* Committee on Economic Development, Agriculture, Maritime Transportation,
Power and Energy Utilities, and Emergency Response

March 22, 2019

Naval Facilities Engineering Command Pacific

Attention: MITT Supplemental EIS/OEIS Project Manager
258 Makalapa Drive, Suite 100

Pearl Harbor HI 96860-3134

Re: MITT Draft Supplemental EIS/OEIS Public Comment
Hafa adai!

Please include the following comments, questions, and concerns as part of the Public
Comment Record for the Mariana Islands Training and Testing (MITT) Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)/Overseas Environmental Impact Statement
(OEIS).

e Why are rockets, missiles, and medium-caliber projectiles increasing in use (P. 3-28)
from what was previously projected in the 2015 Mariana Islands Training and Testing
EIS/OEIS? *Note that the use of rockets and medium projectiles are anticipated to
have more than doubled in use.

e The EIS says that unexploded ordinance is not part of military expended materials (P.
3.3-6), but the Executive Summary mentions marine mammals may encounter
unexploded ordinance (P. ES-11). Why is there this inconsistency?

e Because there is not enough data on the conservation status of the dwarf and pygmy
sperm whales, we would like to request for more data to be collected and more
research to be done before these activities have the potential to permanently damage
these species.

e Is there an expected decrease in sonar activity which is causing the temporary and
permanent shifts and damages to have decreased in marine mammals from the
previous study? Please explain the anticipated decrease in permanent shifts and
damages to marine mammals in contrast to the 2015 MITT EIS. Is there an expected
decrease in sonar activity?

e Earlier this year, Guam experienced a beaching of a beaked whale at the Naval Base,
and beachings have happened often on Guam. The EIS states that research is not
conclusive that beaching is caused by sonar, but a study done by Quiros, et al. (2019)
https:/ /royalsocietypublishing.ore/doi/10.1098 /rspb.2018.2533 shows the
connection. What is being done to protect marine mammals from beaching?
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As an endangered species, there are very strict regulations for the protection of the
Green Sea Turtle and the prevention of a permanent threshold shift as predicted to
happen to the Green Sea Turtle. These threshold shifts can impact the animal’s ability
to find mates or other animals of the same species. Please explain what other measures
the U.S. Navy will implement to comply with these regulations.

The prediction of injury from these projects is listed as zero for all species. How certain
are these predictions, despite the risk factors mentioned? Should there be any
deviation in methodology for an increase in activity, what is the next realistic
prediction of injury that may result from these projects?

The mitigation practices are generally educating the federal employees and watching
training sites for the presence of species and stopping training if an animal is seen.
How will the lookouts notify and how soon will training stop if a lookout sees an
animal? What happens to animals that the lookouts do not see? How effective are
these lookouts at seeing animals underwater?

In response to the U.S. Navy’s recently disclosed plans to expand the Surface Danger
Zone to Point A - 13° 34" 57” N; 144° 49’ 53” E; Point B - 13° 35" 49” N; 144° 47’ 59” E;
Point C - 13° 34° 57 N; 144° 47’; Point D — 13° 34° 48” N; 144° 49’ 50” E; datum: NAD-83, 1
hereby submit additional comments for discussion on both the January 2019 publication
of the MITT EIS/OEIS as well as for the expansion of the Surface Danger Zone as listed
below.

Given the lack of information available to us regarding the impacts of the proposed
activity on the endangered species within the boundaries of the danger zone, further
analysis is required to determine potential impacts to the green sea turtle, the
hawksbill sea turtle, and scalloped hammerhead sharks. I urge the U.S. Navy to
conduct research with appropriate agents of the government and of the public to relay
the potential impacts of disturbance to the endangered species caused by the
proposed activities.

Expansion of the Surface Danger Zone will prevent access to traditional fishing grounds.
These are used for bottom fishing, trolling and spear fishing. This will have a direct
impact on our fishing and diving community and respective industries among residents
and visitors alike.

The MITT-FEIS states that no forest clearance will occur as a result of the Finegayan Small
Arms Firing Range. Are there any proposals that would contradict what is stated in the
MITT-FEIS with respect to forest clearance at this site?

