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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I have considered tha proposal by Taylor Energy Conpany to remove 

the well No. 1 caisson/casings in Vermilion Area, Block 54, 

(OCS-G 7678), SEA No. ES/SR 92-07/. Based on the environmental 

analysis , there are no mitigative measures contained in the s i t e -

spec i f i c environmental aeeeeement. There ie no evidence to 

indicate that the propoeed ection wi l l s ignif icantly 

(40 CPR 1508.27) e f fect the quality of the human environment. 

Preparation of an environmental impact statement i s not required. 

i i 



TABLE UP CONTENTS 

PAG] 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT i 

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

I . DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL 

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WITH MITIGATION 

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

I I . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION J 

A. NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE J 

I I I . ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS, SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS, AND OTHER 
CONSIDERATIONS J 

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT J 

1. Environmental Geology and Geologic Hazards J 

2. Meteorological Conditions J 

3. Phyaical and Chemical Oceanography J 
a. Phyaical Oceanography ; 

b. Chemical Oceanography 2 

4. Watar Quality 

5. Air Quality 

B . BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Coaatal Hab i ta te 

2. Protected, Endangered, and/or Threatened Species 
a. B irda 
b. Marine Mammals 

c. Sea Turtiee 

3. Birds 4 

4. Sensitive Merino Habitata 4 

5. Offahore Habitats and Biota 4 

C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS 4 

1. Employment < 



PAGE 

2. Economics 4 

3. Onshore Support F a c i l i t i e s , Land Use, and Coastal 
Communities and Services 4 

D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 5 

1. Commercial and Racraational Plahariaa 5 
a. commercial Plahariaa 5 
b. Recreational Fisheries 5 

2. Archaeological Resources 5 

3. M i l i t a r y Use/Warning Areas and Exploeive Dumping 

Areas 5 

4- Navigation and Shipping 5 

5. Pipelines and cables- 5 
6. Other Nineral Resources 6 

7. Human Health and Safety 6 

E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 6 

IV. PUBLIC OPINION 6 

V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 6 

VI. BIBLIOGRAPHY AND SPECIAL REFERENCES 7 

V I I . PREPARERS 8 

V I I I . APPENDIX 9 

A. TAYLOR ENERGY COMPANY CORRESPONDENCE 10 



INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The purpose of t h i s Site-Specific Environmental Assessment 
(SEA) i s to assess ths specific impacts associated with proposed 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . The SEA ie based on a Programmatic 
Er vironmental Assessment (PEA) (USDOI, NMS, 1987) which evaluates 
a broader spectrum of potential impacts resulting from the 
removal of atructuree, e.g., platforms/caissons acroae the 
Central and Western Planning Areas of the Gulf of Mexico Outer 
Continental Shelf. The PEA/SEA process ie designed to ei s p l i f y 
and rsducs ths size of environmental assessment documents by 
eliminating repetitive discussions of the same issuss. This SEA 
conforms to the MMS and other appropriate guidelines for 
preparing environmental assessments by ut i l i z i n g data pressntsd 
i n the PEA to conplets ths assessment, i t pressnts site-specific 
data regarding the propoaed etructure removal and evaluates the 
removal's potential impacts. Preparation of thia SEA has allowed 
the determination of whether a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) ia appropriate or whether further asssssssnt of the 
proposal ia necessary. 

I . DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL 

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WITH MITIGATION 

Taylor Energy Company proposes to reiiovs the Nell No. 1 
caisson/casing in Vermilion Area, Block 54, (Lease OCS-G 7678). 
The operator plane to use a mechanical devi :o cut and remove 
the 30-inch caisson end casing string 20 t r oelow ths mud line. 
The caisson ia located in a water depth of * feet, approximately 
14 milea south of Vermilion Pariah, Louisiana. 

Since no explosivss w i l l be utilized during the proposed 
removal activities, ths MMS haa determined that sea turtlaa and 
marine mammals w i l l not be affected. A Section 7 Consultation 
under the Endangered Species Act w i l l not be initiated. 

Refer to the operator'a proposal (Appendix A) for structure 
specifications and additional information on tha reaoval 
a c t i v i t i a e . 

