
Other Considerations for Comments on Navy’s Military Operation Areas EA

p.ES-2 “Certain resource areas were eliminated from detailed study in 
the EA because research revealed that the Proposed Action is unlikely to 
have any potential environmental impacts on these resources, or that 
impacts would be negligible.[?] The resources that were not evaluated 
in this EA included geology, water, land use, cultural, transportation, 
socioeconomics, and environmental justice and protection of children.”
 
p.1-8 “Display advertisement announcing the availability of the Draft EA 
and providing information on the public review and comment period were 
published in local and regional newspapers.”
Appendix C Public Participation did not show notification of the 
Confederated Colville Tribes, newspaper display advertisements in an 
Okanogan County press, or in a Methow Valley information repository.
 
p.3.1-1 “Physical reactions to electromagnetic radiation are subject to the 
power and energy of the emitted electromagnetic wave. Human tissue is 
directly susceptible to shock or burns when metallic objects, which 
have absorbed high electromagnetic radiation, are touched. This type 
of burn would be similar to the type of burn produced inside a microwave 
oven. The heating effect varies with the power and the frequency of the 
electromagnetic energy.”
p.3.1-2 “study data are inconsistent and insufficient at this time” “the mobile 
emitters (MEWTS) have controlled and action level environments in which 
personnel and the public must not be allowed to loiter” [Effects on 
wildlife?]
 
p.3.1-6 “There are no childcare centers or family housing areas proximate 
to the mobile emitter sites. There may be transient children in camping 
areas or other recreational areas proximate to mobile emitter 
sites; however, as noted in Section 3.1.1.5 (Public Access and Safety), the 
action level environments would be thoroughly surveyed and monitored to 
make certain no children or other members of the public are in an unsafe 
location.” [Effects on wildlife?]
 
p.3.1-8 “No significant health or safety impacts to the public would occur as 
a result of implementation of Alternative 2 because of the SOPs listed in 



Section 3.1.1.5 (Public Access and Safety).”  “the emitter operators would 
monitor the area and take measures to ensure personnel and the public 
remain outside the controlled or action level environments of the 
emitter.” [What about wildlife?]
 
p.3.2-14 Grey wolves have been recorded near the emitter sites (Proposed 
Action Areas).
p.3.2-22 “The scientific limitations associated with predicting the responses 
of individuals and populations to stressors create a relatively high degree 
of uncertainty. Accordingly, a conservative approach was used in 
making significance determinations when the level of uncertainty was 
considered high.”
 
p.3.2-27 “the ESAlisted mammal and bird species that may occur in this 
portion of the project area are the grizzly bear, Canada lynx, woodland 
caribou, gray wolf”
 
p.3.2-28 “Should an individual/individuals or animals remain in the area 
while a training event is occurring, the mobile emitter crews will cease the 
training (de-energize the emitter and stow for travel), and if need be, 
relocate to another pre-selected training site.” [The emitter operators 
cannot assure that wildlife of concern are not in the action areas.]
 
p.3.2-29 “Under Alternative 2, electromagnetic radiation from mobile 
emitters may affect but is not likely to adversely affect grizzly bears and 
Canada lynx. As indicated in the species descriptions, woodland caribou 
and gray wolves (individuals or populations) are not anticipated to overlap 
with the proposed emitter locations. [Figure 3.2-4 shows grey wolves in 
proposed emitter locations.] Given this lack of overlap, under Alternative 
2, electromagnetic radiation from mobile emitters would have no effect on 
woodland caribou and gray wolves.”  “As indicated in the species 
descriptions, woodland caribou and gray wolves (individuals or populations) 
are not anticipated to overlap with the proposed emitter locations. Given 
this lack of overlap, under Alternative 2, electromagnetic radiation from 
mobile emitters would have no effect on woodland caribou and gray 
wolves.” [Figure 3.2-4 shows grey wolves in proposed emitter 
locations.]


