures.

Comment 2:  In general, this notice was very weak on the background material covering historic properties -+
review of prior archaeologicul work and of histeric information onr settfememt patterns. While we
agree it is only a preparation netice, our stafl spent considerable time with the consultant covering
such backgrownd materisl, and this porice lacks most of this information.

Response 2:  The background information and analysis contained in the Preparation Notice has been updated,
expanded and improved in the Draft EIS. Cultural resources 2nd potential impacts 10 th.
resources are provided in the Culiural Resources sections for each geopraphic area in
and 4 bf the Draft EIS.

Comment 3: p. 3.2 Cultural Resources: This section is very generic and should be more specific to PMRFE and
the type of siles likely to be found in your projects areas. This section really does not have much
substance. What are the areas of concern. We disagree that the resources are described in detail
in the rest of the nolice.

ibed in the Culral Resources seetion for each
f 1he enclosed Draft E15.

Response 3:  Potential impacts to culivral resource
candidate localion and support site in

Comment 4: p.3-11, section 3.1.1.3 Cultural Resources for the Restriclive Easement Area. List appropriate
reports and resources as your references. The culteral and archacological reports should be

5.W.0077
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Respanse 4

Ceamment 5:

Response 5:

Comment 6:

Response 6:

Comment 7:

Respanse 7;

Cemment 8:

Response 8t

Comnmenl 9;

Response 9:

Comnent [}

Response 10:

Comment | 1:

Response |}:

Comment 12;

referenced. Have you checked with State Parks on their work of Polihale? We believe that there
are historic sites and you need Lo docunwent this,

A listing of 3
presented inf Tabl

nown 1o exist in the Restrictive Easement regiop influe i
The reports, surveys and studies used are cited i

p 324, section 31,223 Kimekatu Magazines. Na section 100 Compliance was ever done for Lhe
use of these caves. Docuinentation of the caves should be conducted, to determine if there is
cullural significance for the sites, We agree that the cane Land are not likely have significant
historic sites due 10 the subsurface disturbance, but all other areas that will be impacted should be
surveyed and documented.

Cultural resources ot Kamokals Magazines are addressed in Sections
enciosed Draft EIS.

p-3-25. section 3.1.3 Makaha Ridge, There is no section on the Culwral Resources. A statement
should be tncluded on this area. Several surveys have 1aken place here. This information is then
used to confirm thal no sites exist.

Cultural resources al Makaha Ridge are described inISuclEon 11 .3.4].'1nd lScclion 4,1.3.4|in the
encloscd Draft EIS.

p. 3-28, section 3.1.4 Kokee. Again no section on cultural resources could be found, Background
references and a statement should be included in order 1o conclude that there is no effect.

Cultural resources at Kokee are described in Seclion 3.1.4.4)and [S

Draft EIS.

n the enclesed

p. 3-35, section 3.2.1 Niihau. Section 106 compliance will be required on all the activities to be
corclucted here. The ald Coast Guard buildings should be evaluated for significance. The 1987
Kikuchs report that was referenced has never been reviewed or accepted by the SHPD. ltisa
limited survey in the northeastern portions of the island, so the gencralizalions are limited to this
aren of the island only. This report needs to be impacted by this project will need to be surveyed
10 address Section {06 concerns. Oral histories sheuld also be conducied.

Section 3. 2.1.4of the enclosed Draft EIS desceribes existing cultural resources at Niihau, and
addresses potential impacts to cullural resources on Niihau. Section 106

consultation will be conducted for the entire propesed action.

p. 343, section 3.2.2.3 Kure. This section is fine, Background should be included on Kure's use
as 2 World War T battlefictd,

The Kure location is no longer a consideration, and therefore, is not applicable to this EIS.

p. 4.2, section 4.0 Environmental Mitigation, Cultural Reseurces. We concur that Seciion 106
aceds (0 be completed for all Federal actions on the I3 resource arcas. We are glad you included
a paleontalogical inferest.

Your comments have been considered and your letler has been included in the Draft EIS. We
intend to comply fully with Section 106 of the NHPA for all activitics covered by the Act.

p- 4.4, Visual Impacls, We received commenlts from the community that there will be visual
impacts to NaPali Ceast, Since this is a lourist destination, the visual impacts need Lo be
addressed.

The existing Makaba Ridge fucilily can be viewed by waler cralt traveling the ocean
approximately 445 meters (1,460 feet) below the facility. The addition of facilities would be
consistent with the already developed nature of the sile. The addition of facilities under the
Proposed Action would not change the overall public visual environment.

p-4-4, section 4,1, No-Action Alwernative. Onaly at PMRF were cultural resources addressed for

5-W-0017

potentially significant envirenmental issues. All seclions, easement, caves, Mahaka Ridge and
Niihau huve impacts that need Lo be addressed.

> deseribed in the Culwral Resources section {or each

[Section dlof the enclosed Draft FIS.

We invile you 1o our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oahu. Specific limes and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Response 12: Potential impacts to cultural resouree:
candidate location and supporn site

Sincerely,

A.BOWLIN
Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy t0:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

§W.0077
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Post Otfice Box 1702, Lihue, Kauai, Havaii 56766 Phone: (808) 245-6692 Fax: (B08) 246-1089

# KEDB

Kauat Economic Development Board

July 21, 1997

Ms. Vida Mossman

Public Affairs Officer

Pacific Missile Range Facility
F.C. Box 128

Kekaha, HI §6752-0128

Re: Testimony for PMRF Envirenmental Impact Slatement
Dear Ms. Mossman:

The Pacific Missile Range Facility's (PMRF) impact to our economy is in excess
of $115 million annually, with 924 jobs of which 113 are military personnel. Its
contribution to Kauai transcends ali elements of our community from agricuitural
operations to the visilor industry, as well as the backbone of our island - small
business. Statistically, PMRF's economic impact include:

* Wages and Salaries $ 45.0 millien
. Construction $ 8.3 million
» Conliracts $ 41.5 millicn
. Purchasing $ 11.7 million
. Utilities $ 3.1 million
. Tourist Industry $ 7.5 million

Kauai's economic condition is critical, The anticipaled recovery from Hurricane
Iniki is prolonged due to continued helel closures and the downsizing ol sugar
operations. Business failures are increasing al record rates, Throughout this
downturn the area thal continues o shine is PMRF. NELHA and the astronomy
cammunity on the Big Island and the Super Computer on Maui are visibly important to
each island's diversification. However, primarily because of population base, PMRF's
contribution to Kauai is magnified.

Vida Mossman
July 22, 1897
Page Two

In addition, PMRAF is a communily leader, From their Toys for Tols compaign to
their cooperative education programs with Kauai Community College (KCC) they help
foster the “Goed Neighbor” pelicy as well as train Kauai's people for enhanced job
oppartunities.

PMRF is a national asset primarily for lwo reasons:

. tack of encroachmeant
. Natural Littoral environment

in the FY '95 Appropriations Act, Congress inserted the following language:

"PMRF is the primary test range for complelion of
lower tier and upper tier missile flight lests,”

PMRF is the largest instrumenled multi-envirenmental testing, evaluation and
training range in the werld and, with Congressional direction to provide a highly
effective Theatsr Missile Defense program, PMRF must enhance its capability to
demonstrate, test and evaluate a number of systems teo include defensive interceplor
technologies such as:

. Ballistic Missile Defense Systems
. Cruise Missile Defense Systems
. Cooperative Engagement Capabilities

PMRF's inlrastructure upgrades have been funded by the testing and evaluation
customers, but benefit training users as well. In the past four years, $235 million of
improvements have been provided to enhance PMRF's testing and evaluation
capabilities. The testing and evaluation portion of PMRF's business is not only its
shining star but also continues to increase with ultimalte peaks in FY 98 - FY 2000,

Significantly, the testing and evaluation area represents the multitude of "spin-
oft” opportunities and the creation of sustainable econcmic development on Kauai.

Programs such as NASA's Pathlinder not only bring sensor technologies to the civilian
sector with aerial mappings of the Alakai Swamgp or the propesed Kula Road on Maui,
but also through cooperalive programs with KCC, allows our students an insigh! into
technological advancements not available threugh the University of Hawaii {UH)
system,
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Vida Mossman
July 22, 1987
Page Three

Initiatives in telemedicine will ullimately use PMRF's developed
capabilities and AKAMAI funding to link PMRF, Kauai Veteran's Memorial Hospital and
Wilcox Hospital to Trippler Hospital on Oahu, the Super Computer and through UH's
PEACESAT programs 1o the entire Pacific Fim and 1he Mainland.

Textron Systems Division of Textron Inc. estabdlished an olfice on Kauai in July
of 1997 to expand their business development aclivities at PMAF and te conlinue their
exemplary record of community service thal their 40 employees on Maui have
produced.

Cceanit Laboraleries, a Honolulu-based company, has also announced plans
to expand their activities on Kauai.

With the completion of the Waimea Techno Tourism Center next year, the
Kauai Economic Development Board (KEDB) has received leliers of interest and/or
intent from Textron, SAIC, Oceanil, Baker Suppert Services, ITT Federal Services,
High Fechnology Solutions, Northrup Grumman, Lockheed Martin and Loral Space
and Communicaliens to open offices and/or expand their missien on Kauai.

The Visitor Center has also received possible feedback, through the efforis of
Kauai Councilman Jimmy Tokicka, frorn Yahoo and Microsolt for exhibits and the
Kauai Institute for Communications Media (KICM), through the efforts of Judy Drosd
and Sue Kanoha, nope 1o bring the fitm industry initiatives 1o the Center,

The enhancement of PMBF's lesting and evaluation capabilities will bring about
diversilied economic benefits that are built on the basic precepts of sustainability as
well as supply and demand equaling lo job growth.

PMRAF has been a good neighbar, an exemplary corporate citizen. Lel's all
work together to bring abeout an enhancemeant of their capabilities which will result in
sustainable economic development.

Sincarely,
Gary Baldwin, Chair
KAUAI ECONCMIC DEVELCPMENT BOARD

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
#0 BOX 121
KERAHA, HAWAIL 36732.012)

W AEPLY REFER 10
5096

Ser 0040242

Il March 1993

Mr Gary Baldwin
Kauai Economic Development Board

Lihue, Kauai, Hl 956768

Dear Mr Baldwin:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Envirenmental Tmpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding Lo your comments in accordance
with the State ¢f Hawaii Revised Stawutes, Chapter 343, and the Stace of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your leuer and this response letter have been mcluded
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dran EIS.

Comment }; {PMRFs) contribution 1o Kavat transcends alt elements of our community from agriculiural

operations to she visitor industry, as well as the backbone f our island - smail business.
Statistically, PMRF's economic impact include:

Wages and Salaries  $45.0 million

Conslruction $ 8.3 miliion
Contracts £41.5 million
Purchasing 511.7 million

Lhilities $ 3.0 million
Tourist Industry $7.5 million

Kauai's ecenomic condilion is critical. The anticipated recovery from Hurricane Iniki is
prolonged due 1o continued hotel closures and the downsizing of sugar operations. Business
failures are increasing as record rates. Throughout this downfurn the area that continues ta shine
is PMRF. NELHA and the astronemy comunuaity on the Big Island and the Super Computes on
Maui aze visibly important to each island's diversification. However, primarily because of the
population base, PMRF's contributinn is magnified,

In uddition, PMRF is u community fcaler. From their Toys for Tots compaign to their
cooperative education programs with Kauat Community College (KCC) Ihey help foster the
"Goodd Neighbor™ policy as weld as 1tain Kauai's people for trhanced job opportanities.

PMRF is a national asset primarily for two reasons:

Lack of encroachment
Naural Livtoral environmeny

PMRFs infrastructure wpgrades have been funded by the esting and evalsation cusiomers, but
benefit training users as well. En the past four years, $235 million of imprevements have been
psovided to enhance PMRFs testing and evalualjon capabilities. The testing and evaluation
portion of PMRF's business is not anly its shining star but also conlinues to increase with ultimaie
peaks in FY 98 - FY 2000

S-w.ngl
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Sipnificantly, the testing and evalution arca represent the multitude of “spin-off” opportunities
and the creation of sustainable economic development on Kauai.

The enhancement of PMRITs iesting und evaluation capabilities will bring about diversified
economic benefits that are built on the basic precepts of sustainability as well as supply and
demand eeuating to job growdh.

PMRI? has been o pood neighbor, an exemplary corporate citizen. Let's all work logether to bring
about an enhancement of their capabilities which will resull in suslainuable economic development.

Response 11 Thunk you.

We invite you 10 our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Quhu. Specific times and locations will be arnoenced prior to the meetings,

Sincerely,

A BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Cuopy 102
CINCPACEFLT
COMMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

5-wW-0091

5. W-085b

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULUY

430 SOUTH KNG STACEY ATHFLOOR @ NONOLULU MAWAI BEATD JO1T
FOGRE TIORISZY 4210 = Far HOMIAZY 4080

JEREMY HARRIS PatRICA T GrigH

uriom L P L st
DON& L MAMAIKE
DLRUTE Srd By a b e T g

MH 5/97-1162

July 8, 1997

Ms, Vida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility

P.0O. Box 128

Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii 96752-0128

Dear Ms, Mossman:
Envirenmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice

{EISPN) for State of Hawaii Aclions Related to Enhancing
the Capabililics of the Pacific Missile Range Facilit

In response to receiving the subject EISPN on May 27, 1957, we have reviewed the
document and have no comments 1o offer at (his time. Should you have any questions,
please contact Malthew Higashida of our stalf at 527-6056.

Yours very truly,

(;Z%IL QZ/ t LA LT 5(.{/ (/

ATRICK T. ONISHI.
Chief Planning Officer

PTO:js



6S-L

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 36752.0128

1N REPLY REFER TO:
5090
Ser 00/0233
11 March 1998

Mr Pairick T Onishi

Dept of Planning

City and County of Honolulu

650 South Keing Street 8th Floor

tionolule, 111 96813

Dear Mr Onishi:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
[invironmenial Impact Staternens (E1S) scoping process. We are responding 10 Your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statuies, Chapter 343, and the Siate of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title I,
Chapter 200. Your commenis have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capabifity Draft EIS.

Cormment | In response to receiving the subject EISPN on May 27, 1997, we have reviewed the document and
have no comments lo offer at this time.

Response |: Thank You.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings. scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Wairhea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

A. BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAYBASE Pearl Harbor

50085

An# ARBOR. HICHIGAN
BLOOMFIELD M LS, MiCHiGan
CriCica, g

William H.

Law OFFicESs

Dyrema GosseTr
Fapsrcattoe, Lo iEa Liamnrtr Commany S'W'Ool
FRANHLIN SOuaRE
SwTE 2300 WeST
1300 | STREET, MW,
Wasimixorox, D.G. zovos-aia00 DEFROT. MiCimGan
GRAMD RARIDS. MiChiGAN

TELLFHONE 12021 5228600 LaNSING, MiCHIBAN

Fax o2 822-D669 . 1
Direct Dial

(201) 522-B600

Carroll

May 30, 1997

Ms. Vvida Mossman

Pacific Missile Range Facility
P.0. Box 128

Kekaha, Kauai, Hawaii 96752-0128
Dear Vida,

Reading the Federal Register announcement for the
Capability Enhancement EIS scoping meetings stirred up memories
of the tumult surrounding the STARS program starting with atll
the work that went into preparing and defending the EA. My
currenkt practice is gquite different from former responsibilities
a8 BMDO General Counsel, but I still follow ballistic missile
defense issues closely.

Hopefully, there'll be less conkroversy over these
upgrades for Navy TBMD testing. In any case, the process will
Lenefit by your superb public relations skills and unfailing
ability to stay calm, no matter the storm., Good Luck.

Sincerely,
DYKEMA GDS PLLC{
Will 1am H arroll

WHC/cmh
406C
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAYY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX124
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 96752.0128
IM REFLY REFER TO:

5090
Ser 0073179
I March 1998

Mr Witliam Carroll

Dykema Gosseft Law Offices
13001 Sireet N'W Suite 300 West
Washington, NC 20005-3308

Deur Mr Carroll:

Thunk you for your commments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Iinvirenmental [mpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your commenls in accordance

with the Stale of Hawaii Revised Stalutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawait Administrative Rules, Title I1T,

Chapter 200. Your coimmenls have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRFE Enhanced Capability Draft EfS.

