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Mr. Gary D. Goeke 
Chief, Regional Assessment Section 
Office of Environment (MS5410)  
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management  
Gulf of Mexico OCR Region 1201  
Elmwood Park Boulevard  
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 
 
 
Re: Comments on the Draft PEIS for Atlantic G&G Activities 
 
Mr. Goeke, 
The Surfrider Foundation is a grassroots environmental organization dedicated to 
the protection and enjoyment of the worldʼs oceans, waves, and beaches for all 
people. On behalf of our 250,000 supporters, activists, and members, including 
our local chapters in New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia, 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, the Surfrider 
Foundation submits the following comments on the Draft PEIS for Atlantic 
Geological & Geophysical Activities. 
 
The Surfrider Foundation supports Alternative C: No Action for Oil and 
Gas, Status Quo for Renewable Energy and Marine Mineral G&G Activity. 
 
The Surfrider Foundation has significant concerns with the actions proposed by 
the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) in Alternatives A and B. 
Geological and geophysical (G&G) activities on the Atlantic Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS) would cause significant environmental harm to marine life and the 
ocean ecosystem. In particular, deep penetration seismic surveys, in which a 
survey vessel tows an array of airguns that emit acoustic blasts into the seafloor 
over long durations and over large areas, would result in unacceptable 
environmental effects. It is well established that the high-intensity pulses 
produced by airguns can cause a range of impacts on marine mammals, fish, 
and other marine life, including broad habitat displacement, disruption of vital 



behaviors essential to foraging and breeding, loss of biological diversity, and, in 
some circumstances, injuries and mortalities. According to the Bureau’s own 
estimates in the Draft PEIS, the impacts of Alternative A would include, but not 
be limited to: 

• Bottlenose dolphins: up to 11,748 injuries per year 
• Short-beaked common dolphin: up to 6,147 injuries 
• Atlantic spotted dolphins: up to 5,848 injuries per year 
• Short-finned pilot whales: up to 4,631 injuries per year 
• Striped dolphins: up to 3,993 injuries per year 
• Disruption to marine mammal feeding, calving, breeding, & other vital 

activities: 1.6 million times per year 
• Sea turtles: potential behavior disruption and breeding & nesting 

displacement for endangered species including the hawksbill, Kemp's 
ridley, and leatherback, and the threatened loggerhead sea turtle 

• Fish resources: potential behavioral responses, temporary hearing loss, 
and physiological effects on demersal and pelagic fishes 

The Surfrider Foundation believes that such impacts to our nation’s marine 
resources are not an acceptable price to pay for the assessment of potential oil & 
gas resources on the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). Beyond the direct 
effects to the ocean ecosystem, such impacts would also threaten the economic 
and social well being of coastal communities from New Jersey to Florida. 
Industries such as tourism, recreation, and commercial fishing are fundamentally 
dependent on a healthy ocean environment and generate significant economic 
revenue for the Atlantic coast region. According to the National Ocean 
Economics Program, the Tourism and Recreation sector for the states of Florida, 
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New 
Jersey generated a combined $22 billion in gross domestic product in 2009. We 
believe these economic benefits should not be threatened by geological and 
geophysical activities off the south and mid-Atlantic coasts. 
  
Further, as noted in the Draft PEIS, Alternatives A and B are identical with 
respect to the G&G activities that could be conducted, and differ only with 
respect to certain mitigation measures and time-area closures that are included 
as part of Alternative B. According to BOEM, such measures are intended to help 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate the impacts of proposed G&G activities; however, 
BOEM also acknowledges that these provisions will not solve most of the issues. 
BOEM states in the Draft PEIS that the potential impacts of Alternatives A and B 
are “broadly similar” and that many of the potential effects of Alternative A would 
also likely apply for Alternative B. Accordingly, while the Surfrider Foundation 
views Alternative B as preferable to Alternative A, and recognizes that such 
mitigation may result in decreased impacts on species such as the Atlantic Right 
Whale, we are opposed to both Alternatives A and B, and view Alternative C as 
the only acceptable course of action for the South and Mid-Atlantic Planning 
Areas. 
 



Finally, in the aftermath of the BP oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico - the worst 
environmental disaster in US history – the Surfrider Foundation is concerned that 
the Department of Interior is focused on advancing potential oil and gas 
development off the Atlantic coast. Given the inherent risks and environmental 
impacts of offshore drilling, we believe that the Department should not be taking 
steps to expand offshore drilling to new OCS planning areas where such 
development has not occurred. Instead, our nation must seek a comprehensive 
and environmentally sustainable energy plan that prioritizes conservation and 
support for renewable energy technologies. 
 
The Surfrider Foundation appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments 
on the Draft PEIS for Atlantic G&G Activities. The Surfrider Foundation is a non-
profit grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and enjoyment of our 
world’s oceans, waves and beaches through a powerful activist network. For 
more information on the Surfrider Foundation, visit www.surfrider.org. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Pete Stauffer 
Ocean Program Manager 
Surfrider Foundation 
 
 
 
	  
	  


