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“Our strategy calls for developing new areas 
offshore, exploring frontier areas, and 
protecting places that are too special to drill.” 

- Secretary of the Interior Sally Jewell 

















Consideration of cumulative 

impacts under federal law 

• Under National Environmental Policy Act, a 
federal agency must consider “cumulative 
impacts” when evaluating a proposed federal 
action. 
– “Cumulative impacts” are those impacts “on the 

environment which result[] from the incremental 
impact of the action when added to other past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions 
regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or 
person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative 
impacts can result from individually minor but 
collectively significant actions taking place over a 
period of time.” 40 C.F.R. § 1508.7. 



Consideration of cumulative 
impacts under federal law 

• Under the Endangered Species Act NMFS 

must evaluate the cumulative impacts of 

federal actions on listed species and 

critical habitat and formulate its “biological 

opinion as to whether the action, taken 

together with cumulative impacts, is likely 

to jeopardize the continued existence of 

the listed species” or result the destruction 

of adverse modification of critical habitat.  

50 C.F.R. § 402.14(g). 

 



Consideration of cumulative 

impacts under federal law 

• The Marine Mammal Protection Act 

prohibits the take of marine mammals 

except in limited circumstances, including 

the incidental take of “small numbers” of 

marine mammals, where the “total of such 
taking during each five-year (or less 

period) will have a negligible impact on 

such species or stock.” 16 U.S.C. § 

1371(a)(5)(A)(i)(I) (emphasis added). 



Consideration of cumulative 

impacts under federal law 

• The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
allows geological and geophysical surveys 
“which are not unduly harmful to aquatic life 
in such area.”16 U.S.C. § 1340(a). 

– Activities must be carried out in a “safe and 
environmentally sound manner so as to prevent 
harm or damage to, or waste of, any natural 
resources[], any life (including fish and other 
aquatic life), property, or the marine, coastal, or 
human environment.” 30 C.F.R. § 551.2. 

 



Consideration of cumulative 

impacts under state law 

• South Carolina’s Office of Coastal and 

Resource Management must consider 

“[t]he possible long-range, cumulative 
effects of the project, when reviewed in 

the context of other possible development 

and the general character of the area” 

when making a consistency determination.  

S.C. Code Ann. § 48-39-80(B)(11). 





Science community concerns about 

seismic testing 



Local government opposition to 

seismic testing 

• South Carolina 

– Charleston, Columbia, Beaufort, Edisto Beach, 
Folly Beach, Georgetown, Isle of Palms, James 
Island, Port Royal, Rockville, and Sullivan’s Island 

• Georgia 

– Savannah, Tybee Island and St. Mary’s  

• North Carolina 

– Carolina Beach, Caswell Beach, Manteo, Nags 
Head, Oak Island, Southport, St. James, Sunset 
Beach, and Topsail Beach  



Charleston passes resolution opposing 

seismic testing and offshore drilling 



National opposition to  

seismic testing 

• Sen. Bill Nelson (D-FL) introduced 
legislation last week to block seismic 
testing off Florida’s coast, calling drilling 
for oil and seismic testing in the Atlantic 
OCS “unwise and impractical.” 

• Rep. Mark Sanford (R-SC) announced his 
opposition to seismic testing and offshore 
drilling, citing the substantial risk to 
unique coastal resources and intense local 
opposition in his coastal district. 