Comment 1: Good Luck with the EIS.

Response |1 Thank you.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kavai, :UTG
Tuesday., April 28 in Honeluiu on Gahu. Specific 1imes and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Commanding Officer

Capy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

5-W-000]

June 2, 1997

Capt. Thomas Danicls
PMRF Commander

via; Public Affuirs Clfice
P.O. 128

Kekaha, HI 96752-0128

The {ollowirg commeals and concerns are being sent 10 you in responsc to the request
for input from the community published in the Kauai Times, May 24, 1997 in regards 1o
the EIS to be developed for the propased "enhanced capability” to handie testing of the
Navy's Theater Missile Defense {TMD) program at Pacific Missile Range Facility.

Enhanced dangers of being 3 target.

A number of the proposed sites are already involved in activities related 1o military
interests.  Any site that is engaged in something to do with weapons becomes a tarpet
forememics.  Any LIS thal is developed needs to address the issue of the site heing
destrayed by the encmy.  What will the impact be on the site and its sutroundings? Are
the proposed sites beiny selected because they are islands with few inhabitants?  This
does not take into account that there ace some inhabitants as well as protected wildlife in
some preas. The LiS needs to have the worst senario, meaning destruction of the site
and its surroundings, for each of the areas being considered.

whm about Guam?

The Navy atrcody has a number of bases and capabililics for military actiens based in
Guam. There is Naval Station, Naval Communications Station, Naval Mayazine, Naval
Air Station.  Guam is also in the middle of the Pacific Ocean.  Why was Guam not
considered to be included in the E1S?

Cosls

Ail of the sites mentioned as being considered require shipment of equipment and
personnel Jong distances.  What are the comparative costs involved of the different
locations of not only building the siles but mainlaining and operating the sites? They
will probably require numerous Rights camying cargo and personnel aver extended
periods of time.  Most of the sites do not have commercial airlines fiying into them so
that means special Mavy flights.  What is it going 10 cost me as a laxpayer?  The EIS

S-W-003
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should address a comparison of costs of everything at the various sites including
aperations for the duration af the site’s existence.  There s no doubt that sites closer to
the comtinental United States would be a Jot cheaper 1o build and maintain than areas
outside of the contingntal United States.  As a taxpaper, [ am very concerned that the
Senate Commillee may not cven have available or consider cost comparisons or EISs
when making their reports. Their reports are merely stalements of findings, which may
be based on limited facts.  The Senate Commitiee report does not give direction as to
how a finding should be implemented.  From what [ read in the newspaper and hear on
television, some people in Florida are upset because the Everglades are being considered
for missile sites. The Everglades certainly are closer to the continental United States
and it would cost less to practice inng missiles there. | am not sure the United States
necds missile sites both in Florida and the Pacific.  When proposing what should be
included in an EIS it seeins some allernalive sites should be presented which cost less,
Un the face of it, building a sile and or launching missiles from the continental land mass
is poing to cost less than building a site and lauching missiles in the middle of the
[*acific, thousands of miles from anywhere,

Jobs/ficonomy

The creation of new jobs or help to the econoty are non-issues. 1 we, through our
government, wanted to create new jobs this cerlainly could be done wilhout building
missile launching sites. There is no doubt that money could be spent to create jobs
anywhere doing any number of things.  The issuc is what kinds of jobs and for whose
benefit do we spend our tax money? [ would rather see my taxes spent on local needs
rather than ot a missile system.  For instance, our county or stale povernment could be
given the money that it takes to build and operate these sites and these local governmenls
could create innumerable jobs for the citizens that reside in the county and the state.

We have all kinds of local projects that could use extra manpower,  Some of these
projects include repair of Rice St, our main theroughfare in downtown Likue, replacing
one lane dangerous bridges in the Wailua Homesteads area with two lane bridges,
butlding a shelter for the homeless, taking better care of Kokee State Forest and other
state parks and beaches, and giving our non-profit service agencies increased funding 10
provided needed human services. ‘These are just some of the suggeslions of ways lo
spend (he money being used te build these missile sttes and conduct missile firing tests.
These ailemalive ways of spending Lhe money would also ceeale jobs and in addition
improve the quaility of life in Hawaii and Kauai.  Expenditures for local needs also
helps the Yocal cconomy.  An EIS should address alternative ways of spending the money
if cconomy or jobs is mentioned as a factort in the EIS.

pud

Wildiile

When the Senate Approprintions Commiltec reported that PMRFs “air, surface and
subsurface ranges and associated test and exercise infrasiructure previde the enique
capability to conduct virtually unrestricted test and evaluation in ideal conditons...” the
committee may not have meant that wildlife areas were 1o be part of the areas to be
considered for the test area. It is questionable if the committee even knew there were
wildlife areas included in the area 1o be considered for TMD.  How many of the
committee members ever visited any of the areas under consideration?  The commitie
could just as casily have said Wyoming, Arizona, and California are great arcas for tests,
but that does not mean missile sites would have been put in Yellowstone National Fark,
Grand Canyon National Park, or Yosemite National Park. [t scems that when an area 15
designated as a National Wildlife Refuge, the intent is to keep it as such,  1f we built
military instaliatiens in our national parks what is the point in having arcas designated as
national parks?  The same goes for wildlife refuges, why designate them for wildlife if
there is no intention of leaving them as refuges?  To launch missiles in a refupe is the
same as launching a missile in one of our natienal parks. [t certainly wouldn't make any
sense. An ELS should address the issee of comparing a site not in a refuge with one ina
refuge.  Parts of Arizona might be better to use than the Grand Canyon, 1he same is irue
for our island seabird refuges, arcas not designated ns refuges should take priocity over
areas designated as refuges, and refupes should not even be considered.

I would like to summarize my concerns and views conceming the enhanced capability of
PMRF.

As a taxpayer | am very concemned that more and more expensive weaponry continues to
te developed and we are nsked to continue to pay for it without questioning whether in
fact there is duplication of effort, whether it could be done cheaper, and whether it will
be chsolele after we have spent a fortune on it. [ believe alf these military expenditures
will eventually bankrupt the country,  Thercfore, I would like some reassurance thraugh
an EIS that altematives have been thoroughly considered ir segards to cost.

As well, I am very concerned about living in an area that will become of more interest as
alarget for the enemy  Needless to say, Peard Harbor was a target and Kauai is not that
far away from Oahu.

The construction of a missile facility in a wildlife refuge is, of course, ridiculous.
. wrpodon s 7

Submitted by E. Woodyard, Ph.DD,*
P.O. 1986
Kapaa, Hl 96746
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ce Senator Inouye
Congresswoman Patsy Mink
Senator Akaka
Congressman Abercrombig

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOXIZE
KEKAHA, HAWAN §6752-05%8

1H REPLY REFER TC-
90

Ser 00:0180
11 March 1998

Dr € Woodyard

PO Box 1986

Kapaa, HI 96740

Dear Dr Woodyard:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Eavitornmental Timpact Statement (EIS) scopiag process, We are responding 1o your commenis in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapler 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Tite [,

Chapter 200,

T our comments have been considered and your leiter and this response letter have been included

in the PMRFE Enhanced Capability Drals EIS.

Cemment 1:

Response 1:

Comment 2:
Response 23

Comment 3:

Response 3

Comment 4:

Any site that is engaged in something to do with weapons becomes 2 turget for enemies. Any EIS
Lhat is developed needs 10 address the issue of the site being destroyed be the enemy. What will
the impact be on the site and it's surroundings? Are the proposed sites being selected because
they are islands with few inhabitants? The EIS needs to have the worst scenario, meaning
destruction of the site and its surroundings, for each of the areas being cansidered.

The potential far health and safety impacts of the proposed action is addressed in detail in Section
of the enclosed Draft EIS. The TBMD program would be similar 10 current tesling and
training aclivitics occucring at PMRF,

Why was Guam not considesed 10 be included in the EIS?
Guam is too far lrom PMRF 1o be used in the Navy Aren TMBD testing program.

What are the comparative costs involved of the different locations of not only building the sites
bui maintaining and operating the sites? There is no doubt thal sites buill closer 10 the continental
Unpited Stales would be a lol cheaper to build and maintain than areas outside of the continental
United States. 1 am not sure the United Stites needs missile sites boih in Florida and the Pacific.
When proposing what should be included in an EIS it seems some alternative sites shauld be
presented which cost less.

The comparative costs associated wilh the different focations are not part of the scope of the Draft
EIS, which addresses the environmental consequences of implementing the Proposed Action,
enhancing PMRF capabilities. Factors such as cost and minimum requirements are considered in
all decisions relative 1o such testing, along with environmental consideration. This EIS provides
envirenmenia) analysis for consideration in these decisions on enhancement of PMRF for these
and other activities.

1f we, through our governnwent, wanted to cresie new jobs this certainly could be done without
building missile launch sites. There is no doubt Ihat money could be spent Io create jobs
anywhere doing any number of things. The issue is what Xinds of jobs and for whose benefit do
we spend our tax money? 1 would rather sce my taxcs spent on Jocal needs than an a missile
system. For instance, our county of state governiment could be given the money that it 1akes lo
build und operate these sites and these local governments could creale innumerable jobs for the
citizens that reside in the county and the state. We have all Kinds ol local projects that could wse
extra manpowez. An EIS should address alternaiive ways of spending the moncy if economy or

S-W.0003
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jobs is mentioned as a (actor in the EIS.

Response 41 Congress has direcled that TBMD development be given priosity for our nations' defense. This
IS evaluates the potential for impacts, including sociceconomic impacts, which would result if
PPMRF cupabilitics are enhanced to support this ind other Department of Defense Testing and
Evaluation missions. Alternate uses of tax money is & political issue that is not within the scope of
an environmental analysis under the National Enviranmental Policy Act.

Comment 5: To luunch missiles in a refuge is the same as launching a missile in one of our national parks. Tt
certainly wouldn’t make any sense. An EIS should address the issue of comparing a site notina
refuge with one in a refuge. The construction of a missile facilily in a wildlife refuge is, of
course, ridiculous,

Response 5 |Section 4.3.1.8|describes patential land use compatibility impacts on Tern Island. Prior to any of

the Proposed Action construction and operalion aclivilies taking place, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service must first determine if the use is compatible with the Hawaiian National Wildlife Refuge.
The Navy will request a determination based on the analysis contained within this EIS if it is
determined thal constrection and operation weould be required on Tern [sland,

Comment 6: The EIS needs to have the worst scenario, meaning destruction of the site and its surreundings,
for each of the areas being considered.

Kesponse 6:  The enclosed Draft EIS considers reasonable mishap situations associated with the testing and
evaluation 1o support TEMD and other Depariment of Defense programs. These analyses may be

four

Comment 7:  An EIS should address ajternative ways of spending the money if economy or jobs is mentioned
as a factar in the EI5.

Response 7: Sec response 4,

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Henolulus on Oahu, Specific times und locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

/; 25 N
Aﬁ)WLIN

Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Capy Io:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVRASE Pearl Harbor

5-W.0001

5-W.c04

4 June 19%7

Pacific Missile Range Facility Public Affairs Officer
P.C. Box 128
Kekaha, HI 96752-0128

Dear Sir:

We recently had the opportunity to visit Midway Island, It was
truly a moving experience. We took great pride in the fact that
our government was acting so responsibly with respect to the
environmental issues on Midway and the other Northwest Islands in
the Hawaiian chain.

It is inconceivable that another agency of the federal government
should even propose to use these islands as anything but nature
preserves. The PMRF referred to these islands as “uninhabited"
in their presentation to the Kaua‘i County Council (17 January
1997). How can you discount the millions of birds and the
endangered seals and turtles for whom these islands are home?

We exhort you to abandon any plans of increasing human intrusion
on these islands. Allow the Fish and Wildlife Service to finish
the job they have so admirably begun.

Yours truly,

V»))— "k (/lrb@——‘}’kfcw
val and Art Mori
571 Hao St.
Honolulu, HI 96321
{B0OB) 373-43B6
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RAMGE FACILITY
PO BOX 178
KENAHA HAWAH 96752-0t10

IH REPLY REFER TOx
5090
Ser 00/0181
11 March 1998

Mr, & Mrs, Val and Art Mori

571 Hao St

Honolulu, H1 96821

Dear Me. & Mrs. Mori:

‘Thark you for your commenls during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (E1S} scoping process. We are respending to your comments in accordance
with the Staie of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200, Your comments have been considesed and your letier and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capabitity Dralt CIS.

Comment 1: It is inconceivable that another agency of the federal government should even propese to use
these islands as anything but nature presecves, The PMRFE referred to these islands as
“uninhabited™ in their presentation 1o the Kauai Ceunty Council (17 January 1997). How can you
discount the miltions of birds and the endangered seals and turtles for whom these islands are
home? We exharl you Lo ahandon any plans of increasing human intrusion on these islands,
Allow the Fish and Wildlile Service to finish the job they have so admirably begun,

Response |: dcscrihcs patential land use compatibility impacts on Temn Isiand. Prior 1o any of
the Propased Action construction and operation activities taking place, the 1.5, Fish and Wildiife
Service {USFWS)} must first determine if the use is compatible with the Hawaiian National
Wildlife Refuge. The Navy will continue consultation with USFW5 and the National Marine
Fisheries Service and request a determination based on the analysis contained within this Draft
EIS if it is determined that construction and operalion would be required on Tem Island.

We invite you to our Drafi EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in lenaolulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincesely.

A BOWLIN
Capiain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Oflficer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAYBASE Pearl Harbor

S-W.0004

5-W-C05

Rev, Ilse N. Peetz
F.0,Box 298
¥ekaha, HI 96752

Tel, 337-1464
June 13, 1997

Mrs. vida Mossman
PMRF

P.C.Box 128
Kekaha, HI 96752

Dear Mrs. Mossman,

I am writing today in concern about PMRF's plan to install
missile bases on the natural preservation islands north of Kauai.
rlease, convey my concerns to the appropriate person. Thank you.

I am pastor of the West Kauai United Methodist Church.
The 1996 BOOK OF DISCIPLINE of the United Methodist Church states
in its Social Priciples:

We affirm the natural world as God's handiwork
and dedicate ourselves to its preservation, en-
hancement, and faithful use by humankind, (p.105}

I know that PMRF is careful about the impact on the natural
environment of missile launches. To put multiple missile bases
on natural preservation islands, seems very contrary to that care.
I hope that the EIS will be honest and PMRF will abide strictly
by its recommendations.

My second concern about on expansion of missile capability of
the USA is an invitation to arms race, As our missiles get better,
other nationg feel chliged to use more of their resources to
develop increased missile abilities, While the employment of
missile bases on the islands north and west of Kauai promises em-
ployment for Kauai and Niihau residents, increased arms race may
well rob developing nations of their resources which give basie
sustenance to their people.

My third concerr is this: In light of welfare reform and the
need to provide training and employment for people on welfare in
order tc move them off welfare, has PMRF designated certain areas
of employment that could give pecple on welfare necessary job skills
to become meaningfully employed? In other wor#ds, is PMRF con-
sciously providing a number of training and employment positions
for suitable persons presently on welfare?

Thank you for considering my concerns of environmental impact
of the missile launches, the danger of global job displacements
caused by competition in missile improvement, the need to set
aside skills improvement opportunities for welfare recipients.

Sincerely,

Rev. Ilse N. Peetz



We invite you 10 our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled {or Szturday, April 25 in Waimea on Xauai, and
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Ozhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings,
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 321

KEKAMA, HAWAD 86752-0120 Sincerely,

IN REPMLY MEFER TO:

5090

Ser 00/0182 A. BOWLIN

11 March 1998 Captain, 1J.5. Navy
Rev [lse Peeiz Commanding Officer
PO Box 298 Capy to:
Kekaha, HI 96752 CINCPACFLT

COMNAYBASE Pearl Harbor
Dear Rev Pretz:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enbanced Capability
Enviranmental Iinpact Statement (E1S) scoping process, We are responding to your commenis in accordance
wilh the Stale of Hawati Revised Statules, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your leiter and this response letier have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 10 1 know that PMRF is carelul about the impact on the nalural environment of missile lsunches, To
put multiple missile bases on natuzal preservalion islands, seems very conteary 1o that care, {
hope that the EIS will be honest and PMRF will abide stricily by its recommendations.

