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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
I have considered the proposal by Amerada Hess Corporation to
remove Well Stub Nos. 1 and 2, and a three-slot template, North
Padre Island Area, Block A-43, (OCS-G 8076), SEA Nos. ES/SR
91-36/S and 91-37/S. Based on the environmental analysis and
mitigative measures contained in the site-specific environmental
assessment, there is no evidence to indicate that the proposed
action(s) wil" significantly (40 CFR 1508.27) affect the quality
of the human environment if the permit/application is approved
subject to all of the mitigative me: ‘ures. Preparation of an

environmental impact statement is not required.

-
70
/) e
'S o
/\' '4&—————' 5’//0/?f
; Redional Supervisor Date /

Leasing and Environment
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region

ii



TABLE OF CONTENTS

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

I.
AI

II.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WITH MITIGATION
NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE ((S)

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

REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE(S) AS PROPOSED WITH ADDED
MITIGATION

. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS, SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS, AND OTHER

CONSIDERATIONS
PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
1. Environmental Geology and Geologic Hazards
2. Meteorological Conditions
3. Physical and Chemical Oceanography
a. Physical Oceanography
b. Chemical Oceanography
4. Water Quality
5. Air Quality
BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
p I Coastal Habitats
2. Protected, Endangered, and/or Threa:ened Species
a. Birds
b. Marine Mammals
c. Sea Turtles
Birds

Sensitive Marine Habitats




5. Offshore Habitats and Biota
C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS

1. Employment

2. Economics

3 Onshore Support Facilities, Land Use, and Coastal
Communities and Services

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

1. Commercial and Recreational Fisheries
a. Commercial Fisheries
b. Recreational Fisheries

Archaeological Resources

Military Use/Warning Areas and Explosive Dumping
Areas

Navigation and Shipping
Pipelines and Cables
6. Other Mineral Resources
T Human Health and Safety
E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS
IV. PUBLIC OPINION
V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION
VI. BIBLIOGRAPHY AND SPECIAL REFERENCES
VII. PREPARERS 12
VIII.APPENDICES 13
A. AMERADA HESS CORPORATION CORRESPONDENCE 14
B. NMFS CORRESPONDENCE 34

Table 1 - Explosives Proposed by the Operator for the Structure
Removal in North Padre Island Area, Block A-43 11




INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The purpose of this Site-Specific Environmental Assessment
(SEA) is to assess the specific impacts associated with proposed
structure-removal activities. The SEA is 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 is designed to simplify
and reduce the size 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 utilizing data presented in the PEA
to complete the assessment. It presents site-specific 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) is appropriate or whether further assessment of the
proposal is necessary.

Le DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL
A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED :.. "ION WITH MITIGATION

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

Rofcr 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 tc 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 oil and gas structures from Federal waters can be found
in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The operator plans to conduct
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removal activities because the field has been depleted and no
more drilling is planned.

II. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION
A. NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE(S)

An alternative to the proposed structure removal as
originally submitted is non-removal. Non-removal of the
structure would represent a conflict 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
valid 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
0il and Gas Lease Sales 123 and 125 (USDOI, MMS, 1989) and the
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Updated information is also found in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement for Sales 131, 135, and 137
(USDOI, MMS, 1990). It 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 logistical problems associated with
these techniques. Primarily for this reason it 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
MITIGAT LON

It has been determined that the proposed operations fall
within the category of activities 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 this SEA necessary to reduce the likelihood of
death or injury to sea turtles and marine mammals.




The Operator will comply with the terms and condit.ons rf
the Incidental Take Statement in the NMFS generic Biological
Opinion dated July 25, 1988.

The lessee will ensure that all aircraft used in support of
their 0CS operations maintain a minimum altitude of 2,000 feet
over all national wildlife refuges and national park lands.

Transportation operations conducted through Aransas or
Cavello Passes will avoid disturbances ~f the following islands
used for nesting by the endangered biown peiican: Sundown Island
in Matagorda Bay, Second Chain of Island in San Antonio Bay, Long
Reef in Aransas County, and Pelican Island in Nueces County,
Texas.

The operator will contact Chief, Naval Air Training, Naval
Air 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 aircraft traffic into the designated Military Warning
Area W-228 or enter into an agreement with the military
installaticn.

Our anaiysis of the proposal identified no additional
mitigation.

III. 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-removal activities are not in an area of sediment
instability (mud flows, slumps, or slides). Therefore, geologic
conditions are not expected to have an impact on the proposed
structure-removal activities.

2. Meteorological Conditions
No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed

activities. For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.




3. Physical and Chemical Oceanography
a. Physical Oceanography

No impacts 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.

L Air Quality

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

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
1. Coastal Habitats

No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed
activities. For analysis 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 propcsed structure-
removal activities. The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) delineate=s
sensitive areas along the Texas coastline where whoopi- .8
and brown pelicans could be adversely impacted by st
removal support activities. The lessee will ensur 4
aircraft used in support of their OCS operations ° a
minimum altitude of 2,000 feet over all national e refuges
and national park lands. Transportation operatic aducted
through Aransas or Cavello Passes will avoid dist. nces of the
following islands used for nesting by the endangerau !l "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, Texas. The proposed work is not expected
to impact threatened or endangered birds or their habitats.

b. Marine Mammals

A discussion of marine mammals occurring across the Gulf of
Mexico (GOM) and an assessment of the potential impacts of
structure-removal activities on marine mammals can be found in
the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Fritts et al. (1983) conducted
aerial surveys across a 9,514 square mile z—-=2a c® waters lying in
+he central GOM. Results of these surveys . .icc.2 that the
bottlenose Ccolphin is by far the most likelijy ma: ..e 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 removal site. If marine mammals are
detected at the structure-removal site, detonation of the primary
charge would be delayed until the animals are removed from the
ares. In spite of these precautions, a low probability exists
that marine mammals could enter the blast area undetected and
could be injured or killed by the underwater, subsurface
detonations. Such an occurrence is considered highly unlikely
and with the indicated protective mitigation measures, the
proposed structure-removal activities are expectel to have only a
low impact on marine mammals.

c. Sea [lurtles

A discussion of sea turtles occurriag across ti. central and
western GOM and an assessment of the potential impacts of
structure-removal activiti- on sea turtles can be found in the
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). & .Jdes by Fritts et al. (1942) and
Fuller and Tappan (1986) 211 as stranding data from the Sea
Turtle Stranding and Salvay: N=atwork (Teas and Mart.inez, 1990)
indicate that sea turtles occur in the vicinity of the proposed
activities. Definitive information on the probability of
encountering sea turtles at the removal site during removal
operations is scarce. The NMFS and/or MMS observers may be
utilized to look for sea turtles prior to detonation of the
primary charges. If sea turtles are detected at the structure-
removal site, detonation of the primary charges will be delayed
until the animals are removed from the area. As in the case of

" marine mammals, the possibility exists that sea turtles could

enter the blast area undetected, and could be injured or killed
by the underwater, subsurface detonations. This occurrence is
considered highly unlikely, and with the indicated protective
mitigation measures, the proposed structure-removal activities
are expected to have only a low impact on sea turtles. A
cumulative incidental take has been authorized by NMFS for
actions in this category, but with all the precautions to be
taken as mitigating measure(s), it is unlikely that any sea
turtles will be affected by these proposed operations.




