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March Ŝ adrft J ana Ansa, niocfc A-43 

Sept w b * r f 

« E S T Av*llABlE COPY 

•••MM I •••IIMil •̂*taEt;.,.i B M W M B M B n H B B 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 

New Orleans, Louisiana 

FINAL 

SITE-SPECIFIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

ENDANGERED SPECIES/STRUCTURE REMOVAL 

Nos. ES/SR 91-36/S and 91-37/S 

Assessment of the Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 
Removal of Well Stub Nos. 1 and 2, and three-slot 

template in North Padre Island £_ea. 
Block A-43 (Lease OCS-G 8<P*'#j 
by Amerada Hess Corporation 

Date Submitted: August 20, 1991 
Commencement rate: September, 1991 

Prepared by Susan B. Gaudry 



FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I have considered tha proposal by Araarada Hass Corporation to 

remove Wall Stub Nos. 1 and 2, and a three-slot template, North 

Padra Island Area, Block A-43, (OCS-G 8076), SEA Nos. ES/SR 

91-36/S and 91-37/s. Baaed on the environmental analysis and 

mitigative measures contained in the si t e - s p e c i f i c environmental 

assessment, there i s no evidence to indicate that the proposed 

action(s) wil* significantly (40 CFR 1508.27) affect the quality 

of the human environment i f the permit/application i s approved 

subject to a l l of the mitigative me ures. Preparation of an 

environmental impact statement i s not required. 

Leasing and Environment 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The purpose of this Site-Specific Environmental Assessment 
(SEA) is to assess the specific impacts associated with proposed 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . The SEA i s based on a Programmatic 
Environmental Assessment (PEA) (USDOI, MMS, 1987) which evaluates 
a broader spectrum of potential impacts resulting from the 
removal of structures, e.g., platforms/caissons across the 
Central and Western Planning Areas of the Gulf of Mexico Outer 
Continental Shelf. The PEA/SEA process i s designed to simplify 
and reduce the s i z e of environmental assessment documents by 
eliminating repetitive discussions of the same issues. This SEA 
conforms to MMS and other appropriate guidelines for preparing 
environmental assessments by u t i l i z i n g data presented in the PEA 
to complete the assessment. I t presents s i t e - s p e c i f i c data 
regarding the proposed structure removal and evaluates the 
removal's potential impacts. Preparation of this SEA has allowed 
the determination of whether a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) i s appropriate or whether further assessment of the 
proposal i s necessary. 

I . DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL 

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED i. ION WITH MITIGATION 

Amerada Hess Corporation has submitted a proposal to remove 
Well Stub Nos. 1 and 2, and a three-slot template in North Padre 
Isl a n d Area, Block A-43, (Lease OCS-G 8076). The structure i s 
located in a water depth of 213 feet, approximately 30 miles east 
of Kleberg County, Texas. The operator plans to u t i l i z e 
Composition B or C4 bulk charge to severe the 30" well stubs and 
internal casings. The template w i l l be l i f t e d from the well 
stubs before severing. No explosives w i l l be used to remove the 
template. I f necessary, the operator w i l l section the template 
by Oxy-Arc cutting. See Table 1 for specific data regarding the 
explosive removal operations. 

Refer to Appendix A for structure specifications, additional 
data on removal techniques, types and quantities of explosives to 
be used and sequence of events. 

MITIGATION 

Refer to the operator's proposal (Appendix A) for mitigative 
measures proposed to reduce the likelihood of death or injury to 
sea turtles and marine mammals. 

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

A discussion of the legal and regulatory mandates to remove 
abandoned o i l and gas structures from Federal waters can be found 
i n the PEA rUSDOI, MMS, 1987). The operator plans to conduct 
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removal a c t i v i t i e s because the fi e l d has been depleted and no 
more d r i l l i n g i s planned. 

I I . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 

A. NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE(S) 

An alternative to the proposed structure removal as 
originally submitted i s non-removal. Non-removal of the 
structure would represent a confllet with Federal legal and 
regulatory requirements, which mandate the timely removal of 
obsolete or abandoned structures within a period of one year 
after termination of the lease, or upon termination of a right of 
use or easement. Therefore, non-removal does not appear to be a 
val i d alternative. 

B. REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE(S) BY ALTERNATIVE NON-EXPLOSIVE 
METHODS 

The MMS has discussed various structure-removal techniques 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for proposed 
O i l and Gas Lease Sales 123 and 125 (USDOI, MMS, 1989) and the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Updated information i s also found in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement for Sales 131, 135, and 137 
(USDOI, MMS, 1990). I t was concluded that the most effective 
methods of structure removal are the use of explosives, either 
bulk or shaped charges, and underwater arc cutting. Other 
methods appear promising, but require additional development to 
solve the operational and l o g i s t i c a l problems associated with 
these techniques. Primarily for this reason i t does not appear 
to be a feasible alternative for the subject structure(s). 

Refer to the FEIS (USDOI, MMS, 1989) and PEA (USDOI, MMS, 
1987) for detailed information concerning alternative methods of 
structure removal. 

C. REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE(S) AS PROPOSED WITH ADDED 
MITIGA1 ION 

I t has been determined that the proposed operations f a l l 
within the category of a c t i v i t i e s covered by the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) Biological Opinion of July 25, 1988, 
which addresses "standard" explosive structure removals in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

Refer to the terms and conditions of the "generic" 
Incidental Take Statement (Appendix B), and any mitigation 
identified by t h i s SEA necessary to reduce the likelihood of 
death or injury to sea turtles and marine mammals. 
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The Operator w i l l comply with the teres and conditions r f 
the Incidental Take Statement in the NMFS generic Biological 
Opinion dated July 25, 1988. 

The lessee w i l l ensure that a l l a i r c r a f t used in support of 
th e i r OCS operations maintain a minimun altitude of 2,000 feet 
over a l l national w i l d l i f e refuges and national park lands. 

Transportation operations conducted through Aransas or 
Cavello Passes w i l l avoid disturbances of the following islands 
used for nesting by the endangered blown pelican: Sundown Island 
i n Matagorda Bay, Second Chain of Island in San Antonio Bay, Long 
Reef in Aransas County, and Pelican Island in Nueces County, 
Texas. 

Tha operator w i l l contact Chief, Naval Air Training, Naval 
A i r Station, Attention: Lt. Commander Williams or Lt. Jex, 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78419-5100, telephone: (512) 939-3927/3902 
regarding control of electromagnetic emissions and operations of 
boat and/or a i r c r a f t t r a f f i c into the designated Military Warning 
Area W-228 or enter into an agreement with the military 
installation. 

Our analysis of the proposal identified no additional 
mitigation. 

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

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Environmental Geology and Geologic Hazards 

A discussion of environmental geology and geologic hazards 
can be found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The proposed 
structure-reaoval a c t i v i t i e s are not in an area of sediment 
i n s t a b i l i t y (mud flows, slumps, or s l i d e s ) . Therefore, geologic 
conditions are not expected to have an iapact on the proposed 
structure-reaoval a c t i v i t i e s . 

2. Meteorological Conditione 

No iapacta are expected aa a result of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 
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3. Physical and Chemical Oceanography 

a. Physical Oceanography 

No iopacts are expected as a result of the proposed 
activities. For analysis Information, see the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

b. Chemical Oceanography 

Impacts are expected to be very low as a result of the 
proposed activities. For analysis information, see the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

4. Water Quality 

Impacts are expected to be low as a result of the proposed 
activities. For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

5. Air Quality 

Impacts are expected to be very low as a resul t of the 
proposed a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, see the PEA 
referenced in the Introduction. 

