rearing their calves. This is a "positive" interaction with negative consequences. It is also
important to remember the difference between habituation and tolerance. Some animals may not
have anywhere else to go and therefore, tolerate disturbance. The draft EIS/OEIS states on page
5-24 "The Navy will cease transmissions when a marine mammal is sighted within 200 yd. (183
m). The exercise will re-commence if one of the following conditions are met: the animal is
thought to have exited the mitigation zone and the mitigation zone has been clear from any
additional sightings for a pre-established amount of time; the vessel has transited more than a
pre-established distance beyond the location of the last sighting; or if the ship concludes that
dolphins are deliberately closing in on the ship to ride the vessel's bow wave." Although the
EIS/OEIS indicates that bow-riding animals would be out of the main transmission axis of active
sonar, bow-riding behavior can cease at any time and approaching animals could be in danger of
sonar affects. Again, it is important to remember that because an animal "chooses" to approach
the vessel does not mean the animal is unaffected by sonar-animals do not always make the
best choices for their own health and safety.
I support the continued implementation of Marine Species Awareness Training and use of
lookouts. I suggest that mitigation measures could also include passive acoustic monitoring to
help detect cryptic and long-diving marine mammals. The EIS/OEIS mentions that marine
mammals are sometimes detected this way, but does not include passive acoustic detection in
protocols for mitigation, with the exception of increased vigilance by lookouts. Passive acoustic
detection and localization of marine mammals has corne a long way in the last few years. The
Journal of the Acoustical Society of America will be publishing a special issue on methods for
marine mammal passive acoustics later this year. We encourage the Navy to continue to get the
latest information to inform mitigation that includes passive acoustic monitoring and detection.
Acoustic monitoring has also been done for several years off Hawai'i's coasts through the
University of Hawai'i. We encourage the Navy to continue to support these efforts and use this
information to learn more about "hot spots" of cetacean activity near the Hawaiian Islands and
incorporate this information into updates of the letter of authorization and to develop better
means of detecting and localizing cetaceans near testing and training exercises.
The Navy's main mitigation measures include visual detection within a radius of the activity and
cessation of the activity until the marine mammal has not been seen for 30min. This may not
cover the beaked whales and sperm whales well, as these species can be under the water for more
than an hour at a time without appearing at the surface. I suggest movement to a new area or at
least an hour without seeing these species before restarting activities. I also encourage as much
wait time as possible for cryptic species that are difficult to see, such as pygmy and dwarf sperm
whales.
On page 3.4-57, the draft EIS/OEIS states "There are no significant species-specific threats to
spinner dolphins in the Study area." The species-specific threats associated with swimming with
spinner dolphins in Hawaiian bays are well documented (e.g. Courbis 2007, Courbis and Timmel
2009, Danil et al. 2005, Timmel et al. 2008), and NOAA published a Federal Register notice of
intent to propose rulemaking to protect spinner dolphins from human interactions in Hawai'i
(National Marine Fisheries Service 2005). With the number of publications and the intent of
NOAA to engage in rulemaking on the issue, swimming with spinner dolphins should be
considered a significant species-specific threat.

