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exploration and development of offshore hydrocarbon resources through the acquisition and
processing of geophysical data.

NOIA is the only national trade association representing all segments of the offshore
industry with an interest in the exploration and production of both traditional and renewable
energy resources on the U.S. Outer Continental Shelf (“OCS”). The NOIA membership
comprises more than 275 companies engaged in a variety of business activities, including
production, drilling, engineering, marine and air transport, offshore construction, equipment
manufacture and supply, telecommunications, finance and insurance, and renewable energy.

AOGA is a non-profit trade association located in Anchorage, Alaska. AOGA’s 15
member companies account for the majority of oil and gas exploration, development, production,
transportation, refining, and marketing activities in Alaska. AOGA’s members are the principal
oil and gas industry stakeholders that operate within the range of marine mammals in Alaskan
waters and in the adjacent waters of the OCS. AOGA and its members are longstanding
supporters of wildlife conservation, management, and research in the Arctic, and also support the
continued issuance of incidental take authorizations in the Arctic. AOGA has for many years
successfully petitioned for, and defended in court, incidental take regulations applicable to
offshore oil and gas activities.

B. General Comments

The Associations want to acknowledge the significant effort involved in examining the
scientific literature available on the topic of marine sound and its potential impacts on marine
mammals. We recognize that this topic is complex and informed by an evolving base of
scientific knowledge, and we appreciate the challenges associated with translating the available
information into clear criteria. In this light, we support the goal of updating and developing
acoustic criteria that are informed by, and consistent with, the best available science. We also
support a continued effort in furtherance of this goal that is transparent and does not result in
unnecessary or unsupported new processes for the regulated community. We have carefully
reviewed and analyzed the Draft Guidance and have a number of specific comments, as detailed
in the following sections of this letter, in which we identify opportunities for improvement,
request clarity on technical issues, and address legal concerns. Our general comments are
summarized as follows.

1. In certain respects, the Draft Guidance either does not consider all of the best
available science or presents other scientific, technical, implementation, or operational concerns.
These concerns are addressed in detail in Sections III.A and III.B below and in the Appendix that
accompanies this letter. Given the scope of our comments, and the need for more information
and analyses to facilitate a sufficiently informed process, we request that NMFS issue a second
version of the Draft Guidance jointly with a draft implementation guide for public review and
comment.
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