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Coastal Habitats 

No impacts are expected as a resul t of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analys i s information, see the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

2. Protected, Endangered, and/or Threatened species 

a. Birds 

The operator has indicated that they propose to use Corpus 
Christi, Texas as shorebase to support the proposed structure-
removal activities. The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) delineates 
sensitive areas along the Texas coastline where whoop* • s 
and brown pelicans could be adversely impacted by st 
removal support activitiee. The lessee will ensur l 
aircraft used in support of their OCS operations » a 
minimum altitude of 2,000 feet over a l l national a refuges 
and national park lands. Transportation operatic iducted 
through Aransas or Cavello Passes will avoid dist*. ncee of the 
following islands used for nesting by the endanger-su t .own 
pelican: Sundown Island in Matagorda Bay, Second Chain of Island 
in San Antonio Bay, Long Reef in Aransas County, and Pelican 
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Island in Nueces County, Taxas. The proposed work i s not expected 
to impact threatened or endangered birds or their habitats. 

b. Marine Mammals 

A discussion of marine mammals occurring across the Guif of 
Mexico (GOM) and an assessment of the potential impacts of 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on marina mammals can be found in 
the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). F r i t t s et a l . (1983) conducted 
aer i a l surveys across a 9,514 square mile e*-ea c c waters lying in 
*-.he central GOM. Results of these surveys . iica;.a that the 
bottlenose uolphin i s by far the most likei> mar .ie mammal to be 
encountered at the proposed structure removal. MMS observers may 
be utilized to look for marine mammals prior to detonation of the 
primary charge at the reaoval s i t e . I f aarine mammals are 
detected at the etructure-removal s i t e , detonation of the primary 
charge would be delayed un t i l the animals are removed from the 
are?. In spite of these precautions, a low probability exists 
that marine mammals could enter the blast area undetected and 
could be injured or ki l l e d by the underwater, subsurface 
detonations. Such an occurrence i s considered highly unlikely 
and with the indicated protective mitigation measures, the 
proposed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s are expectei to have only a 
low impact on marine mammals. 

c. Sea Turtles 

A discussion of sea t u r t l e s occurring across tt.< central and 
western GOM and an assessment of the potential impacta of 
structure-reaoval a c t i v i t i - on sea turtles can be found in the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). F ««ies by F r i t t s et a l . (19B?) and 
Fuller and Tappan (1986) e l l aa stranding data froa the Sea 
Turtle Stranding and Salva^-* Network (Teas and Martinez, 1990) 
indicate that aea turtles occur in the v i c i n i t y of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . Definitive information on the probability of 
encountering sea turtles at the removal aite during removal 
operationa i s acarce. The NMFS and/or MMS observers may be 
uti l i z e d to look for sea t u r t l e s prior to detonation of the 
primary charges. I f sea turtl a a are detected at tha atructure-
removal s i t e , detonation of the primary chargee w i l l be delayed 
u n t i l the animals are removed from the area. Aa in the case of 
marine mammals, the possib i l i t y exists that sea turtles could 
enter the blast area undetected, and could be injured or k i l l e d 
by the underwater, subsurface detonatlone. Thia occurrence i s 
considered highly unlikely, and with the indicated protective 
mitigation measures, the propoaed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s 
are expected to have only a low impact on aea turtlaa. A 
cumulative incidental take haa been authorized by NMFS for 
actions in th i a category, but with a l l the precautiona to be 
taken as mitigating aeasure (a), i t ia unlikely that any jea 
tur t l e s w i l l be affected by these proposed operationa. 
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3. 3irda 

lapacts ara expected to ba vary low aa a result of tha 
propossd a c t i v i t i e s . Foi analyaia information, saa ths <*EA 
rafarancad in tha Introjuction. 

4. sensitive Marina Habitata 

A discussion of sensitive marine habitats occurring in tha 
cantral and western GOV and an assessment of the potential 
iapacta of Btnicture-reaoval a c t i v i t i e s on these area:* can be 
found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The propoaed a c t i v i t i e e eie 
located approximately seven miles weat of Dreea Bank, therefore, 
the aubjact etructure reaoval v i l l not iapact any sensitive 
aarine habitata or their reaident biota. 

5. Offehore Habitata and Biota 

Iapacta are expected to be low aa a :eault of the propose3 
ac t i v l t i e a . For analyaia information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS 

1. Employment 

Iapacta are expected to be very low aa a rev a l t of the 
proposed a c t i v i t i e s . Por analyaia information, um* the PEA 
referenced i n the Introduction. 

2. Economics 

'jtpacts are expected to be very low aa a reault of the 
propo: d a c t i v i t i e s . Por analyaia information, aee the PEA 
referenced i n the Introduction. 

3. Onahore Support Facii.ui'ie, Land Use, and Coastal 
Communitiea and Services 

The operator haa indi 3fa that they propose to uae Corpus 
Christi, Texaa aa the stKUti ise to support the proposed 
structure-reaoval a c t i v i v > i . No impacta are expected s i a 
reault of the propoaed a c t i v i t i e s . 

D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Commercial and Recreational Fiaheriee 

a. Commercial Fiaheriee 

Por analyaie information, see the PEA >ferenceJ in the 
Introduction. Since the PEA waa originally vritten, nev concerns 
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have eacrged oncemint, "he iapacta of explosive structure 
removal on r««jf fieh por ulat ions. On Nay 9, 1991, tne Gulf of 
Mexico Fiat: Management Ceunci.l expressed concern ovvr the 
declining a-.20k*. r***f ish, especially red .napp.-r. They 
referred to tne mtidotil ccounts of finf i s h k i l l s associated 
with explosive removal) ft? offehore structurss in order to link 
theee a c t i v i t i e s with chftir concerns about dec 1 ' —ng populations 
of reef fish. They farther eurjgeetea that .LS3 should hold a l l 
explosive structure revwals in abeyance until more information 
becomes available on the effects o' these a c t i v i t i e s on tish 
stocks. See the PEA (Section on Offshore hibitata and Rio.a) fox 
a diacussion of f i s h k i l l s in association with axploaive 
structure reaovale. 

MMS haa declined to hold a l l exp*. »M • structure -eiuovai.- in 
abeyance citing the regulatory mandate rot. structure r rnov j 3 
and problems with current non-explosiv structure removal 
methods. MMS haa stated a commitment to c a n / out studies to 
assess the iapacta of o i l and gaa stricture removals on Gulf 
fisheries r s o u r c e s and the reeulte of these w i l l be uee4 Lo 
determine future policies with reapect to theae a c t i v i t i e e . 

MMS continues to consider the overall impacta of structure 
removals OP commercial fishing to be low. The MMS polio/ of 
encouraging an active riga-to-reef e program w i l l help Mo of faet 
cumulative etructure-reaoval impact- to fiaheriee resources. 

Recreational Fiaheriee 

lapacts are expected to be low as a r s u i t of tr proposed 
a c t i v i t i e e . For analyaia information, ate l>m PEA nf» enced in 
the Introduction. See the preceding section for a discussion of 
f i a h k i l l s in - ssoc. ation with explosive structure r .totals. 

2. Archaeologies, resources 

Iapacta are expected to be low an a result of the propoeed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, *e'» tha PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

3. Military Uae/Waming Areas and Exploeive Dumping Areae 

Tbe i^^i j> *td structure-removal a c t i v i t i e e w i l l take place 
i n Military w. iiing Area w-228. The operator w i l l contact Chief, 
Naval Air ining. Naval Air Station, Attention: Lt. Commander 
W±~'iaa» or Lt. Jex, Corpus C h r i s t i , Texas 78419-5100, telephone: 
(512) ST9-3927/3902 regarding control of electromagnetic 
ewiseions and operations of boat anC 'or a i r c r a f t t r a f f i c into the 
designated Military warning Area lf-«28 or enter into an agreement 
v i t h the military installation. A deecription of theae ar ea, 
t h e i r locations and potential impacts of structure-removal 
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a c t i v i t i e s on these ^**e can ba found in tha PEA (USDOI, MMS, 
1987. No iapact in «xpc~ted. 

4 Navigation and Shipping 

Tha proposed structure-removal e c t i v i t i e s in Block A-43 
ara not locatad in a vaaaal fairway or anchorage area, 

structures located nearshore aay serve aa "landmarks" to veaaels 
or helicoptere operating in the area on a regular basis. The 
overall iapacta of the propoeed wo A on navigation and shipping 
ia expected to be very low. Mort information on the j*pacta of 
etmcrure reaoval on navigation and shipping can be fount in the 
PEA (LSDOI, MMS, 1987). 

5. .Pipelines and Cables 

The PEA (USDOI, FMS, 198") content a deecription *•£ the 
impacts of structure removal on pipelines ar.d cablee. "here are 
no exiating p i p e l i n e within 15C meters (490 feet) of the 
proposed structure-removal a c t i v l t i e a . The proposed work w i l l 
not poae a hazard to pipelinee or cables in the area. 

6. Other Mineral Resources 

No iapacta ar* exi-. ced aa a result of the proposed 
ac t i v i t i e e . For analyaie information, aee the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. 

7. Huaan Health and Safety 

The PEA (USDOI, MMT, 198?) deacribes the hazardous 
conditions for workers curing structure-reaoval a c t i v i t i e s . The 
op< .<-'tor has : * -:posea tne use of exploeive aethoda to reaove the 
tobject structure. Exitting legal and regulatory safety 
rev(Uxreaente w i l l keep the iapacta oi the propoeed work on huaan 
health a.nd aafety at a very low level. 

