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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

I have considers:! the Plan of Exploration submitted by Chevron
U.S.A. Inc., to drill exploratrory Well A in Destin Dome Block 97
(OC8-G 8336), and based on the environmental analysis contained
in this environmental assessment with its mitigation measures,
find that there is no evidence to indicate that the proposed
action will significantly affect (40 CFR 1508.27) the quality of
the human environment, and the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement is not required.
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INTRODUCTION

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

In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
this AEA/SEA concept implements the tiering process outlined in 40
CFP 1502.20 which encourages agencies to tier environmental documents
to eliminate repetitive discussions of the same issue. By use of
reference to the AEA, the 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
the requirements of the NEPA.

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

Description of tne Proposed Action - Chevron U.S.A. Inc. filed a
Plan of Exploration (POE) for Well A, Area Environmental Report

(AER), 0il Spill cContingency Plan, Live Bottom Photodocumentation
Survey, and Site-Specific Environmental Report (SER) on November 13,
1990, for Destin Dome Block 97, Lease OCS-G 8336. The area for which
the exploration activities are planned is 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 m (172 ft) in the southeast
corner. Chevron is the operator of Lease OCS-G 8336 (Chevron, 1990).

The objective of the proposed operation is to evaluate the
hydrocarbon potential of Destin Dome Block 97. A jack-up drilling
rig, such as the Trancworld 64, or similar rig would be used to drill
the proposed well A. The surface location for the well is shown in
Figure I-2. The well would be drilled, evaluated, and either
temporarily or permanently abandoned in accordance with OCS order No.
3. The operator plans to commence drilling Location A upon approval
of the 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). This action is considered routine for the GOM.
For additional information concerning the proposed action, refer to
Chevren's POE.




Need Zor the Proposed Action - The need for the proposal results
from the mandate of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (Section
11) which requires submission of exploration plans. This proposal
contains Chevron's apecific operational drilling proposal to explore
the lease in a diligent manner.

II. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

Alternatives to approval of the proposal as originally submitted
are:

Nonapproval of the proposal - Chevron would not be allowed to
undertake the proposed plan of exploration activities in Destin Dome
Block 27. This alternative could prevent discovery and development
of much needed hydrocarbon resources and would result in loss of
royalty income for the United States. Considering this aspect and
the fact that minimal impacts are anticipated, this alternative was
not deemed necessary.

Approval with additional mitigation - In the course of this
evaluation process, the following protective measures were identified
to further mitigate the environmental impacts associated with the
proposal:

1. In compliance with the lease stipulation regarding control
of electromagnetic emissions and operations of boat and/or aircraft
traffic into the designated military warning area W-155, the operator
must enter into an agreement with the Chief, Naval Air Training,

Naval Air station, Corpus Christi, Texas 78419-5100 (contact Lt.
Commander Williams or Major Danuser at (512) 939-3927).

2. There is a possibility that the proposed activities may
encounter H,S. Adherence to 30 CFR 250.67 is required.

3. Our analyses indicate that there is a potential geologic
hazard problem (shallow gas and faulting). Appropriate geasures to
mitigate potential impacts will be required of the lessesa.

4. Permits cannot be issued until the States of Florida and
Alabama determine the propnsal is consistent with their CZM program
or concurrence can be conclusively presumed. This action will
require further evaluation based upon the findings of the States'
consistency determination.

In addition to these measures, appropriate OCS Orders,
regulations, and procedures are believed sufficient to prevent
significant adverse impacts. Measures which TO proposed to implement
to limit pollution effects are discussed in the initial POE. °FR, and
AER. Outer Continental Shelf Orders, NTL's, and Sale 94 Le. =
Stipulations Nos. 1; 2; 4(a), (b), (c), (d); 5; and 6 were iden' . led
throughout this assessment as existing mitigation for potential
environmental impacts associated with the proposed POE.
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III. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Refer to Section III of the AEA, pages 3-49 (USDOI, MMS, 1984a),
for information applicable to this section of the SEA. Additional
information is included as necessary for impact analysis purposes in
Section IV.B and IV.C of this SEA.