Response | Potential impacts a the human and natural enviropmenls far each polential location, including
Niihau, Tern, and Jahnston Atoll, are described in of the enclosed Draft EIS. The Navy
will abide by all miligations developed and adopied as part of the ELS process, including

consultation with the U.S. Fish und Wildlife Service and she National Marine Fisheries Services,
and selecied in the record of decision.

Comrnent 2: - As our missiies get better, other nations feel obliged to use more of their resources to develop
incecased missile abilities. While the employment of missile bases on the islands north and west
of Kauai promises employment for Kauai and Niihau residents, increased arms race may well rob
developing nattons of their resources which give basic sustenance to their peaple.

Response 20 The Proposed Action complies with guidance frem Congress to enhance the capabilily of PMRF
to support testing and evaluation of the congressionally directed Navy TBMD and other
Departnrent of Defense TMD systems which ure under development.

Comment 3: In light of welfare seform and the need 1o provide training and employment for people on welfare
in order 1o move them off wellare, has PMRF designated certain arcas of employment that could
give people on welfuce necessacy job skiils 1o become meaninglully employed? In other words, is
PMRF consciously providing a number of training and employment posilions for suitable persons
presenily on welfase?

Response 31 PMRF has non-discriminatory hizing practices designed to fairly consider all qualified applicants.
We cannot predict who will be qualified for specific jobs requiriag specific skills. There is no
plan fora Kauai training program al this time, but apportunities which benefit both the Navy's
mission and the communily are always considered,

5-W-600% 5. W.D00%
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5-W.006
Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)}
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,

E1S_ _SHOUD INCLunE SONE COMMANTE e THE.

_INORBASING POp WAT/OA ©F YHE FARTH (N ToT0,

o .
Please place form in the drop MEHORIES , NOSTALGIA, NP Mis TORWY,

box or mail to:

Commenter

Ms. Vida Mossman Name MAN_—
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address _ PA BOx 26%

¥

P.O. Box 128 City | AL ' " QEZEE-
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS,

OvVER

Many PEOTLE THINK ©F THE TNVIEONHENT

Jx TERMs ©F RECOLECT/ows of THEIR FAST

ANP TEMP MEMOR/Es ©F TAK WAl TRINGE OSk>

To bE. AQtusiky THE ENUIROKNENT /F

CONSTANTLY QHANGING, AND ALWAYS 1Lk

QMANGE WE To FActaRL xEyoup sk QONTROL,
MATHER r; coq/;ve Yo THE ELRTH FROA

THE SPACE -IN O 108 WE ORLIT ThNE SUA AMP

EUENTOALLY OR®(T THE BLACKk HOLE A1 THE

' L] -
CQmANER OF OUR GAtAxy. THIS HATER JREVITARLy

AFFROTS THE EARYN (N SUBTLE QAYS,

Mariiwp MusT STupy THE (HAuGES IN ORDEE
‘ﬁ‘\RE9POU9{kLy PLAN Mis SURVIVAL ON A LONC
T K DAS(s. Twe PHE ExPassion 15 A
SrEs v THis DIRECTION
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOK 128
KEKAYA HAWAL JE7ST-012F
4N REPLY REFER IO

5090

Ser DO/DI183

11 March 1993
MrFM Conn

) Box 268

Lawat, HI 96765

Dear Mr Coan:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Envirormental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding lo your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title L,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment |; EIS should include some comments on the increasing population of the earth intoto. For this
reason same consideration should be placed en the need for research on large scale changes in the
eurth's oeeans and air conditions, as may be forth coming from the solar, unmaned aircralt project,
and from sarellite data from polar orbiting vehicles. Expansion of the PMR Facilities can be a
major coniributor in this direction. Long range environmental change predictions can save many
lives in the future, and the future is where we are going. The past is only memories. nosialgia,
and history.

Response |1 Consideration of the increasing population of the earth as a whole, or {urge-scale changes in the
Earth’s ocean and air conditions is beyond the scope of this ELS, and is unrelated 1o the specific
areas thal would be affected by the alternatives under consideration. The scope of the EIS is
Timited ta the immediate area around PMRF and the Open Ocean area that could be affected by
the specific Na-action and Proposed Action alternatives under consideration.

We invile you ta our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, Aprit 28 in Honolulu on Cuhu, Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

Cap[mn U8, Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy ta:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVBASE Pearl Hachor

5-W-007
Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your commients are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Piease place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter _Ka (4 ',’ (

MName

Ms, Vida Mossman . . )
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address 35'1(,, 'ﬂ\ﬂ Keh' ke .
P.O. Box 128 City

Kekaha, Hawaii, $6752-0128 Stale/ZIP q 1

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Shect

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
FEnhanced Capability

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
shou!d be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your cormments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter lgi_a_
Ms. Vida Mossman Name 2, Y ?M\CQ o
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address k’&dﬁ% 'L'J")

P.O. Box 128 City Q1
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z1P

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O.BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAN 9757-0128
IN REPLY REFER TO.

5090

Ser 00/Q184

11 March 1998
Ms K Kalai

3541 Puakenikeni St

Kalaheo, HE 96741

Dear Ms Kalai:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Tmpact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your commeats in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chaprer 343, und 1he State of Hawain Administrative Rules, Tide 101,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and Ihis response letier have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dralt EIS.

Comment |; Reparding the cullural assessmeni for Nithau and Kauvai, Fam very interested in being a parl of
this process and also know others who are. Please contact me Lo let me know how to get involved.

Respense 1:  Your comments have been considered and your letter has been included in the Draft EIS. The
Navy has conducted cultuzal resource assessmeats for PMRF and Niihau through contractors and
the assistance of the Nijhau elders. A list of personnel involved in the preparation of the ELS is
provided in[Section 3.]We look forward (o your comments on the Draft EIS and will consider
theny in our final analysis.

Comment 2:  The people of Nithau and Kauni need to be: consulted on how they feel about PMRF's plans and
whether they want this in their homeland. They need 10 have enough time and space to absorb the
information and provide comment - opposition or any thoughts they care to share. Respect for our
peopte and our culture need 10 be a primary concern.

Response 20 A public information mecting prior to the start of this E1S was held on Niihau to receive tnput
from the island residents on the proposed activities to be held on the islund. The Draft EIS alse
uses information from a recent analysis of circumstances and needs on Nithau, developed by an
independent expert working with the people on the island. A meeting will also be held on the
island requesting any comments the island residents may have on the results of the analysis
conducted in this EIS.

S-wW-00a7
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S-W.008

Weanvile you le our Draft EIS public meelings, scheduted for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kavai, and Comment Sheet
Tuesday, Apni 28 in Honolulu on Quhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings. for th
or the
reercly, Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability

.A. BOWLIN
Captain, U5, Navy
Commanding Officer

Environmental Impact Statement (EI5)

Copy 10: Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
CINCPACFLT should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
COMNAYBASE Pearl Harbor must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter.
Ms, Vida Mossman Name @A%&. M. 750 S7+ C./(
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address ]7 . 89{ 2 48T
P.0. Box 128 City slec ¢ ey
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z[P ?6 7 Ba—
- y

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
S5-¥-00IT
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S-W-009
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY Comment Sheet
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE F
ookt for the
KEKAHA, HAWAN 96752-0128 Pacfﬁc Missile Range FCICJ'H!JJ (PMR.!“)

N REPLY REFER TO: S F -

5090 Enhanced Capability

Ser 00/0185 -

Tt arch 1098 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Ms Carmen Bostick
PO Box 245 Thank you for atiending this mesting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
Eleele, HI 96705 should be studied in the E1S. To ensure that your cormuments are addressed in the draft EIS, we

must receive your comments by 7 July 1997.
>ear Ms Bostick: ,
ear Ms Bostic yd ﬁ/://z =wrEey \,{Z«’//“’C’fé s )émc’ P e
Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility {PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Linpact Starement (EIS) scoping process, We are responding to your comments in accordance 7-0J \36’\’2"/- a° ‘7_7;?3 s T ¥ TBALD \5)(57"57\(/5
with the Siate of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administeative Rules, Title 111, i
Chapter 200. Your comments have heen considered andd your letier and this response lelter have been included 7’5‘ )4‘?07'55‘—6'7'4 ()é/,\ﬂ /Z'E;e“é(,e,}. \Af/’z o YETH ‘7,(?47[9,0_5
n the FMRF Enhanced Capability Draft ELS. § ’
—
Comment I: 1am very happy and appreciative thal something like this afternoon is happening here in ~Ssops F ////:é/f/f?_”a/v‘\/ /5 /Vé{- < /é Ceri2 (1/7717’5\.45,
Waimea! As a local person (female} [ feel that we need this program for the island and also for
our children's futere. The information given this aftecnoon were all great. Mahalo - hope 1o see ,//A/g_‘) %l, JES . s /4549 /%’:f‘,(, Aeed )ég/fé %5((/)&//68

you again soon for more updated information! 1 do care!

s D= T s e T Leas b

Response |1 Thank you.

We invite you 1o oo Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and 7—1
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu en Oahe. Specifie times und locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings. /7_52 7;?56/ AT 054/6 chﬁéf?:—" -’Z‘;"’_j’“”e il
Sincerely. Cocecds o7  Be fpces o  Aloke Tepises

?gv&fﬁg”“ s Dzsscqres Hartic

Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Officer

Copy 10;
CINCPACTLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name EZ«.’:E’AA’; //e’a\/éfdms
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address A0 Hox Fr
P.O.Box 128 City o, A/_Z'
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP )

|:, Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS,

5-W.0008
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX YA
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 95752-D123

N RERLY HEFER 10
5090

Ser 00/0186

11 March 1998

Mr Eugene Henriques
PO Box 712
Kekaha, HI 96732

Dear Mr Hearigues:

Thank you for your commenis durzing the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental IInpact Statement {EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
wilh the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapler 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title I1I,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been ineluded
in lhe PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS,

Comment {1 1completely support your efforts te develop and test TMD and TBMD systems 1o protect our
forward deployced troops. saifers, and atrmen, as well as our citizens, and allies. {also applaud
your superb choice of the PMRF as the lead range for these lests. Our sceure Tuture could not be
placed in more capable and dedicated hands,

Response 1 Thank you.

We invite you 10 our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honotutu on Qauhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior Lo the meetings,

Commanding Officer

Copy 1o
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

Sw.0009

S-W-010
Comment Sheet

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft E15, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or maii to;

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name D U"OI . Alesande
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address PO Bow /0]
P.0. Box 128 Ciry Waimea, HT 767276
Kekaha, Hawalii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

[E%casc check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS. Sese 44 mmenty
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAX 96752-0128
W REPLY REFER TO:
5090
Ser 00/G187

It March 1998

Mr. David Atexander

PO Box 1041

Waimea, [ 967046

Dear Mr. Alexander:

Thank you lor your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title II1,

Chapter 200

Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included

in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comiment |:

Response [

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

Response 4:

Why is my lax money going to the tiny spot on Niithau for $270,000.00 a year? That's way too
expensive in any intelligent person's reasoning.

This irea is discussed in Socincconnmics--Niihau and in[Table 3.2.1-1 | The US.
Navy has a contract with Niihay Ranch and funds provided to Niihau Ranch are strictly for
services rendered at a negotiated price, as with any other contractor. Exmed income for Nithau
Raneh varies depending on tasking required by PMRIR.

IT Lhe expansion of PMRF to the pristine Islands Northwest of here was not necessary during the
enlire Cold Wae. how can that expansion be justified now, cspecially when budgets should be cut,
not expanded,

The Proposed Action cemplies with guidance from Congress to enhance the capability of PMRF
ta suppor testing und evalualion of the cangressionally direcied Navy TBMD ané other
Department of Defense TMD systems which are under development. These systems require
lesting against largets from longer distances than in the past. The land masses available include
the narthern Hawaitan chain and Johnsion Atoll and are being evaluated along with aic-launch
and mobile sea Jaunch targets which are pretereed.

‘Where will the debris from shat down targels go if not into the ecosystem of the islands
Norhwest of here?

Debris will fall in predelennined areas of the ocean, as described in several seclions of the
enclosed Draft EIS, |Sections 2.3. 1 |and mdcscribc launch requirernents and how impact areas
are defined. The Health und Safety and Biological Resources sections in|S 3 :md

describe the potential impacts of debris on humans and wildiife.

Can't the military learn about environmental costs after the clean-up bill on Kooalawae 1sland?

The purpose of the enclosed Draft EIS is 1o determine the potential envirenmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.

5W-0010

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Wainrea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Quhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior (o Lhe meetings.

Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
CCMNAVYBASE Pearl Harbor

Sincerely,

Al éwLIN

Captain, U.S. Navy
Commuanding Officer

S-w.oan
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Comment Sheet SW-011

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Erhanced Capability

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

‘Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the E1S. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenler
Ms. Vida Mossman Name

/@-,&'94 /((6{.'6

PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address A2 P
P.O. Box 128 City Lnmaause Loty 15 G477
Kekaha, Hawait, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DG NOT wish to receive a capy of the Draft EIS.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAN 95757.0128
N REPLY REFER TO.

3090
Ser 00/G188
11 March 1998

Ms Rhoda Libre
PO Box 244
Kaumakani Kauvai, HI 96747

Dear Ms Libre:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process, We are responding 1o your comments in accordance
with the Siate of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adminisirative Rutes, Tille 11,
Chapter 200. Your cormments have been considered and your leiter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EiS,

Comment 1: With all the real controversy of higher crime rates near and about military controlled facilities,
what will protect our fragile lifestyle and local people {rom this siluation (rapes, murderers,
drunkenness)?

Response 1; Military contact with the culwre of Nithau is strictly controlled by a protocol between the
Robinscn family and PMRE. Thers would be some job related contact during construciion and
testing activities: hawever, there would be na social contact between military personnel and
Niihau residents. Potential impacts to the health and safety of Niihau residents are described in

Sections 4.2.1.7 an11|4.5.2,6 of the Draft EIS.

Comment 2:  What will be the ratio of Hawaiians to military on the island for how long a period?

Response 2: To the extent possible, work on Nithaw will be performed by island residents. We cannot predict
the ratio of Hawaiians to non-Hawaiians qualified for specific jobs requiring specific skills. The

established protocol [Appendix G preciudes visitors from residential areas on Nithau as well as
forbidding overnight stays unless escorted.

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings. scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kaoai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Gubu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

ispell
A BOWLIN
Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Peari Harbor

S-W.0011
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w012
Comment Sheet sw

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the drafl EIS, we
musl receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address
P.C. Box 128 City
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Drafl EIS.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FaCILITY
PO BOX 120
KEXAHA HAWAI 95752-0128
™ REPLY REFER T0:

5090
Ser 00/0189
11 March 1998

Mr Peter McClaran
4895 Kikala Rd
Kalahco, HI 96741

Dear Mr McClaran:

Thank you for your cominents during the Pacific Missth: Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding 1o your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Stawies, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title HI.
Chapter 200. Your coimments have been cansidered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhunced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment |; Please emphasize the positive impact that PMRF has on the community and the importance of this
progran (o ils centinued viability.

Response 1: Informatien about the cconomic impact of existing and propesed activities an Kavai is pravided

in[Section 4.1.1.10|in the enclosed Drzaft EIS.

Comment 2: Also, the use of the areas for T and E has a very minimal impact on the natural environment.

Response 2; A descriplion of specific potential impacts on the natural environment is provided in of
the enclosed Dralt EIS.

Comment 3: Please ensure that beach uccess is preserved,

Response 3. The conditions of access to PMRF beaches will be similas to current conditions under the No-
Action aliemative. Conditions of closure of Polihale State Park would not change from current
condilions. Petential impicts 10 aceess and recreation are described infSections 4.1.1.8jund
4.1.2.7

Comment 4: {Please ensure) that it positively benefits the Niihao community.