E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

A discussion of unavoidable adveree iapacta can be found in 
fc> • PEA ,'JSDOI, MMS, 1987). Two a e a s of ongoing concern have 
b«ten the potential iapact to pro*-? red, threatened, and/or 
endangered apeciea and poc mtial ion* .->f habitat to the aarine 
environment. Ao*h topics are discussec in the PEA and previous y 
in thia documer. t A more recent iasue of eonoer\ haa surfaced 
regarding t-.^ inpa^.e cf explocivr. structure removala on reef 
fiah atockr. T l i e iaaue haa been previously discussed in th i s 
document. Although the iapacta td commercial and recreational 
fiftl'.ariea i i i considered to be low, further atudiea information 
about thia iaaue should be available in U » future, other 
unavoidable adverue iapacta are considered to be miner. 
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IV. n-,*Llc OPINION 

\ discussion of public concen.r. regarding structurs removals 
can ba found in ths PEA (USDO!, MMS, 1987). The propossd 
structure removal has gsnerated no comments from the public. 

V. CONSULTATION A O COORDINATION 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act, the prop* • ?d structure-r««ovaI operationa 
are covered by the Biological Opinion issued ty NMFS on July 25, 
1988, which eetabllahed a category of "standard" exploeive 
structure removal operations. Th«ir comments are included in 
Appendix B. Tb* NMFS concluded that thie category of structure-
removal a c t i v i t i e e w i l . ot l i k e l y jeopardize the continued 
existence of any threatened or endangered epeciee under their 
purview. Additionally, they concluded that thie type of 
"standard" structure-rescval a c t i v i t y may reeult in injury or 
mortality of loggerhead, Temp's ridley,green, hawksbill, or 
leatherback t u r t i e e . Therefore, they sstablishec a cumulative 
level ol incidental tak<. and discussed varioue measures necessary 
to monitor and minimizs th i s impart (sss Appendix B). The NMFS 
noted that no incidental taking of marine mammals was authorized 
under Section 101(a)(5) of the Marine M.immal Protection Act of 
1972 in connection with thie category of i cructure-removal 
a c t i v i t i e s . Therefore taking of marine mammals by ths operator 
would be prohibited unless they successfu iy apply for and obtain 
a waiver or permit to do so from NMFS. 
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Table 1 

Explosives Proposed by tha Operator for the Structure Removal 
in North Padre Island Area, Block A-43 

TYPt Ql Explosives: 

Composition B or C4 bulk charges. 

NUBfrer and Size of Charges: 

One 50-lb charge for Well No. l , and one 40-lb charge for the 
Well No. 2. No exploeivee w i l l be uaed to remove the template. 

Emml. ̂ ent of Charges; 

Znsid , 15-20 feet below the mud line. 

Sequencing of Detonation: 

Single shots; Each casing stub (Well No. 1 & 2.) w i l l be severed 
with a single detonation. 

11 



V I I . PREPARERS 

Author: 

Susan B. Gaudry - Environmental Protsction Assistant 

Typist: 

Sandra Pavlas - Clerk Typist 
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VI11.APPENDICES 

A. AMERADA HESS CORPORATION CORRESPONDENCE 

B. NMPS CORRESPONDENCE 
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APPENDIX A 

AMERADA HESS CORPORATION CORRESPONDENCE 



Tc: Environmental Operations Section (LE-5) 

Frca: Office of Structural and Technical Support, Field Operations, 
Culf of Mexico CCS Region (OSTS) 

(24S</V£> S T U B 
Subject: P&SBGm 11 Kercval 

OPERATOR: ( j L l I ^ 3 £ ^ £ L g ^ 

Control Ko: ES/SR - ? / - 3 2 

( M S i /V£? ^ T ^ B 
Area/Block . - 'Leaae 

Shore Base: /y.'**^ \ T*^C*- f / / \ " . " \ ' 

The attached appiicatioa l s forwarded to your office so that the Finding of Ko 

Significant Impact can be prepared. Ke relieve thia proposed activity Beats 

the requirements of the generic Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultation 

Document. There smmVare no exiating pipeline(a) vithin 500 feet of the propoaed 

resoval lccaticn. J / . t - L . - ' ^ ' — ^ • > <" • . US -, ."t>-X^ 

\jO - A P > . . . Cffgt (OSTS) 
/ \ -7 \ f Extension 

Er.elcsu.-t. 1 (K.W w 



RMERRDR HESS CORPORRTION 

1201 LOUISIANA. SUITS TOO 
HOUSTON. TSXAS 7TOOS-SSSI 

T 1 » • • • » » 7 0 

August 20, 1991 

Minerals Management Service 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
1201 Eimwood Park 31vd. 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 

A t t n : i r . Arvind Shah, OSTS 

Re: Appl icat ion f o r Removal of Well Stubs 
North Padre Is land A-43 

R E C E I V E D 

s.'tG 2 ' 1991 

Sf - " I 
j Sipport 

Dear Mr. Shah: 
\ j 

Attached is an a p p l i c a t i o n for removal of two 30" diameter well stubs 
and an associated 3 - s l o t template; t h i s app l i ca t ion is sent to your 
o f f i c e because the proposed stub removals w i l l involve the use of 
explosives. Also attached are the Sundry Notices sent to the lake 
Jackson MMS d i s t r i c t o f f i c e for the wel l abandonments. 

Our mandated deadl ine for completion o f the abandonments is Nov. 1 , 
1991. 4e would l i k e to complete them as soon as poss ib le , to meet 
t h i s deadline and to avoid expensive f a l l weather downtime. 
Therefore, exped i t ious treatment o f t h i s app l i ca t ion would be much 
appreciated. 

Please ca l l Mr. Craig Edel at (713) 752-5910 i f you have any 
questions. 

S incere ly , 

J . V. Simon 
Manager, Offshore Construction 

JCF:dld 

c c : 0. E. Clark 



PROPOSED OCS PLATFORM/STRUCTURE REMOVAL 

I . Responsible Party 

A. Lease Operator Name Amerada Hess Corporation 

B. Address 1201 Louisiana S t . , Suite 700 

Houston, Texas 77002-5681 

C. Contact Person ana Telephone Number 

Craig Edel (713) 752-5910 

I I . I d e n t i f i c a t i o n of Structure to be Removed 

\ / 
A. Plat form Name Wells #1 And #2 

3. Location (Lease, Area, B lock, and Block Coordinates) 

QCS-G-8076, North Padre Is land A-43, 

Approximately 2838' FEL, 5981' FSL (See Attached Sundry Notices) 

Oate Insta l led (Year) Pr i l led 1985 A 1986 

\ 

D. Proposed Date of Removal (Month/Year) Sept., 1991 

E. Water Depth 213 Ft. 

I I I . Description of Structure to be Removed 

A. Configuration Well Stubs - See Wellbore Schematics In Attached 

Sundry Notices 

Template - See Attached Drawings (Three Slots) 

B. Size 30" Dia. Well Stubs With Internal Casings - See Attached 

Sundry jbt ce? 

o f Legs/Casings/Pi l ings Two Stubs 

17 



3. diameter and Wall Thic<n?ss of .egs/Casings/Pi l ings 

30" Drive Pipe 

£. Are P i les Grouted? N/A Inside or Qj'.side? N/A 

F. B r i e f desc r ip t i on of so i l composit ion and cond i t ion 

Unknown 

IV. Purpose 

F. B r ie f d iscussion of the reason for removing the s t ruc tu re 

Abandonment Of Lease 

V. Removal Method 

A. 3 r i e f desc r i p t i on of the method used 

Well Stubs - Sever Each With Explosive Charge And L i f t From S i t e . 

Template - L i f t From Well Stubs ^ f a j y severing Of Stubs. I f 

Necessary, Clean Stubs With Water Je t . Or Section Template By Oxv-

Arc C u t t i n g . 

B. I f explos ives are to be used, \prov ide the f o l l o w i n g : 

1. Kino o f Explosives Composition Q Or C4 

2. Number and Sizes of Charges Total Of C$6 501 Charges (get- s , 

a. Single Shot or Multiple Shots? Single ^J^t 

b. If multiple shots, sequence and timing of detonations /f^ 

N^A @tUH 



3. 3uU or Shaped Charge? 3u1 jj 

V 

a. Depth of Detonation Below Mud Line At Lea*t <:u Ft. 

3. Inside or Outside Piling? InsldV Inner Casing 

Pre-Removal Monitoring Techniques 

I. Is the use of scare charges c rustic devices proposed? 
Only If Requested By fv ' 

If yes, provide the following: 

a. Number and Kind Single Shot. Consisting Of 5 Ft. Of 50 
TraIns-Per-Foot Primacord, Detonated With" 
A Single Electric Blasting Cap. 

b. Size of Charges See Above 

c. Brief description of how, where, and when scare char * ur 

acoustic devices will be usfd 

Only When Requested By ^ F S . And As Directed By Same. 