In tha courae of thie evaluation process, no additional 
protective measures (in addition to normal operating 
requirements) were identified to further mitigate the 
environmental impacts associated vith the proposal. 

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

A discussion of the legal and regulatory mandates to remove 
abandoned o i l and gas structures from Federsl wstsrs can be found 
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i n the PEA referenced i n the Introduction. The operator plane t o 
conduct reaoval a c t i v i t i e s because the v e i l stopped economically 
producing hydrocarbons. 

I Z . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 

A. NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE 

An alternative to the propoaed caisson reaoval, ae 
or ig ina l ly submitted, ie non-reaoval. Non-reaoval of the caisson 
would represent e c o n f l i c t with Federal, legel and regulatory 
requirements, which mandate the timely removal of obsolete or 
abandoned structures within a period of one yeer after 
termination of the lease, or upon termination of a right of use 
or easement. Therefore, non-removal doss not eppeer to be e 
v e l i d a l t erna t ive . 

IZZ. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS, SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS, AND OTHER 
CONSIDERATIONS 

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Environmental Geology and Geologic Hazards 

A discussion o f environmental geology and geologic hazards 
cen be found i n the PEA referenced i n the Introduction. The 
propoaed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s are not i n en area of 
sediment i n s t a b i l i t y (mud flows, slumps, or elidee). Therefore, 
geologic conditiono ere not expected t o have an impact on the 
propoeed removal a c t i v i t i e s . 

2. Meteorological Conditiono 

No iapacta are expected aa a raeult of the propoeed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

3. Phyaical and chemical Oceanography 

a. Physical Oceanography 

No impacts are expected aa a raeult of the propoeed 
a c t i v l t i e a . For analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

b. Chemical Oceanography 

Impacts are expected to be very low as a reault of the 
propoeed activities. For analysis information, aee the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 
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4. Hater Quality 

Impacts ara expected tc be low aa a result of the proposed 
activltiea. For analysis information, sss ths PRA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

5. Air Quality 

Impacts ars expected to be very low aa a reault of the 
propoeed act iv i t ies . For analysia information, aee the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Coastal Habitats 

Ho impacta ars sxpectsd aa a raeult of the proposed 
act i v i t iss . For analys i s information, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
tho Introduction. 

2. Protected, Endangered, and/or Threatened Species 

a. Birds 

Ths operator haa indicated that they propose to uee 
Freshwater City, Louisiana, aa shore bass to support ths proposed 
caisson-removal a c t i v l t i e a . The PEA referenced in the 
Introduction delineates ssnsit ivs areas along ths Tsxas 
coastline where whooping cranes and brown pelicans could be 
adversely impacted by structure-removal support ac t iv i t i es . The 
propoeed work is not expected to impact threetened or endangered 
birde or their habitats . 

b. Marina Mammals 

A discussion of marine mammals occurring across ths Gulf of 
Mexico (GOM) and an assessment of the potential impacte of 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on marine mammals can be found in 
the PEA referenced in the Introduction. F r i t t s , s t a l . (1983) 
conducted aerial aurveye acroaa a 9,514 square mile area of water 
in the GOM. Reeults of thsss surveys indicate that the 
bottlenoae dolphin i s by far the moat l i k e l y marine mammal to be 
encountered at the proposed structure removal. Since the 
propoeed structure removal wi l l not u t i l i z e explosives, no 
impacta are expected on sarins mammals. 

c. Sea T u r t l e s 

A discussion of s sa turtlaa occurring across ths csntrs l and 
iaatarn GOM and an asseesmsnt of the potential impacts of 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e e on aea turtiee can be found in the 
PEA referenced in the Introduction. Studies by F r i t t s , s t a l . 
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(1983) and Puller and Tappan (1986) aa wall aa stranding data 
froa tha Saa Turtle Stranding and Salvage Network (Teas, 1992) 
indicate that aea turtiee occur in the v i c i n i t y of the propoeed 
activltiea. Definitive in formal: ion on the probability of 
encountering eea turtiee at the reaoval site during removal 
operations ia scarce. Since the propoeed etructure reaoval v i l l 
not utilize explosives, no iapacta art expected on eea turtlaa. 