. [ 3irds

Impacts are expected to be very low as 2 result of the
proposed activities. Fu. analysis information, see the -“EA
referenced in the Introauction.

4. Sensit.ive Marine Habitats

A discussion of sensitive marine habitats occurring in the
central and western GO¥ and an assessment of the potential
impacts of structurc-iomoval activities on these areas can be
found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The proposed activities zie
located approximately seven miles west of Dream Bank, therefore,
the subject structure removal will not impact any sensitive
marine habitats or their resident biota.

5. Oftshore Habitats and Biota

Impacts ara expected to be low as a .esult of the proposel
activities. For analysis informaticn, see the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.
C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS

1. Employment

Impacts are expected to be very low as a result of the
proposed i.tivities. For analysis information, uee the PEA
referenced in the Imtroduction.

- 1 Econuaics

‘mpacts are expected to be very low as 2 result of the
propos :d activities. For analysis information, see the PEA
referenced in the Introduction.

3. Onshore Support Faci...ias, Land Use, and Cuastal
Communities and Services

The operator has indi:..rZ that they propose to use Corpus
Christi, Texas as the sho:.: 'se to support the proposed
structure-removal activit‘ei. No impacts are expected 23 a
result of the proposed ac*:...ties.

D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
1. Commercial and Recreational Fisheries
a. Commercial Fisheries

For analysis incormation, see the PEA -aferenced in the
Introduction. Sirce the PEA was originally vritten, new concerns
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have emerged .'oncerning “he impacts of explosive structure
removal on re:f fish porulations. On May 9, 1991, the Gulf of
Mexico Fish {anagement Counci! expressed concarn over the
declining s scks i re~f  ish, especially red ~napp:v. They
referred to tihe ntidotil sccounts of finfish kills asnociated
with explosive removal: rn® offshore structures in order to link
these activities with cheir concerns about dec!i-ing populations
of reef fish. They further sucgested that .3 should hold all
explosive structure rew:vals in abeyance until more information
becomes available on the effects o“ these acitivities on tish
stocks. See the PEA (Section on Offshora h:bitats and BRio.2) ‘o
a discussion of fish kills in association with :xplosive
structur. removals.

MMS has declined to hold all exp..s': ' structure ~emcvars in
abeyance citing the regulatory mandate~ ‘o: structure r. mova
and problems with current non-explosiv ' stru~ture removal
methods. MMS has stated a commitment to carry out studies to
assess the impacts of oil and gas stricture removals on Gulf
fisheries reoscurces and the results of these will be used Lo
determine future policies with respect to these activities.

MMS continues to consider the overall impacts of structure
removals or commercial fishing to be low. The MMS polic’ of
encouracing an active rigs-to-reefs program will heip ‘.0 offset
cumulative :tructure-removal impact: to fisheries resources.

R Recreational Fisheries

Impacts are expected to be low as a r'sult Of the proposed
activities. For analysis information, see .ne PEA refs:'enced in
the Introduct.on. See the preceding sectivn for a discus-ion of
fish kills in ossoc. ation with explosive st.-ucture r rsotals.

2. Archaeologica. <esources

Impacts are expe:ted to be low as a result of the proposed
activities. For ana'ysis informeticn, .o? the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.

3. Militery Use/Warning Areas and Expiosive Dumping Areas

The @ ~nv,. . ad structure-removal activities will take place
in Military ¥~ nuing Area W-228. The operator will contact Chief,
Naval hir "~ ining, Naval Air Station, Attention: Lt. Commander
Wi'liams or Lt. Jex, Corpus Christi, Texes 78419-5100, telephone:
(512) 9°9-3927/3902 regarding control of electromagnetic
erissions and operations of boat and’or aircraft traffic into the
designated Military Warning Area W-.28 or enter into an agreement
with the military installation. A description of these ar-as,
their locations and potential impacts of structure-removal




activities on these  -~»3 can be found in the PEA (UsSDJIL, MMS,
1987. No impact in e«p.-~*ed.

4 Nav.gation and Shipping

The proposed structure-removal uctivities in Block A-43

are not located in a vessel fairway or anchorige area.
Striuctures located nearshore may serve as "landmarks" to vessels
or helicopters operating in the area on a regular basis. The
overall impacts of the proposed wo.% on navigation and shipping
is erpected to be very low. Mere iintformation on the i:spacts of
strcrure removal on navi<=ztion and shipping can be founc in the
PEA (LSDOI, MMS, 1987).

5. ripelines and Cables

The PEA (USDOI, MVMS, 198") cont~ir~ a description .1 the
impacts of structur:z rvwmoval on pipelines ard cables. "here are
no existing pipeline 'iithin 15C meters (490 feet) of the
proposed structure-ri.moval activities. The proposed work will
not pose a hazard tu pipelines or cables in the area.

6. Other Mineral Resources

No impacts ar< ex;. ced as a result of the proposed
activities. For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.

7. Human Health and Safety

The PEA (USDOI, MM®, 1987) describes the ha‘iardous
conditions fs- werkers wring structure-removal activities. The
cpe.utor has r-2posed the use of explosive methods to remove the
vuhject structure. Ex:3ting legal and regulatory safety
re.u.renents will keep the impacts o the propcsed work on human
health and safety at a very low level.

E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

A discussion of unavoidabie aiverse impacts can be found in
*} . PEA (VJSDOI, MMS, 1987). 'iwo areas of ongoing concern have
baen the pitential impact to pro*s -ed, threatened, and/or
endangered spccies and pou.ntial iuss of habitat to the marine
environment. 30+*h zopics are discussec in the PEA and previous y
in this documar ¢ /. mure vecent issue of concei 1 has surfaced
regarding t'.. lapa:.e vf explocive st ructure removals on reef
fish stockr. This issue has been p-»riously discussed in this
document. Although the impacts to> commercial and recreational
fisi.eries iu considered to be low, furthir studies information
about this issue should be available in '.ne future. Other
unavoidable adverue impacts are consiZered to be mincr.
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IV. 7™.,°LIC OPINION

A discussion of public conceriirs regarding structure removals
can be found in the PEA (USDOL, MMS, 1987). The proposed
structure removal has generated no comments from the public.