Respanse 4: The sociocconemic sections of the enclosed Draft EIS|(Sections 4.2.1.1C hnd|4.5.2.9)|examine the
polential impucts of the Propoesed Action on the economy and cultuce of Nithao, Tn addition,
Section 4.5, [Environmenta} Justice, describes potential impacts to Native Hawaiians on Kauai and
Niihau.

This Draft EIS has depended significantly on independent work that was already underway on
Niilau prior to beginning this EIS process. That work has been groundizuthed by the peeple of
Niihau, including its translation into Huwaiian by persons on the islind. Relying on that work,
and other available infoermation, it is concluded that the Proposed Action would provide
significant economic benefits to the people of the island and Niihay infrastructure, and that an
exisling Nithau Protection Protocol, appropriately strengthened, will minimize contact between
mililary personne! and Nithau residens and protect Nithau's cultural ciscumstances.

5-W-0 2
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We invite you to our Dralt EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and

Tuesday, Apri! 2¥ in Honolulu on Qahu. Specific times und locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings.

Sincerely,

Commanding Officer

Copy kix
CINCPACFLT
COMNAYBASE Pear] Harbor

5-W.0012

$-W-013

Scoping meeting 17 Jun 97
Taped transcript

Comment 1:

I am looking around me and I am thinking you have really done a
good job in presenting what you said you were going to present,
which is your views of what this impact is going to do to our
environment., I think a lot of us are disappointed because we
thought that perhaps there was going to be a public forum and
maybe people would be able to speak, and yet mavbe that is the
way you represented it but that is the feeling T had.

I lock at video and I just hurt and I am ready to cry, because I
have been in and through different work in the area I Jjust came
back from Seas pilgrimage. I know that armaments are not the
answer it really isn"t. Every armament that has been developed
has been used like the tank they were sure when it was developed
that it would never be used because it was too horrible a weapon
and it’s been used. And this escalation is getting more and more
sophisticated and what is the meaning. Where is it taking us?
You know there really isn‘t any easy answers and I understand
where you are coming from, I understand this need to have this
enemy and to think that if we take care of this enemy its going
to be all right. We can protect ocurselves. Who am I? Protect
me! You know we are all human beings. We’re all in this
together. 1In this world we are so interconnected. I can’t hurt
anything without hurting the world. Why do we want to send these
missiles up? And we develop these missiles, so these other
countries have these missiles. If we hadn’t develcped them in
the first place then there wouldn't be this proliferation. We
just create these weapons and then they get into other peoples
hands and then we have to create another weapon and where’s the
end? Really I can be in a bit of despair about that. T know the
military is doing its job. I came to Hawail to tend to my own
garden, to sensor myself and come to peace with myself, So
perhaps my peaceful self can bring peace to other peocple. 5¢ 1
move into this quiet little place and I was there a year ago, and
there were these big maneuvers, there is no escaping. There is
no escaping this military presence, this idea of fighting, an
enemy, this image of an enemy, got to have someone to blame for
our troubles, it's never me, it’s the other guy, we have to
protect ourselves from the other guy, its an illusion. 5o I will
just pray and meditate and may we all resolve this together, may
we somehow find some kind of resolution so we can quit pouring
money and all this wonderful intelligence into destructiveness.

I just really don’t believe in it.

Laurel Francis
Kekaha
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
FPACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAIA HAWAIl 96752-0128

I REPLY REFER TOx;
5090
Ser DO/D190
11 March 1998

Ms Laurel Francis

PO Box 70
Kekaha, 11 96752

[ear Ms Francis:

Thank you for your commenis during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Stalement (E1S) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
wilh Lhe State of Hawail Revised States, Chapter 343, und the State of Hawati Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have heen considered andd your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment |1 1 am louking around me and Tam thinking you have really done a good job in presenting what you
suid you were going 1o present, which is your views of what this impact is going to do with our
environment, [ think a lot of us are disappointed because we thought that perhaps there was going
16 he a public forum and maybe people would be able to speak, ard yet maybe that is the way you
represented it bul that is the feeling Thad.

Response 1 While not an open forum with the oppertunity for public speaking, at each scaping meeting the
public was encouraged 10 view the exhibit area which was staffed by technical personnel. The
layout of the exhibit area was designed to facilitate an open and relaxed atmosphere for
cormmunication belween the public and the technical representatives. Atendees were invited to
make oral statements, which were recorded by a 1ape recorder at each meeting. Pre-formatied
conunent sheets were also available so auendees could either lurn in a written comment during
the meeting or mail the comment to the address printed on the form. Letters wrilten in advance
were also accepted,

A total of 47 comiments (42 wrilten and 5 oral) were received during the scoping meetings held at
Waimea, Kilauea, Libue, wnd Honolulu, The information meeting format at Nithau respecied
traditions of group communication.

Comment 2: 1 know that armaments are not the answer it really isn'l. Every armament that has been developed
hars been used like the tank they were sure when it was develaped that it would never be used
because it was 100 horrible a weapon and it's been used. And this escalation is getting more and
more sophisticated and what is the meaning. Where is it taking us? Why do we want ta send
thesc missiles up? And we devetop these missiles, so these other countries have these missiles. IF
we hadn't developed them in the first place then there wouldn't be this proliferation. We just
creale these weapons and then they get into other peoples hunds and then we have to create
another weapon and where's the end?

Response 2:  The Propased Action compties with guidance from Congress ta enhance the capability of PMRF
ta support testing aad evaluation of the congressionally directed Navy TBMD and other
Depattment of Defense TMD systems which are under Jevelopment,

50001 3

We invite you to cur Draft EIS public imcelings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior lo the meetings.

Sincerely,

77
J.A. BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

Copy Lot

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

5-Q-0611



W-014
Comment Sheet ST

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997.
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name B \ )_::k 3¢ \\ . l_ . O \-\ Croynes
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address Voot Tl —_—
P.0O.Box 128 City T
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP W o d - L22 O,

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997.
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Please place form in the drop
box ot mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name ) .\_)E'\ H \ ( 5 b .
PMRF Public Affairs Office Sweet Address 7oy 5 5 .-
P.0. Box 128 City b
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP Ueo  wqinil ot ol

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish 1o receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
BACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.0 BOX 128
KEKAHA HAWAIl 95752-0128

W REPLY REFEA T0:
5090

Ser G0/G191

11 March 1998

Ms Deborah Chang

PO Box 3226

Lihue, HI 96766-6226

Dear Ms Chang:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement {EI5) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance

with the Stale
Chapter 200.

of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapier 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 11,
Your comments have been considered and yous letier and this response letler have been included

in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment |:

Response 1:

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

Response 4:

Comment 5:

Response 5t

Comment 6!

Draft EIS should include a complete list of acronyms used as well as definttions of what 1hese
emities are in a glossary - ¢.g. TBMD (Theater Ballistic Missile Delense) defined also.

The enclosed Draft EIS does include a list ul‘Iucmnyms and abbreviattons] as well as a

Draft EIS should address the concem that the proposed increases/enhancements of Navy (and
Army) missile testing/training might increase Huwaii's vulnerability as a military 1arget of
enemies of the U.5.

health and safety are described for each location inf Se Environmental Consequences and
Mitigation Measures.

The TBMD program would be similar 1o current le.stini activities at PMRF, Potential impacts Lo
non

Once a lease with the state of Howaii expires, will the island need 1o be cleaned/cleared of
unexploded ordinance and/or other hazardous matersials? Who will be responsible for clean-up?

PMRF would continue ta follow appropriate hazardous materials and hazardous waste
management plans which minimize the potential for 2 mishap 1o occur. The Nuvy would be
responsible for any required clean-up resulting from any hazardous malerial release from PMRF
activities.

Draft EIS should include consideration of a shorter lease period with the State of Hawali with the
he possibility of a lease extension afer a period of evaluation, Navy should have to show that an
extension is needed. EIS should justify need for an extension to 2030.

The extension to 2030 is proposed to match the duration of the PMRFE leases of State lands and to
achieve efficiency by ensuring use of lands through anticipated long-tenm missile launch activies
from PMRF. Potential impacts of extending the time period of the restrictive easement are

described in of the enclased Draft EIS.

What is the US navy prepared te offer Hawaiians in return for use of ceded lands?

The Land Use sections in the EIS address the use of ceded lunds where applicable. Specifically,

Section 4.1.5.7|describes the area required lor the proposed ordnance slorage magazines,

encompassing ceded lands,

Will there be evaluation/monitoring of environmental impacts (by an independent evaluator) once
the expunded eperalions commence?

50004
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Response 6: Potential mitigation measures, if nccessary, are described in each section off the
enclosed Draft EIS. Mitigalions commilied by the Navy would be specified inthe Record of
Decision, a public document, and would be menilored to ensure their implementation. If
unanticipited impacts are discovered ence the expunded operalions commence with
implementation of the Preposed Action, the program would coordinute with the apprepriate State
and/or Federal agencies to determine appropriate actions.

Comment 7: E g. how much uncxpended, insoluble solid fuel is in the impact area and are marine animals
mistaking it for fuct?

Response 7 Potential impacts of solid fuel on inarine mammals are addressed in the Biological Resources
sections of|Section 4.4,/ Ccean Arca.

Comment B:  Would operations be suspended if dumaging impacts are discovered and need to be addressed?

Response 8:  If ununticipated impacts are discovered with implementaticn of the Proposed Action, the program
would coordinate with the appropriate Stute andfor Federal agencies io determine apprapriate
actions.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolufu on Ouahu. Specific times and locations will be aunnounced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

Capia:n U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

Caopy 1o:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVYBASE Pearl Harbor

5-W-0014

Comment Sheet S-W-015
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1957,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name

Ter1S NEKOBMBTD

PMRF Public Affairs Office St:reel Address 24 | H_H I ma &N
P.O. Box 128 City LAWA | H [ qb?éﬁ
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z1P

*E Please check this box if you DQ NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
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W-016
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY Comment Sheet 5
PACIFIC u;sgL:;xA:u:;E FACILITY for the
KEKANA. NAMAU 867320120 e neouy meren 1o Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
e Enhanced Capability
00 ,
1 March 1998 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Ms Doris Nekomaolo

4L .Hailinm Rd Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
Lawai, HI 96765 should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comunents by 7 July 1997.

Dear Ms Nekomow:

Thank you for your cornmenis during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability "f'hc" i 4‘*’

Eavironmentad Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are respanding to your comments in accardance 1 = w-A;. 1 "/'M ﬂé'O/Oq/Ca/ reEources
with the State of Yawaii Revised Stannes, Chapter 343, and the S1z1e of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 11,

Chapier 200. Your comments have besn considered and your letter and this response leticr have been included . Wi /{ b@ C-d‘{tl“d ‘h .,l;,,_, E[S

inthe PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft E18.

Comunent I; TFhere scems to be difference in "perception” among the Hawaiians as to what is being planned by / §|£rv ’16? /Y ﬁ‘,/ W ‘/‘é& gh/ﬂﬂC¢ 4

PMRF. Thase who Jive on the island nced 10 be educaled about what is really going to affect
l'll.(.'.ltl {if anything uctuably wiil), They need to know thit PMRE will "Malama the zina” of (Z 9#&954/ "‘,“ p_]/,# hj Ve -] ;/c,.v P&Q/‘)A’”C
Niihuw - a place they fove und Teel close, too. If they are for the plan, no one can argue with them
or the Robinsans - it's a united front. The Hawaiians that do not live on Niihau (from other

istands and those who live on Kauai) may have loyally to other Hawaiian "causes” and will see %CJOMWW{G ! mp_-u::/ “‘é C-carmn;y

this as an opportunily for media coverage ond announcement of Lheir diverse causes, [
. . . " - . & (2] 64 M/-."//
Response 12 A wweling, piior 1o the start of this EIS, was beld on Nithau 10 receive input from the island ’ i

residents on the proposed activities to be held on the island. The Draft EIS also uses information
from u recent analysis, "Nithaw, Present Circumstances and Fuluse Requiren®nts in an Evolving
Huwatiun Cominunity”, developed by an independent expert working with the people on the
island. A meeting will also be held on the island requesting any comments the island residents
miay have on the results of the analysis eonducted in this Deaft EES,

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings. scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Ouhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings,

Sincerely,

'A. BOWLIN
Captain, U.S, Navy
Commanding Officer

Copy to: Picase place form in the drop

CINCPACELT box or mail to:

COMNAVYBASE Peitl Harkor Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name 20 M /n S\ fe
PMRF Public Affairs Office SwectAddress 2639 Aok o4
P.O. Box 128 City [_‘hue
Kekaha, Hawali, $6752-0128 StatesZ1P dl 94 7LC

swons @ Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to reccive a copy of the Drafl EIS.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O. BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 96752-0128
IN REPLY REFER TCx

5090
Ser Q00193
Il March 1998

Mr Robert Inouye
2639 Alackeo
Lihue, HI 96766

Dear Mr Inouye:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS} scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accosdance
with the State of Hawait Revised Staiutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawali Administrative Rules, Title III,
Chaprer 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dralt EIS.

Conunent |: 1 um certain that the impact on bielogical resources will be covered on the EIS.

Polential impacts on biological resources are addc Biological Resources sections for
4

cach candidate area, sncluding the Ocean Area, i n 4|of the enclosed Dralt EIS.

Response 1:

1 sirongly feel that the enhanced capabilities will have o very positive socioeconomic impact on
the economy of Kaual and Hawaii.

Commeni 2:

Information about the economic impact of existing and proposed activilies on Kauai is provided

in Section 4.1.1.10 in the enclosed Draft EIS.

Response 2:

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meelings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, Apnil 28 in Honelulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

A, BOWLIN
Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy 100
CINCPACFLT
COMMNAYBASE 'carl Harbor

EW-0016

Comment Sheet $-W-017

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

s Lot g '/ A, RS
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Commenter
Name

Ms. Vida Mossman KII?Z/JOZZ" G jé’é{,{/ﬂu

PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address .5 5.»)’5’“
P.0.Box 128 City Dl et /4 TSNV
Kekaha, Hawaii, $6752-0128 State/Z1P

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish te receive a copy of the Draft EIS,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
WEKARIA, HAWAILL SE/52-0128

M REPLY REFER T
5090
Ser 00/0260
12 March 1998

Mr Bradley Yaughn

1’0 Box 658

Wannea, HI 96796

Dear Mr Vaughn:

Thank you for your comments during the Pucific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
FEnvironmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Titde LI,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response fetter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capabiliy Deaft EIS.

Comment I: What are the negative health and social impacts on the nutive Hawaiians of Niihau? What
discuses could be iniroduced by outsiders (o the last native speaking village of Hawaitans who
have been isotaled and might not having uny resistance?

Response 11 Military contact with the culwre of Niihiau is strictly controlled by a protocol between the
Rebinson family and PMRF. There would be seme job-related contace dusing construction
activities and during testing. The Protection Protocol would be sirengthensd if and where that is

sguired. Potential impacts to the heatth und safety of Nithau residents are described in Sections
“2. 1.7

i Olof the Dralt BIS,

Comment 2: How many fishing duys will be lost by Kauai fishermen?

Response 2: Tt is extimated that clearance of the launch hazard area in the waters surreunding PMRIVKTE
wauld exchide fishermen for up to four hours per larget missile launch. With up to 30 closures
per year, fishermen would be affected for up to 120 hours per year. This is the same number of
closures permitted nnder the current easeent. These impacts are described inol"
the enclosed Dralt EIS.

Comment 3: What's the impact of rocket fug) on the surrounding pristine reef?

Response 31 Potential impacts on surrounding recls are addressed in|Section 4.1.1.3,|PMRF Biological

Resources.

Comment 4: Does it make Kuuai more of a military target?

Response 4;  The TBMD progrim would be similac to current lesting activilies at PMRF, we do not believe
thatt there will be uny increase in PMREs volnerability as an enemy target, Potential impacts to
health and safety are deseribed for each locution in Environmental Consequences and

Mitigation Measures.

