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In genera’ , the asove mentioned dre. 't is an excellent and
complete n»iece of work., However, as a reviewer of the araft I
take my finctisn to te to point out any nlacez where th2 work
ray be qu:stioned in later review, Thus it should be clear
‘that the following cosments are intended to be helpful.

There ar: a srzat nunber of '"nitpick" conments that I have
rot felt worctt notiag nere. For those T have simply annotsted
a ccpy o the dratt for the use of EXN. However, somc more
subs tantive conments follow,

1. The razic shilosophy that even requires such a stzte-
meni 1s to me somewshat odZ, Clearl: the intent of the proiosed
action is5 to nut huszn wvelfeare 2tove environmental cetriment
by movi:  the nitivez bszck., However, we do:'t even own the land,
it ¢2lon.s to t:c n:aitives, Thus it seems to me somewhat imnhroper
for the United 3tztes to be judging the imnact. However, since
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the 5 is prttiig us the vwoney the reasoning is clear. Buti the
imozct judgcment LY others should tzse this into account. Zerhanss
gome such cedint shoanle Le rade in the report?

2. In innuucrable instances the revort stetes as ben:ticial
some action cteczuse it will helop the native situation. As I see
it, .he ruestion is eifect on the environnent, not on man. Thus
I questi n the use o7 t is attitude in the renort. Presusably,

“ary tin_. we do at Znzvetak stoll is worse environmertally than
leaving 7t alone? .

3. In the =s:2me vein, the imvact statement gives the impression
of bteinsz written by co>meone who wisles th: »roroscd zction to tate
nlace,th eltects on slants and animals ~re »layed down,thc beneiits
to the n~tives are emhasized. There is very little debste Lo show
that the wnronosea rethod of resettlement vroduces the least possitle
e.rfect on the :nviionaent,( I reweat that I personally consider the
wiiole question silly). '

4L, On Peze l1-4~- Ahscsignment of responsitilities- should the
rights or resronsi»ilities of the nsztives te mentionec?

5. Page 3-7 - Map-The mrp uses the US coae names, while the
text usually uses the native nemes. 3hould the ma» also show
native names? Perhaps th: mans should also s'ow the cestroyed
islaads. :

€. "a_e 5-2C anc elsewhere- #hy coezsn't the camp size
vary with the =zlan vnickec, ie, the magnituce of the job? Should
thizs ke exdlained in the statement?

7. Page 5-33 - Shsulad the cost suasnaries slso incluce
re-settlement costs? T realize these may not be znown at this
tize, ’

3.Pare £-13- Are the access channels really necescary?
I btelieve the ori inal cnns:ruction only rsquired the removal
of some coral hezds,

. Section 7-Are there alternate reeettlenelt plrns‘
Could tifferent reaxecttlement plasns recduce the environmentsl
isvact:

10, Pave :=c., I 7ind numerous points in this table in
thich <he st tement is mr-ce that the z2ction listed will have
ny envirsnmeitay innsct, but it seems to me thet it will. this
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i ve hooas an ennnle oy (5) aiave,

- 11.: T fincd novhere i+ ciscission o1 tloe cunectic crtects
or the.teorle f.oom rediavion o: other rnanrade hazards were
tiey aut-bz2cx o1 the 1island: with ao cleanup. How nany cases
31 .crncer or lel scwle orebroger legs woul~ one heve in how
much tize? It :cerc to me that ttese .ueszces & necessarcy
i7 9nc 13 to balsnce the eavironmental impeact s cinst the
benerit. Perbaps the A4S i going to rurnish thic?

o le. T suggze:t that in many wnlaces in the statement it
irulé e better o simvly jive the iwmuect vithout ofrering
jigxement as to whether that iapact is »0¢ »r tad,.
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