V. CONSULTATION A.'D COORDINATION

In accordance with the provisions of Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act, cthe prop:. =2d structure-removal sperations
are covered by the Biological J;'nion issued Ly NMFS on July 25,
1988, which established a category of "standard" explosive
structure-removal operations. Their comments are included in
Appendix B. Tre NMI'S concluded that this category of structure-
removal activities wil. ot likely jeopardize the continued
existence of any threatened or endangered species under their
purview. Additionally, they concluded that this type of
"standard" structure-remcval activity may result in injury or
mortality of loggerhead, lemp's ridley,gre=n, hawksbill, or
leatherback turtles. Therefore, they establishec a cumulative
level of in:idental takr. and discussed various mecsures necessary
to monitor and minimize this impart (see Appendix B). The NMFS
noted that no incidental taking of marine mammals was authorized
under Section 101 (a) (5) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 in connecticr with this category of &cructure-removal
activities. There ‘ore taking of marine mimmals by the operator
would be prohibited unless they successfu.ly apply for and obtain
a waiver or permit to do so from NMFS.
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Table 1

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

Type of Explosives:
Composition B or C4 bulk charges.
Number and Size of Charges:

One 50-1b charge for Well No. 1, and one 40-1b charge for the
Well No. 2. No explosives will be used to remove the template.

Empl. ~nent of Charges:
Insii, 15-20 feet below the mud line.
Sequencing of Detonation:

Single shots; Each casing stub (Well No. 1 & 2.) will be severed
with a single detonation.
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APPENDIX A
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION CORRESPONDENCE
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AMERADR HESS CORPORATION

1201 LOUISIANA, SUITE 700
HOUSTON. TEXAS 77002-8881
713-480-9770

August 20, 1991

Minerals Management Service
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region IVED
1201 Z1mwood Park 3lvd. RECE
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-239%4 1991
sng 2 2
Attn: Yr. Arvind Shah, 0STS
g . S'. . ..l
Re: Application for Removal of Well Stubs at oo & Sopport
North Padre Island A-43

Dear Mr. 3hah:

N
Attached is an application for removal of two 30" diameter well stubs
and an associated 3-slot template; this application is sent to your
office because the proposed stub removals will involve the use of
explosives. Also attached are the Sundry Notices sent to the [ake
Jackson MMS district office for the well abandonments.

Our mandated deadline for completion of the abandonments is Nov. l,
1991. We would like to complete them as soon as possible, to meet
this deadline and to avoid expensive fall weather downtime.
Therefore, expeditious treatment of this application would be much
appreciated.

Please call Mr. Craig Edel at (713) 752-5910 if you have any
questions,

Sincerely,

el T

J. V. Simon
Manager, Offshore Construction

JCF:dld

cc: D. E. Clark




PROPOSED Q0CS PLATFORM/STRUCTURE REMOVAL

Responsible Party

A. Lease Operator Name Amerada Hess Corparation

Address 1201 Louisiana St., Suite 700

Houston, Texas 77002-5681

Contact Person and Telephone Number

Craig Edel (713) 752-5910

[dentification of Structure to be Removed

A. Platform Name N Wells #1 And #2

3. Location (Lease, Area, Block, and Block Coordinates)
0CS-G-8076, North Padre Island A-43,
Approximately 2838' FEL, 5981' FSL (See Attached Sundr, “otices)

Date Installed (Year) Orilled 1985 & 1986

\

D. Proposed Date of Removal (Month/Year) Sept., 19¢1

s
i
H
g
I
L
L
¢
g
i
E

BT

E. Water Depth 213 Ft.

Description of Structure to be Removed

A. Configuration dAell Stubs - See Wellbore Schematics In Attached

Sundry Notices

Template - See At.ached Drawings (Three Slots)

\

B, 3Size 30" Dia. Well Stubs With Internal Casings - See Attached
___Sundry N.. ces

of Legs/Casings/Pilings Two Stubs




Iv.

J. Jiameter and Wall Thicknoss of _egs/Casings/Pilings

30" Drive Pipe

Are Piles Grouted? N/A Inside or Qu'side? N/A

m
-

F. Brief description of soil composition and c'ndition

Unknown

Purpose

F. Brief discussion of the reason for removing the structure

Abandonment Of Lease

lemoval Method

A. Brief description of the method used
dell Stubs - Sever Each With Explosive Charge And Lift From Site.
Template - Lift From Well Stubiig!;g;p Severing Of Stubs. If
Necessary, Clean Stubs With Water Jet, Or Section Template By Oxy-

Arc Cutting.

o

B. If explosives are tu be used.\?lvide the following:

l. Kinu of Explosives Composition 8 Or C4

N b Wl .

2. Number and Sizes of Charges Total Of 50# Charges
Dew—seas) | JOR C well %21 .

a. Single Shot or Multiple Shots? Single Cra
b. If multiple shots, sequence and timing of detonations 27 A’“
N/A (@ r314

9



N/
3. 3ulk or Shaped Charge? 3ulk

~
Jepth of Detonation Below Mud Line At Least ¢u Fi.

[nside or Jutside Piling? Insid‘ Inner Casing

C. Pre-rRemoval Monitoring Techniques

[s the use of scare charges or rustic devices proposed?
Only [f Requested By v

if yes, provide the following:

a. Number and Kind Sin?le Shot! Consisting OF 5 Ft. %f 50
arains-Per-Foot Primacor tona th _
A Single Electric Blasting Cap. .

b. Size of Charges See Above

¢. Brief description of how, wherc, and when scare char - Lr

acoustic devices will be us:d

Only When Requested By «iFS, And As Directed By Same,

Location Would Be 10 :*, Above Seafloor.

411l divers or acoustic devices be used to conduct a pre-removal
survey to detect presence of turtles and marine mammals? VYes
{f ses, briefly describe the proposed detection method

In Accordance With Incidental Take Statement.

D. 2ost-Removal Monitoring Techniques

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

the detonations? No

a o~
1Lv

| '




Vi

2. Will divers be used %0 survey the area after removal to determine

any effects on marine life? No

3diological Information

[f available provide the results of any recent biological surveys
conducted in the vicinity of the structure. [f available, describe any
recent observations of turtles or marine mammals at the structure site.