Comment 5: Will the jobs be for local people or specislized which means outside laber moving in? How many
johs will be lost because dive companys and lishermen will be restricied from waters surrounding

Niihau?

Response 5; This ix a dilficult question to provide an accurate response to as we cannot predict who will be
quatificd for specific jobs requiring specific skills. Consideration will be given to the fecal
workforce as appropriste. Putential socioeconomic impacts at Niihau are deseribed in Section
.30Jof the enclosed Draft EIS.

S-w-ooty

Comment 6 Do we want to put mihtary on Niihao when native Hawaiians just got Kahoolawe back?

Response 6:  The sociocconomic sections of the enclosed Draft E1S|{Sections 4.2.1.10 2nd[4.5.2.9] examine the
porteitial impacts of the Prupused Action on e ccenamy and culiure of Niithau, Inoaddition,
Section 4.5, |Environmental Justice, describes potential inpacts to Native Hawaiians on Kauai and

Nithau.

This Draft EIS has depended significantly on independent work that was already underway on
Nithau prior 10 beginning this EIS process. Thit work has been groundiruthed by the peapie of
Niihau, including its trunslation into Hawalian by persons on the istand. Relying on that work,
and other availuble information, it is concluded that the Proposed Action would provide
significant economic benefits 1o the people of the island and Nithou infeastructure, and thal an
existing Niihau Protection Protocol, appropriately strengthened, will minimize contact belween
mititary personnel and Niihuu residents and protect Niihau's cultural circumstances.

Comment 7: [aven'l they been culting buck military budgers and closing bases around the US?

Response 7;  Congress has closed excess and surplus military bases around the U.S. under the Defense Buse
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public Law 10}-510, Tutle XXIX). However, the
Proposed Action complies with guidance from Congress to enhance the capability of PMRF to
support testing and evaluation of congressionally directed Navy TBMD and other Depurtiment of
Defense TMD systems which are under develapment.

We invite you to our Draft ELS public meetings, scheduied for Salurday, April 25 in YWaimea on Kauai, und
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Gahu, Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,
Eﬂwéx
A BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Communding Officer

Copy 10!
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

SWRH T
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Comment Sheet $-W-018

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your commenis by 7 July 1997.

At cf o

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Nume Ar@ |Ys [Pt/
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address D ?,\j ¥ tbhie
P.O. Box 128 City Yan mpepe H [ Tb7H
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP i i

[::] Please check this box if you DO NOT wish ta receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

TESTIMONY:
MISSILE SITE DEVELCPMENT

POSITION: NO NEW SITE DEVELOPMENT IN HAWAIL
FROM: ARIUS HOPMAN, 808-335-0227
DATE: JUNE 17, 1997

We are in a global ecolagical crisis thal is unprecedented in history and that is
deteriorating exponentially. After two billion years of evolution, we are now witnessing
the extinction of entire species daily. Scientific sources report the loss of 50% of topsoil
worldwide, delorestation, deserlitication, environmentat pollution with millicas of lons
of toxins, acid rain, radicactive wastes, an expanding ozone hole, a population bornb
and an endless stream of garbage with nowhere te put it. Our house is on fire.
Meanwhile nations are squabbeling aboul who owns the furniture.

It is estimated that only 10% to 15% of the world's ecosystems are still intact. Often
what it takes to save a species is an intact ecosystem. There are very few intact
tropical island ecosystems in the northern hemisphere, and they are very vulnerable to
invasive viruses, fungi, germs and other alien species, just like the Hawaiian Islands
were vulnerabe. It would be ecologically sounder to expand PMRF on Kauai than
venture onto a new island...but do we really need to expand at ali?

It saddens me deeply that the Navy would even consider using a National Wildlife
Reserve as an expanded launch site. Considering that 80% of the American
population consistently votes, in naticnal polls, in favor of environmental protection,
one has 1o wonder which side the navy is actually on?

The military just gave Kaho'olawe Island back tc the people of Hawaii, after
harmmering it for decades with bombing raids. It can never be restored. Can they
seriously censider taking a new, virgin island for their expansion?

Ni'ihav, also known as the last truly Hawalian island, is considered as a potential
launching site. Has the Hawalian population been asked? Wouldn't the development
there be another case of cultural genocide? Isn't this proposal rather insensitive lo
Hawalians, right in the wake of Presldent Clinton's Apclogy bill to the Hawaiian
people? Isn't this just another disrespectful invasion of an endangered traditional
culture?

The basic question is: do we need arms escatation at all? After the cold war, after the
coliapse of the USSR, alter the Gulf War, there are no serlous contenders out there.
The USA has already established supremacy far and beyond the next likely
contender. In fact, the real threat is no longer “out there”, US borders are as permeable
as Swiss cheese, with millions of tons of uninspected cargo and vehicles entering the
USA daily. Millions cf people aiso enter and exit, either legally or illegally. Furtermore,
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1. Coral sandstone cliffs? Yes! In Hawatiionly on Kauai. This unique geology
also supports a unique and in-tact ecology. .

2. Pristine beaches attract local residents, fishermen and adventure-loving
tourists allke. Yet even in this remote corner a new house was built in 1896,
disturbing the wild atmosphere.

this is the age of mega-transnational corpaorations, and information highways with
every conceivable “secrel” available to anyone for the asking. If there were any sericus
terrorists out there, this would be their perfect environment. With a super-armored front,
anyone can stmply walk in the back door.
w5t/ tumaTon'y s

The real present threals to national security argignorance, prejudice, greed, hatered,
fear, apathy and denial in our own, over-profetted society,

In an era of win-win, it is inappropriate and counterpreductive to carry & big stick 1o
political negotialions, where one wanis 10 encotrage an honest and fair exchange of
ideas. Intimidalion can never create an atmosphere of trust.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1.) Any turther development of any kind is better done on areas that have already been
environmentally damaged: That should not be too hard: there is over 80% of the earth
to choose from.

2) An Environmental Impact Statement is not enough. To make a responsible choice
we have to study the SOCIAL impact of such a major proposed development as well...
not just for the USA, but for other countries as well. Stress is called the #1 ailmentin
the US loday. Does arms escalation fower ot raise national stress?
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Arius Hopman
PO Box 1032
Hanapepe, I

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 123
KEKAHA, HAWAN S6752-0128

1M REPLY REFEA 1o
5090

Ser 00/0169

11 March 1998

96716

Dear Anus Hepman:

Thauk you for

Environmental

your comments durng the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Impact Statement (EIS} scoping process. We are responding to your commenls in

accordance with the Stale of Hawaii Revised Siatutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative
Rules, Title IH, Chapter 200. Your conuments have been considered and your lener and this response letter
have been included in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment :

Response It

Convment 2:

Hesponse 2:

Ve are in a global ceological erisis that is unprecedented in history and that is
deterierating cxponentially.  After tweo billion years of evolution, we are now witnessing
the extinction of entire specics daily. Selentific sources report the loss of 50% of topsoil
weorldwide, deforestation, desertification, envirenmental pollutien with millions of tons
of toxins, acid rain, mdioactive wastes, an expanding ozone hale, a pepulation bomb an
and endless stream of garbage with nowhere to put it. Our house is on fire. Meanwhile,
nations are squabbling about whe owns the fumiture.

It is estimated that only 10% to 15% of the world's ccosystems are still intact. Often

what it takes to save a speeies is an intact ccosystem. There are very few intact tropical
island  ¢eosystems in the northern hemisphere, and they are very velnerable to invasive
viruses, fungi, penms, and other alien speeies, just like the Hawaiian islands were vulnerable.
It would be ccologically sounder 1o expand PMRY an Kauai than venture oato a new  island
but do we really need to expand at all?

This Draft EIS is limited (o addressing the environmental consequences of the aliematives
under consideration.  The ELS does, hewever, address the porential for biological

resoaree and human health and safety impacts to Kauai, Niihau, Tem Island, and

Jalnston Atell, as well as polential efTects to the globa! commens.

It saddens me deeply that the navy would even consider using a National Wildlife
Reserve as an expanded launch site. Considering that 80% of the American population
consistently voles, in national polls, in favor of enviroamental protection, one has to
wonder which side the navy is actually on?

The military just gave Kaha'elawe Island back to the people of Hawaii, after hammering it
for decades with bombing tawds. [t ean never be restored, Can they seriously consider taking
a new, virgin islond for their expansion?

Scction 4.3.1.8|describes potential land use compatibility impacts on Tem Island, Prior

ta any of the Proposcd Action construction and aperation activities taking place, the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service must first determine if the use is compatibie with the Hawaiian

Mational Wildlife Refuge, The Navy will request a deteanination based on the anzlysis
SW.UU1E

Comment 3:

Response 3:

Canunent 4;

Response 4:

Comment 5:

Response 5:

Comment 6:

Response 6.

contained within this EIS if it is determined that construction and operation would be
required on Tem Island

The basic question is: do we need anms escalation at all? After the cold war, after the
collapse of the USSR, aller the Gulf War, there are no sericus conlenders out there, The
USA has already established supremacy far and beyond the next likely contender. Tn

fact, the real threat is no longer “out there” The real present threats to nalional security
are ignomnce, projudice, greed, hatred, fear, apathy and denial in our own over

protected, emotional immatunity sooety. In an era of win-win, 11 is wappropriate and
counterproductive 1o carry a big stick 10 political negotiations, where ne one wants to
encourage an honest and Tair exchange of ideas. [Imimidation can never create an
atmosphere of trust.

The Proposed Action complics with guidance from Congress to enhance the capability of
PMRF to support lesting and evaluation of the congressicnally dirccted Navy TBMD and
other Department of Defense TMD systems which are under development.

1.) Any funther development of any kind is benter done on areas that have already been
cavironmentally damaped:  That should not be 100 hard: there is over 0% of the carth
to choose from.

As noted in of the EIS, the Proposcd Action would utilize existing facilities
and cquipment on land already used for similar purposes, and to the extent practicable
would build rew facilitics on lnd previously disturbed.

2.} An Environmental Impact Statement is not enough. Te make a responsible choice we
lhave to study the social unpact of such a mojor proposed development as well not just

for the USA, but for other countrics as well. Stress is called the #1 ailment in the US
today. Does anus cscalation lower or raisc national stress?

Sociocconomic impacts are described for cach location in[Scction 4.] [ssues related to
other social issues, are putside the scope of analysis under the National Environmental
Policy Act.

Ni'thau, also known as the last truly Hawaiian island, is considered as a potential
launching site. Has the Hawalian population been asked? Woulda't the developient
there be another case of cultural genocide? st this proposal rather inscasitive to
Hawaizans, right in the wake of President Clinton’s Apology bill to the Hawanan people?
Isn't this just another disrespeetful invasion of an endangered traditional cullure?

The cnclosed Draft EIS incorporates recent work of an independent expert working with
and on behalf of the residents of Nithau. That work has been groundtruthed by the
people of the island, including translation inlo Hawaiian, Our earlier public scoping
process included an information meeling on Niihau, and the residents of Niihao attended
public mectings on Kauai. A Hawaiian Language interpreter was available at all scoping
meetings to facihitate comments provided in the Hawaiian Langeage. We eavision a
similar outreach process lo discuss this DEIS

S W-Luik
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We invite you to our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, Apnl 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and

Tuesday, April 28 in Honelulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations wili be announced prier to the meetings,

Sincerely,

. BOWLIN
Caplnm U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVYBASE Pear] Harbor

S-W-0018

Comment Sheet S-W-019
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft E1S, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997

My vrocsal tra il deni ) ~
_MJM#;:}M&%_@;
and Hosiio Lo | f,.-ug/(-l.m
Prerne 2Tl wTehen i, o e

[ i P A o Wiy

box or mail to:

Comumenter -
. N
Ms. Vida Mossman ame Cg . J p . M eld

PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address po 0 ’o x /0o
P.O. Box 128 City \ 7
Kekaha, Hawaii, $6752-0128 State/ZIP 67T 2

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish o receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

M’"“‘- -
preTBA % N,



DEPARTMENT OF THE NAYY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO ROX T
KEKAHA, HAWAI $6752-0128

1N REPLY REFEA TO:
5090

Ser 00/0194

11 March 1998

Dr Joyce Mills
PO Box 1030
Kekaha, H1 96752

Dear De Mills:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding 10 your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawai Revised Stitutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adominisirative Rules, Tile 1L
Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been mcluded
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment L My comments are simple and direct - Lun against any military involvement on the island of
Niihau or any other sacred Hawaiian lands, Enough has been destroyed and taken in the name of
progress, peace, or job promises 10 have been invelved for over a decade with native American
people on the mainland regarding false promises and the slow erosion of the people’s strength and
say over their own Jadds. This is sickening to me as a US citizen and I have already seen
Kuhoolawe - it is not a preity sight. The issue is not the promise of jobs. The issue is already
control. Jobs can be created in more positive ways. My voice is alone and denied.

Response 1: - A meeling, priog to the start of this EIS, was held on Niihau 1o rzceive input from the islund
residents on the proposed activitics to be held on the island. The Deaft EIS also uses information
from a recent analysis, "Nithau, Present Circumsiances and Future Requirements in an Evolving
Bawaiian Community”, developed by an independent expert working with the people on the
island. A meeting will also be held on the island requesting any comments the island residents
may have on the results of the unalysis conducted in this Draft EIS.

Comment 2; This aclion also involves physical danger 1o our children and families.

Response 2:  The potential for health and safety impacts is addressed in detail in of the enciosed

Draft EIS. Becausc the TRMD program would be similar to current testing activities al PMRF,
we do not believe 1that there will be any increase in PMRFs vulnesability as an enemy Larget.

S-S

L8-L
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We invile you (o our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Suturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and : COIIIII] ent Sheet 5-W-020

Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Qubu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings.

Copy Lot
CINCPACELT
COMNAVBASE Peur! Harbor

Sincerely,

Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet 1o write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,

Krtee i moicer - Aleiboert Feretcr s

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Comimenter
Ms, Vida Mossman Name Ehort Kar 2 K or
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address PO Poy F7
P.C. Box 128 City P
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP S, /4

w0018 |:| Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to recaive a copy of the Draft EIS.
w00
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LIGAL NOTKE.

PUBLIC NOTICE

From The

KINGDOM OF HAWAL

. WIEREAS, Dy the Grace of God, and under the
laws of (he Kingdom of Ilawaii, JIMF wilh Lhe
Trealy of Friendship, Commerce and Hzvigalion
lbclwccn Ihe United Slates Republic of America and

llis:Majesty, the King ol Lhe Hawaiian Lslands, 1,
Kamelumeha Y1, as heir le the throne, publicly
anncunces the following nolice ta all those Living
and or doing business in HNawal'i al this lime:
> WHEREDY, claims on alt of the Crown, Govern-
ienl and Chicf/Konohiki Lands held in Allodial/Al-
Jodium -{or the Successor and Ileirs by birth and
Consanguinily have been compleled and document.
'd by KAMEHAMEMHA V1 aod Lhe IOUSE- OF
NOBLES {Kozohiki Council of Chicls), and placed in
Trustfor every living Kanaka Mzoli-regardiess of
bloed quanlum and those yel unborm -
* WHEREDY, (he recenl pubticalion of lhe King-
dom of Hawai'] being restored; including (he Decla-
ration, Proctamalion, and Royal Decree by Kame-
hameha YT that placed the crown ihat represeols
sovercignly oo cvery Kanaka Maoli, remaves any
and all. questton of jurisdiclipn by all foreign
enlities, including the ficlitious Slalé of Hawail,
- WIHEREBY, Lhe arrogance of he citizens of Lhe
United States and other fordign enlities hal are
new operaling illegally in concert with the United
Stales and ils cooslituenl ageacics againsl Lhe
Kingdorn of Hawai'l and it's Cilizens as owners of
these lands musl.cease <% - <17 ° -
NOW THEREFORE, Let Ihis Nolice be 2 wamn-
Yng -ihat. any and all’ Land transactions; * Sales,
Purchases, -Foreclosures, -Developments, Civil and
Crimina! aclipns against [he Kanaka Maoti Lhrough
_Jhe judicial process as jt deals with Iheir rights 1o
‘these lands, are hereby declared illegal and will be
_handled accordingty during the transilional peried
fromithe “Staleof l{awaii' o il's cortect status as
The KINGDOM OF HAWAIL. - - C
.\ THENEFORE, T KAMEILAMEILA V], BY ROY-
‘AL DECREE; By. Trealies with Twenly Six Nations
of the World, Notily those forcign lleads ef State,
that they will be called Lo carryoul he mandate of
those Irealics; to aid, assist and enlorce all judicial
[Judfements made by Lhis. Kingdom, and remove
 (herr citizens [rem operaling illegaily under 2nd
wilh the State of Hawaii, lo slop the [;ross jnjuslice
and their occupalion of all lands beloaging to the
Kinpdom of Hawaii, .