IV. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Environmental effects as a result of the proposed action with
mitigation are not expected to be controversial or significant in
terms of NEPA.
A. ACCIDENTAL HYDROCARBON DISCHARGES

1. 0il spill Accidents

A complete discussion of the causes of both major and mi~or oil
spills resulting from exploration activity in the GOM is included in
Section IV.A.1. of the AEA.

2. Vulnerability of Coastal Land Segmenis to 0il Spills

A summary of the trajectory analysis (for 10 days) simulated as
a part of the 0il Spill Risk Analysis is presented in Table IV.4. of

the AEA. Refer to Section IV.A.2. of the AEA for background
information concerning these hypothetical oil spill trajectories.

Destin Dome Block 97 falls within the oil spill area 94, (see
Figure IV-1 of the AEA). Impacts from an oil spill occurring in this
oil spill area would be felt in the coastal land segments extending

from Baldwin County, Alabama, to Bay County, Florida. Coastal land
segment 24 (Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties in Florida) would be the
most vulnerable with a 13% chance that an oil spill occurrinm i» ni?d
spill area 94 would contact this area within 10 days. T

chance that an oil spill occurring in oil spill area ¢ act
Baldwin County, Alabama in this same time span is 1%

County, Florida - 10%; Walton County, Florida - 6%- anty.
Florida - 1% (USDOI, MMS, 1984a). Refer to Section af the
Final Regional Impact Statement for a 1iscussion ¢ .cors
affecting the severity of an oil spill.

The prospect of there being an oil spill is gua. ued against
through utilization of state-of-the-art drilling and blowout
prevention equipment and through the use of best possible drilling
practices by thoroughly trained personnel. These safeguards would be
reinforced by operations curtailment programs enforced wh-iever sea
state and weather ccnditions require. In the unexpected event that an
accidental oil spill should occur, Chevron would conduct an emergency
response to contain and cleanup the spilled oil (Chevron, 1990).
Solid wastes from a spill would be disposed of in an approved
landfill area (Ibid). General resource mobilization and response
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plans dre outlined in Chevron's approved 0il Spill Contingency Plan
for the GOM, along with the CGA spill plan (Ibid).

In summary, the risk due to the proposed activity appears small.
Most spills would be naturally dispersed within 60 days. 1In
addition, most spills would be subjected to containment and cleanup
efforts. The operator is a member of CGA which has spill 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 initial POE and SER. In addition,
MMS conducts reviews of the various applications for compliance with
OCS Orders, Notices to Lessees, etc., to insure safe drilling
operations. A description of the BOP equipment and diverter system
is contained in the supplemental SER information. Tenneco submitted
an 0il Spill Contirgency Plan along with the initial POE. Refer to
this document for details concerning oil spill prevertion and
cleanup.

3, Effects of 72il Spills on the Environment

Refer to Section IV.A.: ! the AEA for discussions of oil spill
impacts to coastal habitatr n1thic communities, endangered or
threatened species, other ifs including migratory waterfowl,
commercial fishing, recreati. ,tourism, cultural resources, water
quality, and air quality.

The operator will comply with the measures identified in Sectioun
II-3 of this SEA in order to mitigate, toc the extent feasible,
impacts resulting from an accidental oil spill.

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 Destin Dome Block 97 was reviewed
by the Metairie District 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 will need an H2S contingency plan.

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

2. Impacts Concerning Meteorology

Mitigation to be taken by Chevron during hurricanes, is
discussed in Section 5.B.2. of the SER. In conditions of high winds
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and reduced visibility due to fog or uii, helicopter traffic and/or
boat traffic Letween the riy and vhor- -2 would be temporarily
suspended (CSA, 1990).