Location Would Be 10 r> Above Seafloor. 

Will divers or acoustic devices be used to conduct a pre-removal 

survey to defect presence of turtles and marine mammals? Yes 

If yes, briefly describe the proposed detection method 

In Accordance With Incidental Take Statement. 

3os:-Removal Monitoring Techniques 

1. Will transducers be used to measure the pressure and impulse of 

the detonations? No 



I . Wi l l d i ve r s be used to survey the area a f t e r removal to determine 

any e f f e c t s on marine l i f e ? No 

3io logical In fo rmat ion 

I f ava i lab le provide the resu l t s of any recent b io log ica l surveys 

conducted in the v i c i n i t y of the s t ruc tu re . I f a v a i l a b l e , describe any 

recent observat ions of t u r t l e s or marine mammals at the s t ruc ture s i t e . 

- None Ava i lab le -
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W M E N F O f l H E S S C O R P O R f T T I Q N 

KOI LOUISIANA, fur,« roo 
H O U S T O N . T I I , • 7 T O O 4 - 0 0 0 ' 

June 27, 1991 

UNITEO STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Minerals Management Service 
115 Circle Way 
Lake Jackson, Texas 77566 

Attention: Mr. Edmond Smith, 
District Supervisor 

Subject: North Padre Island A43 
OCS-G 8076, #1 & #2 

R E C E f V 

1991 

Dear Sir: 

In accordance with 30 CFR 250.65, the enclosed Sundry Notice with attachments 
is submitted in t r ip l icate for your approval (for each wel l ) . A Public 
Information copy of the Sundry is also enclosed. 

Piease contact me at (713) 752-5977 should you require additional information. 

Very truly yours, 
AMERADA 'ESS CORPORATION 

Senior Drilling Engineer 

DEC-037/jr 
Enclosures 



. J M * SI. t t t » UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF T H I I N ' E R l O R 

MIN IMAL! MANAGEMENT S E R V I C E 

SUNDRY NOTICES ANO REPORTS ON WELLS 

Oo *c m (*•« form tor I K W M 

UMS*33: -C for »wan orooooMil 
i to dr-II or to «« «r IMU* book to • oifforwn UM *orm 

O i l —. gss wall C othsr 

2 NAMI Of OPfRATOR 

AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Attn. D.E. Clark 

3 A O O R I S t Of OMR ATOM mt^rm f o * . • : . K » M I M ) 

1201 •ouisiana. SulCa 700 Houston, TX 77002 
4 LOCATION OF W I L L < A«»ori looolaon IM M t M n w * . r * . ^ r - w , ^ . . / M M if. / 

AT SURFACE: 28 38' FCL a 5981' FSL of North Padra laland A43 
AT TOP PROO. INTERVAL; 
AT TOTAL OEPTH: 2838' FEL & 5981' FSL of Norch Padra I i 

1 LlAttNO. 
OCS-G 8076 

a. ARfA a SLOCK 
North Padra Island A43 
7 "tL4.NO, 

#1 
I. UNIT A O A I t M I N T 

N/A 
t. F l I L O 

WILDCAT 
10 

EXPLORATION C 
DEVELOPMENT • 

11 A O M C I N T S T A T f 

T e x a s 

12. API NO. 

42-713-40048 
13. ELEVATIONS 

RK8 3 0 8 ' OF 

'9. CHICK AFPROPRIATI BOX TO iNOlCATf NATURf OW NOTlCt. RSPORT. OR OTHfR OATA 
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF: 
ACIDIZE Z2 
REPAIR WILL • "2 
PULL OR ALTER CASING p i ZJ 
MULTIPLE COMPLETE • L J 
CHANGE ZONES 
PERFORATE 
PERMANENT ABANDONMENT 2! 
TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT 
ARTIFICIA LIFT • 

14. NAT IR OSPTH 

213* 

NOTE Ro—rt roo»W Si muRSSS SSSNjStaSS 
iono cnonoo on Form MM$.330.) 

(Othsr) 

amm. ineiueana. SSMWSSSM d»tt o» n a m * 
na for aM more- rt ons tonot port mart to tn«a 

IS. O I C C F O M PROPOSIO OR COMPLETED OPtRATIONS lOesrlv NSN an SSWMSW <m».«. and gr 
aropr «djw«rM II wort « oirSStNMSSw onllos. SMS SHSSMfltSSB loootiona SNI moMtroSfn* true vertN 

STATUS: Wall d r l l l s d and castporarlly abaadonsd ac cha audi ina by Transco on 01/01/86. 
ACrached achecsclc shows current condition of wellbore. Dv i i l i ng reports 
lndicaca chac dovnhola plugs and casclng wars performed In accordance wi-h 
a l l OCS ordara. 

PLANS: Abandon cha vallbors by removing cha 30" a 16" casing acubs Co below tha 
.udiine and removing Chs d r i l l i n g template. Opsrstlons w i l l bs performed 

using dlvsrs and an assist boat. 

Suesurfsos Safety Valve Menu, snd Type N/A S * t « 

17 MereOy 

SiCNtO 

9V certi fy tnst thfrforssoms. is cms and correct 

D . E . C l a r k g f f ^ / T I T L E S a n l o r D r i l l i n g Eng I n a a r OATI 06/27/9 

APPROVkO 
C ON Ol TIONS Of APPROVAL. IF ANV 

(Th.a ooeee for 

TITL1 . OATt 

22 CONFIDENTIAL 



NORTH PADRE ISLAND A-43 

WELL #1 1 #2 

AaAWO*CNT PROCEDURE 

l ' d 1 V l n 9 S U P P O r t ' « • ' - 'ocitt template and 

2 # ^ i l b o r V , , . r 5 , U P C a b , e S ^ ^ 3 0 " t r « " c i £ i #1 and ,2 

3 ' ? l ^ t ^ stubs. Pull opiate out of water and secure m boat deck. 

4. Proceed with cutting stubs e ^ j e l l T p a s follows: 

a. verify top of 10-3/4" TA cap at approxloattlV 32' BHL. 

b ' T A ^ / 7 P l ° ? 1 V t C h a r g t i 0 t 0 M" * * U ^ tag up on 10-3/4" 
TA cap maxlnun charge used wil l be 50* bulk charge of exposition B 

c. 

d. 

or 4(C4) ) . 

Detonate charge and sever tht 16" and 30" casings at 20' BML. 

SIT o?o7iurT l 1 n t ( $ ) t 0 1 6 " i n d 30" cut-°" 
b. Proceed with cutting tht stub of(#F^tTT)as fol low: 

a. Vtrify top of 16" TA cap at 25' BML. 

b. Lowtr explosive charge Into 30" stub and position at 20* BML 
(nulEME, charge will bt 50* bulk charge/of exposition B or jI (Can 

c . Jetonatt chargt Mid stvtr tht 30" at lfl' BMLt rnJJV^i CcUX 

d ' i eUr^ V # r l U a C h H n t t 0 M " C U t " 0 f f $ t c t 1 o n a n d P"11 f r o " 

6. Verify location 1s clear of dthrls for a 300' radius using sonar scan. 

SONAR EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS: 

Mtsottch model 971 imaging system with 675 KHZ transducer fixed 5' above tht 
mxjdllnt using tripod deployed frost tht diving v t s s t l . Rang, of unit l l 300? 

PI-A43 23 
6/25/91 



NORTH PADRE I S ^ N O A - H 3 

^ Z \ J f t , n t n t S"f4T«J 

J 0 * . | ~ C VV/ T A C AOS 

iO DAivf PlP< 

^ • T C \ D*»Ti1 * 2 1 3 ' 

£217: its? 

t«-«.*T: 5 1 T O ' H » 7 o ' 

N>vO 

5> 

7 V 21.7 VAT *-»O 

T O P S*» ItV'TA C A P * 3 3 S ' C % $ " ' B > I , 

I ^ O O C , * * : M A N C « O . : I H S ' ^ J S i * t ) 

M0 ( i .o .T* '/.X%AO 

14,' * / o % " PMMUWVI r u n t o 

T**> I T S ' ' / C A i . EPXW P»»0«. 