1M OWITHISS THENEOF, T have caused Lhe Seat
and Hand e this toyal Deeree 3 a Public Nolice in
Uhe Kinpdom of Hawaiti, [his 12U day of August, In
the Year of Our Lerd, Niaeteea Humdred and Ninely
Twe.
- KAMENAMERA vL

Ny The Iing;

KALAIEIC HENBET HOLT AUA
[BISDRILIAT :

Hhan 5 1 S 191 (51 9N

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAYY
PACIFIC MISSILE RARGE FACILITY
20 BOX 128
KEXAHA, HAWAN 86752-0128

IH REPLY REFEA TO.
5090
Ser 00/0193

. 11 March 1598

Mr Elvin Kalakapu

PO Box 87

hanapepe, HI 96716

Dear Mr Kalakapu:

Thank you for your comunents during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
F,r.wironmcnl:ll Impact Statement (EIS} scoping process, We are responding to your comments in accardunce
wilh the State of Hawaii Revised Stanes, Chapter 343, and the Suate of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Tile I,
Chapier 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Daft EIS.

Comment §; Mow, therefore, let this netice be a warning that any and atl land transactions; sules, purchases,
foreclosures, developments, civil and criminal actions against the Kanaka Macli through the
judicial process as it deals with their rights to these lands, are hereby declared itlegal and will be
handled accordingly during the transactional period from the State of Hawaii, inw it's correct
slatus as the Kingdom of Hawaii.

Therefore, [, Kamchameila ¥1, by royal decree, by treaties with twenty six nations of the warld,
notify those foreign Heads of State, that they will be called 1o carry out the mandate of those
reaties; (o aid, assist, and enforce all judicial judgements made by this Kingdom, and remave
their citizens from operating illegally under and with the Stale of Bawaii, 10 stop the pross
injustice and their occupation of all lunds belonging to the Kingdom of Hawaii.

Response 1:  Your comments raise issues outside the scope of the Dralt EIS.
We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Wainwa on Kauai. and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulz on Ouhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

fncerely,

it
.A. BOWLIN
Capiain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACFLT

COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S-W-n020
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Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

g.\W-022

Thank you for atiending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the drafi EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1597,

il e it el 5l
. e

e dl Bore fre 0 dodtrnil
‘aﬁw. M_JW‘J>

o mn

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter

Ms. Vida Mossman Name Sg//‘, Sﬂ&nc cr—
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address FD -BDX gy {

P.0. Box 128 City

Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MLSSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAN 36752-0128
IN REPLY REFER 1O

5090
Ser 000197
i1 March 1998

Ms Sally Spencer
FO Box 911
Kilauvea, HI 96754

Dear Ms Spencer:

Thank you for your commenls dusing the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS} scoping process, We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the Stale of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chupter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Titte II1,
Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your fetier and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draf EIS.

Comment 11 What will be the method used 1o clean up the envirenment moee, alter the inerease in rubbish
entecing the ocean? Even if irs small pieces of meial, it's still 2 pellution problem.

Potential impacts to the ocean are discussed i of the enclosed Draft EIS.

Comment 2:  Will there be additional Coast Guard added 1o the area of expansion?

Response 1

Respanse 2: No additional Coast Guard presence would be necessary.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public incelings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waiinea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Hunolulu on Ouhu. Specific imes and locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings.

Sincerely,

g// émugah
JA. BOWLIN
Captain, U.S. Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy t0:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S-W.KI22
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Comment Sheet
for the §-W-023
Pucific Missile Range Facility (PMRIF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet 10 write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comunents are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. ¥idz Mossman Name .
PMRF Public Affairs Office Sljrecl Address 006 ”‘[ 3\
P.O. Box 128 City ] 3
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z1P

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

To whotver it may concern: Thursday, Junz 19, 1977

Where do 1 begin to tell you what a bad, wrongbcaded, misiaken idea any expansion ol PMRY oa Kauai
must necessacrity be? Let me count the ways .

Kauai is a beautiful, unspoiled part of the planet. One of the few places where nature is sull so slive

you can feel it talking 16 you when you are out hiking lowards a waterfall, or surfing a wave with the
dolphins, If you have ears 1o listen, that is. Of course, if you are so numbed out by thinking nature and 1he
world in general are enemies to be overcame, vanquished, conquered, then you might not be able 10 hear
anything worth hearing, anymore.

Nature doesn’t shout at you. [t speaks in a fow quiel voice. If you could a'(tempt 10 be quiet and 1o listen o
what neture has to say, the delphins would 1ell you- we don’t need rockets and bombs and nuclear subs
here. Kauai docsn’t want 1o be ground zero in a nuclear atrack- that mauy or may not be a figment of some
war-obsessed Pentagon Nunky's imagination.

We don't want 10 be ground zere. We don’t want your money or your desecralion of our sacred places. In
fact, you should leave Polihale- the sooner the betzer, We may be going through a temporary downswing
in our econemy- 5o you may Lhink this is » good 1ime 10 approach us, when we're down.. Well, we're nat

5o down that we're desperate enough 1o grasp al this particular straw,

Our island’s future lies in eco- Lourism, and learning 10 feed ourselves with low- impact agriculture, This
spat with its unique beauty is not available for the greedy hands and heavy feet of the military 1o trample.
You've trampled so many beautiful spots all over the warld. 1t's time for you 1o stop this madness now. If
you feel you must plant your war toys in some part of this sacred earth, perhaps you should re-visit some
area you've already despeiled, rather than destroy our home

Please go back where you came from and tell them we may be poor, but we are not stupid enough to go for
Lhis one.

Sincerely,

Liz Rando!
Kilauea

Y
%PU heelay™

Uine
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 125
KEKAHA, HAWAI 96752-0126
IH REPLY REFER 10-

5090

Ser D0/0263

12 March 1998
Ms Liz Rundol
P( Box 685

Kilaveu, Hl 96754

Dear Ms Randol:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental [inpact Statemnent (EIS) scoping process, We are responding to your commenls in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Stattes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Ticle 11T,
Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1 Ksuuai is a beautifu}, unspoiled purt of the planel. Onz of the faw places where nature is still s0
alive you can feel it talking 1o you when you are out hiking towards a waterfall, or surfing a wave
with the dolphins. If you have eurs 1o listen, thatis. OF course, if you are so numbed cul by
thinking nature and the world in general are enemies to be overcome, vanquished, conquered,
then you might not be able 10 hear anything woeth hearing, anymere. Natre doesn’t shout at yeu,
It speaks in a low quiet voice. If you could atzempt te be quiet and to lislen to what pature has to
say, the dolphins would tell you - we doa't need rockeis and bombs and nuclear subs here. Kauai
doesn't want to be ground zere in a nuclear attack - that may or may nol be a figment of some war-

obsessed Pentagon flunky's inugination.

We don'l want to be ground zero. We don’t want your money or your desecration of our sacred
places. In fact, you should leave Polihzle - the sooner the belter. We may be going through a
temporary downsizing in our economy - so you may think this is a good time to approach us,
when we're down. Well, we're not so down Lhal we're desperate enough te grasp at this particular
straw, Qur island's future lies in eco-lourism, and learning to feed ourselves with low-impact
agriculture. This spot with it's unique beauty is not available for the greedy and heavy feet of the
military to trample. You've trampled so many beautilul spots ail over the world. It's time for you
to stop this madness now. If you feel you must plant your war toys in some past of this sacred
earth, perhaps you should revisit some area you've already despoiled, rather than destroy our
home.

Response 11 PMRF has taken its stewardship of natural resources on and around PMRFE seriously and has
striven Lo protect and preserve the natural amenities you describe. However, its national security
mission is mandated by Congress, and debate over this mission is not within the scope of this EIS.

§-w-0023

We invile you lo our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Satarday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, und
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu an Qubu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 1o the meetings.

Sincerely,

AL BOWLIN
Capiain, U.8. Navy
Comminding Officer
Copy ta:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S.w.0021
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Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRE)
Enhanced Capability
Lrnvironmental Impact Statement (E15)

Thank you [or attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write dawn issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS, To ensure that your comments are zddressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1957.

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name a—u/& KQJ. e
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address » Y34 M ‘o

P.O. Box 128 City
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

5-W-024

'
Lthue, H1 €760

HANA'G

I am opposed to Lhe presence ol the wilitary on the island
of Ni'ihau and it's praposed uses based on the signilicant impact
of its testing ol rockets and the disturbance of ancient sites of
historical facts. The itmpacl of tesLing done within the surround-

ing shourelines and waters. Who knows where the exaclt and true

ltocation ol the school [ur the ati'i c¢hildren are? Will the tesi-
ing destroy Lhese historical and ancient sites? Where do 1T know
exactly my kupuna's bLurial sites? Will ic be desecrated Ly Lhese
presence of missles? Will Lhe island still be famous for it's
beayriful shell leis? lHlew will these test effect icr? Will the
surrounding waters le ef{fected, especially the shark population
and it's legendary island, Lehua? Will the testings contaminate
Lhe pir, woters, soif, aonimals, people there? What about Lhe

bird population living on Lehua? What about the fishing grounds?
Will the military allow [ishermens to [ish or will iL be entirely
i testricted area? What happened te the rights of the teuoants as
granted in the Great-Hahele? Do these people living au the 1sland

agree to the propeonel or because Lheir master tella them Lo?  What

happened Lo huwan rights?  The rights of the aboriginal kanukas

maoll?  And lasiuly, do you Roebinaon hove clear Litle to these lands?
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Genealegy ol the Kookanu Family !

whemeha-nui married lanu-hal-apo and had Ka-lani-moku !
anfenoky () marvied Ku-ali'i (w) and had Lefeau
loe'au (w) -married Koa-kanu and had 1ilihe (w}

11liha (W) married Kaloni-vlu-moku (sic) andhad Lo'eau,
and laheha ”

Lanihau, Keakanull .

Liliha {w) married la'ale'u-o-Kiliwehi and hqd Tale-ka-luhi
Kaa-kanu II. married Beke ond had Lanihau IT and Haheha II
Halieha mated with Kawehameha ¥V and had Ke-ano-land (w).

the chicfas ncnl.ioned above were of o fnnily DC nlbinou.r

ILal: mi’ ulu-malu (K_-l.lm-ulu r\nku nhnvr) vas nluo Lna\-'n az, }':1 D:\"IC.

L . K

v 4-«-‘_,_1. P"

L

IR

Koaksnu Gencalogy

‘Umi wlu-mala-o-ka-lani (w) to Kau-ka-wohi (k) had

1. Ku-a-'tni
JEn-unhisn-lata-ivi- )..-mi

3 Kane-tni-ka-rana .

Kau-a-lni te Ka-uahi-a- }_1 a- )ln.ml'*ni had Mano-i-hele-au
“Jtanp-i-hele-au to Lke-'elohaka, had Keawe-2-'(0lohaka (k}
Loawe-p-0lohaks to He-hw'i-apo-iwa, (v} Tad Hoalkanu
Srtonde mu (kY to Le'eaw (W) had Tiliha (u)
1ilihna (1) Lo Ep-lani-ulu-nolu (h) had

L. Jane lo‘eau
. 2, lanihau
: N 3, Yoa-lkanu IT . . e .
P A, inhbel: - .

'}‘l Y0 Litivg (u) te lln';.lu'u‘-ci-{:i1!‘!cl\i‘,‘ and had I‘nle'—f:.-illuhi" (x>
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The island of Leluas is situated on the northern end of

Niiltau and Lhe western end of Kauai.

Most lecal residents of Kavai and Niihaw know that island
as the home of the sharks because ol the surrounding walers in-

[ested wilh sharks.

When T was a young girl, T remembered hearing the story
from my gruadparents of a [isherman whe was [ound to be dead
while fishing aL Xunikaiawe; a fishing ground located in the
kona area ol XKauai. The fisherman’s body was taken to his home
fuor immediate vie;ing Ly his relatives, [riends and neighbors.
llis still body was Jaid on a bed in the parlor. As Lle pecple
were mouring over him, a4 black car entered frem Lhe front door
climbed and crossed over the dead man, jumped dowa and left
Lhrough Lhe back door of the house, The dead man woke up and
wondered ghy Llse people in his heme was crying. The people
voere amazed Lhal he was alive, lle told Lhem he was nol dead, hut
he hail travelled wilh the sharks te visit the homes ol the sharks.
e tald baow he Lravelled to Lehua and vo Pu’ulea (Pearl Harbor)

and also with Kamaheali'i, the shark god, and brother of Fele.
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H1'TUAY

There are so many legends of Ni'ihau that I remembered
hearing [vrom the kupunas, The stery of Puliiula, the red eel,
The story of the school for the ali'i children on Ni'ihau.

The [amous baltle of Hi'ilauv and legendary hero HBenehakaka
Kanahele (Kaiwi), though he was known as "Ben Kaunashele" by
the military. Sowme scary stories told toe me by my jote father
in-law, Michael! Haluluolehua Kaiwi, sun of Benehakaka Kanahele.

My favorite will always be of that here, Benehakaka Kanahele
who unarmed, sulbduwss the eneny, while wounded by three gunshat
waunds.

When 1 was a young girl my father would always tell us, his
children, about the story of Ben Kanahele. I was lascinated by
my [alther's story telling about this man wha T will jdelize in
my minds memory.

In 1974, T evenvuatly marviced Ben Kanalele's grandson and
nﬂmanke. We raiscd four children and named our youngest son
Benchakaka Xanahele Kaiwi III, afrer the infamous hero, My son
is tall, strong and handsome llawniian stoture llke his forefather.

One day, T hope my children can visit that lsland of their
ancestors with [reedem amd locate Lhe burlal sites of their
kupuna's., Thouse ol the Kcakanu and Kanahele families and the
areas of these people. Freedom to know where Lheir remains are

locared, that they may respect their honor of the past.

KOAXANY

Koakanu son ol Xeawe-a-Dlohaka (k) and Kekuiapoiwa {w) was
awarded two alwpua’a on the island of Nitihauy lalawela and
Kahukw, lis father, Keawe-a-Olohaka was first cousin to Paiea,
Yamehameha I. Xeawe-a-Olohaka's f{ather was the high chiel
Yeawemauhili of MHawaii. Keakanu also fought side by side with
Kamehameha 1 in congquering Lhe Hawniian islands. He warried
Loeau daughter of Kalaniulumoaku (k) and Ku-ali'i {w). Xalani-

'

ulumoku's mother, Hanouhasipe is siscter to King Yaumuali'i's

father Kaeokulani of the royal Maui families.

With the unjon of marriage of {lawaii's ali'is and Haui's
ali'{ families the islands became peaceful and all wars ceased.

l'eace among all Lhe ilawaiian islands was finally achieved.

During the GrealL-Hahele of 1848, the lands were acquired in
Fee Simple. ‘Tne island of Ni'ihau was apportioned invo five
alkupua'as. Twe to Kopakanu, as mentioned above, and three to
Knwehameha 11I, under goverament lands, Kaluahonu, Pauahula,
Pohueloas; the entire island of Kiihau comprising of an area of

seventy-three square miles.

