SECTION 4
ALTERNATIVES SUMMARY

4.1 INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents a summary comparison of the overall potential environmental impacts of the Proposed
Action and Alternative Regulatory Actions. Chapter 3 addresses the individual impacts associated with each
separate proposed and alternative regulatory change, including the No Action alternative. Cumulative impacts
are also presented in Chapter 3.

The alternatives, as described in Chapter 2, are the Proposed Action, the Alternative Regulatory Actions, and
No Action. No Action may best be described as the continuation of existing management activities and
regulatory structure (see Section 2.3 for additional details of the No Action alternative).

4.2 IMPACT SUMMARY
4.2.1 The Proposed Action

Table 4-1 provides an overview of the expected environmental impacts from each regulatory change
associated with the Proposed Action under the JMPR. Most of the regulatory changes proposed by NOAA
result in beneficial impacts on resources within the ROIL Those changes that result in adverse impacts
primarily involve regulatory burdens on human uses within the sanctuaries, such as commercial fisheries,
marine transportation, or recreation.

No significant adverse impacts were identified.

Less than significant adverse impacts were identified in Commercial Fisheries, Land Use and Development,
Marine Transportation, Public Access and Recreation, and Socioeconomics.

Beneficial impacts were identified in Air Quality, Biological Resources, Ocean/Geological Resources, Water
Quality, Commercial Fisheries, Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Development, Marine
Transportation, Public Access and Recreation, Research and Education, Socioeconomics, and Visual
Resources.
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Table 4-1
Summary of Impacts under the Proposed Action
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Table 4-1
Impacts of Proposed Action (continued)
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Cumulatively adverse impacts were identified in Commercial Fisheries and Marine Transportation; cumulative
beneficial impacts were identified in Air Quality, Biological Resources, Ocean/Geology, Water Quality,
Commercial Fisheries, Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials, Public Access and Recreation, Research and
Education, Socioeconomics, and Visual Resources.

4.2.2 Alternative Regulatory Actions

Table 4-2 summarizes environmental impacts associated with the Alternative Regulatory Actions. As noted in
Chapter 2, there are not alternatives for each individual proposed regulatory change. The alternatives would
result in similar impacts as discussed under the Proposed Action, with minor differences that are noted in
Chapter 3. One significant adverse impact was identified on Public Access and Recreation in MBNMS, as a
result of the preemption of the use of MPWC throughout the entire Sanctuary. This impact could be
mitigated by providing for special use permits for competitions and training at Mavericks.

The Alternative Regulatory Actions would result in less than significant adverse impacts on Commercial
Fisheries, Marine Transportation, Public Access and Recreation, and Socioeconomics; and beneficial impacts
on Air Quality, Biological Resources, Ocean/Geology, Water Quality, Commercial Fisheries, Cultural
Resources, Hazardous Materials, Public Access and Recreation, Research and Education, Socioeconomics,
and Visual Resources.

Cumulative adverse impacts associated with the alternatives were identified in Commercial Fisheries and
Marine Transportation, and cumulative beneficial impacts were identified in Air Quality, Biological
Resources, Ocean/Geology, Water Quality, Commercial Fisheries, Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials,
Public Access and Recreation, Research and Education, Socioeconomics, and Visual Resources.

4.2.3 The No Action Alternative

Table 4-3 summarizes impacts associated with No Action. Failure to implement the Proposed Action is
generally considered to have minimal impact on resources within the ROIL. Implementation of the No Action
alternative would result in less than significant adverse impacts on Biological Resources (resulting from the
water quality impact, continued impacts on white sharks in GFNMS, and continued MPWC use in MBNMS)
and less than significant adverse impacts on Water Quality (from continued discharge into the sanctuaries).
No cumulative impacts were identified under No Action.
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Table 4-2
Summary of Impacts under the Alternative Regulatory Actions
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Table 4-3
Summary of Impacts under the No Action Alternative
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