- None Available -

:‘?
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FAMERF.OR HESS CORPORRTION

1201 LOUISIANMA, SU'T Y 700
HOUSTON. TEXAS 77004-880"
7i-084-9770

June 27, 1991

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RE CT—-:—W
Minerals Management Service 2 1Y
115 Circle Way ;
iLake Jackson, Texas 77566 5 TS |
Attention: Mr. Edmond Smith, 0 v

District Supervisor R iy '

Subject: North Padre [sland A43
0C5-G 8076, #1 & #2

Dear sir:

In accordance with 30 CFR 250.65, the enclosed Sundry Notice with attachments
is submitted in triplicate for your approval (for each well). 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 'ZSS CORPORATION

W

Sen;or Dri{ling Engineer

DEC-037/jr
Enclosures



| Experes Juiy 31, 19000 UNITED STATES

S LEASE NO.
OEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 0Cs-G 8076
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 6. AREA & BLOCK
North Padre Island A43
SUNDRY NOTICES AND REPORTS ON WELLS 7. WELL %O,
1
0. UNIT AGREEMENT
DO nc e ths form tor OroDOeRie 1@ Nl OF 10 JEREEN o Dlug BACK 1o & i Merent reservosw, Use Form N/A
ViMS-1] ! C for suah oropomie ) 9. FiELD
) - - — WILDCAT
ol well ges well other 10.
T EXPLORATION &
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Acen: D.E. Clark OEVELOPMENT [

1 ADDRESS OF OPERATOA Where ! 2 50
120] iouisiana, Suite 700 Houston, TX 77002

4 LOCATION OF WELL (Report loccion in secordence with ineruetions® and ltem 10.)

AT SURFACE:2838' FEL & 5981' FSL of North Padre Island A43

AT TOP PROD. INTERVAL.:

AT TOTAL DEPTH: 2838' FEL & 598l' FSL of North Padre W

11. ADJACENT STATE
Texas

e —————ert
13. ELEVATIONS

12. API NO.
42-713-40048

RS 308' OF

'S. CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX TO INDICATE NATURE OF NOTICE. AEPORT, OR OTHER DATA

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF:
ACIDIZE

REPAIR WELL

PULL OR ALTER CASING
MULTIPLE COMPLETE
CHANGE ZONES

PERFORATE

PERMANENT ABANDONMENT
TEMPORARY ABANDONME" T
ARTIFICIAL LIFT

(Other)

N RININININ]Y)

LI

14. WATER OEPTH
213"

[ S [ Ry 8 Sy e

INOTE: Report resuits of Muitiple compienion
1one change on Form MMS$.130.)

16. DECSRIBE PROPOSED OR COMPLETED OPERATIONS (Clasriy state ol DEFtinent dewseis, SN gve DErHINEnt dtes, NCLGINg estimated dte of STarTIng any
2ropr ¥ work | wed 18 cirectionaily drilled, give sunsurt0e |2GRTIONS 8N MEBEUT e and true vartic! deths 10r all MBrk r3 and 20NSS PErtINeNt 1O this wo.

STATUS: Well drilled and temporarily abandoned at the mudline by Transco om 01/01/86.
attached schemzric shows current condition of wellbore. Drilling reports

indicate that downhole plugs and testing were parformed in accordance wi-h

all OCS orders.

PLANS: Abandon the wellbore by removing the 30" & 16" casing studs to below the
udline and removing the drilling template. Operations will be performed

using divers and an assist boat.

Subsurtace Safety Vaive: Manu. and Type N/A

¢
®

7. | hereby certify that the-foregosng s true and correct

signep _D-E. Clark T Clad riree Senior Drilling Engineer

06/27/9

(This spece tor Fedaral or Swee office ums)

APPROVED TITLE

DATE

1
oam 20270218
—4A

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL. IF ANY:

ke
i
Form MMD-311 (Mey 1980
(Suseresss USGS Form 131
WRICR Wil AL B9 ued)

*Se INGITUCTIONS ON 1 #verse

CONFIDENTIAL
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Pl-A43

NORTH PADRE ISLAND A-43
WELL #1 & #2
ABANDONMENT PROCEDURE

1. Move onto location wi

th diving support vessel and locate template and
wellhead stubs.

2. Juup divers.

Rig up cables and remove 30" trash caps from #1 and #2
wellbores. :

NG
3. Attach lines to drilling template and puil tempﬁte off well stubs. Pyl
‘*mplate out of water and secure on boat deck.

4. Proceed with cutting stubs s fonoui

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

b. Lower explosive charge into 30" and 16"

stubs and tag up on 10-3/4"
TA cap (maximun charge used will be 50# bulk charge of composition 8
or 4(C4) ).

.

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

d. Jump divers and attach line(s) to 16" and 30"
pull out of water.

Proceed with cutting the stub ofs follows:
k.

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

cut-off sections and

5. Lower explosive charge invo 30" stub and position at 20' BML
(maximum charge will be 504 bulk charge of cmposition B g(ré (&Q)).

ls 'f;(-! k"“—:~ -—Q
€. Qetonate charge and saver the 30" at E' BML, ™ e

d. Jum a.ver and attach line to 30" cut-off section and puil from
ﬂ.t.ro

6. Verify location is clear of debris for a 300" radius using sonar scan.

SONAR EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS:

Mesotech model 971 imaging system with 675 KNZ transducer fixed 5' above the

mudline using tripod deployed from the diving vessel. Range of unit is 300'
radius.

Do
oo

6/25/91
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P T N e U .
«erAATMENT OF THE INTERIOR 0CS-G 8076
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 6. AAEA & sLOCK
B e —~ North Padre Island ALY
SUNDRY NOTICES AND REPORTS ON WELLS 7 wamo,
sl
6. UNIT AGREEMENT
(00 ASt wee th lorm ler SrepaElie *e @M &F 10 GEREEN o Diug Back 10 8 G srent reservaer. Use Form N/A
VIMS-131C for wenh propemie ) 9. FIGLD
N — — — WILDCAT
ol well s wetl (J other 10.
1. NAME OF OPERATOR Ex'LOM'ﬂON n
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Aten: D.E. Clark DEVELOPMENT

1 ADORESS OF OPERATOR 'Where 7
1201 Louisiana, Suite 700 “Houston, TX 77002

11 ADJACENT STATE

Texas
4. LOCATION OF WELL (Report iocetion in accordance with instrustions® and ltem 16.)

AT SURFACE: 2838"' FEL & 5981' FSL of North Padre Island A4) A 1540048

AT TOP PROD. INTERVAL: 13. ELEVAT

AT TOTAL DEPTH: AKS 308’ OF
15, CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX TO INDICATE NATURE OF NOTICE, REPORT OR OTHER DATA | 14. WATER DEPTH
AEQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF: 213’
ACIDIZE =] —
REPAIR WELL -] c
PULL OR ALTERCASING =) =
MULTIPLE COMPLETE (. =) (INOTE: Report rosuits of MuUitBie EEMEIenion o
CHANGE ZONES c a i
PERFORATE 4 (e
PERMANENT ASAN™ )NMENT X -
TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT - o
ARTIFICIAL LIFT a -
(Other)