Interferences due to weather conditions are cxpected to be
short-term and infrequent, producing only an 'ns.ignificant effect on
the movement of supplies and personnel to =, irom the facilities.
The effect on offshore operations should be uinimal. Additional
!nformatior is ‘ncluded in section IV.3.2. ot tl'e AEA,

3. Impacts Concerrng Physical Oceancgrzaphy

Oceanographic conditicns which could adversely affect the
operation have been taker ‘nto consideration during the planning and
designing of the proposed action. However, although drilling rigs
are designed to operate in rough sea conditions, pre~autions would ! .
taken by Chevron if - nnrricane approached Bluck 97 (Chevron, 1990)
Activities would br 4aii.nd, protective measiires taken, and facilities
secured. No signif.cant impacts from normsi physical oceanographic
conditions would Lo <:pected during the implementation of tt.ls
exploration nlan.

4. Impacts oa the Biological Enironmen:
a. Impacts on Coastal Habltaur
D.e o Biock 97's distance from shore [4& 1« (23 mi)] and the

Vsw ¢! 2n established onshore support base requir.r3y no new
onaczuction, dredging, or £illing, iwpacus othe: than those from oil

L1ili's on the area's biological environment would ne insignificant.
Farther site-specific discussion of potential impacts to the benthos
#nd sensitive underwater features are includsd under their respective
nwadings. Refer to Section 5.c of tlie SER and Section IV.A.3. of the
4.4 for a discussion of oil spill impacts to the biological
feavironment.

b. Impacts on Offshore Habitats
(1) Impacts on = Pelagic Environment

Impacts to pelagic biota ar: arpected to be insiy:.iti :ant and
short-term. Addit:ional informz“iun is incl ided in Section
IV.B.4.b(1) of the AFA.

(2) Iwpacts o the Benthic Environment

Impacts to th. banthic euvironment are gener»:ly ui.-vssed i\
Section IV.B.4.b.(2). Impac:is other than those f on oil spills
should be irsignificant. Cllevron has submitted 2 live-bottom and
photodecumentation s.:vvey for Well Site A in Block 97, which are
designed to assess 4rilling-associated impacts to any live-botiom




areas existing in the block. The results of these surveys indicate
that no areas of ljvs-pottom are present in Block 97.

(3) Impacts on Sensitive Uiiexrwater Features

Live-buttom areas have beerr determined by the MMS to be worthy
of protection by lease stipulation. In accordance with lease
Stipulaticn No. 2 concerning potential ha:ri/live bol:tom ar=as, a
photodocumentation survsy was condacted tfo1 the proposed drillsite in
Block 97. The results of the survey can .e found 1n the initial POE.
Attached epibiot. appears to be similar o tha Tr. * wd Middle Shelf
Live Bottom Assemblage II depicted in th-. MMS =ponsorv . Southwest
Florida Shelf Ecosystem Study (CSA, 19°0). The U.S. Fish -~ad
Wildlife Service and the National Mzrines Fisheries Service have
reviewsd the proposal, and did not reconmend further protective
messures (Appendix C).

c. Impacts un Endangered c: Trveatened Species
No adverse impact s are expected  ar ain; endangered or threatened
s;e-ies in the GOM. Additional intors t’on is included in Section
‘i7.A.4.c. of the AEA.
d. Impacit= on Breeding Habi ..s and M’ ration Routes
o adverse inpa.cs ure expected to occur to brae’ling habitats or
migration routes. A/\liiional information is included in Section
IV.B.4.d. of the AEA
e. Impacts on Frotected Areas of Biological Con-s«.n
No adverse ‘apacts arnu expe~ted during the exploratory
activities planned in thiz block due mainly toc the water depth at the

sites. Additional information is included in Section IV.B.4.e. of
the AFA.

C. IMPACTS ON SOCIOECONOMIC CONDITIONS AND CONCERNS
1. Impacts to Economic and Demographic Conditions
a. Impacts on Local Employment
Most of th- employees required for this exploration activity
would be tra;' " rted by Chevron from another area of the Gulf. Refer

to the SER (CSA, 1990) for the number of employees that will be
utilized for the proposed onerations, and their duties.

