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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
Ol" A 

NATIOM.AL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE AC'rION TO DESIGNATE 
CRITICAL HABITAT FOR STELLER SEA LIONS 

Sugary 

This environmental assessment (EA) was prepared to analyze the 
environmental and economic effects of designating criticAl 
habitat for the Stellar 5ea lion (Eumeto~iA~ j~batus), a species
listed as threatened under the Endange:i:-ed Species Act (ZSA). The 
National Marine Fisheries sarvico (NMFS) is pJ:rPposing to 
designata (1) all Steller sea lion rookeries ~~d major naulouts 
(i.e. >200 Steller aea lions) located within $.tate and Feder~lly 
managed waters off Alaska, including a zone that extends 3,000 
feet (0.9 km) landward and vertical of each rookery and major 
haulout boundaryJ and that extends either 3,000 feet (0.9 km) 
seaward from rookaria~ and major haulouts in Alaska located east 
of 144 6 W. longitude, ·or 20-nm seaward from ro·okeries ~nd major 
haulout sites west of 144~ W. longitude; (2) all Steller sea lion 
rookeries in state And Federally :managed waters off Washington, 
Oregon and California, including the zone that extends 3,000 feet 
(0.9 km) vertioal «nd seaward from each rookery; and (3) three 
aquatic foraging habitats within the core ot the Steller sea 
lion's geographic range, one aqu~tic zone located exclusively in 
the Gulf of Alaska (GO~), and two aquatic zones in th• Bering 
Sea/AleQti~n lslandg area (BSAI). No adverse environmental or 
economic effects are e.xpected to result from the proposed 
critiQal habitat designation. 

Background 

Bec~use of a drastic population decline, NMFS .issued an emergency 
interim rule on 1'P-?."il s, 1990, that listed the·:Steller sea lion 
a~ a threatened species throughout its range apd est.ablighad 
protective regulations and requested comments '.(55 FR 12645). 
Since the emergency interim ~le was only effective for 240 days, 
an expeditious p~nent rulemaking process was undertaken to 
avoid any lapse in ESA status. Thus, NMFS decided to postpone 
critical habitat designation and considera~ion ot additional 
conservation measures, and issued proposed and. final rules to 
permanently list the species that were essentially identical to 
the emergency rule (July 20, 1990, 55 FR 29793; .-
November 26, 1990, 55 FR 49204). 

The final rule listing the Steller sea lion~~ threat.E!ned became 
ettective an December 4, 1990, and incorporated the protective 
regulations established in the em~rgency intar::ia rule. 
Specifically, coincident with the listing, NMFS (l) prohibited 
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shooting at or near stellar aea lions; (2) with limited 
exceptions, prohibited vessels from entering within 3 nautical 
milee (nmi) (5.5 kilometers (km)) and individuals on land from 
approaching within o.5 mile (o.s kln) or within sight of listed 
Steller sea lion rookeries in the Gulf of Alaska (GOA), Bering 
Sea and Aleutian Islands (BSAI); and (3) limited the allowable 
annual take of Steller sea liona incidental to commercial 
fisheries to 675 anillals in Alaskan waters and adjacent araas of 
the U.S. exclusive economic ~one west of 141 6 W.longitude (50 CFR 
227.12). These protective regulation~ are intended to reduce sea 
lion ~ortality, restrict opportunities for unintentional and 
intentional harassment of aaa lions. and minimize disturbance and 
interference with sea lion behavior. especially ~e pupping and 
breeding sites. 

Since the species• listing, NMFS has implem.en~ed additional 
regulations under the Magnuson Fishery conservation and 
Management Act (Magnuson Act) to reduce the possible adver~a 
effects of the GOA and SSAl Federally managed .groundfish
fisheries on Steller sea lions, their habitats, and focd 
resources. Effective January 20, 1992, NMFS (1) prohibited 
trawling year-round within 10 nmi of listed GOA and 8SAI S~eller 
aaa lion rookeries, (2) prohibited trawling within 20 nmi of ~he 
Akwi, Akutan, Sea Lion !lOak, ~ligadak, and Se9uam rookeries 
during the BSA.~ winter pollock roe fishery, anp (3) placed 
spatial and temporal restrictions on . the GOA pollock h~rvest ~o 
divert some fishing effort away from sea lion foraging areas and 
to spread effort over the calendar yea~- Prot~ctiv• regulations
have focused on the geographic area where the .sea lion population 
has experiencad. the graatast decline. 