16. OESCRIBE PRCPOSED OR COMPLETED OPERATIONS (Clasrty stare Sl partinent detmds, 5nd ghe PErtnent dstes, /naluding sstwmated date of Rarting any
ProSeesd work. |f wei 1§ drecnonsily Orilled. grve nbwriese IOEmNOns Snl MEsEUred SN tTUe vErtien! depthe for &l MErkers nd JOASE PEFTINGAT 10 TN WOrk

oeurface Sefety Vaive: Manw. and Type S @
‘lwmwm foregong is true and correst
veo D-E. Clark Clod  nrig Seolor Drilling Engineer oarg  06/27/91
‘w (Thes wame tor Fogwrel o Sare off e was
[1.] TTLe DATE

‘OITIONS OF APPROVAL. IF ANY:

sy 1080
vias Ferm %331

PUBLIC INFORMATION




UNITED STATES S. LEASE NO.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 0CS-G 8076
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 6. AREA & BLOCK
North Padre Island A4
SUNDRY NOTICES AND REPORTS ON WELLS 7. WELL NO. .
#2

8. UNIT AGREEMENT
(Do not use this farm for DropoESiS 10 ANl OF 1O JERES” or Diug Dack 10 & aifferent reservow. Use Form N/A
MMS-131C for sueh propomsis.) 9. FIELD
e e — —
] I WILDCA
ol well gas well a other 0 L3

1
2 NAME OF OPERATOR EXPLORATION T
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION Attn: D.E. Clark DEVELOPMENT [
1. ADDRESS OF OPERATOR (Where form © compieted) 11. ADJACENT STATE
1201 Louisiana, Suite 700 Houston, TX 77002
4. LOCATION OF WELL (Report iocetion in scrordence with ietrustions® and Item 18.) Texas
12. API NO.

ATSURFACE: 2831' FEL & 5981' FSL of North Padre Island A4} e
AT TOP PROD. INTERVAL.: 13 iiv:li:oo“
AT TOTAL DEPTH: 4132' FEL & 9258' FSL of North Padre Islm ' Rkp 308' OF

15, CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX TO INDICATE NATURE OF NOTICE. REPOAT. OR OTHER DATA 14. WATER DEPTH
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF: 213’
ACIDIZE =
REPAIR WELL

PULL OR ALTER CASING
MULTIPLE COMPLETE
CHANGE ZONES

PERFORATE

PERMANENT ABANDONMENT
TEMPORARY ABANDONMENT
ARTIFICIAL LIFT

(Other)

6. DESCRIBE PROPOSED OR COMPLETED OPERATIONS (Clearty mate all partnent detssis, Snd ive DErtINent dates, :Naluding estimates dete of Tarming an
PrOPoses work. | well s dvectionsily aniied, grve DU 80N OCBNIONS Snd MEssUred SN 1TUe vertical depthe for 8l MBrkers and JONES DEFTINGNT 1O this

STATUS: Well drilled and temporarily abanioned at the mudline by Transco om 01/29/86.
. Attached schematic shows current condition of the wellbore. Drilling reports
indicate that downhole plugs and testing were performed in accordance with
all OCS orders.

dblﬂ-ﬂ ‘

INOTE: Repon resuits of Muitiple completion
10ne changs on Form MMS-130.)

Lugauuocil
- .

Ubsutoooo

Abandon :he wellbore by removing the 30" stub to below mudline and removing
the dril.ing template. Operacions will be performed using divers and an
assist -cat.

- -

N/A

¢
®

118

Subsurface Safety Vaive: Manu. and Type

7. | hereby certify that the foregoing 18 true and correct
songo DK Clarm nTLE Senior Dri

This weee tor Feders! or Staee office uee)

CONFIDENTIAL
¢

:

APPROVED TITLE
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, IF ANY:

Form MME-231 (Mey 19E0
(Sugersates USGS Form $33)1
whigh witl not Do vees)




NORTH PADRE ISLAND A-43
WELL #1 & #2
ABANDONMENT PROCEDURE

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

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

Attach lines to drilling template and pull template off well stubs. Pull
template out of water and secure on boat deck.

Proceed with cutting stubs of Well #1 as follows:

d.

b-

Ce

d.

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

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

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

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

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

0.

C.

de.

Verify top of 16" TA cap at 25' BML.

Lower explosive charge into 30" stub and position at 20' BML
(maximum charge will be S0# bulk charge of composition B or 4 (C4)).

Detonate charge and sever the 30" at 10' BML.

Jump diver and attach line to 30" cut-off section and pull from
water.

6. Verify location is clcar of debris for a 300' radius using sonar scan.

SONAR EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS:

Mesotech model 971 imaging system with 675 KHZ transducer fixed 5' above the
mudline using tripod deployed from the diving vessel. Range of unit is 300

radfus.

Pl-A43

6/25/91
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| npuren Juty 31, 1908 UNITED STATES S LEASE NnO.
' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 0CS-G 8076
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SEAVICE 6. ARGA & BLOCK
=4 North Padre Island Ab)
' SUNL RY NOTICES AND REPORTS ON WELLS 7. WELL NO.
2

0. UNIT AGASEMENT
wm_mmuo“runwnmvnmx-uw-.no-uﬂm--n-.u-i-m N/A

VMS-131-C for suen propor-'y ) 9. FIELD
e

1 - WILDCAT
ol well ges well a other 10.

2. NAME CF OPERATOR EXPLONATION &J
SMERADA {ESS CORPORATION Attn: D.E. Clark DEVELOPMENT (]
. ACORESS OF JPERATOR Wherw form @ compisted) . ADJACENT STATE
1291 Louisiana, Suite 700 Houston, TX 77002
LOCATION JOF WELL (Repert iocetion in sovordonss with metrustions® and [tem 13.)

Texas
- \ 12 API NO.
AT SUMFACE: 2831' FEL & S5S981' FSL of North Padre Island A2 42-713-40049
AT TOP PRO(. NTERVAL: 13. ELEVATIONS
AT TOTAL DEPTH: Axs JO8'

18. CH (K APPROPAIATE 00X TO INDICATE NATURE OF NOTICE. REPORT, OR OTHER DATA |14 nnm.m
REQ <ST FOR APPROVAL TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF: 213
ACIDIZE 3
REPAIR WELL
PULL OR ALTERCASING
MULTIPLE COMPLETE
CHANGE ZONES
PERFORATE

' PERMANENT ABANDONMENT
TEMPORARY ASANDONMENT
ARTIFICIAL LIFT

INOTE. Report remuits of Muitusle comaienon o
1ona changs on Form MMS 130.)

0suaoogon
Laooaaaadit

r

L

'lOlmﬂ
18. DESC ¥ PROPOSED OR COMPLETED OPERATIONS IClanrty nate sl DErtinent dewss, nd gae SOrtinent dates. iNGuiing estwmated aate of Rarting any
PRL s Ok if well 11 Svecionaily dniled, 9rve MBI E0D IOETIONS AT MEBEUred and (TUe vartianl Gogthe for Bl MErkers SNE TONES PEFTINGNT 10 this work.

lSut-mu- Safety Vaive: Manu. and Type e

Lo
'7. | hereby cerufy hat 18 true end comect 235
',,a,,,, D.E. Clark € rod nne Senior Drilling Bngineer  oars ___06/27/91

(This aee tor Feders! or S0000 ofthee wanl

0 TIT % DATE
TIONS OF APPROVAL, IF ANY:

i PUBLIC INFORMATION

Form MME-331 (May 1063
(Svesredes UEGS Form 5331
wnish wil Aot B9 vess)

*Sor INEITUCTGNS O FOVErae
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e >
/_V \ aNI‘TED %uns DFPURTMENT OF COMMCICE
7 = = ational Oceanic and Atmospheric Agm n, ‘
\ $ ‘ NATIONAL MARINE ESHERIES SER. ! dmin.etrat.on
i / | “wasrrguan JC 202798
wrgy @

JUL 25 533

Mr. William D. Bettenbera
Cirector

Minerals Management Service
U.S. Department of the Interior
washingten, D.C. 20240

Dear Mr. Bettenberg:

Enclosed is the Biclogical Opinion prepared by the National
Marine Pleheries Service (N'.FS) pursuant to Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) concerning potential impacts on
endangered and threatened species associated vith removal of
certain oil and gas platforms and related styuctures in tha Gulf
of Mexico (GOM) using explosives.

This “"standard" consultation covers only those resoval
cperations that meat specified criteria pertaining to the size
of explosive charge used, detonation depth, and number of blasts
per structural grouping. Consultation musat be initiated on a
case-by-case basis for all dismsantling operations requiring the
use of explosives that do not meet the established criteraia.

NMFS concludes that structure removals in the GOM that fall

.within the established criteria are not likely to jeopardize the

continued existence of listed species under the jurisdiction of
NMFS. Hovever, it is our opinion that the proposed activities
may result in the injury or mértality of endangered and
threatened sea turtles. Therefors, pursuant to Section 7(b) (4)
of the ESA, ve have established s low level of incidental take,
which is cumulative for all removals covered by this
consultation, and terms and conditions necessary to minimize and
monitor any impacts, should they occur. The terss and

~conditions are contained in the enclosed incidental take

statement. Also enclosed is a list o! pending consultations
that meet, vith noted exceptions, the criteria established in
the "standard® consultation. This bioclogical opinion and the
mitigating measures and terms and conditions contained in the
related incident:' take statement apply to these proposed
removal operations. Therefore, formal consultation 1s concluded
for these proposed actions.

{

¢ Years Sumulating America s Progress o 19|.‘-h°"
J




Ccnsultation nust be reinititated {f: (1) the amount or exter:

of taking specified in the incidental take staterert ‘s
excoeded: (2) new information reveals impacts of the iposed
act.ivities that may affect listed species in a marrer or to a-n
extent not considered thus far in our opinions; (3) th:e
identified activities are modified in a manner that causes an
aiverse effecc to listed species not previously considered: or
(4) a new species is listed or critical habitat i{s des:g-ated
trat may be affected by the project.

I look forwvard to your continued cooperation in future
consu.cations.

Sincerely,

mes W. Brennan
ssistant Adainistrator
for Pisheries

Enclosures




Biological Opinion

Agency: Minerals Mznagement Service, U.S. Cepartm- - =
of the Intarior

Aczivity: Consultat.on for Remuvazl of Ceitaln Qutar Continental
Shelf Oil and Cas Stru .-uces in -ha Gulf of Mexico

Consultation Conducted Qy: ‘“ational Marine Pisheries Service
(NMPS)

Date Issued:

l
Background Information:

In a letter dated November 19, 1986, the Minerals Management
Service (MMS) made an initial raquest for formal consultation
pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the
removal of an offshore 0il and gas platfora located in the
Federal vaters o the Gulf of Mexico (GOM). MMS and NMPS
deternined that removal of oil and gae platforms and related
structures in the GOM may affect andangered and threataned marine
species. This "may affect"” determinstion vas based on a possible
relationship betwveen endangered ind tnreatened sea turtle

‘mortalitiss and the dismantling of platforms using explosives.

On November 25, 1986, NMPS issued the first of a series of
biological opinions addressing, in detail, the potential impacts
to listed marine species that may occur as & result of 0OCS
abandonment activities.

MMS and NMFS established procedures for expediting Section ?
consultations on platfora abandonaent activities in the GOM
referred to as * ited consultaticns.” Following those
procedures, approximately ¢4 consultations have been completed
for removal operations in the GOM region. All of the
consultations have concluded that the proposed abandonsent
activities vere not likely to jeopardize the continued existence
of any listed species, but that the proposed activities may
result in the incidental taking of endangered and threatensd sea
turtles.




T-e dismantling of platforms and related structures 481ng
éxplosives has evolved to a point where a "standard" »rzzocs. za=
ce established for rezoval cperations reeti:ng certain cr-iter:a.
Z:sed upcn reasoval techniques ceveloped and revie<ed 1in
Tzrnjunction with the previously conducted "expedited
Sonsultations, " MMS has requested, by letter of May 24, 1983, a
"jeneric corsultation” that would be applicable to all fiture
removal cperaticns that fall within a distinct category, defined
ty specific parameters. A category has been designed to include
those structure types and removal techniques most conmnmonly
encountered during the expedited consultations and dismantling
cperations already completed. Since approximately 1000
structures that may be scheduled for future removal fall within
the parameters of the established category, NMFS agrees that a
"ganeric" consultation is appropriate at this time. The
objective of the consultation ie to reduce the administrative
burden on both MMS and NMFS for conducting repetitive
consultations on activities that may result in similar impacts
to liuto% species and that require identical mitigating measures
to maintain adeguate protection for such species. This
biological opinion responds to MMS’ May 24, 1988, consultation
request. The opinion is based on the best scientific and
commercial data presently available and incorporates information
from: 1) previous MMS Summary Evaluations, 2) previous NMFS
biological opinions on platform removal, 1) the sclentific
literature, and 4) other pertinant and available information.
Consultation must be reinitiated if nev information beconmas
available concerning impacts to listed species that would alter
the conclusions reached in this opinion or require modificatior
of the measures identified in the attachod incidental take
statement. Consultation will continue on a case-by-case basis
for those structure removals that do not meet the criteria
.established for "standard" removals.

Description of Proposed Action:

The proposed action involves the removal, by explosive means, of
offshore 0il and gas structures located in PFederal waters in the
Gulf of Mexicoe. Removal of the structures will be accoamplished
by sovorxnt the support pilings, caisscns, well conductors, etc.,
using varying amounts of explosives to perait salvage of the
structures. This involves the placement of explosives inside or
outside of supporting structures and detonating charges primarily
uesing electronically controlled signals.