Due to the small numbe: oF .apicvees that would be hired
locally, impacts on local emp..y™ent would be insignificant.
Additional information is included in Sec*%ion IV.C.l.a. of the AEA.



b. Impacts on Local Populatiou and Industry Centers

The vesse! -~ ws required to opera:.s the supply and standby
vessels would usua'ly acompany their raspective vessels when they
mqve tc the site frum another area of che Gulf. This trcnsient
personnel would not redquire local huus , because they would live on
the vessel and would return to their residences upon completion of
each tour of duty. Air support for the proposed operation wvill be
provided by Petroleum Helicopters, Inc., which has an exi=*in~
helicopter base in Panama City. Most of the employees rec ir-d to
operate the drilling rig would typically be assigned to the rig.
They would stay with the rig while on duty and return to their home
ihile off duty. No new employees or families would mcve permanently
into the area (CSA, 1990).

Because most of the pe-.. .iel are expected to return to their
nhones during otf-duty shifce. nc significant effects to population
centers and industry are eu.::cted to result from the explorat:i.on
a~+{vities. Expenditures fr port require.ent~, supplies, fiei, and
tutisa.ty needs could contribu‘e tunds to the of the Panara
City axea (CSA, 1990.). &£xpansion of existing ficilities to support
the offsrore and onshore activities is not expected because there
would be little incentive on che part of industry to establish
extensive facilities prior to the proven exictence of commer:-ial
quantities of hydrocarbons (Herbert and Lampl, 1983).

2. Impacts on lLand Ure
a. Impacts of Increased Demands on Community Services

Increased demands on community service would be inaigni* zant.
No new famii'.es are moving into the area and the occasional <elands
of transieat employees per drilling operation on locei services ould
ke insignific-nt
(CFA, 1990;.

b. Imp. cts of Increased Boat and Air ‘ raffic

Employers would be tiransported from the airport or the port
directly to ‘he drill site by helicopter or supply boat. Helicopters
may also be us> to transport specialty personnel such as casing
crews, engineers, e*c.. znd small supplies. The 8 additional flights
per weuk as a resul: of the proposed operations in Block 97 would be
.nsignificant compar a to the total number of flights normally
serving the area. Tne supply and stundby vessels servicing these
activities would follw he 1woat dire:t route to the drill site. The
additional vesse) f.re "fic (20 trips/=aonth) supporting the proposed
activities would act si,niiicantly affect -xisting vessel traffic
(CSA, 1990).




c. Impacts of Competition for Scarce Coastal Resource:s
and Demands for Goods and Services

Chevron wculd use an onshore support base located at Panama Cily
for activities in Dastin Dome >rea, R’ock 97. No new land arean aras
expected to be occupied and no increase:d demands un existing dock
space would be anticipated (CoA, 1990).

(1) Supplies and Equipment

Significant amounts «f comzodities to be purchased would include
materials specialized for el . drilling, electricity, and groceries.
Major supplies and equipment to be used for the proposed .ctivitius
include pipes for lining the hole (est. 1,350 tons), cement for
securing the pipes (est. 10,000 sacks) and sacked drilling mud
components (est. 22,000 sacks). Vendors for these materials have not
yet been determined. Since the materials are highly specialized,
demand for them should not affect 1~~al needs for goods and services
(CSA, 1990).

\2, Water

Chevron plans to use seawater-based drilling fluids.
Approximately 15,000 gallons of freshwater pe- day will be required
for the proposed activities. Much of this vu."tily will be supplied
by the freshwater-maker on the rig. The rest will be supplied from
the shorebase area. Impacts on local and regional water supply
should be low (CSA, 1570).

(2) Aggregate Energy

Approximately 80,000 gal. of diesel fuel per month and 3,000
gal. of lube oil per month will be purchased from local distributors.
Present supplies in the area are adequate to handle the demand. The
only use of electricity anticipated is that for office space. The
rate of consumption should not exceed 5,000 kw per month. The impact
on local supplies from thiy use will be negligible. Estimates are
based on the requirements f5:- one drilling rig (CSA, 1990).

(4) Other Resources

Other services and materials that may be needed to surpcrt
offshore exploratory drilling are listed in Table III-12 ¢/ the AEA.
hdditional datails of the types of vendors/contractors and specific
demands for goods and services which could be required to conduct ilc
planned activ._ies are dis-ussed in TO's SER.