Purpose and need 

Section 4 of the ESA directs the Secretary to _designate critlcal 
habitat to tne •maxbn.un. extent prudent and det.erminable" at the 
time a species is listed. The ESA defines critical nabitat as: 

"(i) the specific area5 withir. the geograph~~al area occupied 
by the ~pecie5,. at the tilne it is liated .•• on which are found 
these physical or biological features (I) e~sential to the 
conservation of the species and (II) which may require $pecial 
managemant considerations or protectio~; and 
(ii) specific area& outside the geographical area occupied by 
the specie5 at the time it is listed .•• UPQ~ a determination 
by the secretary that such areas are essent~~l for ~ne 

11conservation of the species .... 

Steller sea liQns were listed as a threatened .species W1der the 
ESA in 1990, but critical haDitat tor tbia species has not Y•~ 
been officially designated. NHFS ha~ implem.anted several 
regulations concurrent with, and subsequent to, the li5ting to 
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provide protection to essential Steller sea lion habitats, and 
believes th~t ct:"itical habitats for this speci•s can be defined. 
Thus, NMFS is now proposing to fulfill the ESA mandate by 
designating critical habitat for Steller sea lion&. 

Bs,Mtial Habitats ot the Steller Sea Lion 

The physical and biological habitat features that support 
reproduction, foraging, re5t, and refuge are e&&~ntial to the 
con5ervation of the Steller sea lion. For the ·steller sea lion, 
essential habitat includes both terrestrial and aquatic areas. 

Terrestrial Habitat 

The most well known Steller sea lion habitats are the rookeries, 
where adult aniaals congregate during the rapn¢ductive season for 
breeding and pupping. Rookeries typically ocC!Ur on relatively 
remote islands, rocks, reefs, and beaOhes wnere access by . 
terrestrial predator& i~ limited. A rookery 11\8.Y extend across 
low-lying reet~ and ialands, or may be restricted to a ·relatively 
narrow ~trip ot beach by steep cliffs. Rookeries are occupied bi 
breeding animals and some auDadulta throughout the breeding 
season, which extends from late May to early ~uly throughout ~he 
range. Female sea lions trequently return to pup and breed at 
the s;,me ~ookery in successive years (Gentry 1970), ~nd this site 
may be the same rookery, or approximate rookery (same i5land) aB 
the female~s natal site (Calkins and Pitcher 1982), 

Steller sea lion rookeries are found frcm the central Kuril 
Islands around tha Pacific Rim ct the Aleutian Islands to Prine~ 
William sound (Saal Rocks, at the entrance to ;~rince William 
Sound, Alaska, is the northarnmcst rookery) and south along the 
coast of North America to Afio Nuevo Island, California, the 
southernmost rookery. Loughlin et al. (1984) identified 
5.1 Steller sea lion rookeries; since that tlme, two additiomt.l 
rookeries hava been identified in Southeast Alaska (Hazy Islands 
and White Sisters) bringing the total to 53 (4~ of which are 
within U.S. border5) • 

.Kaulouts are areas used for rest and refuge by reproductively 
active adult sea lions during the non~breeding ·~eason ~nd by non­
breeding adults and subadults throughout the year. Sites. used as 
rookeries in the breeding season may also be u~ed as baulouts 
during other times of the year. Many roc::ks, reefs, and beaches 
are used as haulout sites; stell•r sea lions are a1s·o 
occasionally observed hauled out on sea ice and ~anmade 
structures such as brea~waters, navigational a~da, and floating 
dOck$j;i. 
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The Steller sea Lion Recovery Team has identified 121 major 
haulout ~ites. Majo~ haulouts are defined as·&ite~ where greater 
than 200 animals have been counted. There are many more haulout 
sites throughout the range that are used by fewer animals or may 
be used irregularly4 

Aquatic Habitat 

Although they are :most comm.only seen and studied while on land, 
Steller sea lions spend most ot their time at $e~p The principal
essential at-sea activity is presumably feeding. 

Kearshore waters aroWl.d rookeries and ha.ulout&: Although for 
regulatory purpo&e& the waterward bou~dary of rookeries and 
haulouts has been defined as the ae~n low water mark, 
biologiaally, the boundaries are not that sim~ly delineated. 
Nearshore waters surrounding rookeries and hau1outs are an 
integral component of these habitats. Ani~als ·must regularly 
transit this region ~s they go to, and return trom, fe~ding 
trips. As pups mature they apend ~n increasing amount of time in 
watarg adjacent to rookeries. where they develop their swimming 
ability and other aquatic behaviors (Sandegr•n l970), Water$ 
surrounding rookeries and haulouts also provide a refuge to which 
animals may retreat when they are displaced from land by 
disturbance. 