T o Tt«r»r>. fte«H0ON*SNr 

T i i T T o / . t o ^ X 

4SN2. ' Mr,/ T v O 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 
P. £. tttA/Mt 

IS22' r * * J ' T V O 



wer AH TMCNT OF THI INTERIOR 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

SUNORY NOTICES ANO REPORTS ON W I L L S 

Oo mm IMO rr** form for i 
131-C for twoft 

1 •» SNoj M I 10 o Oif •rom N Uo»l*orm 

Oil WOJI C omM • othor 

NAM! Of* OPfRATOR 
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Attn: D . E . Clark 

OCS-C 8076 

•» A A t A A •LOCK 

North Padra Ialaod A i l 

9. " tLL foa 

f l 
t . UNIT A G A I E M f N T 

N/A 

f . f HLO 

WILDCAT 

10 
EXPLORATION C 

D E V E L O P M E N T • 

jvmumuv* uriHAiow rwoo— form • oooMjotoSi 

201 Louiaiana, Suica 7 00 Houston. TX 77002 

11 AOJACINT S T A T I 

Taxaa 
« LOCATION OF W I L L rAoporr foooMon M M N r n m o M M M p « « i M m « omf f iom fS.f 

AT SURFACE 2838' FEL a 5981' FSL of North Padra laland A43 

AT TOR PROO. INTERVAL: 

AT TOTAL OEPTM: 

12. API NO. 

42-713-40048 
13. E L I V A TIONS 

RKI 308' OP 

' 1 CHtCK APPROFRIATI BOX TO iNOrCATt NATURI OF NOTlCf. AtPORT OR OTHIR OATA 

REQUEST POR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OP 
A C I O I Z I 

REPAIR W E L L c 
PULL OR A L T E R CASING • • 
MULTIPLE COMPLETE • • 
CHANGE ZONES • 
PERFORATE • • 
PERMANENT ABANDONMENT 

TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT • • 
A R T I F I C I A L L I F T a Z2 
lOttmri 

U . PJATIR O t P T H 

213* 

INOTf Popart fSSSRB * i 

m i 

I A 0 1 « PSIOPOMO OR C O M P L I T I O OP* I R ATIONS iCimn v R O I * VM 
wmrk. If wo* >• SWSSS»J«SSr» Orm** . froa SMSaSrfSSI roa oroj trwo rSWosR 

I asto o> oianimj m» 
to Wirt ««>'• 

I 
osurfsea Safety VaNa: Menu, an* Type 

I h t t s o v c o m f y tfist TJNLforaiaiRi is t n i a and correct 

S l i t 

^ 1 0 

By cartify tnat mo.forsfaiwf is tnia ano aatren 

D . E . C l e r k { 4 - ^ I r o ^ j TITLE S « » i o r D r i l l i n « g l g g OATt 
06/27/91 

L 
0 

I 

i T h * ojooofor 

TITLE . O A T t 

OITIONS Of- APPROVAL. IF ANT 

M r m U J I 

INFORMATION 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

SUNORY NOTICES A N O REPORTS ON W E L L S 

Oo no* uN tr>.t form for i 
MMS-Ut-C for ouo» 

i roOnil or to i back to m dtffo-om r« Uot f o r m 

Oil at f ! or 

2. N A M ! OP OPERATOR 

AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Attn: D.E. Clark 

t . L l A M NO. 

OCS-G 8076 
•- A f t t A A t l O C X 

North Padra Island A43 
9. W I L L NO 

#2 
I . UNIT AGA I U U I NT 

N/A 
A F I I L O 

WILDCAT 
i o 

EXPLORATION E 
DEVELOPMENT Q 

1 A0ORISS OF OPERATOR iWtmm form 

1201 Louisiana, Suita 700 Houston, TX 77002 
4, LOCATION OP W I L L fRooort NcoNoo m • — r o o w « . * M M ^ * * * * omj fAtm I A r 

AT SURFACE: 2831* FEL a 5 9 8 1 ' FSL o f No r th Padra l a l a n d A43 
AT TOR PROO. INTERVAL: 
AT T O T A L DEPTH 4132* FEL 4 9 2 3 8 ' FSL o f N o r t h Padra I s l i 

I f . AOJACINT STATE 

Taxas 

I t , API NO. 

42-713-40049 

fil 
13. CLIVATIONS 

RKB 308 ' OF 

11 CHICK A P P N O P N I A T I SOX TO I N O I C A T I NATV jR I OF NOT1CI. R SPORT. OR OTHSR OATA 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO: 
ACIDIZE • 
REPAIR WILL L3 
PULL OR ALTER CASINO G 
MULTIPLE COMPLETE ZZ 
CHANCE ZONES ZZ 
FEN FOR ATE Z2 
PERMANENT ABANDONMENT D 
TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT Q 
ARTIFICIAL LIFT Z2 
(Otfvsrl 

SUBSEQUENT REPORT OP: 

• 

14. WATIR OSPTH 

213 ' 

(NOTt : Rl f W t t l O* WSSMSSSl SSrXSMStSW 
330.) 

ZZ 
ZZ 

i f t 0 I S C R I M PROPOsaO OR COMPLIT tO O P t W A T l O N I (Cimriy t totool i 
wror*. I f wort i t OtrotttonoNy OrtMOS. frvo i 

of ironing tn 
to tflO) 

STATUS: 

PLANS: 

Wall drlllad aad temporarily abaniooad at tha said lino by Transco on 01/29/86. 
Attached schsmatic shove currsnt condition of the wsllbora. Drilling reporte 
indicate thet downhola pluga and tasting were performed in eceordeace with 
a l l OCS ordera. 

Abandon :he wsllbora by rsnoving the 30" stub to below mudline snd ramoving 
the drilling template. Operetlone w i l l be performed ueing divere end an 
ass is t rest. 

N/A 
SuDBiffsas Safety Vstva: Msnu. or* Typt . 
, 7 - i hereby cemfy thet ttm forsgotroj is true ana) correct 

„ O N I O ° - E - C l e r k f e l / £ TITLE S e n i o r D r i l l i n e Ene lnee r . BATS 06 /1712 

'Thu t o o n fer foSoroi er Sto 

APFROVeO TITLS — — 
C0N0ITIONS Of» A f N » O V * L , I f ANV 

23 
• M i l 
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NORTH PADRE ISLAM) A-43 

MELL #1 A #2 

AflAROORMEMT PROCEDURE 

1. Move onto location with diving support vessel and locate template and 
wellhead stubs. 

2. Jump divers. Rig up cables and remove 30" trash caps from #1 and 41 
wellbores. 

3. Attach lines to dri l l ing template and pull template off well stubs. Pull 
template out of water and secure on boat deck. 

4. Proceed with cutting stubs of Well #1 as follows: 

a. Verify top of 10-3/4" TA cap at approximately 32' BML. 

b. Lower explosi <e charge into 30" and 16N stubs and tag up on 10-3/4" 
TA cap (maxinun charge used will be 50# bulk charge of composition B 
or 4(C4) ) . 

c . Detonate charge and sever the 16" and 30" casings at 20* BML. 

d. Jump divers and attach l ine(s) to 16" and 30" cut-off sections and 
pull out of water. 

5. Proceed with cutting the stub of #2 well as follows: 

a. Verify top of 16" TA cap at 25* BML. 

b. Lower explosive charge into 30" stub and position at 20' BML 
maximum charge will bt 50# bulk charge of composition B or 4 (C4)). 

c . Detonate charge and stvtr tht 30" at 10* BML. 

d. Jump diver and attach line to 30" cut-off section and pull froa 
wattr. 

6. Vtrify location Is clear of debris for a 300' radius using sonar scan. 

SONAR EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS: 

Mesotech model 971 imaging system with 675 KHZ transducer fixed S' abovt tht 
mudline using tripod deployed from tht diving vessel. Range of unit Is 300' 
radius. 

PI-A43 27 6/25/91 
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Jt. II UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT Of TNI INTERIOR 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

SUNi RY NOTICES ANO REPORTS ON WELLS 

(Ml ? N VWNt G otfMjr 

NAME C « OPERATOR 

•sMERADA iESS CORPORATION 
3. ACOMEMOP JPIRATOR rVAtoj fmm m 

IT01 Louisiana, Suite 700 

Acta: D.E. Clark 

Houston, TX 77002 
4 ' i V A T i f » i ) F W E U | , „ , m m , l f ) i i M g l , i , n i - m J i j j i i s j 

A T S U N P A C E 2831* FEL 4 5981' FSL of North Padra laland A43 
AT TOP PROC. INTERVAL: 
AT TOTAL OEPTH: 

I 5 u H ' . K A P P R Q P A l A T I SOX TO •NOrCATf. N A T U R I 0 0 NOTrCI . ASPOAT OA OTMiA O A T * 

REO cST POR APPROVAL TO: 
ACIOIZE • 
REPAIR WELL G 
PULL OR ALTER CASINO G 
MULTIPLE COMPLETE Q 
CHANGE ZONES G 
PERFORATE G 
PERMANENT ABANDONMENT JJ 
TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT G 
ARTIFICIAL LIFT H 
(Ctharl 

SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF 
G 
G 
• 

a 
G 
G 
G 

a 
G 

S. LSAS lNO. 

OCS-G 8076 
• • A R E A * BLOCK 

North Padra laland AAI 
1. WELL NO. 