This "generic" consultation considers only those removal
operations that meet certain criteria pertaining to the size of
the explosive charge used, detonation depths, and number of
blasts per structural grouping. The specific criteria
established to cover such removals are as follows:
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1) Use of high velocity explosives (detonation rate greater
than 7,600 meters/second).

2) A maximum of eight individual blasts per group of
detonations with charges staggered at an interval of 0.9 seconds
(900 milliseconds).

J) Charges must be set at a minimum depth of 15 feet below the
seciment surface. Severing of structures above the sedirent
surfacs "open water" must be accomplished by mechanical (non-
explosive) methods.

4) The maxisum amount of explosives per detonation is not to
exceed 50 pounds.

Species Occurring in the Project Area:

Listed lppcioo under the jurisdiction of NMPS that may occur in

the project area:

COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME LISTED

right whale Eubalasna glacialis 6/2/70
inback wvhale Balasnoptara phyaalus 6/2/70

huopback whale ¥agaptera novasangliae 6/2/70

sei wvhale Balasnoptara borsalis 6/3/70

.sperm vhale Ehyastar catodon 6/2/70

grean turtle 7/28/78

Kemp’s ridley 12/2/70
turtle

leatherback é/2/70
turtle

loggerhead 7/28/78
turtle

hawksbill 6/2/70
turtle

*All of the U.S. green turtle populations are listed as
threatened axcept the Florida breeding population, which is
listed as endangered.




No critical habitat has been dasignated {(n the pro‘ect area f-r
the above species.

Assessaent of Impacts:

Based upon their known distribution and abundance in the GOM,
endangered vhales are believed unlikely to occur i{n the vicinity
of the propcsed structure reaoval activities, and, therefcre,
unlikely to be adversely affected by the proposed action.

Previous NMFS bioclogical cpinions (November 25, 1986 and February
26, 1987) have addressed, in detall, removal of structures in the
GOM. Accounts of endangered and threatened species which occur
in the project area, and the "Assessment of Impacts” contained in
these prior opinions also apply to this consultation and are
incorporated by reference.

In summary, the opinions referenced above acknowledge the
existence of a possible relationship between the use of
undervater explosives in removing platforms and related
structures and the occurrence of stranded sea turtles, marine
mammale (Tursiops truncatus) and fish. Limited experiments
conducted by NMFs, Galveston Laboratory cc- .firm that sea turtles
(and other marine vertebrates) found in proximity te petroleunm
platforms can be injured or killed by removal operations
employing underwvater explosives (Klima, 1986).

Technology most commonly used in the dismantling of platforms
includaes: bulk explosives, shaped explosive charges, mechanical
and abrasive cutters and undervater arc cutters. The use of bulk
explosives has become the industry’s standard procedure for
severing pilings, well conductors and related supporting

- structures (approx. 908 use). When using bulk charges, the
inside of the structure can ba jetted out to at least 15 feet
below the sedimant floor to allow placesment of exploucives inside
©f the structure, resulting in a decrease in the impulse and
p.essure forces released into the vater column upon detonation.
The use of high velocity shaped charges is reported to have some
advantages over bulk explesives and has been used in combination
with snmaller bulk charges. The cutting actien obtained by »
shaped charge is accomplished by focusing the explosive energy
with a conical metallic liner. A major advantage associated with
use of high velocity lh.tod charges is that a smaller amount of
explosive charge is re red to sever the structure, vhich also
results in reductions T: the impulse and pressure forces releassd
into the vater column. Use of mechanical cutters and undervater
arc cutters is successful in some circumstances and do not
produce the impulse and pressure forces sssociated vith
detonation of explosives, hovever, these methods are, in mcst
instances. acre time consuming, costly and more hazardous to
divers. As a result, these msethods are not ussd on a routine
casis (MMS Report on Platfo.m Removal Techniques).
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ased upon data obtained during previously conducted "eapedizez"

rsu.tations on platfors rencvals, the folleowing L8 a corparison
the types of explosives most likely to be used in the propcsed

2amoval cperations:

E£plosive Retonating Velocity Brisarce®
approx. 8,199 m/sec. ) e I

=
&

c-4 approx. 8,001 m/sec. 1.18

Comp.=B approx. 7,803 m/sec. 1.32

» Brisance is the measure of shattaring rowver as compared to TNT
which has brisance of 1.00. (MMS Repo: 2n Platforam Removal
Techniques, 1986.)

The propoﬁod removal operations will be accomplished using high
velocity explosives. Use of this type of explosive charge should
minimize the duration of the impulse and pressure forces produced
by detonation of the charges, while providing the amount of force
required to sever the structures. According to MMS, restricting
the grouping of detonations to eight individual blasts per group
and staggering blasts by 0.9 seconds (900 milliseconds) will
minimize the area affected by the blasts and suppress phasing of
shock vaves, thereby decrsasing the cumulative effects of the
blasts. In addition, since all detonations will occur at least
15 feet below the sediment surface and no more than 50 pounds of
explosives per blast vill be permitted, the amount of residual
energy released into the marine environmsent should be reduced
significantly. As a result, NMPS believes that minimal shock and
impulse forces will be released in the vicinity of resoval
operations at any given timse.

To date, of approximately 44 previously conducted consultations
covering abandonment activities, about 1) structure removals have
been completed. Each removal operation vas monitored by NMF$
observers and vas conducted using appropriate mitigating
measures. At the present time, eight turtles have been sighted
{n areas near structures being dissantled, at least two of wvhich
were green turtles. Of the eight documented sightings, one turtle
was reported to be floating on it's back near a platform after
detonation of charges, apparently stunned or injured. No other
incidents of sea turtle injury or mortality have been reported.
Therefore, NMPS believes that the proposad actions are not likely
to result in significant adverse impacts to endangered and
threatened sea turtle populations.




Conclusions:

Based on the abcvw, {t is our opinion that removal of platfornms
and related struccures in the GOM is not likely to jecpardize the
continued existance of threatened and endangered species under
the jurisdiction of NMFS. However, NMFS concludes that the
proposed activities may result in the injury or mortali~y of
iojgerhead, Kenp'’'s ridley, green, hawksbill and leathercack
turtles. Therefore, pursuant to Section 7(b) (4) of the ESA, we
have established a low level of incidental take and terrs and
conditicns necessary to minimize and monitor this impact.
Compliance with these terms and conditions is the responsibility
of MMS and the permit applicant.