:Rarting sites: In addition to rooker1e$ and haulouts, sea lions 
also use traditional rafting sites. Thase are locations where 
the animals rest on the ocean surface in a tightly packed group 
(Bigg 1985). Although the reasons fer rafting _are not fully 
understood, their widespread use and traditional nature indioaee 
that they are likely an essential part or Steller sea lion 
h~bitat. ~v~ilable information is not suffici~nt to identify any
specific rafting sites that are in need of special manag&Ill.&nt 
consideration. Therefore, rafting sites are not included in this 
critical habitat designation. 

Food reso\U:aes: Adequate food rasourcas are an essential 
component ot the StelleJ:" sea lien's aquatic habitat. St~ller sea 
lions are opportunistic carnivors5 that prey predominantly upon 
damarsal and off-bottom schooling fishes; invertebrates, e.g.,
squid and octopus, also appear to be regular components of their 
diet (P.itoher 1981) • Prey consumption is expec:ted to vary 
geographically, seasonally, and over years in response to 
tluctuations in prey abundance and availa~ility (Fitcher 1981, 
Hoover 1988). 

Data on stellar sea lion prey consumption are fairly limitect. 
Results of limited diet studies conducted in Alaska since 1975 
indicate that walley~ polloek (Theragra cholcogromma) has bean 
the principal prey in all areas over this tim~.period~ witn 
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Pacific cod (Gadue JQaQfQQt»hal~e), octopus (OptQR~ sp.), squid 
(Gonatidae}, Pacifio herring (clupea harengusJ, Pacific salmon 
(Onchorl;ypchus spp.), capelin (Hallotus villosus), and flatfishes 
(Pleuronectidae) also consumed (Pitcher 1981, Calkins and Pitcher 
1982, Calkins and Goodwin 1988, Lowry §.t .s.L. 1989). Few data are 
available on Steller sea lion ~~ey preferences in Alask4 prior to 
1975; however, what dat~ ~re available indicate that pollock ~ay
have been a less important component of the diet in previous 
years (Fiscus and Baines 1966, Pitcher 1981). Limited food 
habits d~t~ fro~ california and. O~egon show a predom.in~nce of 
rockfish (a~~nJ.~) and hake (tte~l~woiu~ ~~od\lCtu,o) in the 
d!et, with flatfi8h, aquid, octopus, and lamprey (Lampetra 
tridentatus) also eaten. 

7or~gincJ habit4ts: Specific for~ging ~ites, ~nd thei~ constancy 
over ti~•~ have not be.en we11 aefined. NMFS' .o~going studies in 
the cantral GOA and Aleutian Islands using satellite telemetry 
are providing more detailed information on feeding areas and 
diving patterns in Alaskan waters. 

NMFS hss deployed 52 satellite-linked time depth recorders on 
Staller aaa liona since 1989. Results indicate that waters in 
the vicinity of rookeries and haulouts are imP,ortant foraging 
habitats, particularly ror post-parturient temales and young 
animals. ~hese investigations strongly suggest that sea lion 
foraging strategies and ranges change seasonal~y, and according 
to the age and reproductive status of the animul. 

summertime toraging by postpartum fenalas, wh9se foraging ranga 
is probably restricted by the need to return to the rookery to 
nurse pups, appears to occur mainly in relatively shallow waters 
within 20 nmi of the rookerie~. Data from tag~ed animals withoue 
pups and females with pups during the winter indicate that adult 
sea lions have the ability to rorage at locations far removed 
from their rook~ies and haulout sites and at great depths, Sea 
lion pups by their 6th month are also capable of travelling 
extended distances from land. However, dive d~pth appe~rs to be 
more limited. and may re~trict foraging success •. Few observed 
dives by juvenile &ea lio~& (younger tn~n 11 months) have 
exceeded 20 metera (m), whereas adult animals have been observed 
diving to depths greater than 250. 

Heecl for Special lkuulgeaneat eonai4erations or Protection 

The following discussion outlines the specifi_c ..essential nat>.l.tats 
that may require spacial management considera~ions or protection~
Under separate rulelltakings, NHFS has already d~~ermined ~ha~ 
cert~in Steller &ea lion habitats require sp•~ial management 
considerations or protection and has limited human activities in 
these areas. These management actions and ~h•·essential habitats 
they protect are also descri~ed below. 
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Terrestrial Habitat 

The steller sea lion's use of traditional sites and the link of 
territorial males, postpartlllil fem~le~, and pups to rookery sites 
during the breeding season make th~ particularly vulnerable to 
intentional harassment. Observed responses to human disturbance 
vary from no reaction at all to mass stampedes into the wate~. 
In soma cases, haulout $ites have been completely abandoned attar 
repeated disturbances whereas in other oases sea lions nave 
continued to use sites even after extreme haras&ment (Hoover, 
1988). The remote locations of most rookeries and haulouts help 
to :reduce the trequenoy of harassment, but disturbance of sea 
lionc by air and water oratt continues to oocur. Steller sea 
lions are vulnerable to harassment and disruption ot essential 
life functions (e.g., breeding, pup care, and ~est) at rookeries 
and haulouts throughout their range. 

Aquatic Habitat 

•e.arshore waters arOUDd rookeries and baulouts: Nearsnora waters 
associated with terrestrial habitats ara subject to the same 
types of di&turbanoe as rookeries and haulouts. NMFS has 
prohibited vessel entry within 3 n:mi of all Steller sea lion 
rookeries west of 150°W longitude, the area where the greatest 
population decline bas occurred, primarily to protect sea lions 
usirtg these habitats f~offl intentional and uni~tentional 
h~rassment. The Stell•r Sea Lion .Recovery ~e~m hes recommended 
that waters extending 3,000 feet from rookeries and major 
haulouts are essential habitats that merit special management
consideration. 

Prey resources a'lld roraging habitats: Reduction in food 
~vailability, quantity, and/or quality is considered to be a 
possible factor in the Steller sea lion popul~tion decline 
(Calkins and Goodwin 1988, Merrick et al. 1987, Loughlin and 
MerricJC. 1989, Lewry Jtt al- 1989). Most of the·data on proximate 
causes of the Ala!Jka sea lion decline point to reduced juvenile
surviva1 as a signi~icant cau&ative agent. Th~re are al&o 
indications that decreased juvenile survival is due to a lack of 
food post weaning and during the winter/spring of the first year. 
Calkins and GoOdwin (1988) found that Staller s~a lions coll•cted 
in the GOA in 1985-1986 were significantly smaller (girth, 
weight, and standard length) than same aged animals oollected in 
the GOA i,n the 1970s. Reduced body size at age was interpreted 
as an indicator of nutritional stress. 

Conse:,:vation and management of prey resources and toraging areas 
a~pears ~ssential to the recovery of the Stall~r sea lion 
population. The quality and quantity of these resources may be 
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degraded by human activities, e.g., pollutant .discharges. habitat 
losses associated vi-th human development, and commercial 
fisheries. Available data indicate that contalll.ination of sea 
lion food resources by anthropogenic pollutants has not been a 
signifioant factor in the Steller sea lion decline. Changes in 
prey ~se due to physioal habitat alteration also appear 
insignificant. Local degradation of aea lion food resources muy 
occur near human population center~, along shipping lanes, and 
near drill sites. Presently, there is insufficient inforn.ation 
to identify ~ny specific geographic areas where additional 
ma.nGgement measures to protect sea lion food resources from 
contaminant inputs ii!Uld habitat loss, beyond the existing State 
and Federal regulations, ara necessary. 

..... 
The relation!iliip between collO'llercial fisheries and the Steller sea 
lion's ability to obtain adequ~te food i? pre5ently unclear. The 
BSAI/GOA gao(Jl:'aphic region where Steller sea lions have 
experienced the greatest population decline is also an area -where 
large commercial ~isheries hava developed.. Many of tbe Steller 
sea lion's preferred prey species are narvested ~y colnlD.arcial 
fisheries in this region, and food availability to Steller sea 
lions may be affected by fishing. At present, NMFS believes that 
the exp1oitation rates in Federa1ly managed fisheries are 
unlikely to dilninish the overall abundance of fish stocks 
important to Steller $ea lions. However, spat~al and ~emporal 
regulation or fishery removals in some areas appears necessary to 
ensure that local dep1etion of prey stocks in .essential habita~& 
does not occur. 

Beoausa of concerns tor the etteots ot oo'IIQD.ercial tisneriee on 
Steller sea lions, HMPS amended tha BSAI and ~~A groundfish 
Fishery Management Plans to reduce the likelih~od that commercial 
growidfish removals would deplete Steller sea lion prey aDundance 
in essential habitats. Under the Magnuson Act, NMPS {l) 
prohibited trawling year-round within 10 r1111i o~ listed GOA ana 
BSAI Steller ••a lion rookarias; (2) prdhibitad trawling within 
20 nmi of the AkWl, Akutan, Sea Lion Rock, Agligadak, and Seguam 
rookeries during tha BSAI win~er pollack rca fi&hery to mitigate 
concentrated fishing effort on the southeastern Sering Sea shelf 
and in Seguam Pass; and (3) p!acea spa~ial ana .~e~por~! 
restrictions on the OOA pollock harvest to divarc so•o fi&hing 
effort away from sea lion foraging areas and to spread effort 
over the calendar year. NMFS is also propo$ing to expand 
seasonally the 10 n:mi no trawl ~one around ugamak lsland in the 
eastern Aleutians to 20 nmi (57 PR 57726: o~~er 7, 1992}. The 
expanded se~sonal buff~r at Ugamak Island is intended to Detter 
encompass Staller sea lion winter habitats and juvenile foraging 
~r~s in this region during the BSAI ~inter pollack fishery. 
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Essential Stella~ sea lion prey resources ud foraging habitats 
also occur outside of the GOA and BSA~. Mowev~r, we presently do 
not have sufficient info:rtnation to identify specific foraging 
areas to the east of 144°W longitude that require special 
management considerations. · 

Description of Alternativ@s 

Alternative 1--Statu~ quo - No critical habitat design~tion: 
Under this alternative, critical habitat for Steller sea lions 
would not be designated. 

Alternative 2--Designation of (1) all Sta1ler sea lion rookeries 
and major haulouts (i.e. ~200 Steller 5ea liorts) located within 
state and Federally managed waters off Ala$~a, including a zone 
that extends 3. 000 feet CO. 9 km) landward and .·yertical of each 
rookery and •ajor haulout boundary, and that extend~ eithe~ 3,ooo 
feat (0. ~ km) seaward from rook'itries and major .. haulouts in A_laska 
located east of 144• w. longitude, or 20-nm ~eaward from 
rookerie5 and major haulout aites west of 144° ·w. longitude; (2) 
all Steller sea lion rookeries in. state and Federally managed 
waters off Washington, Oregon and Calitornia, including the zone 
that extends 3,000 feat (0.9 km) vertical and ~eaward from each 
rookery. These area5 provide essential habitat for breeding, 
rearing of pups, rest, and ~etuge and ars v~lnerable to human 
disturbance. 

Alternative 3--oeaignation ot (l) all Steller sea lion rookeries 
and major haulouts (i.e. >200 Stell~r sea lions) located within 
state and ~Merally managed waters off Alaska, including a ~one 
that extends 3,ooo feet (0.9 km) landward and vertical of each 
rookery and major haulout boundary, and that ~~tends either 3,000 
feet· (0.9 km) seaward from rookeries and maj·or haulouts in Alaska 
located east of 144° w. longitude, or 20-nm seaward from 
rooke~ies and major haulout sites west of 144° W. longitude; (2) 
all Steller sea lion rookeries in state and ~eaerally managed 
waters off Washington, Oregon and California, including ehe zone 
that extend& 3,000 feet (0~9 km) vertical and aeaward from each 
rooxery; and (3) three aquatic foraging habitats within the core 
of the Staller .sea lion•a geographic range, one aquatic ~one 
located exclusively in the Gulf of Alaska (GO~), and two aqua~ic 
zones in the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands area (BSAl}(Figuras 1-
3). Th••• areas provide essential habitat for breeding, rearing 
of pups, reet, refuge, and tee~ing. · 

Environmental and Economic Effects of eritica,i :·Habitat 
Designation 

The de~ignation o~ critical habitat ~oes not, in itself, restrict 
human activities within the area or mandate any specific 
lrl8.nagement or recovery action. A critical habitat de$ignation 
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contributes to species conservation primarily by identifying 
critically important areas and desc:ribing the features within the 
~reas that are eseential to the species, tbu& alerting public and 
private entities to the importance o~ the area: 

Under the ESA, the only direct impact of~ critic~l h~bitat 
designation is under the provisions of section 1. Sec~ion 'l 
applies only to actions with Federal involveaent, and does not 
affect strictly state or private activities. Under the section 7 
provisions, a designation ot critical habitat would require 
Federal agencies ta ensure that any action they authorize, funQ, 
or carry out is not likely to d&$troy or adversely modify the 
dasignated. critical habitat. ~otivitias that adversely modify 
critical habitat are defined as those actions that 11 appreciably 
dimini&h the value of critical habitat for both the survival and 
recovery" of th~ species (50 c.tR 402.02). 