3. Birda 

impacts are expected to be very low aa a reault of the 
propoaed a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, sss the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

4. sensitive Marine Habitata 

A Jiscussion of sensitive aarine habitata occurring in the 
central and western GOM and an assessment of the potential 
iapacta of structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on thoee areae can be 
found ln the PEA referenced in the Introduction. The propoeed 
activities are not neer any aeneitive sarins habitats. 
Therefore, the subject caisson removal w i l l not impact any 
ssnsitivs serine habitats or their reeident biota. 

5. offshore Habitate and Biota 

Impacta are expected to be low aa a raeult of the propoaed 
activities. For analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

C . SOCIOECOJ DMI CONCERNS 

1. Employment 

Impacta are expected to be very low ae a raeult of the 
propoaed activities. For analysis information, aee the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

2. Economics 

Iapacta are expected to be vary low aa a raeult of the 
propoaed act i v i t i e s . For analyaia information, aee the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

3. Onshore Support F a c i l i t i e a , Land Uao, and coastal 
Communities end Services 

Ths operator has indicated thet they propose to uee 
Freshwater City, Louisiana, ae the chore base to support the 
propoaed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e e . No iapacta are expected 
aa a reault of the propoeed a c t i v i t i e s . 
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D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Commercial and Recreational Plahariaa 

a. Commercial Fisheries 

Iapacta ara expected to ba low as a raault of tho propoaed 
activltiea. Por analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the introduction. 

Iapacta aro expected to be low as a raeult of the propoeed 
activities. Por analysis information, aaa the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

2. Archaeological Resources 

Iapacta are expected to be low aa a raeult of the propoeed 
activities. Por analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

3. M i l i t a r y Use/Warning Areas and Exploeive Dumping Area* 

The propoeed caisson-removal ac t i v l t i e a w i l l not take place 
ln a military use/warning area or in an axploaive dumping area. 
A description of thoee areas, their locations and potential 
iapacta of structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on thoee areas can be 
tound in the PEA referenced in the Introduction. Ko impact ie 
expected. 

4. Navigation and Shipping 

The propoeed ceiseon reaoval activities in Vermilion Area, 
Block 54 are not locatad in a veeeel fairway or anchorage area, 
structures located neerehore aay serve ee "landmarks" to vessels 
or helicopters operating in the area on a regular basis. The 
overall impacts of the propoeed work on navigation and shipping 
ia expected to be very low. More .< >raation on the iapacta of 
etructure reaoval on navigation ant ipping can be found in the 
PEA referenced i n tho Introductio 

5. Pipelinee and cables 

The PEA referenced in the Introduction contains a 
description of the impacts of etructure removals on pipelinee and 
cables. There are no exiating pipelinee within 150 meters 
(490 feet) of the propoaed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . 
Therefore, the propoeed work w i l l not pose a hazard to pipelinee 
or cables in the area. 

b. Recreational Fieherlee 
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6. Other Mineral Resources 

No i Tupac- A ars expected aa a result of ths proposed 
activities. eor analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
ths Introduction. 

7. Human Health and Safety 

The PEA referenced in the Introduction deacribee the 
hazardous condition- for workers during structure-removal 
activities. Tlie operator haa propoaed the use of non-e* losive 
methods to remove the subject caisson and well casinos. -isting 
legal and regulatory safety requirements w i l l keep U~n . .cr.s of 
the propoeed work on human health anc aefety et e vary low i*v»l. 

E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

A discussion of unavoidable adverss impacts can be fou* . -< in 
the PEA referenced 1.. the Introduction. One area of primary 
concern i s the potential loaa of habitat to the marine 
environment. This topic i s discus-ed in the PEA rsfsrsnced in 
the Introduction and a low level of impar* la expected. Other 
unavoidable adverae impacta are considered its be a minor. 

IV. PUBLIC OPINION 

A discussion of public concerns r - --arcing etructure removals 
ca.-. be found in the PEA referenced i r to* Introduction. The 
proposed c a i s s c i removal haa genera':?.: no comments from the 
public. 

