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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I have consider^;' tha Plan of Exploration submitted by chevron 

U.S.A. Inc., to d r i l l exploratrory Noll A in Daatin Dome Block 97 

(OCS-G 8336), and based on tho environmental analyaia contained 

in thia environmental assessment with i t a mitigation measures, 

find that there ie no evidence to indicate thet the propoeed 

action will significantly affect (40 CFR 1508.27) the quality of 

the huaan environment, and the preperetion of en Environmental 

Iapact Statement i a not required. 

Leasing and Environment 
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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS 

AEA Areawide Environmental Assessment 

AER Area Environmental Report 

BOP Blowout Preventer 

Chevron Chevron U.S.A Inc. 

CSA Continental Shelf Associates, Inc. 

CZM Coastal Zone Management 

GOM Gulf of Mexico 

GPD Gallons Per Day 

H2S Hydrogen Sulfide 

MMS Minerals Management Service 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

NRC National Research Council 

NTL Notice to Lessees and Operators 

OCS Outer Continental Shelf 

ORD Regional Director 

POE Plan of Exploration 

SEA Site-Specific Environmental Assessment 

SER Site-Specific Environmental Report 

USDOI United States Department of the Interior 

USEPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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INTRODUCTION 

This Site-Specific Environmental Aeeeeeaent (SEA) submitted in 
support of an Areawide Environmental Assessment (AEA) ia written for 
exploration activity propoaed for Destin Dome Block 97. The SEA 
containa site-specific and updated information for tho proposed 
action in Block 97 that i a not contained in the AEA. The SEA vas 
prepared using the AEA dated May 1984, entitled "Area-Wide 
Environmental Assessment for Exploration Activltiea in the Northwest 
Section of the Eastern Planning Area" aa a base document. Thia base 
document can be obtained through the Public Recorda Office of the 
Minerals Management Service (MMS), Gulf of Mexico (GOM) Region, Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) Office. Those sections of tha AEA that are 
referenced in the SEA are indicated throughout tho text. 

In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 
thia AEA/SEA concept implements tha tiering process outlined in 40 
CFP 1502.20 vhich encourages agencies to t i e r environmental documents 
to eliminate repetitive discussions of the same iaaue. By use of 
reference to the AEA, tho SEA concentrates on the issues specific to 
the proposed action. The SEA conforms to the MMS Procedures and 
Guidelines for preparing environmental assessments in compliance with 
tha requirements of the NEPA. 

Z. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED 
ACTION 

Description of the Propoaed Action - Chevron U.S.A. Inc. filed a 
Plan of Exploration (POE) for Well A, Area Environmental Report 
(AER), Oil Spill Contingency Plan, Live Bottom Photodocumentation 
Survey, and Site-Specific Environmental Report (SER) on November 13, 
1990, for Deatin Dome Block 97, Leaae OCS-G 8336. The area for vhich 
the exploration activltiea ara planned ia located approximately 48 km 
(29 mi) from shore. Water depths range from 29 m (96 ft) in the 
northwest corner of the block to 52 a (172 ft) in the southeast 
corner. Chevron ia the operator of Lease OCS-G 8336 (Chevron, 1990). 

The objective of the proposed operation i s to evaluate the 
hydrocarbon potential of Deatin Dome Block 97. A jack-up drilling 
r i g , auch aa tha Trancworld 64, or similar rig would be uaed to d r i l l 
tho propoaed well A. Tho surface location for tha well ia shown in 
Figure 1-2. The well would be drilled, evaluated, and either 
temporarily or permanently abandoned in accordance with OCS order No. 
3. The operator plana to commence drilling Location A upon approval 
of tho Plan of Exploration, on or about February 1, 1991. Drilling 
of any additional wells would be contingent upon the results of Well 
A (Chevron, 1990). Thia action i s conaidered routine for the GOM. 
For additional information concerning the proposed action, refer to 
Chevron's POE. 
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Heed for tho Proposed Action - Tho nood for tho proposal results 
from tha mandate of tho Outar Continental Shelf landa Act (Saction 
11) which requires submission of exploration plans. This proposal 
contains Chevron's s p e c i f i c operational d r i l l i n g proposal t o explore 
the leaae in a d i l i g e n t manner. 

I I . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSEO ACTION 

Alternatives t o approval of the proposal aa o r i g i n a l l y submitted 
aro: 

Nonapproval of the proposal - chevron would not be e l lowed to 
undertake the proposed plan of exploration a c t i v i t i e s i n Destin Dome 
Block 97. Thie a l t e r n a t i v e could prevent discovery and development 
o f much needed hydrocarbon reeourcea and would reaul t i n lose of 
r o y a l t y incoae f o r the United states. Considering t h i a aspect and 
the f a c t that minimal iapacta ara ant ic ipa ted , t h i a a l ternat ive waa 
not deaaed necessary. 

Approval wi th a d d i t i o n a l mit igat ion - I n tha course of t h i e 
evaluat ion process, tho fo l lowing protec t ive measures were i d e n t i f i e d 
t o f u r the r mitigate the environmental iapacta associated w i t h the 
propoaal: 

1. In compliance with tha lease stipulation regarding control 
of electromagnetic emissions and operationa of boat and/or a ircraf t 
t r a f f i c into the designated military warning araa W-155, the operator 
auat enter into an agreeaent with tha Chief, Novel Air Training, 
Naval Air Station, Corpus chr i s t i , Texaa 78419-5100 (contact L t . 
Commander Williams or Major Danuaer at (512) 939-3927). 

2. There ie a poss ibi l i ty that tha propoaed act iv l t iaa may 
encounter H2s. Adherence to 30 CFR 250.67 ia required. 

3. Our analyses indica te that there i a a potential, geologic 
hazard problsa (shallow gas and f a u l t i n g ) . Appropriate measures to 
m i t i g a t e potential impact*, w i l l ba required o f the lesset,. 

4. Permits cannot be ieeued until tho Statea of Florida and 
Alabama determine the proposal ie consistent with their CZH program 
or concurrence can ba conclusively presumed. Thia action v i l l 
require further evaluation based upon the findinga of tha Statea' 
consistency determination. 

In addition to these measures, appropriate OCS orders, 
regulations, and procedures are believed eufficient to prevent 
s ignif icant adverae impacta. Maasuree which TO propoaed to implement 
to l imit pollution ef fecte ere discussed in the i n i t i e l POE " R , and 
AER. Outer Continentel Shelf orders, NTL'a, and Sale 94 Le- =: 
stipulations Noa. 1; 2s 4(a) , (b), (c) , (d); 5; and 6 ware idem led 
throughout thia assessment aa exiating mitigation for potential 
environmental impacta associated with the propoaed POE. 
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I I I . OESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

Refer to Section I I I of the AEA, pages 3-49 (USDOI, MMS, 1984a), 
for information applicable to this section of the SEA. Additional 
information i s included ae necessary for impact analyeie purposes in 
Section IV.B and IV.C of this SEA. 

TV. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

Environmental effects as a result of the proposed action vith 
mitigation aro not expected to be controversial or significant in 
tens of NEPA. 

A. ACCIDENTAL HYDROCARBON DISCHARGES 

1. Oil S p i l l Accidents 

A complete discussion of tha causes of both major and mi-or o i l 
spills resulting froa exploration activity in the GOM ia included in 
Section rv.A.l. of the AEA. 

