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Pursuant to HAR Section11-200.1-2: 

that the document required to be filed 
pursuant to chapter 343, HRS, fulfills the requirements of an EIS, as prescribed by 
section 11-200.1-28. Acceptance does not mean that the action is environmentally 
sound or unsound, but only that the document complies with chapter 343, HRS, and 

arding the acceptability of this final EIS is distinct 
from any management decisions that the Board may make in the future regarding the 
issuance of any long-term land disposition requested by this final EIS. 

Acceptability of the final EIS is based on the three criteria listed above. An EIS is not 
intended to resolve conflicts of opinion on the impacts of a proposed action. Rather, an EIS 
only intends to provide the relevant information to the deciding agency. 

[W]hether or not the parties disagree, or even whether there is authority which 

EIS is to be measured. Rather it is whether the EIS as prepared permitted informed 
decision making by the agency. 

Price v. Obayashi Hawaii Corp., 81 Haw. 171, 181-182, 914 P.2d 1364, 1375 (1996). 

Point of discussing all possible details bearing on the proposed action but will be 
upheld as adequate if it has been compiled in good faith and sets forth sufficient 
information to enable the decision-maker to consider fully the environmental factors 
involved and to make a reasonable decision after balancing the risks of harm to the 
environment against the benefits to be derived from the proposed action, as well as to 
make a reasoned choice between alternatives. 
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1 The Board should also be aware that on March 27, 2025, Maunakea was listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places and is now identified as a Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) and District by the federal government. PTA is 
located between Maunak . 
Source: https://mauinow.com/2025/04/10/maunakea-listed-on-national-register-of-historic-places/  

https://mauinow.com/2025/04/10/maunakea-listed-on-national-register-of-historic-places
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2 HAR § 11-200.1-2 provides in relevant part:  
 

 are synonymous. Effects may include ecological effects (such as the 
effects on natural resources and on the components, structures, and functioning of affected ecosystems), aesthetic 
effects, historic effects, cultural effects, economic effects, social effects, or health effects, whether primary, secondary, 
or cumulative. Effects may also include those effects resulting from actions which may have both beneficial and 
detrimental effects, even if on balance the agency believes that the effect will be beneficial.  
 

conditions that exist within the area affected by a proposed action, including land, human and animal communities, 
air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance. 
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Staff notes that the final EIS was shared with other divisions of the Department for 
assistance with the analysis regarding the acceptability of the final EIS. Comments received 
from the other divisions are attached as Exhibit A. 

Staff acknowledges that the Board will ultimately determine whether the final EIS 
satisfactorily meets the criteria for acceptance. Given the high level of public interest and 
involvement in this matter, Staff defers on a formal recommendation and instead 
recommends that the Board consider all testimony on this matter 
analysis prior to determining whether the criteria for acceptance has been satisfied. Staff 
instead presents two options to the Board as noted below. 

Recognizing that no decision or recommendation on a long-term land disposition is being 
made at this time3, the Land Division recommends that the Board either: 

1. Determines that the final EIS complies with applicable law and adequately discloses 
the environmental impacts of the proposed action, and thus accepts the final EIS as 
submitted by USAG-HI and IMCOM. 

OR 

2. Determines that the final EIS does not comply with applicable law and does not 
adequately disclose the environmental impacts of the proposed action, and thus rejects 
the final EIS as submitted by USAG-HI and IMCOM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lauren Yasaka, Staff Planner 

And 

Ian Hirokawa, Acting Administrator 

3 The Board will need to make a separate determination at a later date regarding whether to approve a long-term land disposition 
and any terms and conditions that may be appropriate. 
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Dawn N.S. Chang, Chairperson 
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Yasaka, Lauren E 

From: Gomes, Noah J 
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2025 10:46 AM 
To: Yasaka, Lauren E 
Cc: Calpito, Jordan V; Puff, Jessica L 
Subject: SHPD Comments Regarding the FEIS for the Army Training Land Retention at P hakuloa Training 

Area 

Aloha Lauren, 

On April 11, 2025 a memorandum was distributed to the administrators of the divisions of Department of 
Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) from DLNR Chair Dawn Chang reques ng comments on the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Army Training Land Reten on at P hakuloa Training Area 
(PTA). 

