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Trump Administration Proposes Offshore Drilling in Nearly All 

U.S. Waters 
 

Overview of Draft “2019-2024 National Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing 
Program”  

In January 2018, the Department of the Interior (DOI) released its draft 2019-2024 National Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) Oil and Gas Leasing Program. The five-year program governs when and where 
the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) can offer offshore drilling leases to the oil and gas 
industry.  

President Obama finalized the current 2017-2022 five-year program in, which protected the Atlantic and 
Pacific from new offshore drilling, but the Trump administration has fast-tracked the process to undo those 
protections. The Trump administration’s new 2019-2024 Draft Proposed Program (DPP) outlines radical 
plans to expand future oil and gas leasing to the Atlantic, Pacific and Arctic Oceans, as well as off Florida’s 
Gulf Coast.  

The plan proposes the largest number of potential offshore leases ever offered by any 
president, including:  

• 90 percent of total OCS acreage 
• 25 out of 26 OCS planning areas 
• Offering leases as close as three miles from shore 
• 47 lease sales:  

o 9 in the Atlantic 
o 7 in the Pacific 
o 19 in Alaska and the Arctic 
o 12 in the Gulf of Mexico, including one off Florida’s Gulf Coast 

Five-Year Program Process 
 
The process to develop the five-year program is well-defined and has a number of legally-required 
opportunities for the public to provide input.  
 

 
 
Protect our Coast and Stop Radical Expansion of Offshore Drilling 
 
• Offshore drilling is a forever decision. If we don’t act now, the fate of our coast could be sealed by 

the oil industry instead of all the businesses that rely on healthy oceans.  
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• This proposal is dangerous, unnecessary, and fails to acknowledge the devastating social, economic 
and environmental consequences associated with radically expanding offshore drilling. Opening 
nearly all U.S. waters to offshore drilling is a direct threat to marine resources and local communities 
that depend on a clean coast for their way of life and livelihoods. 

 
Economic Impacts 

• Oil and gas development poses a real threat to the fishing, tourism, and recreation-based 
businesses along the East Coast that each year generate around $95 billion in gross domestic 
product and support nearly 1.4 million jobs. 

 
• Each year, healthy ocean economies along the West Coast generate around $56 billion in gross 

domestic product and support more than 500,000 jobs. New offshore development poses 
significant threats to these thriving coastal businesses.  

Opposition 

• Bringing offshore drilling to shores where Americans have already spoken vehemently against it, 
this plan undermines Congress’ commitment to local and state decision-making.  

• The Governors of Washington, Oregon, California, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida are opposed to/expressed concerns about offshore drilling in 
the Atlantic. 

• More than 175 municipalities along the East and West Coasts have passed resolutions opposing 
offshore oil and gas drilling and exploration. 

• More than 41,000 businesses and 500,000 fishing families have also joined this overwhelming 
chorus of voices. 
 

Defense 

• The Department of Defense, Air Force, Florida Defense Support Task Force, and NASA have all 
weighed in to express serious concerns or opposition to these activities.  

• This new National OCS Program proposes to offer leases in areas that have extensive military 
operations, thus risking our national security training and readiness. The draft plan deviates from 
the longstanding tradition of deference to the Department of Defense (DoD) when offering 
offshore drilling leases in federal waters.  

• Critical coastal military facilities, including Naval Station Norfolk - the largest naval station in 
the world – rely on ocean areas free from dangerous offshore oil rigs. In the Atlantic Ocean, DoD 
conducts extensive readiness operations such as live fire tests, air-to-surface bombing exercises, 
torpedo testing, supersonic test flights, laser targeting operations, and both Naval Air and Sea 
Systems Commands.  
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Seismic Airgun Blasting 
 

• Seismic airgun blasting is a controversial technique used by oil and gas exploration companies. 
Ships tow airguns which release incredibly loud blasts of compressed air, creating one of the 
loudest manmade sounds in the ocean. These powerful sound waves travel through the water 
column and down miles below the seafloor, providing information about the properties of 
geologic formations, which exploration companies use to map oil and natural gas deposits. 
Blasts are repeated every 10-12 seconds, 24 hours a day, for weeks to months on end.1 Seismic 
airgun sounds can be heard up to 2,500 miles away, approximately the distance from Washington, 
D.C. to Las Vegas.2 

• The largest towed seismic array covered a surface area 21 times greater than the National Mall in 
Washington, D.C.3 There are approximately 12-48 individual airguns in one array. 

• A multitude of recent scientific studies show noise from seismic airgun blasting to have negative 
impacts on marine life, since marine life—from fish and turtles to crabs and whale—rely on 
sound for navigation, communication, and other survival behaviors. 
o Seismic airgun noise can cause alarm responses,4 hearing structure damage,5 and reduced 

catch rates6 in fish. 
o Seismic airgun noise produces startle or stress responses in bivalves,7 crabs,8 and squid9 as 

well as developmental delays in scallops.10 
o Seismic airgun noise has caused whales to temporarily avoid habitat areas, reduce feeding 

call rates, sing fewer mating songs, silence their calls altogether, and change their surface 
breathing patterns.11 

o Seismic airgun noise can produce avoidance or alarm responses in turtles.12 
 

• According to the government’s own estimates, proposed seismic blasting in the Atlantic could injure 
as many as 138,000 marine mammals and disrupt the feeding, breeding, calving, and other vital 
activities of millions more.13  
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