With or without a critical habitat designation,· Federal agencies 
must ensure that their actions are not likely to jeoparaize the 
continued exi•tance of the listed species. Activities that 
jeopardi~e a species are defined as those actions that 
•reasonably would be expected, directly or inci'irectly, to reduce 
appreciably the likelihood of both the survival and recovery of 
the species" (50 CPR 402.02). Activities that.destroy or 
adversely modify critical habitat also are expected to jeop~rdlze 
the species. Therefore, the protection provided by a critical 
habitat designation •••entially duplicates the ·protection 
provided under the section 7 jeopardy provisio~. 

critical habitat d~sigma.tion QY provide addi~~onal benefits to a 
spec::ies av•r listing alone in case& where area~ outside at the 
species• current range have been designated. In tnese cases, it 
i& expected that Federal agencies would be ~equired to consult on 
additional actions occurring _in these areaa. No critical habita~ 
outside the range of the Staller &ea lion is proposed for 
designation in this case; thus, no additional consultations are 
likely. 

NMFS bas already reinitiated ESA section 7 consultation on 
Federal actions that occur within the range of the Stellar sea 
lion, including those that occur within these proposed critical 
habitat areas. Section 7 consultations on the Federally managed 
groundfish fisheri~s of the BSAI ~nd GOA management a~eas have 
resulted in changes in the manner in which th~se fisheries ace 
pros~cuted, specifically to protect Steller sea lions and their 
e&sential habitats. Economic effects attributable to these 
regulations were analyzed. in the EA and other .regulatory 
documents produced in support of these decisions. These economic 
effects are attributable to the species list~ng. The economic 
ettects ot any additional regulations deemed necessary as a 
result of future section 7 consultations will be assessed ae ch0 
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time they are proposed. such additional re$trictions would be 
expected to occur with or without the proposed,ar~tical h~bitat 
designation. 

In sU1U11ary, no specific restrictions on human activities or 
additional protection for Steller ~ea lion? beyond tnose already 
provided by the species listing are associated with this critical 
habitat designation. No significant environmental or economic 
effeots are expected to result from a critical habitat 
designation tor Steller sea lions. 

·• 
Comparison of Alterna~ivaa 

Alternative l is not considered feAsible since it would De 
inconsistent with the EBA. The ES~ •~ndates NMFS to designate 
critical habitat in all situation& where crittial habitat can he 
determined and the designation would be beneficial to the 
&pecies. Essenti~l h~bit~ts for Steller $ea lion$ that are in 
need of special management considerations are identiflable,-in 
fact, NMPS has a1ready taken steps to protect so.me of these 
areas. Designation of critical habitat would benefit Steller sea 
lions because Federal, state~ and private entities would be 
better in~ormed regat:ding the i~port~nce of these habitat~. 

Alternative 2 focuaea only on terrestrial habitats and does not 
include essential aquatic foraging habitat. 

Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative which encompasses both 
aquatic foraging habitats and terrestrial sit~s. 

conclusion 

This EA analyzes the environmental and economic effects of 
designating critical habitat for the Steller sea lion. Of tne 
alternatives considered, Alternative 3 bast describes the 
essential habitats of the Steller sea lion that may require 
speci~l management considerations, ~nd has Deen selected as tne 
preferred action. Under Altarnative 3, all rookeries, major 
haulouts, nearshore waters associated with these habitats, and 
specific foraging babitat5 in the BSAI and GOA woula be 
designated. No adverse environmental or economic etfeots are 
associated with any of the alternatives considered, including th0 
proposed action. 

Finding of No significant Impact 
Nena o~ the ~lternatives is likely ta affect significantly the· 
quality of the human environment, and the preparation of an 
environmental i•pact statement for ~election of any alternative 

10 



P.12/13 

a5 the proposed action is not required by section l02(2)(C) of 
the N~tional Environmental Policy Act or its implementing 
regulations. 

Dated: 1-1.J .. 'i,3 

~~~ 
Acting Assistant Administrator 

tor Fisheries 
National Karine Fisheries service 
Nationa1 oaeanic and Atmospheric .ru:bdnistration 
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