The proposed Surface Danger Zone will affect the Haputo Ecological Reserve Area. I am
opposed to the possibility and probability of any proposed activities that will negatively
compromise the state of any of our natural reserves or sacred and historical sites due to
pollution or contamination caused by military activity.
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e Existing documents do not state clearly what construction activity will be required to
expand the SDZ. Further clarification is needed to determine how much construction
activity will be required for this proposal and any environmental impacts caused by
construction activity.

e The Federal Public Notice indicates that the proposed action does not have the potential
to cause effects to historic properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places;
however, the site in question is located exactly between two locally-registered historic
sites: Hila'an Beach and Haputo Beach as listed on the Guam Historic Resources
Division’s Register Listing. The application also does not specify how often this range will
be in use and how much access will be limited to these ancient and sacred historical sites
that are regularly visited by the CHamoru people. I urge further consultation with the
Guam Department of Parks and Recreation’s Historic Resources Division for review and
comment.

e According to the 2015 EIS, there are two pre-contact CHamoru sites listed in the Naval
Base Telecommunications; 21 pre-contact sites eligible; and one World War II site eligible
for being added to historical site registries. What, if any, impact will the proposed military
activities have on any one of these sites?

e The MITT-FEIS mentions fishing aggregating devices are being used outside of the
danger zone so as not to disturb the fishing industry on Guam. What types of fishing
aggregating devices are being used, and do they disturb any other form of aquatic life?

e The MITT-FEIS states that the military training activities do not occur in intact limestone
forest areas where species of partulids or native snails live. What entity has made this
determination, and how can this be confirmed? Data should be provided regarding any
and all species determined to exist in the proposed area and how their habitats will be
impacted.

e According to the MITT-FEIS, the plant communities at Finegayan are limestone forests,
coconut forests, and disturbed /weed community. Local coconut resources are dwindling
due to the presence of invasive species. Does the firing range and its proposed surface
danger zone further negatively impact the presence and propagation of our coconut trees
or any other endemic or native plants and trees?

e There is insufficient information in the MITT-EIS regarding flood hazards and floodplain
values. Please consult with proper agents to make a further determination.

e Erosion purported to be similar to that of normal wave actions during stormy conditions.
Erosion due to natural occurrences can and should not be compared to erosion that is
caused by human activity; furthermore, efforts to mitigate naturally-occurring erosion
suggest that even natural erosion can have a lasting, damaging effect on the environment.
I believe that the comparison of this man-made erosion to natural, environmental causes
is not in accordance with scientific fact and should be further studied and evaluated.

e Accretion of inorganic matter is inevitable with the pollution that will occur when
munitions are fired over and into the ocean; furthermore, the amount of inorganic matter
that will be polluting the area will lead to the accretion of organic matter in an abundance
not conducive to the survival of the ecosystem. There is insufficient information in the
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e Danger zone extends over important fishing and diving areas and will have an effect on
tourists and residents as recognized by the Joint Guam Program Office. How often will
these activities restrict access, and what is the economic impact of this loss of recreational
activities in the area?

* There are already many areas that have been restricted by the U.S. government from
landowners for recreational, personal, and/or business use. Is private land and their
usefulness being considered for increased land acquisition for training purposes that
primarily benefit the US military?

e The MITT-FEIS lacks information on the impacts to affected property owners. A public
hearing should be conducted with any/all private property owners in attendance whose
properties may be affected by the expansion of the danger zone.

o Concerns regarding water supply are general to those of increased construction activities.
There is already concern over the dwindling fresh water supply on island and its
availability to residents. Does the expansion of the Surface Danger Zone involve increased
construction activities that will have an adverse reaction to our water supply?

» Existing documents do not provide a specific timeline for proposed activities and
frequency of use of the area— this information is vital to the impediment on the local and
visiting fishing and diving communities. I am also interested to know if any activity has
already commenced in this area, and if so, I would like to know under what authority
these activities may have been granted permission for use. Existing documents also do
not explain the need for the SDZ to expand out to 2.36 nautical miles over the ocean. Is
this the standard for small arms fire? Will there be weapons used at the firing range that
have a farther range than the current weapons that are used there? What are the weapons
that will be used at the Finegayan range?

Iremain cautious and concerned that the MITT EIS/ OEIS documents which consist of almost
1,500 pages contains either insufficient information or information that is inconsistent with
the 2015 MITT EIS as well as the findings produced by other sources, including local
government officials.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact our office at (671) 475-4983.
Saina ma'ase’,

-

VAR

Clynton E. Ridgell