Koaksnu's daughter Lilinha, had four children. ller daughter
Atigail Maheha wos Lhe mother of Xeanolani, the love child and
davghter of Lot Xapualwa, Kamehameha V.  Through this doavghter
she haod wony descendants who still live today throughout Lhe

world.
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Aceount Of The Polynesian Race - Abraham Yornander

Hiihauw loncident

Indices Of Awards Of Commissioners

Genealopy OF Family - Stace Of llawaii

Childrens Schovel — Juliette/Hontague Cooke

Storytelling

Line Of Chiefs Genealogy - Mormom Temple,

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
FACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACHITY
PO BOX 123
KEWAMA, HAWAI 36752-0128
IN REPLY REFLA TO:
5090
Ser 00/0264

12 March 1998

Ms Belle Kaiwe
3-4280 Kuhio Hwy #5
Lihue, HI 96766

Dear Ms Kaiwe:

Thark you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the Stale of Hawaii Revised Slatutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title HI,
Chapler 200. Your comments have been considered and your letler and this response letter have been included in
the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1: 1am opposed te the presence of the military on the island of Ni'ihau and it's proposed uses based
on the significant impact of its testing of reckets and the disturbance of ancient sites of historical
lacts,

Response 1: |Section 3. 2.1.4 |Df1h: enclosed Drafit EIS describes existing cultural resources at Niihau, and
Section 4.2.1.3 | addresses potential impacts 1o culwral reseurces on Niihau.

Comment 2: Who knews where the exact and true localion of the school for the ali'l children are? Will the
testing destroy these historical and ancient sites? Where do 1 know exactly my kupuna's burial
sites? Will it be desecrated by the presence of missiles? Will the island sull be famous for it's
beaulifu) shell leis? How will these 1esis affect 11?

Respanse 2: |Section 3. 2.1 .4|of the enclosed Draft EIS describes existing cullural resources al Nithaw, and
Section 4.2.1.3 |addresses potential impacts to cultural resources on Nithau.

Commenl 3: Wil the surrounding walers be alfected, especially the shark populatjon and ils legendary 1sland,
Lehua?

Response 3:  Polential impacts on the waters surmounding Niihau are discussed in[Seclions 4.2.1.3, |Niihau
Biologica! Resources, and|4.2.1,4;, Niihau Water Resources. Potential impacts on Lehua are
discussed in Sectis jihau Land Use.

Comment 4:  What about the bird population living on Lehua? What about the fishing grounds?

Response 41 Polential impacts on the waters surrounding Niihau are discussed in Seclions J Nithau
Biological Resources, and Niihau Water Resources. Polential impacts en Lehua are
discussed in Secticn|4

Comment 5: Will the military allew fishermnen to fish or will it be entirely a restricied area?

Response §5: The Navy cxpects that the maximum number of launches per year at Niihau would not exceed
cighl. Clearance of the launch hazard area would be required for up to feur haurs per launch;
therefore, the maximum nurmber of haurs per year that Niihau fishermen would be affecicd would
be 32, Launches at PMRT requiring clearance of the launch hazard arca would occur more
frequently but not more than 30 times per year,

Comment 6;  What happened lo the rights of the tenants as granted on the Great-Mahele? Do these people living
on the island ngree to the proposal or because their master tells them to¥ What happened to

S-W0u0ld
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human rights? The rights of the aboriginal kunaka maoli?

Response 6: The enclosed Draft EIS incorporates recent work of an independent expent working with and on
behaif of the people of Niibau. That work has been groundiruthed by the people of the islund,
including translation into Huwaiian. Our earlier public scoping process included an information
meeting on Niihau, and residents of Nilhau attended public meetings on Kauai, We snvision a
similar outreach process to discuss this Draft EIS.

Comument 7: - And lastly, do you Robinson have clear title 1o these lands?
Response 7= Disputes over title 1o Nithau zre not within the scope of the Draft E1S.

We invite you (o our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Satrday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauui, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Cahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

ABOWLIN
Captain, 7.5, Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMNAVYBASE Pearl Harbor

S04

Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Starement (EIS)

S-w-025

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must recejve your comments by 7 July 1997.
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name

._.ZZﬂA/A ,<“ Mpﬁflé‘qaw

PMRF Public Affairs Office Swect Address B 2 o /Ly
P.0. Box 128 City Lhu'sc Adua,

Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

N doi 7 7e 744

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish 1o reccive 2 copy of the Draft EIS.
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LEGAL ROTKE!

~ PUBLIC NOTICE

From The

KINGDOM OF HAWAT'

. WHEREAS, By the Grace of Ged, and under he
laws of Ine Hinpdom of Hawait, aleng wilh (he
I'!‘rcnly of Friendship, Commeree apd Navigalion
belween the Uniled Slates Hepublic of America and
His-Majesty, the King of the llawaiian lslands, 1,
Kamehameha VI, as heir lo Lhe throne, publicly
‘annaunces lhe [ollowing nolice Lo all those Living
and or daing business in Hawaiti al this time:

- WHERENY, clatms on alt of the Crown, Govern-
menl and Chicl/Konohiki Lands held in AllodialzAl-
lodium fer the Successor and Heirs by birlh and
Censanpuinity have been compleled and document-
& by KAMEHAMENA VI aodthe ‘NOUSE- OF
NOBLES (Kanchiki Council of Chiefs}, and placed in
Trust for ‘every living Kanaka Maoli-regardless of
blocd quantumn-aed those yel unbarm, R
* WHEREBY, the recen! publicalion of the King-
dom of Hawai'i being reslored; including the Decia-
ration, Proclamation, and Royal Decree by Eame-
hameha V1 (hat placed the crown Ihat represeols
sovereignly on cvery Kanaka Macli, removes any
and all question of jurisdiclion by all foreign
entities, including the i}icliiious Stale of Hawatl.
“~ WHEREBY, the arrogance of the cilizens ol lhe
United Stales and other [oreign’ entities Ihat are
now operaling illegally in concerl wilh (he Uniled
Slales and its conslituent ageacies ageinst the
Kingdom of Hawait and it’s Citizeos as owners of
these tands musticease’ - oo .
NOW THEREFORE, Let {hi Nolice be 2 warn-
iyng-lhat any .and all Land Lransactions; ' Safes,
Purchases, -Foreclasures, -Developments, Civil and
Criminal aclions against the Kanaka hacli (krough
Ihe judicial process as it deals with their rights lo

“Nthese Jands, are hereby declared illegal and will be

hapdled accordingly during the transitional’ peried
jfrom:lhe “Stale’of Hawaii™ inlo it’s correct stafus as
The KINGDOM OF HAWAI'L-. .. -- -
4\ THEREFQRE; ] KAMEHAMEILA V1, BY ROY-
‘AL DECIEE; By. Trealies wilh Twenly Six Nalions
of Ihe World, Notify those forcign 1lcads of Stale,
thal they will be called lo'carryoul the mandale of
lhese Lrealics; to aid, assist and enforce alt judicial
Judgemenls made by lhis Kingdom, and remave
[ Lheir cilizens (rom eoperaling illegatly under and
wilh the State of Hawaii, lo stop Lhe fms.s injuslice
and Lheir occupation of all lands belonging (o the
Kingdom of HHawai'i.

1N OWITHESS THEREQF, [ have caused (he Seal
and Itand lo (his Ttoyal Decree as a Public Notice in
the Kingdom of HNawaid, Ihis 12U day of August, to
the Year of Our Lord, Nneteen Hundred and Ninely
Twa.
- KAMEHAMELA VI
By The Kinp
KALAMORLE TENDNERT HOLT KAUA
[HII BRI '

{Han S 1 Aap 80 i} L8]

llona Moritsugu
PO Box 3165

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KEKAMA, HAWAIL 56757 0123
1M REPLY REFER TO
5090
Ser 000170

11 March 1998

Lihue, Hl 96766

Dear Nona Meritsugu:

Thank you for

your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability

Environmental lmpact Statement (ELS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments i
accordance with the State of Hawali Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawal Adonnistrative

Rules, Title 11,
{etter have been

Conunent 1:

Respouse 1:

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and  your letter and this response
included in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Dralt EIS,

[ pray that you will censider seriously the consequences of furthering gross injustice against
the Kenaka Magti and ethers who call these “isles of the sea” home. Niihau does not
"belong” to the Robinsons. Allodial Title/Patent is within the junisdiciion of the Kingdem of
Hawail.

Drisputes over title to Niiliau are not within the scope of the Draft EIS.

NOW THEREFORE, Let this Notice be a waming that any and all Land transactions, Sales,
Puzchases, Foreelosures, Developments, Civil and Criminal actions against the Kanaka Maoli
through the judicial process as it deals with their rights to these lands, are hereby declared
illegal and will be handled accordingly during the Lransitional period from "State of Hawaii”
into it's comect status as The KINGDOM CF HAWAIL

THEREFORE, I, KAMEHAMEILA VI, BY ROYAL DECREE, By Treatics with Twenty Six
Nations of the World, Notify these forcign lHeads of State, that they will be called to carry
out the mandale of those treatics; to aid, assist and enforce all judicial judgements made by
this Kingdom, and remove thetr citizens from operating tlegally under and with the State of
Hawaii, o stop the gross injustice and their occupation of all lands belonging 10 the
Kingdom of Hawaii,

Disputes over Title 1o Nithau are pot within the scope of the Draft ELS,

We invite you to our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, Aprl 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, Apsit 28 in Honolulu on Oahu, Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the nechings

Copy to:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVYBAS

Smccrely,

Captain, US, Navy
Commanding Officer

E Pear! Hatbor

5.W-L025
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Comment Sheet

5-W-020
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to wnite down issues that you think
should be studied in the FI1S. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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[Fedpet
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

MALEAA AN

You  pARL e THLS A)omsw%i

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name ‘I")A N e
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address P-O G
P.O.Box 128 City

psued g Gersy

Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

[j Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
FACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.O. BOX 128
KEKAKA HAWAL 95752-0178

W REPLY REFER TO.
5000
Ser 00:0198
11 Maich 1698

Mr Dan Shook

PO Box 900

Kilauea, HE 96754

Dear Mr Shook:

Thaak you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Eavironrmental Impact Statement (EI5) seoping process. We are responding (o your camments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes. Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title (1L
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this respanse letter have been incleded
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Deaflt EIS.

Comment 11 1. We de not want any additional military anything on or around Kauui.
2.. Your Lesting etc. is only leading us to Armageddon.

3. The US goavernment is vut of control and this is an example of !

4. Stop Irying 10 be God und give Hawaii buck o the Huwaiiun people.
5. Don't you dare do this nonsense!

4. Getahife!

Response 1: PMRFs national sccurity mission has been directed by Congress, and debate over this mission is
not within the scope of the Draft EIS.

We invite you te our Drafl EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Oshu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 1o the meelings,

Commanding Officer
Copy Lo
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S0 (X120
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5-0-027
Comment 2:

I think that the Hawaiian people should keep their land and I
(object]! to having these missiles because this is a sacred island
this is for the Hawaiian people and we don’t want to turn it into
a missile area at all because if we deo you guys in the Navy, you
know what you are doing? You’re messing up the Hawaiian pecple,
you're messing up cur island, and you’re messing up our state so,
please don’t do this.

Carl R. DiPalma
Waimea

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
#0 BOX 128
KEXAHA, HAWAI 957520128
W REPLY HEFER TO:

5090

Ser D0/0199

11 March 1998
Mr Carl DiPalma

PO Box 507

Waimea, HI 96796

Dear Mr DiPalma:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Runge Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Envirgnmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding (o your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Adsmunistrative Rules, T e 1,
Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your letrer and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 13 Ithink the Hawaiian people should keep their Land and I (object) 1o having these missiles because
this s a saceed island this s for the Hawaiian people and we don’t want 10 turn it into a missile
area at all because if we do you guys in the Navy, you know what you're doing? You're messing
up the Hawaiian people, you're messing up our island, and you're messing up our slate so, please
don’t do this,

Response 11 The Environmental Justice section of the enclosed Draft EISccnsidcrs the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on minority populations. Polential envirenmental justice 1ssues
were analyzed in relation w the following resources: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Culwral
Resovrces, Geology and Sails, Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Wasie, Health and Safety,
Land Use, Noise, Sociceconomics, Visual and Aesthetic Resources, and Water Resources.

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 it Honolufu on Quhe. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the mieetings.

Sincerely,
1A BOWLIN
Captzin, U.S, Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy ta:

CINCPACFLT
COMMAVBASE Pear! Harbor

5.0-0021
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5-0-028
Comment 3:

I live in Kekaha. I don’t believe a thing you are telling me
here today. 1 never have believed anything the government has
told me and I have no reason to change that opinion. Because the
government still continues to manipulate people, use people, hurt
people, and to come here today and tell me this is the
information that you are giving me, in my opinien I just can’t
even begin to believe any of it. Actually my opinion about the
military is I believe in peace and unity. I believe we don’t
need this here on Niihau. I believe Keith Robinson should give
the Hawaiians back Niihau. Let the Hawaiians take care of their
stuff over there. Not to maintain so much control.

Tashi Deibel
Kekaha, Hawaii

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PAGIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 123
KEKAHA, HAWAIl 95752-0120
1N REPLY REFER TO

5090

Ser 00/01 71
Tashi Deibel 11 March 1998
PO Box 1231

Kekaha, HI 96752

Dear Tashi Detbel:

Thank yeu for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (E1S) scoping process. We are responding 1o your commients in
accordance with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii  Administrative
Rules, Title HI, Chapter 200, Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter
have been included in the PMRF Enhanced Capabitity Draft EIS.

Comment I 1live in Kekaha. | don't belicve a thing you are telling me here today. [ nover have believed
anythiing the government bas tald me and [ have no reason o change that opinion.
Becawse the govemmient still continucs to manipulate people, use people, hurt people, and 1o
come here today and tell me this is the information that you are giving me, in my opinion, |
just can’t even begit to belicve any of it Actually my opinion about the military is 1 belicve
in peace and unity. 1 betieve we don't necd this here in Niihau. I believe Keith Robinson
should give the Hawaiians back Niihau, Let the Hawaiians take care of stuff over there. Mot
to maintain so much control,

Response 1: Thank you,

We invite you to our Draft EIS public mectings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, Apnl 28 in Honolulu on Oahu. Specific tinwes and locations will be announced prior to the mectings

Conamanding Officer
Copy 1o
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S-W-tu2k
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Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

$-W-029

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think

should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1957,

@1""?“& m'/) Gb./bl.n o eed ono ftuJ?ifér S{-’a('}

oge kb m,m,# both  lsec o Terieedo
= 4]« n_ \n,u}f S

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name VTLP@L oy
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address : !tJ.f’?L @67
P.O.Box 128 City JD\ et JW Qe 0%
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

By signing this paper, I am requesting that a committee, selected by
representatives from:

the community of Kauai, especially Native Hawaiians

the Hawaiian Sovereignty movement,

appropriate governmenlal agencies,

the Unlversity of Hawali Scheol of Social Work, Sociology and Pacific

Island Studies, . = SINPIIIN

and the U.S. Navy, ot ,.oc/a e
choose a locally recognized expert to perfom kaOCe))IMPACT ASSESSMENT of
“the expected effects on the peopie of Nihihau afthe proposed PMRE project.

If 1 also check the box marked MEMBER, [ wish to nominate myself or someone
I know for this committee.

NAME ADDRESS PHONE MEMBER
L/L!”\.N Qliver ToBore S0L Anabide HY quen | S20-2984 | M9
Fdiela Olzon [P D Box 007 Jdbue HL 2419121 | e
A Mf,uquq S350 A Hale/ie Tergt| €52 (@] AG
7{ Hon 77’//& 52986 A AL Jeda G6 T KR -sor0) Ao
Jacon Navis | 7900 PhaSi2 Liwe | 24512 Yes
Skclf Lagloate | Eove fo G2 Teme | PyToumy

s
Krrenls oons Plo®or 1415 Kafan th Gk, o303 TES
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
0 BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWAL 567520128

N REPLY REFER 10,
5090
Ser 00/0200
1§ March 1998

Ms Kathy Oliver

PO Dox 802

Anahola, HI 26703

Dear Ms Oliver:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRE) Enhanced Capability
Eavironmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
wilh the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 111,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1: People of Niihau need an unbiased expert (o represent both their interests and the Navy's,
1 arm requesling tat a connittee, selected by representatives from:

the cormmunity of Kauai, especiatly Native Hawaiians,

the Hawaiian Sovereignty movement,

uppropriate governmental agencies,

the University of Huwaii Schoo! of Social Work, Socielogy, and Pacific [sland Studies,
and the U.S. Navy,

choose a locally recognized expert 1o perform a SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT of the
expected effects on the people of Nithau the proposed PMRF praject.