#2 
A UNIT AOR I S M I N T 

N / A 

WILDCAT 
10 

E X P L O H A T I O * S J 

DEVELOPMENT G 

11. AOJACIMT STATI 

Taxas 

12. API NO. 

42-713-40049 
13. I L I V A T I O N S 

RXB 308 ' DF 
14 MATER OEPTH 

213' 

INOTI R 
it 

wssKaal 
330.) 

1A OlStr I P R O P O I I O OR COtAPClTSO OPtFIATlONS KlSSfN «ato oM 
• w > O f l l . I f WON i l OMi I o«S truo *ori i 

I Omtt of HortiMf f w 
t o t f i ia 

SutMurfaos Safety Vsros: Msnu. and Tyt» Sst# < 

2^ 
T ~ r ,—^.^ „. ° 

siONio P . * . Clark k4*. J ~ C r J L . l TITLI Sanlor D T I U I M e^ lnoar OATE 06/27/91 

MAPPROV 
BFCONOITI 

(T>n »<n far Foasrai ar SON* atttas oa* 

SO TITLE _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ m m O A 1 1 

O l T I O N S O f APPROVAL i f ANV 

PUBUC INFORMATION 
USOSCOMO S O J I 
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APPENDIX B 

NMFS CORRESPONDENCE 

s 
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JUL 2 5 :S33 

Mr. William 0. Bettanbera 
Diractor 
Minerals Management Service 
U.S . Depertaent of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Deer Mr. Bettenberg: 

Encloeed ie the Biological Opinion prepared by the National 
Marine Fisheries Service (N*.FS) pureuent to Seetion 7 of the 
Endangered Speciee Act (ESA) concerning potential iapacta on 
endangered end threatened epeclee aeeociatad with reaovel of 
cer te in o i l and gee platforra end related etructurea in tha Oulf 
of Mexico (GOM) ueing exploeivee. 

This "etanderd" consultation cover a only thoee reaovel 
operetlone that aeet specif ied c r i t e r i a pertelning to the eize 
of explosive cherge uaed, detonation depth, and nuaber of blasts 
per structural grouping. Conaultetlon auet be in i t ia ted on a 
case-by-caee beeia for e l l dismantling operetlone requiring the 
use of explosives that do not asst ths sstabllshsd cr l t s rxe . 

NMFS concludse thet structurs reaovale in the COM thst f e l l 
. v i t h i n the established c r i t e r i a srs not l l k s l y to jeopardize the 
continued exletencs of l ieted spsolss undsr ths jur i sd ic t ion of 
NMFS. However, i t i a our opinion that ths propossd act iv i t i ee 
asy rssult ln ths Injury or aortal i t y of endangered end 
threatened eee t u r t l a a . Therefore, pureuent to Section 7(b)(4) 
of ths ESA, vs have eet%bllshed a low level of incidental take, 
which is cusulativs for a l l rsaovals oovsrsd by th i s 
consultation, and t a n a and conditions nscessary to a in ia i t e end 
aonitor any iapacta, should they occur. Ths terse snd 
conditione ara contained ln tha encloeed ineidentel teke 
eteteasnt. Alas enclosed i s a l i s t of ponding consultstlone 
that aeet, with notad exceptions, ths c r l t s r i s ss tsbl l shsd ln 
the "standard" consultation. Thie biological opinion and the 
mitigating aeasures end tsras snd conditions centslnsd ln the 
re lated incident* t sks steteaent apply to thsss propossd 
reaovel operationa. Therefore, formal coneultatlon i s concludsd 
for these proposed se t ions. 



Consultation must ba r e i n i t i a t e d i f : ( l) tha amount or exter 
of taking specif ied in tho incidental take statement is 
excoeded; (2) now information reveals iapacta of tha eposed 
act iv i t i es that way affect l i s t ed epeciee ln a manner or to ar. 
extent not considered thus far ln our opinions; (3) the 
identified a c t i v i t i e e are codified in a aenner thet causae an 
adverss effect to l i s t ed epeciee not previously considered- or 

— ( 4 ) a new species le lleted or c r i t i c e l hebitat ls designated 
^ that aay be affected by the project . 

Z look torvard to your continued cooperation in future 
coneuications. 

Sincerely, 

Cncloeuree 
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Biological Opinion 

Agency: Minerals Menageoent Service, L.S. Oepertnnnt 
of the Interior 

Activity: Coneultet.on for Reaoval of Cextalr. Out»r Continental 
Shelf Oil tnd Cae Str*u;turee ln tha Culf of Mexico 

Consultation Conducted »y: National Marine Pleheriee Service 
(MMFS) 

Date Ieeued: 

i 

Background Inforaltion: 

In a letter deted Moveaber 19, 19BB, the Mlnerele Management 
Service (MMS) aade an Ini t i a l raqueet for formal coneultatlon 
pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the 
reaovel of an offehore oil and gae platfora located in the 
Federal waters o" ths Culf of Msxico (COM). MMS end NMFS 
determined thet reaoval of oil snd ges platforms and rslatsd 
etructuree in ths OOM msy effect endangered and threatened serine 
epeciee. This "msy affect" determination wee baaed en a poeeible 
relationship betveen endangered and tnreetened eea turtle 
mortalities snd ths dismantling of platforms using exploeivee. 
On November 23, 19St, NMPS iseued the firet of s ssrlss of 
biological oplnione addressing, in detail, ths potential iapacta 
to listed aarine epeciee thst aay occur ss a rssult of OCS 
ebendonment activitiee. 

MMS and NMFS eetabllshsd procedures fer expediting Section 7 
consultatione on platform abandonment activitiee ln the COM 
referred to ss "expedited consultations." relieving thoee 
proeeduree, approximately aa coneultstione heve been completed 
for removal oparatione in the OON region. All of the 
coneultstione heve concluded thet the propoeed abandonment 
activities vara net likely to jeopardise the continued exletence 
of any lieted epeciee, but thet the propoeed activities aay 
reeult ln the Ineidentel taking of endangered snd thrsstsnsd eee 
turtles. 
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The dismantling of platform* and ralatad etructures using 
axplosivat has evolved to a point where a "standard" protocol car 
ce establishsd for removal operations meeting certain" cr i ter ia? 
S^sed jpon removal technlquee aeveloped end reviewed in 
conjunction with the previously conducted "expedited 
consultations," MMS has requested, by letter of May 24, 1911, a 
"generic consul tat ion" that would be applicable to a l l future 
removal operations that f a l l within e dietinct category, defined 
ty apeeific parameters. A category hee been designed to include 
thoee structure types snd removel technlquee moot commonly 
encountered during the expedited consul tationa end dismantling 
operetlone elreedy completed. Since approximately 1000 
structures thet mey be echeduled for future removel f a l l within 
the parasetere of the eetabllahed category, NMPS egreee that a 
"generic" coneultatlon le epproprlete et thie t iae . The 
objective of the consultation le to reduce the administrative 
burden on both MMS and MMFS for conducting repetit ive 
coneultatione on act iv i t iee thet may reeult in e i a i l e r iapacta 
to Hated, species end thet require Identical mitigating measures 
to maintain adequate protection for euch epeciee. Thie 
biological opinion reeponde to MMS' May 24, I9sa, coneultatlon 
requeet. The opinion ls bseed on the beet s c i e n t i f i c end 
commercial dete preeently available end incorporetee information 
froa: 1) previous MMS Summary Evaluationa, 2) previous KMTS 
biological opinions on pletform removel, 3) the s c i e n t i f i c 
l i t erature , and 4) other pertinent and available information. 
Coneultetion muet be re ln i t ie ted l f nev information bseomee 
available concerning impacta to l i s t e d spsciss thst would elter 
the conclusions reached ln th i s opinion or require aodlfication 
of the aeeeuree identif ied ln the attached ineidentel teke 
atataaent. Conaultetlon v i l l continue en a eaee-by-ceee basis 
for those structure reaovale that do not aeet the c r i t e r i a 
establishsd for "etandard" removals. 

Dsscription of Propossd Action: 

The propossd sc t i en lnvelvee tha removal, by exploeive means, of 
offehore e l l and gas structures loeated ln Pedersl vstsrs ln ths 
Gulf of Mexico. Reaoval ef tha etructuree v i l l be ecceapllshsd 
by aaverlng the eupport pil inge, ceiseona, v a i l conductors, e tc . , 
ueing varying amounts of exploeivee to permit eelvage ef the 
etructures. Thia lnvelvee tha plseaaant ef exploeivee inside er 
outelde ef aupporting etructuree and detonating ehsrgss pr i sar i ly 
ueing e lectronical ly controlled signale. 

