
 

 
  

   
 

 
 

  

  
 
  

 

 
  

  

 
 

 
  

  
 

   

  
 

  

 
 

  

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT FOR THE ISSUANCE OF TWO INCIDENTAL 
HARASSMENT AUTHORIZATIONS TO HILCORP ALASKA LLC FOR TAKE OF 

MARINE MAMMALS BY HARASSMENT INCIDENTAL TO TUGS TOWING A RIG IN 
COOK INLET, ALASKA 

I. Purpose of Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI): The National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) requires the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for any proposal 
for a major federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment. 42 U.S.C. § 
4332(C). The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations direct agencies to prepare a 
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) when an action not otherwise excluded will not have a 
significant impact on the human environment. 40 CFR §§ 1500.4(b), 1500.5(b), & 1501.6. To 
evaluate whether a significant impact on the human environment is likely, the CEQ regulations 
direct agencies to analyze the potentially affected environment and the degree of the effects of the 
proposed action. 40 CFR § 1501.3(b). In doing so, agencies should consider the geographic extent 
of the affected area (i.e., national, regional or local), the resources located in the affected area (40 
CFR § 1501.3(b)(1)), and whether the project is considered minor or small-scale (NAO 216-6A 
CM, Appendix A-2). In considering the degree of effect on these resources, agencies should 
examine, as appropriate, short- and long-term effects, beneficial and adverse effects, and effects on 
public health and safety, as well as effects that would violate laws for the protection of the 
environment (40 CFR § 1501.3(b)(2)(i)-(iv); NAO 216-6A CM Appendix A-2 - A-3), and the 
magnitude of the effect (e.g., negligible, minor, moderate, major). CEQ identifies specific criteria 
for consideration. 40 CFR § 1501.3(b)(2)(i)-(iv). Each criterion is discussed below with respect to 
the proposed action and considered individually as well as in combination with the others.   

In preparing this FONSI, we reviewed the Environmental Assessment for the Issuance of Incidental 
Harassment Authorizations for the Take of Marine Mammals by Harassment Incidental to Tugs 
Towing a Rig in Cook Inlet, Alaska which evaluates the affected area, the scale and geographic 
extent of the proposed action, and the degree of effects on those resources (including the duration of 
impact, and whether the impacts were adverse and/or beneficial and their magnitude). The EA is 
hereby incorporated by reference. 40 CFR § 1501.6(b). 

II. Approach to Analysis: 
NMFS proposes to issue two IHAs to Hilcorp pursuant to Section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA and 
50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 216. These IHAs will be valid for no more than one 
year periods and authorize takes, by Level B harassment only, of small numbers of marine 
mammals incidental to Hilcorp’s use of tugs to tow a jack-up rig in Cook Inlet, Alaska. Hilcorp’s 
activity is expected to occur for approximately fourteen and sixteen days respectively under each 
IHA consisting of a three-tug configuration towing a jack-up rig and then positioning it at the 
intended site. The use of a three-tug configuration to tow the rig has the potential to result in 
behavioral harassment (Level B harassment) of 12 species of marine mammals in the form of 
startling or avoidance reactions, increased swimming speed, increased surfacing time, or decreased 
foraging. Therefore, Hilcorp requested two authorizations from NMFS for incidental taking 
pursuant to the MMPA. Authorizations for incidental takings shall be granted if NMFS finds that 
the taking will have a negligible impact  on the species or stock(s), and, where relevant, will not 
have an unmitigable adverse impact on the availability of the species or stock(s) for subsistence 
uses. In addition, the IHAs must set forth the permissible methods of taking, other means of 



 

 

 
 

 

  
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

 

 

  
  

 
 

  
 

 
 

  

   
  

 
 

 

 
  

effecting the least practicable adverse impact on the species or stock and its habitat, and 
requirements pertaining to the monitoring and reporting of such takings. 

NMFS’ proposed action is a direct outcome of Hilcorp’s request for two IHAs to authorize take of 
marine mammals incidental to their tug towing jack-up rig activity in Cook Inlet, Alaska, which 
consists of 14 days in Year 1 and 16 days in Year 2 of slow predictable tugboat movement through 
the western side of Cook Inlet. Hilcorp’s action may cause effects to the resources in the affected 
area, though there is no potential for the effects of NMFS’ action to add to the effects of other 
projects, including Hilcorp’s action, such that the effects taken together could be significant. 