3. Impacts from Construction of Onshore Support Facilities
‘ielicopter operations would originate from the Panama City-Bay

Toarcy Airport. The onshore support facility for marine operations
4c.ld be an uxisting site in the Panama City area. Refer to Section




(2) {h) 'IV; of the SER for a description of these faciliti.s The
supply teruinal and helicopter base, both in the Panama City locale,
would ut:i)izs existing facilities. No new construction, dredging or
£illing would be inveolved. Tha onriore base would be n~xpected to
have an iasignificant impact on the Manama City area (CSA, 1990).

4. Impacts of Public Opinion

No significant public opposition to the planned operation has
surfaced to date.

5. Impacts on Navigation

Exploratory activities in Block 97 should have an insignificant
effect on shipping. Block 97 is located 48 km (29 mi) offshore an-
outside of any major shipping lanes or anchorage areas in the GOM
(USDOI, MMS, 1984b, Visual No. 11). Marine traffic in support of che
proposed activities is not expected to significantly affect shipping
activities in the Panama City area, in part, because of the
established port fac.lities already in existence and :he t nr{
nature of the proposvd activities. Th~» impacts of . drim rig
nn marine transportation (fishing anc pleasure bo: .ng) could be both
adverse and beneficial, because stationary structures could represent
obstaclss to navigatic, but they also could serve as navigational
aids. The cperator i3 required to comply with U.S. Coast Guard
reculations related to the safety of personnel and the display of
prescribed navigational lights and signals for the safety of
rewigation. Chevron is also required to obtain permits from the U.S.
Army Corps nf Engineers to prevent obstructions to navigatior.
Additional Infornration is included in Section IV.C.5 of the AEA.

6. Impacts Corcerning Mili:ary Use

No objection was stated in the Nepartment of the Air Force
letter of September 29, 1988, Appendia C.

In comp.iunce with the lease stipulation regarding control of
electromagne’{~ emissions and operations of boat and/or air traffic
into the dei 7meted military warning area W-151, the operator must
enter into :., 25reement with Commancder, Armament Division, 3246th
Test Wing/CA, Aubrey Freeman/CCN, E,;lin AFB, Florida 32542, Telephone
(904) 882-3614. The operations are also located within the NCSC area:;
therefore, in order to provide control of boat and/or aircraft
traffic entering into the NCSC area, the operator will enter into an
agreement wvith the Naval Coastal Systems Center/Code 530, Attention:
Mr. Ed Yigdon, Panama City, Florida 32407, Telephone (904) 234-
4626/4280. Conducting the exploratory operations in accordancy with
existing Stipulations Mus. 4 nd 5 and Rider of Lease Form MMS-.2005

(August 1982) is expected to reduce pctential impacts to a minimal
level.




7. Impacts on Commercial Fishing

Direct effects of exploratory operations on commercial fishing
in Flock 97 would be the removal of a limited area of seafloor from
use and the temporary degradation of water quality at the immediate
area of each drill site. Although some commercial fishing would be
likely to occur within the vicinity of Block 97, no significant
conflict of use is expected to develop in the area of the proposed
action due to the distance from shore (48 km (29 mi)]). Refer to
Section IV.A. of this SEA and the corresponding section of the AEA
for a discussion of oil spill impacts to commercial fishing.
Additional information is included in Section IV.C.7 of the AEA.

8. Impacts on Recreation/Tourism

Due to the distance offshore (48 km (29 mi)]) and the temporary
nature of the proposed activities, impacts to the aesthetics and
recreational resources of the coastal area would be insignificant.
Refer t» Section IV.A. of this SEA and the corresponding section of
the AEA for a discussion of oil spill impacts to recreation/tourism.
Additional information is included in Section IV.C.8 of the AEA.

9. Impacts on Cultural Resources

Block 97 is located outside of both the Historical and the
Prehistoric Cultural Resources high probability lines, therefore, no
impacts to offshore cultural resources are expected. The rator
states that existing onshore support facilities would be utilized;
therefore, no impacts to onshore cultural resources are anticipated.
Stipulation No. 1 of Lease Sale 79 provides further safeguards for
the protection of presently unknown cultural resources. The operator
is required to report, upon discovery of any site, structure or
object of historical or archaeological sig:uificance to the ORD, MMS,
GOM and make every reasonable effort to preserve and protect that
cultural resource. Additional information is included in Section
IV.C.9 of the AEA.

10. Impacts on Water Quality

According to CSA's SER, the total amount of drilling cuttings
that would be discharged during the exploration activity is estimated
at approximately 3,840 barrels of solids. Liquid "sastes would
include 50,000 bbl of drilling muds, 262,500 gal each of sanitary
wastes and domestic wastes. Liquid and solid wastes from the
activities would temporarily degrade the water gquality in the
immediate vicinity of the wells in Block 97 (CSA, 1990).

Implementation of the proposed activity would alter the water
quality by resuspension of bottom sediments during placement of the
drilling rig and the discharge of drill cuttings and muds and other
liquid wastes. Rig installation has the potential to disperse
pcllutants entrapped in the bottom sediments into the water column
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and create a turbidity plume. These activities would be of short
duration and any pollutants would be rapidly dispersed over tha block
under consideration. At most depths typical of the continental sh-!?
the majority of discharged fluids and cuttings are initiall

deposited on the seabed within 1,000 m (3,281 ft) of the of
discharge. This material may persist as initially deposited or may
undergo rapid or prolonged dispersion, depending on the snergy of the
bottom boundary layer (National Research Council, 1983).

Because water quality is expected to quickly return to ncrmal in
the area after drilling operations have been completed, no
significant impacts to the wvater quality of the area are expected as
a result of the proposed activities. As discussed in Section I.J.,
all discharges would adhere to the standards imposed by the NPDES
Permit. Refer to Section IV.A. of this SEA and the co
section of the AEA for a discussion of oil spill impacts to water
quality. Additional information is included in Section IV.C.10 of
the AEA and the operator's AEA.

11. Impacts on Air Quality

Onshore - The effects of the air emissions onshore would be
negligible due to the distance of the drill sites to the northwest
Florida coast. The percent increases in ambient concentrations
contributed by the onshore secondary emissions from the p
activities would be insignificant (CSA, 1990). Additional
information is included in Section IV.C.11 of the AEA and in the
operator's SER.

Offshore - Data presented in Appendix B of this SEA and in the
operator's SER indicate that the total emissions expected from the
proposed activities in Block 97 would be well below the calculated
exemption levels, qualifying these activities for exemption from
further air quality review. The site-specific air quality review
conducted by MMS as a part of this environmental ml{lil concluded
that there could be no significant effect on air quality from the
proposed action. The emissions exemption calculations used in this
analysis are given in the Air Quality Review (Appendix B).
Additional information is included in Section IV.C.11 of the AEA and
in the operator's SER.

12. 1Impacts on Other Commercial Uses

There are no other commercial uses in Block 97 to be affected by
the exploration activity.

13. Impacts on Other Mineral Uses

There are no plans or proposals for mining other mineral
resources other than oil and gas in Block 97; therefore, no conflict
of use is expected.
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14. Impacts Concerning Pipelines and Cables

No conflict of use is expected because there are no known
existing pipelines in he eastern Gulf and because pipelines can not
be proposed as a part of this exploration activity (Appendix B).

15. Impacts of Ocean Dumping

No conflict of use is expected because there are no existing
ocean dumping areas des ted in the eastern Gulf. The operator has
stated that compliance with the USEPA NPDES permit will be maintained
(CSA, 1990). Additionally, OCS Order No. 8 requires that the
operator locate and retrieve any large debris lost overboard as a
result of the proposed activities.

D. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

Information in this section is included in Section IV.D of the

V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

In accordance with provisions of 30 CFR 250.33 and DM 655, and
the Memorandum of Agreement (1983) between the Department of Defense
and the Department of the Interior, copies of the plan wers forwarded
to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries
Center, and the commander, Armament Division, 1in Air Porce Base,
Florida. Copies of the comments of these agencies are included in

Appendix C. Comments from the State of Florida were not required for
approval of this activity.
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MEMORAND!'M

Date: [/‘/‘ ‘7.0

To: Unit Supervisor, (M %231)
From: Unit Supervisor, (M8 5727)
Subject: Review of Initial POE, Chevron U.5.A,, Control Yo. ¥-3912

lease OCS-6 8316, %lock 97, Destin DNDome Area

Classification of Area per 250.67(-):
[ ] ’one (s, knosn to contain H2S .;.‘
(4 "me(s) where the presence of H2S 1s unknown 4
r Zone(s) where the absence of H?G has been contirmed
Recommendation/Comments:
[ 1 Approval recommended. Normal precautions will be ade uate

while conducting activities proposed in this POE.
M Approval (5 recommended with the following conditions:

ogudinn Lo slullocfas

l et ——

[ ] Madification recommended as follows:

[ 1 Comments:

Enclogsed are the tollowing reviews as per your request:

[ Hazards Review [x] Geophysical "' @

BEST AVA".ABLE COPY Unit Supervisor

Enc.osures
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HAPARDS REVIEW I — B -

Tniti1al POF
Tregaes S 0 R
Rlock 27

Mectys Pome Are

Pl itool Nao Y3912

Wooeet proposal includes well A

eol AVAlL Y 2LE COPY.

B L Tere T FP T T fU‘; b.xchf‘:w&

Subsurface Hazards: #_LS:_LL{L_
Ha o o

[

Other Hazards (Pipelines, Sunken Ships,

Freparer(s):

Cables,




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
MEMORANDUM

V- iYeges
To: Supervisor, Exploration/Development Plans Unit, Plans, Platform and
Pipeline Section, Field Operations, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region (FO=2-1)

From: Sup vvisor. Platform/Pipeline Unit, Plans, Platform and Pipeline
Sect!on, I ix:1 Operations, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region (FO=2-2)

Subjett: Plan of Cxnloration for M & »
RMA';_AHM Block 27 » Lease OCS-G_EEL_'

30 CFR 250.%34 Control No. [N~ 39/2

Proposed Well/Platform:

Identification and Location Existing Pipelines Within 500 Feet
L - L ar

Unit x;:r:i’s‘or

FTorres:jj:LEXITYPE Disk 7




AIR QUALIT A
CER/EA No. L'=S7/.2 Oue bate L2/ 22 /%0  Lease 065-6 _L2ATE
Area and Block _LDe<7724 Dome 97
AIR QUALITY REVIEW (f??ﬁ'cwaj
Onshore Base: W New or Revised: Yes __ No _——

Rig Type: J(_/ Distance Offshore i?_ mi: Exempt: VYes . No ___
Information Source(s): fAA~, &5 K:féﬂ/, S 77—
7 Comments/Recommendations: A &

Meterologist Date

BIOLOGICAL REVIEW
U.S. Fish and wild"ifa Service Comments iequired: Yes i Mo

The prcposed action may impact a biologically sensitive area or
organism/community: Yes __ No |/

Special protective measures relative to endangered/threatened species reflecting
previous biologicz' cpinions recommended as conditions of plan/application
approval: Yes __ No

$): LZA £l FM SZz —F

: Lon &
/;‘,/c— =

Date

Information Sources(

New Surface Activities: Yes ‘_{Nﬂ

Cul. Res. Rpt. Required: Yes .~ No __ Submitted: Yes = No

Potential or known cultural resources within area of concern identified at location
of the proposed action: Yes __ No o

Description: __
e

T

Information Sources(s): ,424,:‘_,}_,&,/_}' e/()/(ﬂém; SiAE~

c ts/I .commendations: Ao A
» e
%M v /J o
Reviewer Date
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OIL SPILL REVIEM