Thie "generic" coneultetion considers only thoee reaovel 
operstlons thet aeet certain c r l t e r i s pertaining to the s i te ef 
the exploeive cherge ussd, dstonetion depths, snd number ef 
bleete per s tructural grouping. The speci f ic c r i t e r i a 
established to cover such remevele srs ss follows: 



I) Use of high velocity exploeivee (detonation rata greater 
than 7,600 metere/eecond). 

2} A maximum of eight individual blasts par group of 
detonations with charges staggered at an interval of 0.9 eeconde 
(900 aillleeconde). 

3) Charges aust be eet et e minimum depth of 15 feet below the 
eedlaent surface. Severing of etructuree ebove the eediment 
eurfect "open water" muat be accomplished by mechanical (non-
exploeive) aethoda. 

4) The maximum 
exceed SO pounds. 

eaount of exploeivee per detonetion le not to 

Speciee Occurring ln the Project Areei 

Lleted epeciee under the jur iadic t ion of NMPS 
the project eree: 

that aay occur in 

COMMON MlXt scTeMTirie NAM* STATUS LISTED 

r igh t whele tubalaana o l a e l a l l a E e/2/70 

finback whele E e/2/70 

huapbeck whele fc-^iBttra n-Yiiinflliie E e/2/70 

ee l vhale BAleenootara borealia E •/2/70 

sperm vhale E e/2/70 

green turtle Th fi­ 7/2I/7S 

Kemp's ridley 
t u r t l e 

—BldQfihSlVS a - J B i E 12/2/70 

leetherback 
t u r t l e 

rrmrarhslys fiarUfiAA E i /2 /70 

loggerheed 
t u r t l e 

Caretta QALMUM Th 7/2S/7S 

hevkebl l l 
t u r t l e 

iretaochelve iabrieata E e/2/70 

• A l l of the U.S. green turtle populetiene ere lieted ae 
threetened except the Florida breeding population, vhich ie 
lieted ee endengered. 
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No critical habitat has baan designated in the project area for 
the above speclee. 

Assessment of Impacts: 

Baaed upon their known distribution end ebundance ln the COM, 
endangered whalee ere believed unlikely to occur in the vicinity 
of the propoaed structure reaoval activitiee, end, therefore, 
unlikely to be edvereely effected by the propoeed ectlon. 

Previoue NMFS biological oplnlone (November 23, 1986 and February 
24, 1917) have addressed, in deteil, reaovel of etructuree ln the 
GOM. Accounte of endangered end threatened epeciee which occur 
in the project area, end the "Aeeeeeaent ef Xapecte" contelned ln 
theae prior oplnlone aleo apply te thie coneultetion end ere 
Incorporated by reference. 

Zn eummery, the oplnlone referenced above acknowledge the 
exiatence ef e poeeible relationship betveen the uee of 
underwater exploeivee in removing platforms and releted 
etructuree end the occurrence ef etrended eea turtiee, marine 
mammele (Tursiops truncatus! and fieh. Limited experimanta 
conducted by NMFS, Galvaeton Laboratory cc firm that eea turtiee 
(end other aarine vertebretee) found ln proxlaity te petroleua 
platforms cen ba injured or killed by reaoval operatione 
employing underwater exploeivee (Xlima, 19S4). 

Technology moat commonly used ln the diaaantling of platforms 
includee: bulk exploeivee, eheped exploeive chargee, mechenlcel 
and abrasive cuttere end underweter are cutters. The uee ef bulk 
exploeivee hae become the industry'e standard procedure for 
severing pillnge, well conductora and relstsd supporting 
etructures (approx. vol use). When using bulk chargee, the 
inelde of the etructure can be jetted out to et lssst IS fsst 
below ths sediment floor to sllov placeaent of exploeivee inside 
of the etructure, reeult ing in a decreeee ln the lapulee end 
p.eeeure forcee releaeed into tha watar column upon detenetion. 
The uee of high velocity eheped ehergee ls reported to have eoae 
adventages ever bulk exploeivee and hae been uaed ln combination 
with ana Her bulk chargee. The cutting ection obtained by e 
shaped charge la eccomplished by focusing the exploeive energy 
with e eonleal metal l i e liner. A maior advantage eeeoclated vith 
uae of high velocity ahaped chergee ie thet a smaller amount of 
exploeive charge la required te eover the etructure, vhich eleo 
reeulte in reductlone in the lmpulee end preeeure forcee releesed 
into the vater column. Use of aechsniesl cutters end underweter 
ere cuttere is succsssful in seme elrcumetaneee snd de not 
produce the lmpulee end preeeure forcee aeeecieted vith 
detonation of exploeivee, however, theee methods srs, ln most 
lnstsncss. sore time conauming, costly and mere haxardoue to 
divere. As e reeult, theee methods ere not usad on s routine 
beele (MMS Report on Platform Removel Technlquee). 
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Based upon data obtained during previously conducted "expediter" 
consultations on platform removals, the following ls a comparison 
cf the types of explosives most likely to be used in the proposed 
removal operetione: 

^plQalYfi Detonating Vflocitv. Brisar.ee 

PDX approx. a,199 m/eec. 1.3 5 

C-4 approx. 8,001 m/sec. 1.15 

Comp.-B approx. 7,803 n/eec. 1.32 

• Brieance ie the measure of ehettering rower ee compared to Trt? 
which haa brlsence of 1.00. (MMS Rape on Platform Removal 
Technlquee, 198 6.) 

The propoeed reaovel operetione will be eccoapllehed ueing high 
velocity exploeivee. Uee of thie type of exploeive cherge ehould 
minimize the duration ef the iapulee and preeeure forcee produced 
by detonetlon of the chergee, while providing the amount of force 
reguired to eover the etructuree. According to MMS, restricting 
the grouping of detonatlone te eight individual blaete per group 
and eteggerlng bleete by 0.9 eeconde (900 alllleeconde) v i l l 
minimize the area effected by the blaete and euppreee pheeing of 
ehock wavet. thereby decreasing the cumulative effacte of the 
blests. Zn addition, elnce a l l detonatlone v i l l occur at leeet 
15 feet below the sediment eurfece end no aore then SO pounde of 
exploeivee per bleet v i l l be permitted, the aaount of reeldual 
energy releaeed into the marina environment ehould be reduced 

• elgnificantly. Aa a reeult, NMPS believes thet minimal ahock and 
lmpulee forcee w i l l be releeeed ln the vicinity ef removal 
operetione at any given time. 

To date, of approximately 44 previously eondueted ceneultetiene 
covering abandonment activitiee, about 33 etructure reaovale heve 
been coapleted. lach removel operation was monitored by MMPS 
obeervere end wee conducted ueing epproprlete mitigating 
measures. At tarn preeent time, eight turtiee have been elghted 
ln areas near etructurea being dlament led, at leeet tve of vhich 
were green turtiee. Of the eight documented eightlnge, ene turtle 
was reported to be fleeting on it's beek neer s pletform after 
detonetlon of chart.ee, epperently etunned or injured. Ne ether 
incidente ef eae turtle injury or mortality heve been reported. 
Therefore, NMPS be1levee thet the propoeed ectlene ere not likely 
to reeult ln eignifieent adveree lapacte te endangered and 
thraetened eee turtle populetione. 
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Conclusions: 

Based on ths sbcvs, i t is our opinion that reaoval of platforma 
and ralatad structures in tha GOM i s not likely to jeopardiis t 
continued exletence of threatened end endangered species under' 
the juriadiction of MMFS. However, NMFS concludee thet the 
proposed a c t i v i t i e e say reeult in the injury or sortelity of 
loggerhead, Kemp's ridlsy, green, hewkebill end leatherneck 
turtiee. Therefore, pureuant to Section 7(b)(4) of tha ESA we 
heve establishsd s low ls v s l of incidsntal teke end terme and 
conditione neceoeary to sin imi i s end monitor thie Impact. 
Compliance vith thoss tsrme end conditions l s ths rssponelblllt 
of MMS end the permit applicant. 