Response |: The enclesed Dralt EIS incorporates recent work of an independent expert working with and on
behalf of the people of Niihau. That work has been translated inte Hawaiian by Niihau residents

and validated by the people of the island. This Draft EIS also includes a comprehensive list of its

und their qualifications,

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, und
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Ouhu, Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings.

Sincerely,

aptain, U.8. Navy
Commanding Officer

Copy to:

CINCPACFLT

COMMNAVBASE Pearl Harbor

S-W-0029

Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Inpact Statement (EIS)

S-W-030

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet 10 write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed m the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997.
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Mm\ﬁ\mwf&) b Y Sattom me

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name
PMRF Public Affairs Cffice Street Addres
P.0. Box 128 City

Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 Stare/Z1P

Plo 140 F
a
96 Y4a

I:_] Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS,
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Comment Sheet

for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft ELS, we

must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,

\wm Ly WYow J Yoo Wq\ml\_&

M%mﬂoom@tu&m\q ‘l‘ﬁ‘n_iilq lMJ};.(

YW
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name L[ .

PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address .Pr \ lrt-) S\

P.C. Box 128 City
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/ZIP

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.

DEPARTMENT COF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISS|LE RANGE FACILITY
P.O BOX I2E
KEWKAHA HAWAN 95757-0128

N REPLY REFER TO:
5090
Ser 00/0201
11 March 1958

Ms Karen Gibbons

PO Box 1478

Kapaa, HI 96746

Dear Ms Gibbons:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF} Enhunced Capability
Environmental Impact Staterment (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your cammenls in accardance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Stonses, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title II1,
Chapter 200. Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been inciuded
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment 1: What does Mr. Robinson plun on doing with children born from insemination by US Navynwen -
Will the futher be allowed 10 stay on the island - Wili the mother be allowed 10 leave and return 1o
visit fumily members - What will happen to these inaocent woman?

Response 1 Military personnel’s contact with the culture of Nithau is strictly controlled by a protocol berween
the Robinson family and PMRE. While there would be some job-related contacl during
construction activities and during testing, there would not be social coniact between Navy
personnel and Niihau residents, Protection Protocol would be strengthened if and where that is
required.

Comment 2: How dare you use “jobs for people” - ta cover up your dastardly behavior - Money always is the
botlom line.

Response 2:  Thank you.

Comment 3: 1 want o know if the people of Nithau have an advocate - from a totally unbiased (non employed
by the Navy or any governmental agency) who will tell them the truth - the whole truth -
Where is Greenpeace

Response 31 The enclosed Draft EIS incorporates recent work of an independent expect working with and on
behalf of the people of Niihau. That work has been translated into Hawaiian by Niihau residents
and validated by the people of the island. This Draft EIS ulso includes 2 comprehensive list of its

and Iheir qualilications.

S-W-npoamn
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We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and

Tuesduy, April 28 in Honaolulu on Oahu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior to the meetings,

Sincerely,

Commanding Officer
Copy to:
CINCPACELT
COMNAVBASL Pearl Harbor

S-\W.00o

Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

S-W-031

Thank you for atending this meeting. Please use this sheet to write down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Comunenter

Ms, Vida Mossman Name DowrAd  APLiSA
PMRF Public Affairs Office Sweet Address wagn rAanarA Po, /f’oﬂ s 35

P.O, Box 128 City YL AuEA, /ﬁhw;ﬂa:'
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z1P HTIT 945 ‘{ AT 7~

E;g\ Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
P.0. BOX 128
KEKAHA, HAWA(l 86752-0128
IM REPLY REFER TO:

5090

Ser 00/0202

11 March 1998
Ms Donna Apisa

4360 Wailapa Rd

Kilauea, 1l 96754

Deur Ms Apisa:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility {PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environoental Jmpict Statement (E15) scoping process, W are responding 1o your comments in accordance

with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, and the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title III,

Chapter 200. Yocur comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Draft EIS.

Comment |: PMRF is a very “good neighber.” They not only contribute to the well-being of our Island
economy, they are extremety conscicncious of the environment and the people.
! whole heartedly support PMRF and am extremely proud that Kauai and Niihau are the chosen
site(s) for the facility,

Response |: Thank you.

We invile you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolutu on Ouhu. Specific times and locations will be anncunced prior 1o the meetings.

Sincerely,

AN

. BOWLIN
Captain, U.5. Navy
Commanding Gfficer
Copy 10!
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVBASE Peur]l Harbor

5-W.0031

Comment Sheet
for the
Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

5-W-032

Thank you for attending this meeting. Please use this sheet to wyite down issues that you think
should be studied in the EIS. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the draft EIS, we
must receive your comments by 7 July 1997,
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commenter
Ms. Vida Mossman Name ﬁﬁﬂ, ST’EPAJJ
PMRF Public Affairs Office Street Address ﬂ‘;. /:’j?( S
P.O. Box 128 City Hamaled
Kekaha, Hawaii, 96752-0128 State/Z1P TL/{ (/"é 77/ 9L

D Please check this box if you DO NOT wish to receive a copy of the Draft EIS.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE AANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 128
KERAHA, HAWAH §6752-0328
IH REPLY REFER 10,

5090

Ser 00:0265

12 March 1998
Mr Card Stepath

PO Box 549

Hanalei, Hl 96714

Dear Mr Stepath:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Capability
Environmental Impact Statement {EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Satuwes, Chapter 343, and the Srate of Hawail Administrative Rules, Tiile [T,
Chapter 200. Your cammenlts have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included
in the PMRF Enhanced Capabiliny Dealt EIS.

Comment I: I very concerned about the effect of this testing on coral reefs and wildlife in the wildlife
preserve,
T would Jike to propuse community - PMRF partnerships 1o monitor coral reefs and work 1o
improve the fisheries surrounding Kavai. We can all work together 1o improve Kauai's Ocean
Resource Management for the good of the residents on Kauai and their families,
Iuis very difficul for ine to suppen expansion of existing range dimensions, but it would be
interesting to work together in order to improve fisheries resources and the stagus of the islands
coral reefs.

Response 1: Potenlial impacts on fisheries and coral reefs pear Kauyj are addressed infSection 4.1.1.3,
PMRF/Main Base Riological Resources, und[Section 4.1.1.10,|PMRF Socioeconomics.

We invite you to our Draft EIS public meetings, scheduled for Saturday, April 25 in Waimea on Kauai, and
Tuesday, April 28 in Honolulu on Quhu. Specific times and locations will be announced prior 10 the meetings.

Sincerely,

A. BOWLIN
uptain, U5, Navy
Commanding Officer
Copy lo:
CINCPACFLT
COMNAVEASE Peart Harbor

S Wiz
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16 June 1997

Vida Mossman S-W-033
Pacific Missile Range Facility

P.O. Box 128

Kekaha, HI 96752-0128

Ms. Mossman:

Here are my comments concerning issues which [ believe are relevant for the EIS dealing
with Theater Missile Defense tests assoctated with PMRF. My comments are based upon
review of the 23 May 1997 EIS Preparation Notice, past reviews of various analyses of
the impacts of STARS and Vanda! launches at PMRF, review of the 1994 BMDO
Programmatic EIS, and review of the 1994 Theater Missile Defense Extended Test Range
FIS. These comments represent my views and arc not official positions of the Dept. of
Physics & Astronomy or of the Univ. of Hawaii.

Issues to consider in the EIS for “Enhancement of the Capability of the Pacific Missile Range
Facility, Kauai, HI To Conduct Missile Defense Testing and Training Activities”

Information needed
“The EIS needs to provide detailed information about the scope of the theater missile
defense tests -~
how many tests over what time period
what target boosters will be used, their exhaust products and hazard areas
what interceptors will be used and whether they will be launched from land or a1 sea
what new launch and instrumentation sites will be used
what materials will be used to simulate warheads containing conventional explosives,
chemical weapons, and nuclear weapons
what interceptor warhead technologies will be used (e.g. kinetic or explosive)
what ordnance requires additional storage at Kamokala Caves

Safety

The EIS needs to examine the reliabilities of all missiles to be used in tests. The
reliabilities should include the rocket motors as well as other systems and shouid be compared
with the results of recent launches. The EIS should state explicitly if the reliability of any
missile component (e.g. rocket motors) is withheld because the data are classified.

The EIS should examine capabilities {e.g. fire-fighting equipment) for dealing with a
catastrophic launch failure at afl launch sites on land. In particular, the consequences of
failures like the 20 August 1991 Aries failure at Patrick AFB in Florida and the 15 June 1993
Minuteman 1 failure at Vandenberg AFB in California should be examined as examples.

The trajectories for the targets and intereeptors should be given, along with the impact
points for misses and expected impact areas for debris from successful intercepts. Estimates
should be made of the risk of missiles and debris hitting ships and aircraflt -- including civilian
ships, small planes, and helicopters.

- Treaty compliance

The EIS should indicate what restrictions the START and INF treaties impose on theater
missile defense tests. The ranges and reentry speeds for target missiles should be given so
that they can be compared with the ABM/TMD demarcation limits agreed to by Presidents
Clinton and Yeitsin at the Helsinki summit in March. This is of particular concern for the
Strategic Target System (STARS) hooster, which has a possible range greater than the
agreed 3,500 kilometer limit for TMD tests.

Air quality

The EIS should examine the impacts of rocket exhaust products on air quality and indicale
what air quality monitoring will be done. Because of problems with monitoring of the 1st
and 3rd STARS launches at PMRF, there is stil]l no reliable measurement of the hydrogen
chloride (HCl) concentration either near the launch pad or downwind at the boundary of the
ground hazard area for STARS launches. For the 3rd launch, the HC! monitors 140 feet
from the launch pad saturated at a concentration of 140 ppm, which exceeds the level of
100 ppm deemed “immediately dangerous to life and health.”

Water contamination

The EIS should indicate what baseline surveys and subsequent monitoring will be done at
new launch sites. It should also review sampling resufts at PMRF and indicate what
manitoring will be done for future launches. The 1997 Dept. of Energy report “Linking
Legacics” (DOE/EM-0319) notes a contaminated water volume of 5,700 cubic meters a1 the
Kauwai Test Facility (KTF).

Soi} contamination

The Dept. of Encrgy “Linking Legacies™ reports a valume of 1,400 cubic meters of
contaminated soil at KTF. The EIS should state what baseline surveys and subsequent soil
sampling will be done at PMRF (including KTF) and at new launch sites. This is especially
important for HCI, a major exhaust product of solid-fuel rocket motors. Soil sampling after
the 1st STARS launch showed that 87% of samples had increased HCl concentrations but it
was unclear how much of the increase was due 1o the STARS exhaust. Another potentially
sertous contaminant is lead, which is emitted by some rocket motors. For example, the Talos
motor used for the Vanda) missile emits about 45 pounds of lead. Elevated lead levels were
seen near some KTF launch pads in soi! sampling done in 1990 so it is important to do
baseline sampling near the Vandal launch pad and to monitor the amount of lead
contamination from the Vandal launches. Baseline sampling and monitoring for lead should
also be done at any new sites where missiles emitting lead will be launched.

QOzone depletion

The EIS should estimate the amount of ozone depletion due to the HCl in the rocket
exhaust. Halon 2402, which depletes ozone six times more elfectively than common freon,
is emitted in substantial amounis by the STARS 2nd stage maotor (90 kilograms) and by the
SR19-AJ-1 motor (120 kilograms) which can be used as the st stage motor for the HERA
missile. So the EIS should estimate halon 2402 emissions and the resulting ozone depletion.

Space debris
The EIS should estimate the amount of debris that would remain in orbit from any test



of an anti-satellite weapon (ASAT) that hits an orbiting object, An article in the 24 March
1997 issuc of Aviation Week & Space Technology reports that an ASAT test using a STARS
launch at K'TF 1s being contemplated for FY 1998,

Secret programs

There are “black™ military programs whose budgets and other details are seeret, even
from members of Congress, Some of these programs involve rocket launches that could
have devastating environmental impacts. An example is the Timberwind program to develop
rockets powered by nuclear reactors. In the early 1990°s PMRF was considered as a potential
site for a nuclear propulsion test facility. How many past rocket launches at PMRF have been
for “black™ programs and how many of these launches are expected during the period when
theater missile defense tests will be done?

Restrictive Easement

The EIS should provide results of baseline surveys and periodic water and soil sampling
50 that State of Hawaii officials and the public can judge whether there are “any contaminants
or poliutants found within the casement area as a result of the launches which sigrificantly
threaten the public health” discussed in itemn 14 of the Restrictive Easernent. This is especially
important for lead levels in soil samples near the Vandal launch pad. The response to my
comment about impacts of lead releases on the draft Restrictive Easement EIS stated that the
Navy would do a baseline survey and periodic monitoring around the Vandal launch site.
The EIS should examine the results of these surveys.

The EIS should contain a list with dates of STARS and Vandal launches that have
occurred under the easement since 1994. It should also indicate how many times the
GRANTEE has exercised the casement in 1994, 1995, and 1996; whether the GRANTEE
provided the required notices seven days before each scheduled launch; and how tong the
GRANTEE maintained exclusive control of the ground hazard area each time the easement
was excreised,

Alwrnatives

The EIS should indicate which of the planned tests could be done at other test ranges and
compare the impacts at these other ranges with those at PMRF. An EIS evaluating the impacts
of similar tesis in the Eglin Gulf Test Range is currently being done. The 1994 Thealter
Missile Defense Extended Test Range EIS examined the impacts of similar tests; the
21 March 1995 Record of Decision for this EIS decided to proceed at the White Sands Missile
Range and at the Kwajalein Missile Range. PMRF was eliminated from consideration
“because of the lack of the full range of land-based instrumentation sites to observe intercepts
and inadequate land area for interceptor deployment or for placement of instrumentation
that would have to be brought in from another range.”

mkick

Michael Jones

Dept. of Physics & Astronomy
Univ. of Hawaii

2505 Correa Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
PACIFIC MISSILE RANGE FACILITY
PO BOX 120
KEKAHA, HAWAI 96752-0128

IN REPLY REFER TD:

5091
Ser 000266
12 March 1998

Dr Michael Jones

Dept of Physics and Astronomy
University of Hawaii at Manoa
2505 Correa Road

Honolulu, HI 96822

Dear Dr Jones:

Thank you for your comments during the Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF) Enhanced Cagability
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping process. We are responding to your comments in accordance
with the State of Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, und the State of Hawaii Administrative Rules, Title 1L,

Chapter 200,

Your comments have been considered and your letter and this response letter have been included

in the PMRF Enhanced Capability Deaft EIS.

Comment 1;

Response 1;

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Information needed

The EIS needs to provide detailed information about the scope of the theater missite defense
(ests--

how muny tests over what lime period

what target boosters will be used, their exhaust products and hazard arcas

what interceptozs will be used and whether they will be launched from land or at sea

whal new launch and instrurnentation sites will be used

what materials will be vsed 1o simulate warheads containing conventional explosives, chemical
weapons, and nuclear weapons

what interceptor warhead echnologies will be used (e.p, kinetic or explosive)

whut erdinance requires additional storage at Kamakla Caves

All of the detailed information thut you requested is contained in[Chapter 2 [of the enclosed Draft
EIS, Description of Proposed Action and Altermatives.

Sufety

The EIS needs to examine the reliabilitics of all missiles to be used in tests. The reliabilities
should inelude the rocket motors as well as other systems and should be compared with the results
of recent launches. The EIS should state explicitly if the reliability of any missile component
(e.g. rockel motors) is withheld because the data are classified.

The EIS should examine capabilities (e.g. fire-fighting equipment} for deating with a catastrophic
launch failure avadl