Reinitiation of Consultation:

Consultation must be reinitiated if: 1) the ameunt or axtent of
taking specified in the incidental take statement is met or
rxceeded; 2) new information reveals impacts of the project that
may affect listed species in a manner or to an extent not
considered in this opinion; 3) the identified activities are
modified in a manner that causes an adverse effect on listed
species not previcusly considered; or 4) a nev species is listed
or critical habitat is designated that may be affected by the
proposed activities.
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INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT

Sect.on 7(b)(4) of the Endangered Species Act requires that when
a prorosed agency action is found to be consistent with Seccior
7(a)(2) of the Act and the proposed actions may incidentally take
individuals of listed species, NMFS will issue 1 statement that
specifies the impact (amount or axtent) of such incidental
taking. Incidental taking by the Federal agency or applicant
that cooplies with tha specified terms and conditions of tnis
statenent is authoriized and exempt from the taking prohibitions

of the ESA.

Based on stranding records, incidental captures aboard commercial
shriamp vessels and historical data, fiv> species of sea turtles
are kxnown to occur in northern Gulf of Mexi~o waters. Currant
available information on thZhe relationship betveen ss~ turtle

mortality and the use of nigh-velocity expluaives * move oil
platfores indicates that injury and/or deach of r *tles may
result fron the proposed actiona. Tharsfcre. pu to Section
7(b) (4) ©f the BSA, an incidental take ’‘by lsiur; Jsretality)

level of one documented Kemp‘e ridley, grnan. hawisbill or
le:therback turtle or ten loaggsrhead turtiss 10 set for all
reacoval cperations conductrd under tha terus and conditions of
this incidental take statament. hi ls'nv 9f taking specified
here is cumulative for sl' remeva,s y.var ny this consultation.

If the incidental taxe mestH or -’ceadr . ... wpwcified level, MMS
must reinitiate consult. ‘fcon. The 8z .2 &: - Reglon, NMFS, will
cooperate with MMS i t's ~oview I + 'moadant to determine the

need for developing ~“urthar wmi%f sa%i. wsc.rures.

The reascnable and prvdsant miesurce tha'. NNPS helieves are
recessary to minimize the impact of incidental takings have baen
discussed vith MMS and will be inco cated ‘n the removal design
for "standard” structurse reacvals. e foliowing terms and
conditions are established for these remscvals to implement the
identified mitigation measures and to document the incidental
take should such take occur:

1) Qualified cbserver(s), as approved by NMPS, must be used to
monitor the area around the site prior to, during and after
detonation of charges. Observer coverage vill begin 48 hours
prior to detonation of charges. If ssa turtles are Jubserved in
the vicinity of the platfora and thought to be resident at the
site, pre- and post-detonation divar surveys rust be conducted.
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2) On days that blasting operations occur, a 1C-m.rute aer:.a.
s.rvey must be conducted within one hour before and one hour
after sach blasting episode. The NMFS-approved observer and/or
#“MFS or-si{te personnel (NMFS employee only) must be used to creck
for the presence of turtles and, if possirle, to :dentify
species. If weather conditions (fog, excessive winds, etc.) makas
1= impossible to conduct aerial surveys, blasting activit.es cay
be allowed to proceed if approved by the NMFS and/or MMS
personnel on-site.

J) If sea turtles are observed in the vicinity of the platfora
(within 1000 yards of the site) prior to datonating charges,
blasting will be delayed until attempts are successful in
removing them at least 1000 yards from the blast site. The
aerial survey must be repeated prior to resuming detonation of
charges.

4) Detonation of explosives will occur no sooner than 1 hour
following sunrise and no later than 1 hour prior to sunset.
However, If it is determined by NNPS and/or MMS on-site personnel
that special circumatances justify a modification of these time
restrictions and that such sodification is not likely te
adversely impact listed species, blasting may be allowed to
proceed outside of this time framae.

S) During all diving operations (working dives as required in
the coursa of the removals), divers vill be instructed to scan
the subsurface areas surrounding the platforz (blasting) sitaes
for turtles and sarine mammals. Any sightings must be repcrted
to the NMFS or MMS onh-site personnel. Upon completion of
blasting, divers must report and atteapt to recover any sighted
injured or dead sea turtlss or marine sammals.

6) Charges must be staggered 0.9 seconds (900 milliseconds)
for each group of structures, to miniuize the cumulative effects
of the blasts. If a removal operation involvas sultiple
groupings of structures, the interval between detonation of
charges for sach group should be minimized te¢ avoid the
"chumaing® effect. Whenaver such intervals axceed 90-minutes,
the aerial survey must be repeated.

7) The use of scare charges should be avoided to minimize the
"chumming effect.”™ Use of scare charges say be alloved only if
ap’ voved by the NNF§ and/or MMS on-site personnel.

8) A report summarizing the results of the removal and
mitigation measures must be submitted to the MMS Gulf of Mexico
Region within 15 working days of the removal. A copy of the
report must be forwarded to NMF3, Southsast Region.



Tnis incidental take statement appiies only to endangered and
threatened sea turtles. 1In order to allow an incidental take of
a marine mamma. species, the taking must be authorized under
Section 101(a)(S) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972,
Although interest has been expressed in ob~aining an exception
authorizing 2 limited take of dolphins incidental to abardonzer*
activities, no marine mammal take is authorized until appropriaZze
small take regulations are in place and related "Letters of
Authorization® are issued.
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Operator iexse Arsa

Moblil Exploration and Producing Company U.S. Inc. Iugens Island
- Vermiiion

Kerr-McGee Corporation Skip shoal

Conoco Inc. Siip Shoal
- Versillion

Mobil Exploration and Producing CHepany U.S. Inc. Weat Caseron
El »

Tenneco Cil Exploration and Production East Cameron

Mobl]l Exploration and Producing Cosgany U.S. Inc. Suysne Island
” Vamilion
o {heliport) -

Except capped and plugged wells "A" & "C* in Vermilice-76-8

e (m (Aw [y > (P>

Mobil Exploration and Produc ng Company U.S. Inc. Vsiaillon

Samaden 0il Corporation Galveston

Conoce Inc. Grani Iole
-

Mobil Exploration and Producing Company U.S. Nain Pase

Mobil Exploration and Producing Company U.S. South Pelto

Exxon Company Hest Delta
- -

52 Conoco Inc. Wast Delta




53 Mobil Exploration and Producing Company U.S. Inc. West Cameron
- South Marsh

54 Tenneco _O_I l_t!glo_ratlon and Production Shir Shoal

56" Conoco Inc. West Camaron
" REast Caseron
- 8. Barsh, N. Ad
Except West Cameron—261-A

Exxon Company U.S.A. High Is., E. A
Except High Island East Additiom—-A342-A

BHP Petroleums Il’ Island

Mobil Exploration and Producing Company U.S. Inc. East Camaron 14

FMP Operating Cospany West Camaron 464

Amoco Production Company 8. Rarsh Island 33

* (Consultations vhose numbers include an asterisk (*) did mot totally fall under the
parameters of this "standard * consultation, therefore, only those removale meeting the
parameters are approved and further consultation will be mecessary for the exceptions.