V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 7 of ti e 
Endangered Species Ac*-, the p&cpr«ed caisson removal doc* not 
require coordinatior . i_u .he National Marine Fiaht A.cs Se. 
(NMFS). 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

Environmental Operationa Section (LE-5) 

Office of Structural and Technical Support, F ie ld Operationa, 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region (OSTS) 

Subject: Platfora R 

OPC'TOR: Tay lo r" 

Cou'.< »'J: ES/SR 

P l a t f o r a Area/Block 

v/e s+ 

LtAY 14 1992 

ilMKAlS MAfiASEKEIT SERVICE 
L£A*.*u A EMViRCSNflll 

OC5 - 6 7<>lfc 

Shore Baae^ F fg S h uJCiTg T £ V" L ^ 

The attached application ia forwarded to your o f f i c e ao that the Finding of Ho 

S ign i f ican t Impact can be prepared. Since explosives w i l l not be ussd in th i s 

removal operation, sn Endangened^Species Act Section 7 Consultstion Documentation 

I s not required. There ssss/sre no existing pipsl lne(s) wi th in 500 feet of the 

propossd removal locs t ion . 

Attachment 

cc: 

Extension 2894 
l (OSTS) 

AShsh: :LEXITTPE:Dlsk 5 

F.ctr. 12-/77 Oi l 



L t H2-o / / 

PATRICK F TAYLOR 
CI**TWI ana CCO 

TAYLOR 
ENERGY COMPANY May 12, 1992 

K £ CCf V ED 
Minerals Management Service 
Office of Field Operations 
1201 Eimwood Park Blvd. 
New Orleans, LA 70123-2394 ' ' •- * Strudsfsf 

t«J recnnrcal Support 

MAV I 3 1992 

Attn: Mr. D. J. Bourgeois 

RE: OCS Structure Removal 
Vermilion Block 54 
OCS-G 7678, WeU #1 

Gentlemen: 

In accordance with 30 CFR 250.143 please find enclosed, in triplicate, our Proposed 
OCS Platform/Structure Removal form for the above referenced facility. If approved, we 
will plug and abandon the facility as outlined in our Sundry Notice submitted to the 
Lafayette District for approval. 

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact me at (504) 
593-8501. 

Sincerely, 

Tracy Albert 
Regulatory Assistant 

/ ta 

Enclosures 

TWA0O49A 012 
The 2 3-4 Loyola Building • 504/581 -5491 • New Orleans Louisiana 70112 



PROPOSE. OCS PLATFORM/STRUCTURE REMOVAL 

Z. Bsspcoslbls Party 

\ 
A. Lease operator aaae Taylor Energy Coapany 

B . Addreaa 234 Loyola Bldg.. f lite 500 

New Orleans, LA 70112 

C . Contact person and telephone auaber Tracy Albert 

(504) 593-8501 

O. Shore base 

I I . Identification of Structure to be leaoTed 

A. Platfonn Vermilion Block 54. Veil Ho. I 

B . Looation (lease, area, block, and block coordinates) 

Verailion Blk. 54, OCS-G 7678, x - 1694447.09', y - 251155.71' 

C . Dste installed (year) 1 9 9 0 

D. Propossd daU of removal (Month/Tsar) August 1992 

B . Water depth 25' 

I I I . Description of Structure to be Bseovsd 

A. Configuration (attach a photograph or s 

B . SlSS 30" caalng. 1" wall with Nav-Ald light I horn 

I i - 30" C . Number of isgs/casinss/pUinfS essIng 
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0. Diameter aad wall toickneas of ooeVoaalaga/sjsdassm^ 

30 x 1" 310#/ft.. 16" 6 5 f / f c . 10-3/4" 4 0 . 5 » / f t . . 7" 29» / f t . 

casing 
E . Ara pises aroutad? Yss Inside if •Biases? Caaentcd to aurfaca 

P . Brief description of eo i l composition and oondltlon 

Very aoft to f i r s clay waa encountered to 44' penetration and wee 

underlain by 17' atratua of a t l f f c lay. Below 61 ' pane., a t l f f clay 

was encountered to 122'. 

I T , Purpose -

Lease expiration date and reason fo r removing the a true tore 

Lease expired September 1991. lost lease due to lack of production. 