NMFS’ proposed action, the issuance of two IHAs to Hilcorp for their tug towing jack-up rig 
activity, is not considered to meaningfully contribute to a significant impact based on the scale of 
the impact (authorization of take of small numbers of twelve species of marine mammal, by Level B 
harassment only), and the temporary and short-term duration of the impact. No take of marine 
mammals by injury (Level A harassment), serious injury, or mortality is anticipated or proposed to 
be authorized in the IHA. 

NMFS’ proposed action, the issuance of two IHAs to Hilcorp, will not meaningfully contribute to 
significant impacts to specific resources, given the limited scope of NMFS’ action and required 
mitigation measures, as described in the 2022 EA and this FONSI. 

III. Geographic Extent and Scale of the Proposed Action: 
As stated in the 2022 EA, NMFS’ proposed issuance of two IHAs to Hilcorp would authorize take 
of twelve species of marine mammal incidental to Hilcorp’s tug towing jack-up rig activity in Cook 
Inlet, Alaska. Hilcorp’s activity is concentrated in the middle of Cook Inlet, near the Forelands, 
Nikiski, and Kenai. A detailed map showing Hilcorp’s assets in middle Cook Inlet with a boundary 
illustration of the action area is provided in the EA (Figure 1). The environmental effects analyzed 
in the 2022 EA would occur at a relatively small scale. 

IV. Degree of Effect: 

A. The potential for the proposed action to threaten a violation of Federal, state, or local law 
or requirements imposed for environmental protection. 
The issuance of these IHAs to Hilcorp would not violate any federal, state, or local laws for 
environmental protection. NMFS’ compliance with environmental laws and regulations is 
based on NMFS’ action and the nature of the applicant’s activities. NMFS complied with the 
requirements of the MMPA in developing these IHAs. NMFS Office of Protected Resources 
(OPR) also consulted with the NMFS Alaska Region under Section 7 of the ESA to 
determine if the issuance of these IHAs would likely jeopardize the continued existence of 
listed species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of ESA designated critical 
habitat. The Section 7 consultation concluded that issuance of these two IHAs would not 
jeopardize the continued existence of any listed species or destroy or adversely modify 
critical habitat, described further in section C, below. Hilcorp will be required to obtain any 
additional federal, state, and local permits necessary to carry out the jack-up rig towing and 
any other associated activities. 

B. The degree to which the proposed action is expected to affect public health or safety. 
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The issuance of these IHAs to Hilcorp authorizing take of marine mammals is not likely to 
affect public health or safety because NMFS only authorizes the take of marine mammals 
associated with the Hilcorp’s proposed jack-up rig towing activities, which does not involve 
the public or expose the public directly (e.g., chemicals, diseases) or indirectly (e.g., food 
sources) to hazardous or toxic materials in a way that would be linked to the quality of the 
environment and well-being of humans.  (Moreover, Hilcorp’s tug towing jack-up rig 
activity would take place in offshore areas and are unlikely to overlap with activities 
conducted by the public.) 

C. The degree to which the proposed actions is expected to affect a sensitive biological 
resource, including: 

a. Federal threatened or endangered species and critical habitat; 
The issuance of these IHAs to Hilcorp would authorize incidental take in the form of 
short-term and localized changes in behavior and/or temporary displacement of 
humpback whales, fin whales, Cook Inlet beluga whales, and Steller sea lions, which 
are listed as endangered under the ESA. The amount of  authorized take is at or 
below eight percent of the stock or population for all species for each IHA (years 1 
and 2). NMFS Alaska Region issued a Biological Opinion on September 9, 2022, as 
described in the 2022 EA, concluding that the issuance of two IHAs to Hilcorp for 
jack-up rig towing activity is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of these 
species or destroy or adversely modify critical habitat.  

NMFS expects that the responses of marine mammals from Hilcorp’s activities 
would primarily be in the form of temporary displacement from the area and/or 
short-term behavioral changes, falling within the MMPA definition of “Level B 
harassment.” NMFS does not anticipate that take by injury (Level A harassment), 
serious injury, or mortality would occur, nor has NMFS proposed to authorize take 
by injury, serious injury, or mortality. Further, as described in the Mitigation 
Measures section of the 2022 EA and Federal Register notice of issuance of IHAs, 
Hilcorp must implement mitigation measures to reduce or avoid potential harm to 
marine resources, including marine mammals. 

There is critical habitat designated for Cook Inlet beluga whales in Hilcorp’s action 
area. The only impacts to critical habitat from the tugboats are temporary acoustic 
habitat impacts, as they will contribute to slightly higher noise levels in the 
immediate vicinity of the vessels. NMFS does not anticipate significant impacts to 
this critical habitat as a result of the Hilcorp’s jack-up rig towing activities due to the 
temporary (14 and 16 days, respectively) and transient nature of towing the rig. 

NMFS also requires the implementation of mitigation to reduce the potential impact 
of Hilcorp’s rig towing on threatened or endangered species and their critical habitat. 
Hilcorp will delay commencement of tugging and positioning if marine mammals are 
observed within or approach the clearance zone. Hilcorp’s protected species 
observers will use night vision devices to monitor the clearance zone for the presence 
of marine mammals prior to beginning the tugging and positioning. 
Hilcorp will also use favorable tides to minimize the overall output of vessel noise, 
as tugging against the tide creates a louder source level. Hilcorp will not conduct 
noise-producing activity within 10 miles of  the Susitna River Delta during time of 
high use by Cook Inlet beluga whales (with the exception of the Tyonek platform). 
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Because of the platform’s location within the exclusion zone, Hilcorp will conduct 
aerial surveys before accessing the Tyonek platform during the season when it is 
most used by Cook Inlet beluga whales. Hilcorp also committed to following NMFS’ 
marine mammal viewing guidelines for all other activities related to production 
drilling. 

Therefore, in consideration of the factors above, while NMFS’ proposed action is 
likely to adversely affect an ESA-listed species, the potential impacts are not 
expected to be significant as defined under NEPA. 

b. stocks of marine mammals as defined in the Marine Mammal Protection Act; 
As stated above, the issuance of these IHAs to Hilcorp would authorize incidental 
take, by Level B harassment, in the form of short-term and localized changes in 
behavior and/or temporary displacement of twelve species of marine mammal. 
NMFS has proposed issuing two IHAs to authorize this incidental take, by Level B 
harassment, of marine mammals. Take by injury (Level A harassment), serious 
injury, or mortality is not anticipated nor proposed to be authorized. 

In addition to considering estimates of the number of marine mammals that are 
reasonably likely to be “taken” by harassment, NMFS considered other factors, such 
as the likely nature of any responses (e.g., intensity, duration), the context of any 
responses (e.g., critical reproductive time or location, migration), as well as effects 
on habitat, and the likely effectiveness of the mitigation. NMFS also assessed the 
number, intensity, and context of estimated takes by evaluating this information 
relative to population status. Consistent with the 1989 preamble for NMFS’ 
implementing regulations (54 FR 40338; September 29, 1989), the impacts from 
other past and ongoing anthropogenic activities are incorporated into this analysis via 
their impacts on the environmental baseline (e.g., as reflected in the regulatory status 
of the species, population size and growth rate where known, ongoing sources of 
human-caused mortality, or ambient noise levels). 

NMFS calculated the number of estimated exposures of marine mammals to noise 
levels exceeding our threshold approximating Level B harassment based on in-situ 
sound measurements and subsequent modeling conducted by Hilcorp. The impacts 
are expected to be lower level, with exposed individuals likely avoiding the sound 
sources at some distance as they move through, but not incurring any effects that 
would affect reproductive success or survival. The number of anticipated takes are 
low relative to the estimated abundance of the affected stock (less than eight percent 
for all stocks) . 

Additionally, Hilcorp’s proposed action is temporary and of relatively short duration. 
Potential adverse effects on prey species would also be temporary and spatially 
limited. Furthermore, alternate areas of similar habitat value for affected marine 
mammals would be available allowing animals to temporarily vacate the affected 
areas to avoid exposure to sound.  

For these reasons, impacts resulting from this activity are not expected to 
significantly affect the marine mammal species or stocks as defined in the MMPA. 
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Accordingly, NMFS determined that the specified activity would have a negligible 
impact on the affected species and stocks of marine mammals. 

The mitigation measures required by the IHAs to ensure the least practicable impact 
on affected marine mammals and their habitat, are described in the Mitigation 
Measures section of the 2022 EA. 

c. essential fish habitat identified under the Magnuson–Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act; 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals, by Level B harassment only, would not cause damage to the ocean and 
coastal habitats and/or EFH. Regarding Hilcorp’s underlying activity, as stated in the 
2022 EA, several fish species have EFH designated in Cook Inlet. Salmonid EFH is 
of particular concern as they are a known prey species of Cook Inlet beluga whales, 
however, salmonids do not have particularly sensitive hearing, as their swim bladder 
is not in close contact with their ear. Hilcorp’s tug towing jack-up rig may 
temporarily elevate noise levels in the area, on the order of hours to days across an 
entire year, but this is not expected to have any meaningful impacts on salmon 
populations. Literature does not indicate any observed abnormalities in juvenile 
salmonids exposed to elevated industrial noises at distances greater than a few feet. 
Hilcorp’s activity is primarily located in the middle of the Inlet and not upriver 
where essential biological functions such as spawning occur. The jack-up rig towing 
activity would not permanently alter the substrate or other features of essential fish 
habitat in middle Cook Inlet.  

d. bird species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act; 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals, by Level B harassment only, in the form of short-term and localized 
changes in behavior and/or temporary displacement, would not result in a significant 
adverse effect on a population of migratory bird species. The impacts of NMFS’ 
proposed action on marine mammals would be temporary and localized in nature and 
would not result in substantial impacts to marine mammals or to their role in the 
ecosystem, including in relation to birds. 

e. national marine sanctuaries or monuments; 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would not affect a national marine sanctuary or monument, as Hilcorp’s 
proposed activity does not take place within or near either. Therefore, take 
authorized under the IHAs, if issued, would also not occur within or near a national 
marine sanctuary or monument. 

f. vulnerable marine or coastal ecosystems, including, but not limited to, shallow or 
deep coral ecosystems; 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would not cause substantial damage to marine or coastal ecosystems, as 
the action would be limited to the authorization of take by Level B harassment of 
marine mammals incidental to Hilcorp’s jack-up rig towing activity. IHAs do not 
authorize the underlying activity (in this case, the towing of the jack-up rig or any 

5 



 

 

   
 

 
  

  

 
  

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

  
 

 

  
 

  
 

other activity associated with the rig use), only the take incidental to that activity. 
The incidental Level B harassment of marine mammals would not have any effect on 
vulnerable marine or coastal ecosystems. 

g. biodiversity or ecosystem functioning (e.g., benthic productivity, predator-prey 
relationships, etc.) 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would not have a substantial impact on biodiversity and/or ecosystem 
function within middle Cook Inlet. NMFS expects that Hilcorp’s proposed action 
may result in take by Level B harassment, in the form of short-term and localized 
changes in behavior and/or temporary displacement of marine mammals and has 
proposed issuing two IHAs to authorize this take. Any impacts would be temporary 
and localized in nature and would not result in substantial impacts to marine 
mammals in the area or to their role in the ecosystem. Take by injury (Level A 
harassment), serious injury, or mortality is not anticipated nor proposed to be 
authorized. 

D. The degree to which the proposed action is reasonably expected to affect a cultural 
resource: properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places; 
archeological resources (including underwater resources); and resources important to 
traditional cultural and religious tribal practice. 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would have no foreseeable impact to unique areas, such as historic or cultural 
resources, parkland, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers or ecologically 
critical areas. NMFS expects that Hilcorp’s proposed action may result in take by Level B 
harassment, in the form of short-term and localized changes in behavior and/or temporary 
displacement of twelve species of marine mammals. Such harassment is not expected to 
substantially impact ecologically critical areas or cultural resources, as the impacts would be 
to marine mammals themselves as well as being temporary and localized in nature. Take by 
injury (Level A harassment), serious injury, or mortality is not anticipated nor proposed to 
be authorized. 

As stated in Table 2-4 of the 2022 EA, no known archaeological or historical resources are 
located within Hilcorp’s action area. 

NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals is not reasonably likely to cause impacts to resources important to traditional 
culture and religious tribal practice, given the short-term, temporary nature of the activity, 
the negligible impact of the take on affected marine mammals, and the distance offshore 
where take would be expected to occur. As stated in Chapter 4 of the 2022 EA, though seals 
are harvested for subsistence uses by several communities along Cook Inlet, Hilcorp’s 
proposed action (and therefore, the take of seals that would be authorized through the IHAs), 
would occur for a brief period of time outside of the primary subsistence hunting areas.  As 
described in the EA, Cook Inlet beluga whales were historically harvested for subsistence 
uses but no hunt has occurred since 2006. Further, take of marine mammals by injury (Level 
A harassment), serious injury, or mortality is not anticipated nor proposed to be authorized 
in the IHA. 

6 



 

 

 

  

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

   
  

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

E. The degree to which the proposed action has the potential to have a disproportionately high 
and adverse effect on the health or the environment of minority or low-income communities, 
compared to the impacts on other communities (EO 12898). 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would have no foreseeable impact to minority or low-income communities, let 
alone a disproportionately high impact to those communities in comparison to the impacts 
on other communities. While Hilcorp’s activities would occur in middle Cook inlet, and 
Alaska Natives subsistence hunt seals in Cook Inlet, Hilcorp’s proposed action (and 
therefore, the take of marine mammals that would be authorized through the IHAs) would 
occur for a brief period of time, primarily in open water in the middle of the Inlet away from 
primary subsistence hunting locations. 

F. The degree to which the proposed action is likely to result in effects that contribute to the 
introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative invasive species 
known to occur in the area or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or 
expansion of the range of the species. 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals would not result in effects that contribute to the introduction, continued existence, 
or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative invasive species known to occur in the area or 
actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of the species. 
The IHAs would be limited to the take of marine mammals incidental to Hilcorp’s proposed 
use of tugs towing a jack-up rig. IHAs do not authorize the underlying activity (in this case, 
the towing of the rig or any other activity associated with use of the rig), only the take 
incidental to that activity. The incidental take of marine mammals, by Level B harassment 
only, that would be authorized under these IHAs would not contribute to the introduction, 
continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative invasive species known to 
occur in the area or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the 
range of the species. 

G. The potential for the proposed action to cause an effect to any other physical or biological 
resources where the impact is considered substantial in magnitude (e.g., irreversible loss of 
coastal resource such as marshland or seagrass) or over which there is substantial 
uncertainty or scientific disagreement. 
NMFS’ proposed action of issuing two IHAs to Hilcorp to incidentally take marine 
mammals is not expected to cause an effect to any other physical or biological resources 
where the impact is considered substantial in magnitude (e.g., irreversible loss of coastal 
resource such as marshland or seagrass) or over which there is substantial uncertainty or 
scientific disagreement. NMFS’ proposed IHAs would authorize incidental take by Level B 
harassment of twelve species of marine mammal. The take that is expected to occur and 
proposed for authorization is based on the best available science. This incidental take is 
expected to be in the form of short-term and localized changes in behavior and/or temporary 
displacement, based on numerous scientific studies, modeling informed by scientific studies, 
and monitoring conducted as a requirement under previous IHAs for other projects. Any 
impacts would be temporary and local in nature and are not expected to cause any effect to 
any other physical or biological resources. Take by injury (Level A harassment), serious 
injury, or mortality is not anticipated nor proposed to be authorized.  
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There is scientific uncertainty regarding the population size of Cook Inlet beluga whales, 
specifically why the population has not rebounded in numbers in recent years. However, this 
uncertainty does not affect NMFS’ ability to determine that impacts of NMFS’ action would 
not be significant, given the nature of Hilcorp’s actions for which take would be authorized, 
as well as the proposed mitigation measures, as described in the 2022 EA. 

V. Other Actions Including Connected Actions: 
 As described in Section 1.2 (Purpose and Need) of the 2022 EA, NMFS’ proposed action and the 
purpose and need for that action, are a direct outcome of Hilcorp’s request for two MMPA IHAs in 
connection with tugs towing a jack-up rig in middle Cook Inlet, Alaska. 

If the proposed IHAs are issued, this would be the third time NMFS has authorized take of marine 
mammals to Hilcorp incidental to their oil and gas activities (e.g. exploration, infrastructure). The 
Cumulative Impacts section of the 2022 EA discusses cumulative impacts, and describes other 
known recent past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions within the vicinity of the 
Hilcorp’s action area. 

As described in the EA, Hilcorp’s activities are short-term and conducted over approximately 
sixteen days annually, and the risk of exposing the same animals in multiple rig tows is low. Based 
on the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions within the Study Area, the incidental 
take associated with NMFS’ issuance of the IHAs would not be expected to considerably contribute 
to any cumulative impacts from all other actions and activities in Cook Inlet.  

VI. Mitigation and Monitoring: 
The proposed action was developed to be consistent with previous IHAs issued to Hilcorp and other 
oil and gas operators. The following mitigation measures are included in the IHAs: 

 Restriction on timing of noise-producing activities within 10 miles of  the mean lower-low 
water line at the Susitna Delta between April 15 and November 15 at the Susitna Delta (with 
the exception of the Tyonek Platform), as practicable, which is known as a primary foraging 
location and time for Cook Inlet beluga whale; 

 Requirement of aerial surveys when Hilcorp needs to tug the rig to or from the Tyonek 
platform, which lies within the exclusion zone, to attempt to clear the area of beluga whales; 

 Implementation of a rigorous survey protocol requiring visual observation; 
 Implementation of pre-start clearance designed to ensure that animals are not within a 

defined zone before initiating tugging and that marine mammals have the opportunity to 
move away before the tugs are operated at full power under load; 

 Visual monitoring of a zone near the tug configuration to document and report marine 
mammal sightings and any pertinent information (e.g. changes in behavioral state) related to 
the potential effects of the activity; 

 Use of the favorable tides when tugging the jack-up rig to reduce the potential sound output 
of a tug under load: 

 Avoiding operations at night unless a favorable tide occurs in darkness and this will 
minimize sound output in the area; and 

 Vessel strike avoidance measures. 

NMFS has determined that the required mitigation measures are sufficient to achieve the least 
practicable adverse impact on the affected species and stocks of marine mammals and their habitat, 
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as required by the MMPA. In addition, the following monitoring and reporting requirements are 
included in the IHAs: 

 Qualified protected species observers (PSOs) will document the number and species of 
marine mammals exposed to sounds from the tugs, as well as the behavior and responses of 
marine mammals to project-related activities; 

 Night vision devices will be used to improve detection and identification of marine 
mammals; 

 Monitoring results will be used to assess the effectiveness of mitigation measures to 
minimize disturbance of marine mammals during project-related activities; and 

 A draft report will be submitted to NMFS within 90 calendar days of the completion of 
marine mammal monitoring. A final report will be prepared and submitted to NMFS within 
30 days following receipt of comments on the draft report. 

DETERMINATION 

The CEQ NEPA regulations, 40 CFR § 1501.6, direct an agency to prepare a FONSI when the 
agency, based on the EA for the proposed action, determines not to prepare an EIS because the 
action will not have significant effects. In view of the information presented in this document and 
the analysis contained in the supporting EA prepared for Hilcorp’s tug towing jack-up rig activity in 
Cook Inlet, it is hereby determined that the issuance of two IHAs to Hilcorp for take of marine 
mammals incidental to the rig towing activity will not significantly impact the quality of the human 
environment. The Environmental Assessment for the Issuance of Incidental Harassment 
Authorizations for the Take of Marine Mammals by Harassment Incidental to Tugs Towing a Rig in 
Cook Inlet, Alaska is hereby incorporated by reference. In addition, all beneficial and adverse 
impacts of the proposed action as well as mitigation measures have been evaluated to reach the 
conclusion of no significant impacts. Accordingly, preparation of an EIS for this action is not 
necessary. 

Digitally signed by DAMON 
RANDALL.KIMBERLY.BETH.13658210 

DAMON 
RANDALL.KIMBERLY.BETH.1 93 
365821093 Date: 2022.09.14 16:02:21 -04'00' 

Kimberly Damon-Randall Date 
Director, Office of Protected Resources 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
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