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will be iteld in Larose and Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and Mobile, Alabama, on May 13, 14, and
15, respectively. The comment period for the Draft SEIS will close on June 10, 2008.
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Comment 3

The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA) of 2006 also includes a provision allowing
for credits for exchanged leases. The credits will cover 79 active leases acquired between 1984
and 1990 within 125 mi of the Florida coast in the EPA and certain leases within 100 mi from
the coast in the CPA. The proposed rule was placed in the Federal Register February 1, 2008
with a 60-day comment period. For further information, use the following link to the Federal
Register notice:
hitp://a257.g.akamaitech.net/7/257/2422/01jan20081800/edocket.access.gpo.2ov/2008/pdf/E8-

1860.pdf.
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Comment 4

Line 31 of page 6-19 referenced Tyson, 2007 while describing the effect of the State of Louisiana
lawsuit against MMS requiring MMS to take into consideration the effects of Hurricanes Katrina
and Rita cumulatively with the effects of the sale. The reference, Tyson, 2007, was not included
in the bibliography in Chapter 10.

Comment 5

All of the leases in the area of the proposed Navy activities already have or will have a military
stipulation that requires coordination with military officials responsible for activities in the
relevant military warning areas. The MMS standard military stipulation coordination
requirement should handle any space-use conflicts between oil and gas leases and the proposed
Navy activities. Nonetheless, MMS would like to be kept abreast of any future updates or
revisions related to this Navy proposal.

Comment 6

Current lease information, including the Gulf of Mexico OCS Region’s lease map and lease
status reports, can be accessed at http:/www.gomr.mms.gov’homepg/lsesale/lsesale.html.

Comment 7

The last paragraph of Chapter 6.2.8 regarding marine mammal mitigation measures is not
accurate. The Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) Take-Regulations cited (NOAA, 2002c)
expired on February 2, 2004. The American Petroleum Institute (API) petitioned for/received
the authorization on behalf of its members (not MMS), and it did not authorize the taking of 200
bottlenose and spotted dolphins, but only a “small number” by harassment. Nowhere did they
define “small number.”

No removal operations have been covered by MMPA Take-Regulations since the 2002
extension’s expiration. The MMS submitted a petition package under Subpart I of the MMPA
for the promulgation of take-regulations for marine mammals impacted by explosive-severance
operations on February 25, 2005. The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) published a
Notice of Receipt of MMS Petition on August 25, 2005, and a Draft Rule on April 7, 2006. The
comment period on the Draft Rule expired on May 22, 2006, but MMS has yet to receive the
Final Rule.

No takes of a sperm whale will be issued via the Endangered Species Act (ESA) until the
MMPA Take-Regulations are published. Even then (with a amended Biological Opinion
(BO)/Incidental Take Statement (ITS)), MMS will only expect take by harassment of around
1/year.

September 2009 NSWC PCD Mission Activities Final Environmental Impact

Statement and Overseas Environmental Impact Statement (EIS/OEIS)

Page N-73



Appendix N Public Involvement Materials and Comment Letters Received on Draft EIS/OEIS

Comment 8

Table 6-12 contains out-dated information regarding the estimated number of sea turtle takes

from MMS rig removals. On August 28, 2006, MMS received the BO/ITS from NMFS

conducted under Section 7 of the ESA (on the MMPA Rulemaking exercise MMS began with its

petition on February 25, 2005). The ITS allows for incidental take of

* 3 seaturtles/year (or 18 sea turtles/6-year period) by injury or mortality from explosive
severance;

» 1 turtle may be captured in a site-clearance trawl (though they do not actually define it as an
injury, mortality, or harassment); and

¢ 84 sea turtles/year by harassment;

Comment 9

Page 3-47, lines 22-23, states “There are currently no NRHP-listed properties administered by
NSWC PCD within the NSWC PCD Study Area.” However, there has been relatively little
remote-sensing survey data collected in this area; therefore, it is not known how many
potentially significant archaeological resources may be located within this area.

Comment 10

Page 4-154, lines 39-41, states operations “will not be conducted in areas that are expected to
contain known cultural resources.” Since the entire operations area within Federal waters are
located in navigable waters, and given the fact that this area was a high-traffic area for historic
vessels, cultural resources could be expected to be located anywhere in the proposed project
area. Given the limited amount of remote-sensing survey data in this area, there is no way of
determining how many potentially significant archaeological resources could be impacted in
unsurveyed areas.

Comment 11

Page 4-133, lines 1-7, states there will be no significant impact to cultural resources. Again,
without proper survey coverage prior to seafloor impacts and ordnance operations, it is
impossible to make this determination.

Comment 12

Page 5-9, lines 14-15, identifies proposed consultation with appropriate agencies when
avoidance of historic properties is not possible; however, this does not take into account potential
impacts to unexpected finds.

Comment 13

Page 5-9, lines 32-33, states bottom disturbance activities will not occur over shipwreck sites.
This only takes into account known locations.
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