Comments from the History and Culture Branch of the State Historic Preserva on Division (SHPD) regarding 
the FEIS are as follows: 

1. SHPD requests that PTA develop formal mi ga on protocols for possible inadvertent impacts to na ve 
Hawaiian cultural sites through rou ne military training ac vi es, such as wildres. 

In the CIA of the FEIS (Appendix I), community members expressed concerns about wildres in PTA. The 
Army has also proposed increased mi ga on measures for wildre control under Alterna ve 1, and it 
would be appropriate to also include mi ga on of wildre impacts to cultural and historic sites as a 
part of this e ort. Addi onally, live-re training ac vi es carry an inherent risk of nega ve impacts on 
cultural and historic sites. Page 3-76 of the FEIS notes that previous military training and ac vi es have 
had nega ve impacts on historic proper es at PTA. Careful considera on of possible impacts and plans 
to mi gate those poten al impacts is per nent. 

2. SHPD requests that formal access for both cultural and lineal descendants of na ve Hawaiian burials 
located in PTA are included under the formalized access plan proposed as a mi ga on measure for 
Alterna ve 1. 

In sec on 3.4.6.1 of the FEIS, poten al mi ga on measures to reduce adverse impacts to cultural 
prac ces are listed. The Army has proposed developing a formalized access plan for �Na ve Hawaiian 
organiza ons, individuals, consul ng par es, ohana, lineal descendants, and cultural prac oners.� 
Both lineal and cultural descendants of na ve Hawaiian burials should also be included in this 
formalized access plan. 

3. SHPD requests an archaeological survey of the unsurveyed state lands that may be retained by the 
army under a renewed lease to be er understand the poten al impacts to cultural and archaeological 
sites in those areas of PTA. 

In sec on 3.4.4.3 (page 3-75) of the FEIS, it is noted that there are unsurveyed por ons of state-owned 
land currently leased by the Army. While the Army does con nue to assess and document historic 
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proper es at PTA, it is di cult to es mate the poten al impact of the renewal of this lease without 
su cient informa on on any poten al historic or cultural sites in these unsurveyed areas. 

4. SHPD requests the development of regular communica on procedures between SHPD and the army to 
be er monitor impacts, discoveries, and documenta on of cultural and historic sites in PTA. 

While this comment is not directly related to the FEIS, there have been previous issues with mely 
communica on between the Army and SHPD regarding impacts to cultural and historic proper es. We 
would like to address these concerns by crea ng a be er standard of communica on between the 
Army and SHPD. 

Mahalo for the opportunity to comment on this FEIS. If there are any ques ons regarding these comments, 
please contact Noah Gomes, SHPD Ethnographer. 

2 


















	Structure Bookmarks
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	EIS is to be measured. Rather it is whether the EIS as prepared permitted informed decision making by the agency. 
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Army has also proposed increased mi ga on measures for wildre control under Alterna ve 1, and it would be appropriate to also include mi ga on of wildre impacts to cultural and historic sites as a part of this e ort. Addi onally, live-re training ac vi es carry an inherent risk of nega ve impacts on cultural and historic sites. Page 3-76 of the FEIS notes that previous military training and ac vi es have had nega ve impacts on historic proper es at PTA. Careful considera on of possible impacts and plans 
	army under a renewed lease to be er understand the poten al impacts to cultural and archaeological sites in those areas of PTA. In sec on 3.4.4.3 (page 3-75) of the FEIS, it is noted that there are unsurveyed por ons of state-owned land currently leased by the Army. While the Army does con nue to assess and document historic 
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure




