





IIB.  Summary of Alternatives Considered by NMFS

No-Action Alternative: NMFS would not issue an IHA to the U.S. Air Force, Eglin Air Force
Base for the take of marine mammals incidental to activities described in the USAF’s preferred
alternative (for NMFS, this constitutes the NEPA-required No-Action Alternative). The effects
of NMFS’ No-Action Alternative are substantially the same as those of the USAF’s No-Action
alternative.

Action Alternative: NMFS would issue an IHA authorizing take of marine mammals incidental
to activities described in the USAF’s preferred alternative, with the mitigation, monitoring and
reporting measures presented in NMFS’ proposed IHA and the USAF’s EA. The USAF’s EA
includes consideration of a variety of mitigation, monitoring and reporting measures through
incorporation of the IHA application. These measures include clearing the Level A acoustic zone
of influence of protected species and monitoring the area from the periphery as well as reporting
all observed marine mammals and their reactions to the Maritime WSEP activities.

II.C. Environmental Consequences

The EA analyzed the impacts to biological resources as well as impacts to water quality, the
physical and biological environment, cultural resources, and other aspects of the human
environment. NMFS’ proposed action concerns only the potential effects to the biological
components of the environment. The anticipated impacts of the proposed action on marine
mammals are primarily from increased levels of underwater sound resulting from live munitions
associated with the Maritime WSEP activities. Noise levels from these activities may affect
marine mammals; these effects are expected to be limited to Level B harassment (behavioral
disturbance and temporary threshold shift (TTS)), and Level A harassment (slight injury and
permanent thresh¢ 1 shift (PTS)). The analysis in the EA indicated these impacts would be short
term and temporary.

The need for restricted access due to live ordnance use associated with the Maritime WSEP
activities as well as potential impacts to physical resources due to detonations could have an
effect on wildlife as well as on humans in the VAFB vicinity. As such, the EA analyzed the
impacts to wildlife as well as impacts to humans, marine vegetation, fish and benthic
invertebrates and other environmental resources. The EA concludes the impacts associated with
the proposed action are minor and temporary and result in no significant impacts, including
impacts on species listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). No marine mammals are
anticipated to be exposed to sound levels resulting in serious injury or mortality during the
proposed action. Socioeconomics, environmental justice, and the regional economy would not be
significantly impacted as a result of the proposed action. There would be no disproportionately
high and adverse environmental, human health and socioeconomic affects to minority and low
income populations.

Recent and proposed projects at EGTTR and other projects in the area were examined to
determine possible cumulative impacts. All resource areas analyzed in the EA have been
evaluated for cumulative impacts including past, present and reasonably foreseeable future
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