2. Vulnerability of Coaatal Land Segments to Oil s p i l l s 

A summary of the trajectory analyaia (for 10 daya) simulated as 
a part of the o i l S p i l l Risk Analyaia ia presented in Table IV.4. of 
the AEA. Refer to Section IV.A.2. of the AEA for background 
information concerning theae hypothetical o i l ap i l l trajectories. 

Destin Dome Block 97 fa l l s vithin the o i l ap i l l araa 94, (aae 
Figure i v - i of tha AEA). lapacts from an o i l ap i l l occurring in thia 
oil spill araa would be felt in tho coaatal land segments extending 
froa Baldwin County, Alabama, to Bay County, Florida. Coaatal land 
segment 24 (Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties in Florida) would be the 
moat vulnerable with a 13% chance that an o i l a p i l l occurring «n 
apill araa 94 would contact this araa within 10 daya. 9*-
chance that an o i l a p i l l occurring in o i l ap i l l araa ? act 
Baldwin County, Alabama in thia same time span ia I t 
County, Florida - 10%; Walton County, Florida - 6%- -mty: 

Florida - 1% (USDOI, MMS, 1984a). Refer to Saction i t the 
Final Regional Impact Statement for a discussion c .cars 
affecting tha severity of an o i l a p i l l . 

The prospect of there being an o i l s p i l l is gut. ued against 
through u t i l i z a t i o n of state-of-the-art drilling and blowout 
prevention equipment and through the use of beat possible drilling 
practices by thoroughly trained personnel. Theae safeguards would be 
reinforced by operationa curtailment programs enforced vh< never aea 
state and weather conditiono require. In th* unexpected event that an 
accidental o i l a p i l l ahouid occur. Chevron vould conduct an emergency 
response to contain and cleanup tha spilled o i l (Chevron, 1990). 
Solid vaataa from a a p i l l would ba disposed of in an approved 
landfill area (Ibid) . General resource mobilization and response 



plans are outlined in Chevron's approved Oil Sp i l l Contingency Plan 
for the GOM, along vith the CGA s p i l l plan (Ibid). 

In summary, the risk due to the proposed activity appears small. 
Most spills would bo naturally dispersed within 60 days. In 
addition, nost s p i l l s would be subjected to containment and cleanup 
efforts. The operator i s a member of CGA which has s p i l l containment 
and cleaning equipment strategically located along the Gulf Coast 
(TO, 1984). Details of Chevron's alert, reporting, and cleanup 
procedures are contained in the i n i t i a l POE and SER. In addition. 
MMS conducts reviews of tha various applications for compliance wxth 
OCS Orders, Notices to Lessees, etc., to insure safe dr i l l i n g 
operations. A description of the BOP equipment and diverter aye tea 
i s contained in the supplemental SER information. Tenneco submitted 
an Oil Spill Contingency Plan along with the i n i t i a l POE. Refer to 
this document for details concerning o i l s p i l l prevention and 
cleanup. 

3. Effects of Oil Spills on the Environment 

Refer to section IV.A.3 f the AEA for discussions of o i l s p i l l 
impacts to coastal habitats- nthic communities, endangered or 
threatened »peciea, other if a including migratory waterfowl, 
commercial fishing, recreatx. ./tourism, cultural resources, water 
quality, and a i r quality. 

The operator w i l l comply with the measures identified in Section 
H-3 of this SEA in order to mitigate, to the extent feasible, 
impacta reaulting from an accidental o i l a p i l l . 

B. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

1. Impacts Concerning Geology 

In order to identify potential geological hazards, the available 
geological and geophysical data for Deatin Dome Block 97 was reviewed 
by the Metairie D i s t r i c t staff which resulted in a recommendation of 
approval (Appendix B). Seismic correlation (Geophysical Review) 
indicates the possibility of H2S near the Cotton Valley Formation, at 
approximately -17,000 feet; therefore, the Metairie District 
Supervisor recommended that H2S sensors be operational below 10,000 
feet, and that the operator wi l l need an H2S contingency plan. 

The Metairie Diatrict Supervisor also indicated that shallow gas 
and faulting may bo encountered during drilling operations. 
Appropriate measures to mitigate potential impacts wi l l be required 
of the lessee. 

2. Impacts Concerning Meteorology 

Mitigation to be taken by Chevron during hurricanes, i s 
discussed in Section 5.B.2. of the SER. In conditions of high vinds 
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and reduced v i s i b i l i t y due to fog or helicopter t r a f f i c and/or 
boat t r a f f i c between the riy and <?hor • a would be temporarily 
suspended (CSA, 1990). 

Interferences due to weather conditions ar<* expected to be 
short-term and infrequent, producing only en "n.significant effect on 
the movement of suppliee and personnel to %»ix. iron the f a c i l i t i e s . 
Ths effect on offshore operations should be uinimal. Additional 
.'r.Iormatior i c included in section IV.B.2. ot the AEA, 

3. Iapacta Concerrino Physical Oceanography 

Oceanographic conditions vhich could adversely affect the 
operation have been taker into consideration during the planning and 
designing of the proposed action. However, although d r i l l i n g rigs 
are designed to operate in rough sea conditions, prer-aations vould 1 i 
taken by Chevron i f • nnrricane approached Block 97 (Chevron, 1990) 
Activities vould b.« protective measures taken, and f a c i l i t i e s 
secured. No sign i f .cant impacts from norm.', phyaical oceanographic 
conditions would bo -v.-pec ted during the implementation of tr ie 
exploration >lan. 

4. Impacts on the Biological En-lronmen 

a. Impacts on Coaatal Habitat* 

fr.e :o Biock 97'a distance from shore [as » « (29 mi)] and the 
c' an established onshore support base requiring no new 

jonav.zuction, dredging, or f i l l i n g , impacts oth«<: than thoaa from o i l 
L f i l l e on the area'a biological environment vould oe insignificant. 
raether site-specific discussion of potential impacta to tha benthos 
'uu; aenaitlva underwater features are included under their respective 
ladings. Refer to Section 5.c of tUe SER and Section IV.A.3. of the 
*:\ for a discussion of o i l s p i l l impacts to the biological 
environment. 

b. Impacts on Offshore Habitata 

(1) Impacts on « Pelagic Environment 

Impacts to pelagic biota ar arpected to be insiyniti -ant and 
short-term. Additional informsticn i a incl ided in Section 
IV.B.4.b(l) of th« AEA. 

(2) I&'pacts on the Benthic Environment 

Impacta to t l * * benthic environment are gennr^ly ux-~v:.sed i \ 
section IV.B.4.b.(2). Impacts other than those f-as o i l s p i l l s 
should be insignifleant. Chevron has submitted a live-bottom and 
photodocumentation survey for Well Site A in Block 97, which are 
designed to assess drilling-associated impacts to any live-bottom 
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areas existing in the block. The rssuits of these surveys indicate 
that no areas of llvo-ootto* are present in Block 9/. 

(3) lapacts on Sensitive U./ierweter Festures 

Live-bottom arose have beet dete rained by tlie NMS to be vorthy 
of protection by lease stipulation. Zn accordance vith leese 
Stipuletion No. 2 concerning potential h«i'l/live bout on arsaa, e 
photodocumentation survey was conducted foi the proposed d r i l l s i t e in 
Block 97. The results of the survey can J<? found in the i n i t i e l FOB. 
Attached epibiota appears to be similar to the In* r Mid Middle Shelf 
Live Botton Assemblage I I depicted in th'. MMS eponeorv Southwest 
Florida Shelf Ecosystem Study (CSA, 19'0). Th* U.S. FAmh. ".nd 
Wildlife Servico end the National K&rina Fisheries Service heve 
reviewed the proposal, and did not recommend further protective 
measures (Appendix C). 

c. InpactB Endangered c. Threatened Species 

No adveree iapac*. * ara expected ar in-/ endangered or threatened 
are iea in the GOM. Additional in tor*; tion'ia included in Section 
V. B.4.C. of the AEA. 

d. Intec:t« on Breeding Habi u a and M'.jration Routes 

iio adveree ia.pa.cs .re expected to occur to bracking habitat's or 
migration routea. AWitionml information ia included in Section 
IV.B.a.d. of tha AEA 

a. Impacta on Frotected Areae of Biological Con-- -x. 

No adverse impacte aro exported during tho exploratory 
activltiea planned in thia block due mainly to the vater depth at the 
aitaa. Additional information i s included in Section IV.B.4.e. of 
the AFA. 

C. IMPACTS ON SOCIOECONOMIC CONDITIONS ANO CONCERNS 

1. Iapacta to Economic and Demographic Conditione 

a. Iapacta on Local Employment 

Moat of th' employees required for thia exploration activity 
would be trai - rted by Chevron froa another area of the Gulf. Rofer 
to the SER (CSA, 1990) for the number of employees that v i l l be 
utilized for the propoaed operationa, and their duties. 

Dua to tha email numbe or —iyl -yees that vould be hired 
locally, iapacta on local «mpx.jy?ent vould be insignificant. 
Additional information ia included in Section IV.C.I.a. of tha AEA. 



b. lapacts on Local Population and Industi.y Cantera 

Ttia veese? OV wa required to operh a the supply and standby 
vessels would uaua.M/ ae-ompany their respective vessels whan they 
-rove tc tha aita froa another araa of 'cha Gulf. Thia transient 
personnel would not require local hJUSing, because they would live on 
the veaaal and would return to their residences upon completion of 
each tour of duty. Air support for the propoaed operation v i l l be 
provided by Petroleua Helicopters, inc., vhich haa an exir*-ii^ 
helicopter bass in Panama City. Moat of tho employees req iir d to 
operate the dr i l l i n q r i g would typically bo aaaigned to the rig. 
They would stay with tha rig while on duty and return to their hone 
.hile off duty. No new employees or feailiee would neve permanently 
into the area (CSA, 1990). 

Becauat moat of the p*\- »el ere expected to return to their 
Homes during off-duty ahifrp nc significant effecta to population 
cantera and industry are e*>̂ et«id to reault from the exploration 
?c+ Lvities. Expenditures for port requirement*.., auppliea, f'.'.eL, STK! 
u t i l i t y needa could contribute funds to tha Economy of the Panama 
City araa (CSA, 1990.). Expansion of exiating f . c i l i t i e s to support 
ene offer ore and onahore activltiea ia not expected because there 
would be l i t t l e incentive on che part of industry to establish 
extensive f a c i l i t i a a prior to the proven exictence of commercial 
quantities of h/drocarbone (Herbert and Lampl, 1983). 

2. Impacts on Land U.-e 

a. Impacta of Increased Demands on Community Se-"ices 

Increased deaands on community service would be inaigm* -cant. 
No new lamia .es are moving into the area and the occasional elands 
of translm.it employees per drilling operation on ) ocr . aervicee .'ould 
be inaign* f i r *nt 
(CFA, 1990)• 

b. Imp. eta ct Increased Boat and Kir ' raffic 

Employers would be transported froa the airport or the port 
directly to the d r i l l aite by'helicopter or supply boat. Helicopters 
may also be us?: to vransport specialty personnel euch as casing 
crews, engineers, etc., and saall auppliea. Tha 8 additional flights 
par week ee a reeult uf the propoaed operationa in Block 97 would be 
*r.eignifleant coapar s to tho total number of flights normally 
serving the area. The eupply and etundby vessels servicing theae 
activitiee would folliw ha -aj.it direct route to the d r i l l aite. The 
additional veaae? t r a f f i c (20 trips/sonth) supporting the propoaed 
activities vould net significantly affect •.xieting vessel t r a f f i c 
(CSA, 1990). 
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c. lapacts of Competition for Scarce Coaatal Resources 
and Demands for Goods and Services 

Chevron wculd uae an onshore support base locatad at Panama Ci Ly 
for activitiee in Deatin Done Aree, TTock 97. No new land areer* az. 
expected to be occupied and no increased demands on exiating dock 
space would be anticipated (C»A, 1990). 

(1) Suppl iea and Equipment 

Significant amounts cf commodities to be purchased would include 
materials specialized for t*el. drilling, electricity, end groceries. 
Major auppliea and equipment to be ueed for tho proposed *.ctlvit<*s 
include pipes for lining the hole (eet. 1.350 tone), cement for 
securing the pipes (eet. 10,000 sacks) and sacked drilling mud 
components (eet. 22,000 sacks). Vendors for theee materials have not 
yet been determined. Since the mater tela are highly specialized, 
demand for then ehould not affect l ^ r a l neede for goods and aervices 
(CSA, 1990). 

13, Mater 

Chevron plane to uee seawater-based drilling fluids). 
Approximately 15,000 gallons of freshwater ne- day v i l l be required 
for the propoeed a c t i v i t i e s . Much of thie ivaentlty wOl be supplied 
by the freshwater-maker on tha rig. Tha rest will be supplied from 
the shorebase area. Impacta on local and regional water sv.pply 
ahouid bo low (CSA, l b ) . 

(Jl Aggregate Energy 

Approximately 80,000 gal. of diesel fuel per aonth and 3,000 
gal. of lube o i l por month wi l l be purchaeed froa local distributors. 
Present suppl iea in the aree ere adequate to handle the demand. The 
only uae of electricity anticipated ia that for office apace. The 
rate of consumption should not exceed 5,000 kw per aonth. The impact 
on local auppliea from thi- uee will be negligible. Estimates are 
baaed on the requirements tax one dri l l i n g rig (CSA, 1990). 

(4) Othor Resources 

Other services and meteriala thet mey be needed to euiocrt 
offshore exploratory d r i l l i n g are listed in Table m-12 of." the AEA. 
Additional datails of the types of vendors/contractors and apeeific 
demands for goods and s e n ices which could be required to conduct the 
planned act ivi.iea are dis ussed in TO* a SER. 

3. Iapacta froa Construction of Onahora Support f a c i l i t i e s 

helicopter operationa would originate from the Panama City-Bay 
Toorcy Airport. The onshore support f a c i l i t y for marine operations 
' e l d bo an ncisting aite in the Panama City area. Refer to Section 
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(2) (h) ,'IVj of the SER for a description of these feci l i t I . . * The 
supply terminal and helicopter base, both in the Panama City locale, 
vould uteil isa exiating f a c i l i t i e e . No nev construction, dredging or 
f i l l i n g vould be involved. Tha onrhore base would be expected to 
have an insignificant impact on the ranama City erea (CSA, 1990). 

4. lapacts of Public Opinion 

No significant public opposition to tho planned operetion haa 
aurfaced to data. 

5. Iapacta on Navigetion 

Exploratory ac t iv l t i ea in Block 97 ahouid heve en insignificant 
e f f ec t on shipping. Block 97 ia located 48 tan (29 ni) offehore an', 
outside of any major shipping lanes or anchorage areee in the COM 
(USDOI, MMS, 1984b, visual No. 11). Marine t r a f f i c in support of cha 
propoaed activitiee ia not expected to significantly effect shipping 
a c t i v l t i e a in tha Panama City area, in part, because of tho 
established port f a c i l i t i e e already in existence am -he temporary 
nature of the propoaed ac t iv i t i ee . Th* impacts of .te dr i l l ing r ig 
on marina transportation (fishing and pleasure bou -ng) could be both 
adverae and beneficial, because stationary etructuree could repreeent 
obstacles to navigaticr, but they alao could serve aa navigational 
a ids . The operator ia required to comply with U.S. coast Guard 
recusations related to the safety of pereonnel and the diepley of 
proscribed navigational l ights and signals for the aafety of 
navigation, chevron i a aleo required to obtain permits from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers to prevent obstructions to navigation 
Additional Information ia included in SecMon IV.C.S of the AEA. 

8. Impede Concerning Mili.ary Uae. 

No objection vas stated in the Department of the Air Force 
l a t t e r of September 29, 1988, Appendix C. 

In compliance with the leaae atipulation regarding control of 
electromagne' In emlaaiona and operationa of boat and/or a i r t r a f f i c 
into the dot-'mated mil i tary warning area M-151, the operator muet 
enter into a;, agraement with Commander, Armament Division, 3246th 
Teat Wing/CA, Aubrey Freeman/CCN, E , l i n AFB, Florida 32542, Telephone 
(904) 882-3614. The operationa are alao located within the NCSC area; 
therefore, in order to provide control of boat and/or a ircraf t 
t r a f f i c entering into the NCSC erea, the operator wi l l enter into an 
agreement with the Navel Coastal Systems Center/Code 530, Attention: 
Mr. Ed Migdon, Panama Ci ty , Florida 32407, Telephone (904) 234-
4626/4280. Conducting thia exploratory operationa in accordance with 
exiating Stipulations Noe. 4 nd 5 and Rider of Lease Form MMS-2005 
(August 1982) ie expected to reduce pcrentiei impacta to a minimal 
l eve l . 



7. lapacts on commercial Fishing 

Direct effects of exploratory operationa on commercial fishing 
in Mock 97 would be the reaoval of a United area of seafloor froa 
use and tha temporary degradation of water quality at the immediate 
area of each d r i l l s i t e . Although some commercial fishing would be 
l i k e l y to occur within the v i c i n i t y of Block 97, no significant 
conflict of use i s expected to develop in the area of tha propoaed 
action due to the diatance froa ahore (48 km (29 n i ) ] . Refer to 
Section IV.A. of thia SEA and tha corresponding section of the AEA 
for a discussion of o i l a p i l l iapacta to coaaercial fiahing. 
Additional infomation i a included in Section TV.C.7 of the AEA. 

8. Inpacta on Racreation/Tourian 

Due to tht distance off ahore [48 km (29 ai) ] and the temporary 
nature of the propoaed ac t i v l t i e a , inpacta to the aesthetics and 
recreational raaourcea of the coaatal area would be insignificant. 
Refer to Section IV.A. of thia SEA and the corresponding aaction of 
the AEA for a discussion of o i l a p i l l inpacta to recreation/tourisn. 
Additional intonation i s included in Section IV.C.8 of the ABA. 

9. Inpacta on Cultural Raaourcea 

Block 97 ia located outside of both the Historical and the 
Prehistoric Cultural Raaourcea high probability lines, therefore, no 
impacta to offehore cultural raaourcea are expected. The operator 
atatea that exiating onahore support f a c i l i t i a a would be utilised; 
therefore, no inpacta to onahore cultural raaourcea ara anticipated. 
Stipulation No. 1 of Leaae Sale 79 provides further safeguards for 
the protection of preaantly unknown cultural raaourcea. Tha operator 
i a required to report, upon discovery of any aite, structure or 
object of historical or archaeoloqical significance to the ORD, MMS, 
GOM and make every reasonable effort to preserve and protect that 
cultural reaource. Additional information ia included in Section 
IV.C.9 of the AEA. 

10. Impacts on Water Quality 

According to CSA'a SER, the t o t a l aaount of d r i l l i n g cuttings 
t h a t vould be discharged during the exploration a c t i v i t y ia estimated 
a t approximately 3,840 barrels of solids. Liquid wastes vould 
include 50,000 bbl of d r i l l i n g nuda, 262,500 gal each of sanitary-
wastes and doaeatic wastes. Liquid and aol i d vaataa froa the 
a c t i v l t i a a vould temporarily degrade the vater quality i n the 
immediate v i c i n i t y of the walla i n Block 97 (CSA, 1990). 

Implementation of the propoaed activity would altar the water 
quality by resuspension of botton sediments during placement of the 
d r i l l i n g rig and the discharge of d r i l l cuttings and muds and other 
liquid wastes. Riq installation haa the potential to disperse 
pcllutanta entrapped in the bottom sediments into the water column 
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and craata a turbidity plume. These ac t i v i t i e s would bo of short 
duration and any pollut ante would bo rapidly dispersed over tha block 
under consideration. At Boot deptha typical of tho continental mjhelt 
the majority of discharged fluids and cuttings aro i n i t i a l l y 
deposited on the seabed within 1,000 • (3,281 ft) of tho point of 
discharge. Thie material may persist aa i n i t i a l l y deposited or nay 
undergo rapid or prolonged dispersion, depending on the energy of the 
botton boundary leyer (National Research Council, 1983). 

Because water quality ie expected to quickly return to nc ratal in 
the erea after d r i l l i n g operetione heve been completed, no 
significant impacts to the water quality of tha araa are expected aa 
a reeult of the propoeed activities. Aa diacueeed in Section I . J . , 
e l l discharges would adhere to the standards lepoaad by the NPDES 
Perait. Refer to Section IV.A. of thie SEA and the corresponding 
section of the ABA for e discussion of o i l a p i l l impacts to water 
quality. Additional information ie included in section IV.c.10 of 
the AEA end the operator's ABA. 

11. impacts on Air Quel ity 

onshore - The ef fecte of the e i r emissions onahore would be 
negligible due to the distance of the d r i l l sites to the northwest 
Florida coaat. The percent increases i n ambient concentrations 
contributed by the onshore secondary emissions froa the propoeed 
activitiee would ba insignificant (CSA, 1990). Additional 
infomation ie included in Seotion IV.C.ll of the ABA and in the 
operetor'e SBR. 

Offehore - Dete presented in Appendix B of thie 8BA and in the 
operator's SER indicate that the total emissions expected froa the 
propoeed activities in Block 97 would be well below the calculated 
exeaption levels, quel ifying theee activitiee for exemption froa 
further air quality review. The site-specific e i r quality review 
conducted by MMS ee e part of thia environmental analyaia concluded 
that there could ba no significant effect on e i r quality froa the 
propoaed action. The emissions exeaption calculations ueed in thie 
analyeie am given in the Air Quality Review (Appendix B). 
Additional infomation ie included in Section IV.C.ll of the AEA end 
in the operator's 8ER. 

12. Inpacta on Other Commercial Uses 

There am no other commercial ueee in Block 97 to bo affected by 
the exploration activity. 

13. Inpacta on Other Nineral uses 

There are no plane or proposals for nininq other ninerel 
reeourcea other than o i l and gaa in Block 97; therefore, no conflict 
of uae ia expected. 
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14. Impacts Concerning Pipelines end Cables 

No conflict of use io expected because there ere no known 
existing pipelines in he eastem Gulf and because pipelines oan not 
bo propoaed aa a part of thia exploration activity (Appendix B). 

15. lapacts of Ocean Dumping 

No conflict of uae ie expected because there are no exiating 
ocean dumping areas designated in tha eastern Gulf. The operator haa 
stated that compliance vith the USBPA NPDES permit v i l l be maintained 
(CSA, 1990). Additionally, OCS Order No. S requires that the 
operator locate end retrieve eny large debris loot overboard as a 
reault of tha propoaed activities. 

D. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

Information in thia saction ia included in Section IV.D of the 
AEA. 

V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

In accordance vith provisions of 30 CFR 250.3 3 and DM 655, snd 
the Memorandum of Agreement (1983) betveen the Department of Defense 
and the Department of tho Interior, copies of tho plan vera forwarded 
to the U.S. Fieh end wildlife Service, Netionel marine Fisheries 
Center, and the commander, Armament Division, Eglin Air Force Base, 
Florida, copies of the comments of theae agencies ere included in 
Appendix C. Commente froa the State of Florida ware not required for 
epprovel of thie activity. 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Dete: / / ' U ?Q 

Unit Supervisor, (MS r.2»l) 

Unit Supervisor, (MS 5?2?) 

Review of I n i t i a l POE. Chevron T.S.A., Control Vo. ST-3912 

le.ise Of'S 0 Bil'j, 31ock 07, Destin Doe* trsa 

Classification ot Area per l!S0.67(c): 

f ] ?one(s, known to contain H2S 

(̂ C 'uie(s) where thu presence of H2S is unknown 

[ 1 Zone(s) wh*»re the absence of H?S has b«*en confirmed 

Recommendat ion/comments: 

[ 1 

ry3 

Approval recommended. Normal precautions w i l l be ad. «uate 
while conducting act ivi t ies proposed in this POE. 
\pproval recommended with the following conditions: 

[ ] Modification recommended as follows: 

[ ] Disapproval recommended for the following reason(s): 

[ 1 Comment:;: 

Fnclosed »re the following reviews as per your request: 

yXj Hazards Review Geophysical \ ^ ] Geologic 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY S u p e r ( i s o r ' 
Enc.osures ^ ^ 

I 



HV'ARDS REV I Hi 

l n i t i . i l n i r 

: • .1 .«• nrs r. gt i«. 

Block 1» 

l>»-:-t I : ; P-i»c Are i 

M . i . i t ..1 Nu. N 101? 

!'. .i-'-ct proposal Included veil \. 

l.i/.uds: 

Subsnrface Hazards: < LjLg lU..^/-L^*^ •^u^jj' ^ 

,1 

orhor Hazards (Pipelines. Sunken Ships. Cablet;, -t"-.): L^-w^ IP-

Preparet(s): / 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
MEMORANDUM 

Tot Supervisor* Exploration/Development Plans Unit, Plans, Platform and 
Pipel ine Sec t ion , F ie ld Operat ions, Gulf o f Mexico X S Region (FO-2-1) 

From: Sup e l i s o r . c ia t fonr /P;pel ine Unit, Plans, Platform and Pipel ine 
Section, r«H 1 Operations, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region (FO-2-2) 

Subject: Plan of Crnlorstlon for ^ a V a V i v . C L ^ L J A . 

Ik^sfz*- feflg Arss. Block g2 » Laase OCS-G £"32>L. 

30 CFR 250.34 Control No. A / ' 3 3 / ^ 

Proposed Well/PI at form: 

Identification and Location Exist ing Pipelines Nlthln 500 Foot 

tmii • W S ' ^ ^ . f fCL 7 l g ± 

Remarks:, 



M" QUALITY, B.QLMICAL. AND CULTURAL RESOURCES WISH 

CER/EA No. A ' S J ' ^ Out Ottt Lease OCS-6 ALWC 

Arta and Block m Q g ^ Z Z ^ L ^ Q A f r L 2 Z 

MR WrUITV REYia & 7 T # C ^ C ^ ) 

Onshort Bast: T ^ r ^ ^ o ^ e ^ ^ 4 ^ 0 r Revised: Yts No 

Rig Typt: '^U1 Distance Offshore g 2 • * ! Extant: Yts ^ N o 

Infonaation Sourct(s): jB&g* <£^-* K2i>l>^, 3Z^tf-

Commtnts/Recoancndat 1 ons: • f ^ / C cf"" 

Meterologist Oate 

BIOLOGICAL REVIEW 

U.S. Fish and * I MM fa Strvica Coements 5tquired: Yts No 

Tht proposed action say iapact a biologically sensitive arta or 
organisa/coanunity: Yes No | X 

Soecial protective erasures relative to endangered/threatened species reflecting 
previous biologic. 1 op in ionsar t recommended as conditions of plan/application 
approval: Yts No 

Information Sourcts(si: / ^ - ^ £ r * S . / % 4 A / > i / A j G ^ ^5>7s? F i g 

y i ' ^ c j ^ - e g ; 

/ Date 

% " " " " " " " " ^ " ^ r " 
* CULTURAL RESOURCES ANO SEAFLOOR HAZARDS REVIEW 

New Surface Act iv i t ies : Yts f r _ No 

Cul. Rts. Rpt. Required: Yts ^ No Submitted: Yts ^ No 

Potential or known cul tural resources within arta of conctm id tn t i f ied at location 
of the proposed action: Yts No fe^f 

Description: / 

Information Sourcts(s): 

ConmtaU/r .coamendat i ons: ^/CsC^ssi^ 

Reviewer 
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OIL SKLL tCVXDf 

Ccmpany Neat - £%£2££L tZstsL 

CER/EA No. - / r y r / * ' 

Laaaa OCS-6 / 

Araa aad Black - - 2 2 

Primary a l l apill aaalaaaat base » , # k > v W //>> ^^jLj t f 

Response t1at - - V b ja f j y * f * > 4 « * 

Trajectory analysis saserltteds TBS 

Ths operator's reisoaie tlae/trajectory saalysls I s 
*«* BS ( j ^ j u l L ) 

Infomation Ssarcss - V I H i l l . B L i t t f f . ttBL. 

Coamawts/Br r BBBBBssttaaj .' ^frfi at Z gfrC fcttsaC set ZtsBaaTsfcT^ * ^ ¥ 

a y^ste-Ay*- 7 . >^fe. ^saBcaac sai ataafeig za& u/&*f-x*< 
C&ZLmm* tim&mmmmil tj&t&m^u£dm\ * ,+s4Lmt 

—&&c£££i* ilses^'l fca&gaa t3& • stesmmsa. tf^X ASd&Ud* 4* 
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UNITEO STATES GOVERNMENT 
MEMORANDUM 

Oate / ^ / / y / 

To: Chief, Plans, Platform, and Pipeline Section, Offshore 
Field Operations, GOM OCS Region (FO-2-1) 

From: Chief, Environmental Operations Section, Leasing and 
Environment, G"M OCS Region (LE-5) 

Subject? Preliminary Review of Plan/Application No. As -39s^2 ^ 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

There is is not a Cultural Resource problem requiring modification 
of the proposed location(s). 

The problem is 

The proi em can be resol ved by 

B I Q L v W , RESWRCES 

There is is not Biological Resource problem requiring modification of 
the proposed locations(s). 

The problem is. 

The problem can be resolved by. 

Oil Sol 11 Information Review 

There is (set attached review) is not J ^ T a n oil spill information probli 
/ requiring supplemental information. 

Jerry Brashier 

cc : CER File (LE-5) 
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AIR QUALITY REVIEW 

CER/EA No. A/- __g__fc !>«• (ml±*\£Z &£ UmmeU) OCS-C £ 

Block(s) # 7 Aree ________> 

Onshore Emissions 

On chore I W . ' l J f a & d o f - l t . / 4 L M«v or Revised: Yea _ _ Ho _ _ 

Onshore Emissions Calculations ( I f onshore base i s new or revised) 

NO tons/yr; CO _____ tons/yr; VOC _____ tons/yr; 

TSP tons/yr; 80^ _____ tons/yr 

Offshore Eelsslons 

Major Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculations: 

NOtf l 4 ' ° 4 tons /yr; C» # _____Ttons /yr; VOC 2 2 t o n s / y r ; 

TSP C ' r t tons/yr; SOj _f«e»7 tons/yr 

Minor Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculations: 

N0_ A - * * tons/yr; CO g . f ^ t o n s / y r : VOC tons/yr; 

TSP I M ? tons/yr; SOj l . g f tons/yr 

Totsl Of fshors Emissions: 

NOx ______»tons/yr; CO _£«__f tons/yr; VOC J?f. /X>tons/yr; 

T^P _5J__» tons/yr; SO, __2_^tons/yr 

E»fssions Exemption Celculs t lons 

Dlstsnce to Nearest Lend in Statute Miles: »3- f . 

Exemption; For CO; E - 3400D 2 ' 3 - _ _ _ _ L £ _ £ s L - £ j - tons/yr 

For NO x . VOC, TSP, S 0 2 ; E - 33.3D - 9 C C , 7 Q tons/yr 

There v i l l be s igni f icant e f fec t on s i r quality from the propoeed actlont 

Yes No X 

information Source(s): 

Coeeents /Recosssendet lone; A/1 &-^A 

• M e t e o s G l o g i s c ' Date ~ 
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uNrreo STATES GOVERNMENT 
MikCRAJtluM 

T " 8J «%S«i/!?M5r *** * * * * * o , . r . t i « . . 

fe.Jwt 

"***« vV .—rsgrzegBzasi • 

""""" " m l * ***** «• to. toUf.tto« ttot tM M m . t X M 

I. « * ) « . . T».r.f .r , . » r , r t « c . toy p r o c * . i n tto <lttrtbyt1M of th. 
t.faraittM. 

^ * t ~ « r ~ Frunt*r 
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S T A T T C K n C*K I DA 

« 
I AV/H -N f i in 

©ffirc of tip* (Soltrrnor 
Tl IT CAPITOL 

A! I.Al'ASSki-:. K.OHIDA m w u x m 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

rtVIROWMEHTAL | GROWTH MAHAQEMENT POLICY UNIT 

OFFICE TELEPHONE: (904) 4 88-5551 
PANAFAX TELEPHONE: (904) 922-6200 
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... ..-~-Ws 

Florida Department of Environmental Regulation 
Sj T\*m Trm-ers Office Uldg • 2600 IMalr btonc Koud • Talljl-uxNce. Florida 32399-2400 

UhlOfl Chtlrs. Co%cfnof e*rol M bro* ncf. $c :rcur> 

February 26, 1991 

Ax. Kent E. Stauffer 
M.S. Department of the i n t e r 
Minera*a Kanagcmant Servico 
3 u l l of Mexico Region 
12C2 Eimwood Park Boulevard 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 

RE: Exploration Plan, Environmental Report. Photodocumentation 
Survey, and S i t e -Spec i f i c O i l S p i l l Contingency Plan 
Destin Dome Block 97, (Control Mo. N-3912) 
SAI 4 - FL9011300612C 

ilea:- Mr. St . iuffer: 

The Stats OL- Florida has completed i t s review of the above-
eferencad documonts and has evaluated the federal consistency 
'•rtliiaation for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) o i l and gas 
->lorat:>ry d r i l l i n g a c t i v i t i e s on Destin Dome Block 97. 

Derartmant- functioning as Florida's lead Coaatal Management 
i ' l purs-ant to Section 306(c)(5) of the Coastal Zone 
-•errent Act, i t s implementing regulations at 15 CFR 930, 
r t E. r.nd Section 380.22, Florida Statutes, hereby notifies 

yc-_ chat the State of Florida objects to Chevron U.S.A. Inc.'s 
i-?cn*sistency certification and assessment for tha Plan of 
"yploratien (POE), Environmental Report and accompanying 
.rformation for Destin Dome Block 97 (Control No. N-3912). 

:re west Florida panhandle contains many sensitive marine and 
rcausta] resourcoa which aro v i t a l to the State's well-being. The 
>cor.omy of this area i s directly tied to these resources through 
such industries as tourism and recreational and commercial 
f s/.inq. Oil and gaa activities offshore Florida are not 

-rpatlble with Florida's constitutional mandate and policies of 
ot ectinq i t s marine and coastal resources of the State. To 
ovide the necessary protection of Florida's sensitive coastal 

•:.d marine rosources, ths State has adopted a policy of opposing 
and gas activities within 100 miles of the coast. 
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Mi . Kant E. Stauffer 
feu. .uary 26, 1991 
''ago PwD 

;»j:eclfiuaily- we txnd t h a t the POE and supporting information are 
Inconsistent with the provisions of Chapters 253, 370, 376, and 
*fl-», ^'"•v-id*- Statures. Specific sections of these statutes ara 
•iisr..-v. i as follows. 

-"he Department of Environmental Regulation's re s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n 
the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP) most affocted by 
the proposed exploration are found i n the following specific 
statutory soctions: 403.021(1), (2), (5) and (6); 403.061; 
4C3. 062. 403.161; and 403.918. These sections charge tho 
Department with the prevention of p o l l u t i o n of waters of the 
State and tht protection of the State's wot lands. In p a r t i c u l a r , 
Subs .'Ction 403.021(2), F.S., provides that no wastes are to be 
discharged into State waters without s u f f i c i e n t pretreatment 

'ssary to protect the beneficial uses of those waters. The 
-.ition of " p o l l u t i o n " (403.031(7), F.S.) includes alterations 
no biological i n t e g r i t y of the State's waters and i s 
5 reri i f harm to b i o t a occurs(403.161, F.S.). Section 

j.9i a , F.S. recognises the value of the State's wetlands i n 
lovidlng fish and w i l d l i f e habitat and contributing to marine 

productivity. The Department i s also instructed i n section 
376-051, F.S. to cooperate with the Department of Natural 
Resources in preventing pollutant discharges to waters of the 
state, specifically the marine influenced waters described i n 
3©erior. 376.041, F.S. Pol l u t i o n of marine and coastal waters i s 
prohibited under section 376.041, F.S. The p o s s i b i l i t y of an o i l 
• s p i l l resulting from t h i s oxploration c o n f l i c t s with these 
provisions. DER i s obligated by the c i t e d statutory sections to 
ptohib t pollution of waters of the State, thereby maintaining 
t h e i r quality for the many beneficial uaes they provide to the 
•?irj7.s::s of the State. 

Tn spite cf Cha ron's proposed preparedness, an accidental 
relaase of o i l vould threaten the q u a l i t y of state waters and 
;oastal habitats. O i l a p i l l t r a j e c t o r i e s prepared for 
exploration of blocks o f f the panhandle h*ve shown the potential 
fer transport to State waters. The estuaries of the adjacent 
-roaufcal area ate nurseries f o r economically Important f i s h and 

I f ish species. Offshore the panhandle, numerous f i s h and 
.•visrtDbiato species are found which have both commercial and 

recreational value. 

Tn the event of such a release. Chevron proposed to mechanically 
ccntain or chemically disperse an o i l s l i c k or allow i t to 
disperse raturally. Mechanical containment and chemical 
dispersion under the best of circumstances are only p a r t i a l l y 
e ffective i . i containing or reducing the size of an o i l s l i c k . 
Oi 1 which not contained or dispcrsod may be transported to 

3EST AVAlum COPV 
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Mr. Kr.nt E. Stauffer 
"cbru&iy 16, 1991 
.'age: Phree 

ahore and foul beaches, inlets, estuaries, grassbeds and 
wildlife. I t i s unlikely that the f u l l extent of these shoreline 
habitats in the panhandle can be adequately protected with the 
shoreline boom and skimming equipment available to Chevron. 
Presently, only limited scientific knowledge is available 
regarding tho effects of chemically dispersed o i l on marina 
.^ecies, particularly subadult l i f e stagea. Until adequate 
disje-iiant toxic effects studies are completed, i t i s premature 
-c rely on this method of s p i l l control. 

Chevron's proposed drilling w i l l place the State's coastal 
-eseurces at too great a risk. This risk i s compounded by the 
cumulative impact of drilling numerous exploraticn welle followed 
ty anticipated development and production activities, including 
plpellna transportation, throughout the shelf offshore of the 
panhandle. Oil and gas development ahouid be set back 100 miles 
fion- tha :o = st ao that the State's natural raaources are 
• maffacted i»y these activities. Because Destin Dome Block 97 l s 
•/ell within this area, there are no alternatives which Chevron 
«:an offar to make i t s plan of sxploration consistent with ths 
DER's authorities in the FCMP. 

The Marine Fisheries Commission i s charged with the 
ad-ninictration, supervision, development and conservation of the 
'ishery resources of the State (370.013, Florida Statutes), 
chapter no, F.S. recognizes that IJ protecting the State's 
fisheries resources i t i s imperative to prote-jt not only 
individual species, but more importantly tho habitats necessary 
ter the fisheries to s.rvivs. Section 370.025, F.S. declares 
ha- i t is the policy of this »tat»» to manage and preserve i t a 
enewafcle mirir.e fishery resou-ces, , emphasizing protection 
and enhanccnent of the marine . nd estuarine environment in such a 
manner as to provide Tor op.Tru.i sustained benefits and use to 
t i l the people of this statu for present c:»d future generations, 
(omphasis added) 

in addition- i t i s clearly recognised that preservation of 
saltwater fisheries of thia atate does not end at the 
stats/fsderal water interface. Section ?70.103, F.S., authorises 
-hs Department of Natural Resources to enter into cooperative 
.-.greCTicnts with the Federal Government.... for the purposo of 
preserving saltwater fisheries within and without state waters 
und fer the purpose of protection against any abuse 
whatsoever. 

Vertebrate md invertebrate species that could be affected by 
petroloura pcoduction operations in the northwestern panhandles 
region ot" Florida are diverse. These include both estuarine and 
uceaii ortsncre) species. 
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r>aln estuarine systems located in thia region axe the 
i'eru:«ceU Bay, Choctawhatchee Bay and the St. Andrews Bay 
systems. These estuaries aro regarded es nursery areas for 
numerous speclee that axe economically important either becauae 
-hoy ate directly harvested, or becauae they ere integral in tha 
food chair.. Outlined below are the most common species found in 
r.his aiea; however, thie listing is not exhaustive. 

•'stuar'na i vertebrates: Oyster, hard clam, bay scallop, blue 
arsb, tone crab, white shrimp and brown shrimp. 

Estuarine vertebrates: Various species of sharks, herrings, 
anchovies, jacks, drums, mackerels, butterfishes, flounders, 
groupers snappers, catfish, sea bees, bluefish, cobia, 
ponpano, mullet end croaker. 

fhe offshore portion of the panhandle contains numerous species 
t-t-a" hnvft commercial and recreational value; and aa in the 
estuarine inventory, only thoee more common varieties sre lieted 
:x lew. 

ocean invertebrates: various species of starfish, soft corals, 
urchins (including the longspined aear urchin, which ie a 
projected species), ealico scallop, spiny lobster, white 
shrlirp, brown shrimp, and roek shrimp. 

ocean finfish: various species of snappers, groupers, mackerels, 
sharks, flounders, jacks, drums, ssatrout, croaker, 
bluefish. herring, silver trout, marlin tuna, wahoo, 
sailfish and bonito. 

The complex habitat created by the convergence of many species 
into marine communities could be affected by industrial-type 
activities such as drilling platforms and pipelinee. Chevron's 
proposed activities, as such, place these as well as othsr 
fisheries resourcss and their marine and estuarine environments 
at risk. This risk is compounded by the cumuletive impacts of 
drilling r.unerous exploration and development wells followed by 
Installation of production platforms and pipelinee for transport 
of product in the offshore ar-a where extensive habitat for 
fishery resources oxists. 

These potential risks are clearly not compatible with the 
preservation of fisheries resources by protection and enhancement 
Of -ha maLine and estuarine environments. Therefore, absent s 
clear :~.nd distinct determination that such risks are nonexistent , 
the Marine Fisheries Commission objects to Chevron's propoaed 
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Kent P.. Stauffer 
uary J6, 1991 
Pn v.» 

. c t i v i t i a s because of inconsistency with Section 370.025, Florida 
Statutes. 

'̂ he Board ol Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund 's 
rcsnoncible tor ensuring that State sovereignty landa axe manned 
o i i n a r i l v for the maintenance of essentially natural conditions, 
rhe propagation of f i s h and w i l d l i f e , and public recreation 
i 253*034 (l>(a), F.S.). The Department of Natural Resources i s 
• •ragged with the administration, supervision, development and 
•;cnservatio . of natural resources of tha State. Specific 
directions -.re also to preserve, manage and protect the marine, 
crustacean, shell and anadromous fishery resources i n State 
waters aid to protoct and enhance the marine and estuarine 
ervl ron/nent. These duties are directed, i n the broad sense, at 
r.anaglng tha fisheries i n the interest of a l l citizens of the 
Stete to thia end that they produce the maximum sustainable y i e l d 
consistent with the preservation and protection of the breeding 
itock 1370.013, 370.02(2), and 370 725, F.S.). 

TIcso broad responsibilities require that the Department express 
strong concerns when o i l and gaa exploration and production 
a c t i v i t i e s are proposed. Pollution of marine and coastal waters 
s prohibited under Section 376.041, F.S. and recent attention on 

the catastrophic results of o i l a p i l l s i n tho marine environment 
•»ave pronctad the Department to undertake si g n i f i c a n t planning 
u c t i v i r i e s related to emergency respcrse actions associated with 
o r l s p i l l s . Disruption to the l i f e cycles of many marine and 
•istuarine species would result i f o i l s p i l l s occurred, even i f 
the s p i l l s wero not carried towards the shoreline. There i s 
r s c f f i c i o n t s c i e n t i f i c documentation available to accurately 

;n erfier and describe how many diff e r e n t impacts could result from 
.i s p i l l , spscifically considering the use of chemical dispersion 
vhich is proposed by Chevron. 

The pxeposed exploration a c t i v i t y w i l l occur so close to the 
Jtate's coastal area that response time w i l l be shortened, and 
the chances of si g n i f i c a n t adverse environmental impacts 
occurring over time w i l l bc increased. The development i n t h i s 
.uea oi many production wells, transportation of supplies and 
eventual development of offshore pipelines to transport tho 
product back to the coast, would a l l pose additional threats to 
the . atural resources i n the State's adjoining submerged lands 
and to the narino resources which spend much of their l i f e cycles 
ir. offshore waters. While i t is not possible in this specific 
-Sfi1': to adequately address the Department's concerns by modifying 
tho specifi.: ev; loration plan for Destin Dome Block 97, i t i s the 
3cpirtnent'a petition that o i l and gas development occurring 
J l C i t e i than 100 miles from the coast would afford a greater 
ix a&urc ot protection f o r the State's coastal and marinp 
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. n h S f ! J ? r * A - i h e ?«P* r t »cnt finds the proposed 
. . u ^ % : ^ i n c o n s i s t e n t ^ 

- i u iV i 3 n* 'e4e3Lf t5 t h # *P**tments of Environments 1 
3 i ! gj commsrcs, tCoovernor's 

-fcring tme ™ i 2 2 DoSSd WMIW•jclossd for your information, 
verified k S ^ S l m m i l i ^ ^ # ^ , ? ? 2 d i - t 5 5 p u b l i c w *» 

cciwents were so l i c i t s* Tha I t ^ f h l * V £ ^ ^ " t i o n . and 
ytiblln- nntificetion M t m k * « a m m £ % £ ? d e , t o r m l n < * that the 
jctui met. requirements contained in 15 CPR 930.78 heve 

Sincmrely, 

Carol M. Browner 
Secretary 

w'MU.'dt 

incloq-.rer 

cc . Honorable Lawton Chilos. Governor 
Honorable Buddy MacKay, L t . Governor 
Mr. Doug Cook, BOG/OPB 
Mr. Ton Gardiner. DNR 
Di. Russell Nelson, MFC 

?ir. i homes Gernhofer, DOI 
«« . Mark Witten, Chevron 
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF ALABAMA 

ERNEST A. MANCINI 

OHi 

OOHackkorryUa* 
P.O.BoiO 

< 2051349-2852 

December 10, 1990 

DIRECTORS 
BssBsmw) Ammmmx a. L. ihesJei 

, W.E. Smith 
r.C.WCiaihai.Jf. 

Bswtyriiiiiiniiiisj.B.M.Mfk 
Willi R J.D.MWW 
Milisl i l lR a t f Motaao 

Mr. Kent E. Stauffer, Chief 
Liens end Pipeline Section 
Minerals Managemenl Service 
1201 Eimwood Park Boulcv-d 
Sew Orleans, LA 70123-2394 

Dear Mr. Stauffer: 
Re: MS 5231 

Control No. N-3912 

Staff members of tt*i Geological Survey of Alabama and State Oil end Qas 
Board have reviewed c .vron U.S.A., Inc.'s Initial Flan of Exploration end 
Environmental Report for Lease OCS-Q 8336, Block 97, Destin Dome Area. We 
have no comments on thia material at this time. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review Chevron U.S.A., Inc.'s Initial Plan of 
Exploration and Environmentai Report and look forward to safe, successful 
operations in the Federal waters off Alabama's coast. 

Sincerely yours, 

Ernest A. Maneini 
State Geologist and 
Oil and Gaa Supervisor 

iet 
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United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Field Office 
1612 June Avenue 

Panama City. Florida 32405-3721 

December 7, 1990 

Memorandum 

To: Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf 
Region, Minerals Management Service, New Orleans, Louisiana 
attn: Mt 5231 

From: Acting Proje :i Leode». Fish and Wildlife Service Field Office. 
Panama City. Florida 

Subject: Initial Plan of Exploration. Chevron U.S.A., OCS-G 8336, 
Block 97, Destin Dome Area, Control No. N-3912 

ex 

The Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the subject document in 
accordance with 655 DM 1. The document covsrs the exploratory drilling 
of well A in block 97, Destin Dome Ares. 

Review of the Plan indicates the absence of live bottom habitats in Block 
97. The Oil Spill Contingency Plan indicates that although the drillsite is 
seaward of the Oil Spill Stipulation B Zone, the Stipulation B requirements 
will be implemented for this activity. Therefore, we have no objection to 
the proposed operations. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments. 

cc: 
NMFS, Galveston, TX (Environmentai Assessment Branch) 
John de Mond, LA DNR, Baton Rouge, LA (attn: Bill Pittman) 
Ken Graham, MMS, New Orleans, LA 
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UNITED STATES OEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminiatration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 

Southeast Regional Office 
9450 Kogar Boulevard 
St. Petersburg, FL 33702 

December 3, 1990 

Mr. Kent E. Stauffer 
Chief, Plans and Pipeline Section 
Minerals Manageaent Service 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
1201 Eimwood Park Boulevard 
New Orleans, LA 70123-2394 

Dear Mr. Stauffer: 

Tha National Marina Fisheries Service haa reviewed the I n i t i a l Plan 
>t Exploration for Laaaa ocs-G 8336, Block 97, Deatin Done 
submitted with your letter dated November 27, 1990 (MS 5231; 
Control No. N-3912). Baaed upon our review of tha material 
submitted to ua, we have no objection to the propoaed drilling of 
Wall A. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Dr. Ed Keppner of our 
Panama City Area Office at 904/234-5061. 

Sincerely yours. 

Andreas Mager, Jr. 
Assistant Regional Director 
Habitat Conservation Division 
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