Reinitiation of Consultation: 

Consultation must be reinitiated l f : 1) the amount or extent of 
taking epeclfled ln the incidental take etatement ia met or 
exceeded; 2) nev information reveele iapacta of the project that 
mey effect lieted epeciee in e menner or to en extant not 
conaldered ln thlm opinion; 3) the identified a c t i v i t i e s ere 
modified in e menner thet causes en edveree effect en listed 
epeciee not prevlcuely coneidered; or 4) a nev epeclea ie liste d 
or c r i t i c a l habitat le deeignated that may be effected by the 
propoeed a c t i v i t i e e . 
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INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT 

Section 7(b)(4) of the Endangered Species Act requires that when 
e prorosed egency ection ie found to be coneietent with Section 
7(e)(2) of the Act end the propoeed ectlone eay incidentally take 
individuals of lieted epeciee, NMFS will ieeue * statement that 
apeclfiee the impect (aaount or extent) of euch Incidental 
taking. Ineidentel taking by the Federel egency or applicant 
that complies vith ths specified terae end conditione of thia 
statement ie authorised end exempt froa tha taking prohibitlone 
of the ESA. 

Besed on etranding records, ineidentel capturee eboerd commercial 
ehrimp veeeele and historical dete, five speclee of eee turtiee 
ere known to occur ln northern Oulf of Mexi-.-) vetere. Current 
available information on the reletienehlp between e'* turtle 
mortality end the uee of high-velocity exploeivee t move oil 
platferae indicates thet Injury and/or deach of r -ties may 
reeult frfen the propoeed actions. Therefore, pi to Section 
7(b)(4) of the ISA, en incidental take 'by iiMun jrtality) 
ltvel or one documented Reap'* ridley, green, navAeblll or 
leatherback turtle or tan l.>g%*rhe*i turtiee ii eet fer e l l 
reaoval operetlone conduct'under tne t<»r«e arid conditione ef 
thie ineidentel teke etateaant. fh* lave ef taking epeclfled 
here ie cumulative for e l \ reaovel* i*f.v»f by thie conaultetlon. 
If the ineidentel take aeet* cr »,;*seedr. apucifled level, MMS 
muet reinltiete consult. -.Jen. The So . r / * i Region, NMFS, v i l l 
cooperete vith MMS in t\e -oviev * • 'rvadant to determine the 
need for developing "further mi^M^^ 3a#!«*murms« 

The reeeoneble end prudent »»«.urwe that; NMFS believe* are 
necessary to minimize the impact of incidental taklnge heve been 
dlecueeed vith MMS and v i l l ba incorporated in the reaovel deelgn 
for "standard" etructure removala. The felloving terms end 
conditione ere eetabllahed for theee remove le to implement the 
identified mitigation aeeeuree and to document the incidental 
takt ehould euch take occuri 

1) Qualified obaerver(e), aa approved by MMPS, auet be uaed to 
aonitor the araa around the elte prior to, daring end efter 
detonetlon of chargee. Obeerver coverage v i l l begin 4S heure 
prior to detonetlon of chargee. Xf eea turtles ere observed in 
the vicinity of the pletform end thought te be reeident et the 
elte, pre- end poet •detonation diver eurveye FAiet be conducted. 
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2) On deye that bleeting operations occur, a 3C-mir.ute aerial 
s-rvey euet be conducted within ona hour before and one hour 
after each bleeting epiaode. The MMFS-approved observer and/or 
rfM/S or.-alte pereonnol (MMFS employee only) auat be used to check 
for the presence of turtiee and. lf possirle, to identify 
epeciee. If weather conditions (fog, excessive winds, etc.) make 
it impossible to conduct aeriel eurveys, bleeting activitiee ray 
be allowed to proceed if epproved by the MMFS end/or MMS 
pereonnol on-eite. 

3) If eee turtiee ere observed ln the vicinity of the platform 
(within 1000 yerde of the elte) prior to detoneting chargee, 
bleeting will be deleyed until ettespte ere succsseful ln 
removing thaa et leeet 1000 yerds froa ths blsst s i t s . Ths 
aerial eurvey must bs repeetsd prior to resuming dstonatlon of 
chargee. 

4) Detonetlon of exploeivee will occur no eooner then 1 hour 
following eunrlss snd no later then 1 hour prior to euneet. 
However, If i t ls detsmined by MMFS and/or MMS on-slts pereonnol 
thet epeclel clrcusatancee justify s sodification of thsss tins 
rsstrlotions snd thst suoh aodification ls not llksly to 
sdvsreely iapact listed epeciee, blasting say be allowed to 
proceed eutelde of thie tiae frame 

5) During e l l diving operetlone (working divee se required in 
the couree of the reaovale), divere will be instructed te eesn 
ths subeurfaee sress eurrounding the pletform (bleeting) eltee 
for turtiee end aarine aaaaals. Anv sightings aust be reported 
to the NMFS or MMS on-site personnel. Upon coapletlon of 
bleeting, divere auat report end etteapt te recover eny eighted 
injured or deed eee turtles or aarine aaaaals 

€) Charges auat bs stsggsrsd O.f sseonde (soo alllleecende) 
fer eeeh group of etructuree, to minimise the cumulative effecte 
of the bleeta. Zf a removel operation lnvelvee multiple 
groupings of etructuree, the interval between detonetlon of 
chargee for eech group should me minimised te evold the 
"chumming" effect, whenever euch intervale exceed so-ainutes, 
the eerlal eurvey auat be repeated. 

7) The uae of scare ehergee ehould be evoided to ainlalse ths 
"chumming effect." Uee ef seer* charges may be allowed only l f 
ar- roved by the MMFS end/or MMS on-site pereonnol. 

•) A report eummerltlng the reeulte of the reaovel end 
mitigation measuree must bs submitted to the MMS Gulf of Mexico 
Region vithin IS vorking dsys of the removel. A copy of the 
report euet be forwsrdsd to NMFS, Southeeet Region. 
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TnlS Incidental teke etatement applies onl/ to endangered end 
threetened eee tur t i ee . In order to allow an incidental take of 
e serine mammal epeciee, the taking suit be authorized under 
Section 101(e)(5) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1973. 
Although Intereet hee been expressed ln obtaining en exception 
euthorlting a H a l t e d teke of dolphine incidental to ebar.donmep-
a c t l v l t l e e , no serine mammal take ie author.zed unt i l appropriate 
smell take regulatlone aie ln piece end releted ^Letters of 
Authoritation" ere ieeued. 
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! Onarator lelAAf A l i i AlfiCiL SLTtfCtUXS 

40 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coapany U.S. 
m 

Inc. lugsws Island 
Varmilion 

354 
1S2 

A 

a 
41 Kerr-McGee Corporation Ship Shoal 2*4 A 

42 Conoco Inc. 
• 

Snip Shoal 
Vara!lion 

200 
242 

A 

a 
4) Hobil exploration and Producing f neapany U.S. 

• 
Inc. moat Caaaron 

• 
132 
101 

I 

c 
44 Tmnnmco O i l Exploration and Production •sot SSS p 

45* Mobil Exploration and Producing Coaa>any U.S. I n c . Hsjina Island 
" Va.-ail ion 
" (heliport) -

Except cappad and pluggad walla "A* 4 -C* Ln VexmillcaWt-B 

119 
74 
• 

C • • 

46 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coopany U.S. Inc. Vac m u le* 74 1 

4 / Saaadan Oil Corporation Calvaeton 241 A 

48 Conoco Inc. 
M 

H 

Grand l a l e 
m 
m 

S3 
54 
47 

A 
3 
4 

49 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coapany U.S. Inc. Main Pass 91 2 

50 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coapany U.S. ARC. South Palto 12 0 

51 Exxon Coapany 
m — 

Naat Oalta 30 i 
i r 

m 

m 
* • 31 

m 

V 

1 
w 

52 Conoco Inc. Wast Delta 45 R-1 

i -



si Mobil Exploration and Producing Conpany U.S. Inc. Bant Caaeron 71 A 
• South Marah 2)5 9 

54 Tenneco O i l Exploration and Production Snip Snoal 199 E 

56* Conoco I n c . • 
• 
Except Meat C^ejeajron-261-A 

Eaat Canernn 
8. Marah, • . Ad 

1)5 
47 

241 

A 
0 
A 

57* Exxon Conpany U.S .A. 
Except Rig* la land Eaat Addition)-AJ42-A 

High l a . , E . Ad A-342 B 

58 BMP Petrolaua High Is land A-307 A 

59 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coaapany U . S . I n c . Eaat Canaron 14 5 

60 FMP Operating Coapeny Seat Caaaaron 4S4 A 

61 Aaoco Production Coapany 8. Mare* Inland ) ) A nr 

• Coneultatlone vhoee nuabara include an aeteriak (•> did not t o t a l l y f a l l under tha 
paraaatera of thia "atandard • consultation, therefore, only taoae reaovala aeeting the 
paranatera ara approved and farther consultation w i l l ba aaoaaawry foe tha exceptiona. 