T . Boawval Method 

A. Brief description of tha Bfthod to be osed 

Mechanically cut casing strings, (tk) T-O 

B . I f explosives are t o be used, -provide the fol lowing: 

1 . Kind of exploelToa M/A 

2. Number aad s lzss of charass N/A 

a. Single ebot or multiple shots? M/A 

b. I f multiple shots, sequence and timing of detonations N/A 
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3* Bulk or abased charss7 N/A 

a . Depth of detonation bolow Bud Una M/A 

b. Inside or outs ids piling? N/A 

C. Pre-removal monitoring techniques 

1 . Is the use of soars charges or rooustio devices proposed? No 

I f yes, prOTlds the"fol lowing: 

a. Number and kind N/A _ _ _ _ _ 

b. Size of ehsrsea N/A 

c. Brlaf description of bow, where, and when scare charges or 

acoustic devises w i l l be oaed N/A 

2 . W i l l divers or acoustic devices be oaed to conduct a pre reaoval 

surrey to detect presencu o f tu r t l e s aad marine sssj— 1st Mo 

I f yes, b r i e f l y describe the propoeed detection method N/A 

O. Post-removal monitoring techniques 

1 . W i l l transducers be used to measure the pressure and impulse o f the 

detonations? No 
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2 . Will divers be used to survey the area after reaoval to determine 

and effects oo • a r i a * U f a ? No (slds-acso aonar) 

TX. Biological Information 

I f available, provide -he results of aay recent biological surveys 

conducted in the vicinity of the structure- I f available, describe 

any recent observations oT turtles or aarine mammals at tbe structure 

• I t a . M/A 

PLEASE SEED TBJtll COPIES OF THE APPLICATIOI TO: 

Regional Superviaor, F ie ld Operations (OSTS) 
Minerals Manageaent Service 
1201 ElBvood Park Blvd. 
Bow Orleans, Louisiana 70123 
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l i 
TAYLOR ENERGY COMPANY 

* * PRESENT CONDITION •» 
r g j j j VERMILION BLOCK 54 
LEASE' OCS-G 7678 
WELL NUMBER* 1 

DEPTH RCTCaOCC; RO TO VATCa UU' 
VATOt BCPTVJ as-

lAKE* *FVLE' SCSSV I 300* 11 

WOnru TH* PKB. • 713C 

MOBC ' f l ' PKH. • 10899' 

CW 3/5/92 

y 

• 
BlXVC PIPE 
ao x :« i a io ' caw PCNCT;UT:CN> 

CCNOUCTQR CASINO 
16* 69* M-40 t wer 
CCKtXTCD V / e7l6 CU FT. 

SUVACC CASING 
u a/A' K-SS AOSA a aeas-
cxMorrca v / a724 cu r t . 

TOC t 700C 

V 
PSOOLCTICN CASING 
7*_ t > f 4 1 N-30 29*. 25« I UH4' 
ClKOra V/ 27C3 PJ. FT. 
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TAYLOR ENERGY COMPANY 
PROPOSED CONDITION •« 

FIELP. VERMILICN « 
LEA'Ji' OCS-G 
VE.LL DUMBER- 4 

34 

8CPTW RCrOKNCCi sxi TO vArca 
VA'TH acvm 

ISA' 

W X IB* 
CUT • x*r ow swu 

10 3/4' 
CUT t 199' <3C* 3ML) 

CUT t ISS* <4C BHD 

sa sxs a . -i> CEMENT PUMPED INTO 
7* • 10 3/A* ANNULUS caCO* PLUG) 

TOC • 171' US' BMU). ' 

ISO' SURFACE PUSS 
SO SXS. 380' TO 830* 
TOC 101'BNL 

is 

CtH 3/7/93 

•! -
£ A DRIVE Pitt 

30 X l' • 3AC W PENETRATION) 

z s CONDUCTOR CASING 
I 14' 454 H-AO I 1020' 

CCMCNTCQ v / arts cu rr. 

SUNT ACC CASING 
10 a/A* K-35 AOJS a aots* 
CEMENTED v / BTSS cu rr. 

PRODUCTION CASING 
7* S-9A 1 N-80 89S, IBS I 11244' 
CEMENTED V/ 2709 CU FT. 
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