Company Name - ',-I/‘Q’IG’VMJ zé/
c:"u -. - é'- “-?/2

Lease OCS-6 _~ °27

Area and Block - — - 7 7

Primary ofl spi1l aquipment base - Zlcoides ik il lisille v ot o« -
Response time - - /[io hawrs ‘4l Ns g pmind il
Trajectory amalysis submitted: Yes o Mo ___

The operator's response time/trajectory amalysis is adeguate
Yes ___ e _{mM )

Information Sowrces - _ Yisuals. EIS. Staff. B3
Comments/Recomendat fons * A o , — itk a7




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
MEMORANDUM

Date /;Ar/?/

To: Chief, Plans, Platform, and Pipeline Section, Offshore
Field Operations, GOM OCS Regior (F0-2-1)

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

Subject: Preliminary Review of Plan/Application No.__ 2 — T 7/ 2
CULTURAL RESQURCES

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

The problem is

The pridlem can be resolved by

BIOLOCICA!,_RESOURCES

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

The problem is

The problem can be resolved by

Qi) _Spill [nformation Review

/ There is (see attached review) is not ___4n oil spill information problem
(e 1)/4/ requiring supplemental information.
)

Jerry Brashier
cc: CER File (LE-5)
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AIR_QUALITY REVIFW

CER/EA No. [N- ot Due Date [2-20-Fp Lease(s) 0CS-C Zﬁ‘
Block(s) _47 aea Dupstin Dema

Onshore Emissions

Onshore Base: ﬁmd:grt‘él Nev or Revised: Yes __ MNo X

Onshore Emissions Calculations (If onshore base is new or uﬂud):%

wo_ tons/yr; CO tons/yr; VOC tons/yr;

TSP ____ tons/yr; 80, ____ tons/yr
Of fshore Emissions
Major Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculations:
wo_ 94 tons/yr; CO Ktm!yr; voc thlﬂ:
TSP ‘_’!_ tons/vr} 802 ‘téz tons/yr
Minor Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculationms:
wo_ ﬁ tons/yr; €0 3. F2/rons/yr; VOC [e2¥ toms/yr;
TSP gfi tons/yr; S0, M tons/yr
Total Offshore Emissions:
o 7526 tons/yr; €O Jo-37 cons/yr; voC 2% /2 tons [yr;
T“P‘_'-_z-__‘ tons/yr; S0, _‘_-7_\rltmulyr
Em!ssions Exemption Calculations
Distance to Nearest Land in Scatute Miles: _.2-?
Exesption: FPor CO; E = 3400023 « T2,093.c¥ tons/yr
For NO_, VOC, TSP, 50,; E = 33.30 = F6.4 70 sons/yr

There vill be significant effect on air qualicy from the proposed action:

Yes Bo X
Information Source(s;: ﬂﬁm{. gL
Comments/Recommendations: _ IV [ s —

it

Hluo’ﬁlogist




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
HEMCRANOLN

Chief, Plans, Platfornss and Pipeline Sections Field Operacion
GH CCS Ragion (FOmz=11 1 Petine Secticn, araEti,

cMul'. Envirenmenta) Operations Sectioa, Leasing and Environment,
G0N OCS Regtoa (LE=H) :

Eavirenmental r$1ag Information for Plan Contrel Mo,/ K=2942,
Lease OC3-Q et »
Blcexs) _%2.2 : o Arss DT Do =
Our review of the subject plan’s eavircnmenta) Q'umnin

information requires
pursuant’ to the LTL dated Octoder 12, 1988, Nas detormined that the

information
s complete. Therefors. your office uy procesd with the distridution of the
i.'ﬂm"“.

oy a

om P-ashier
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STATE O FLuNIDA

.,; “ ®ffice of the Governor

o . THF CAPITOL
e asil TALLAMASSEE. FLORIDA 32950001 f
Tavima € re
(A3 TR éf%:___‘
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR S N"-3q 8
EVIRONMENTAL & GROWTH_MANAGEMENT POLICY UNIT

OFFICE TELEPHONE: (904) 488-5551
PANAFAX TELEPHONE: (204) 922-6200

]
THE FIORTHCOMING l(' PAGE (S) ARE TO:

TIME:

"BAMAERLY. NUMBER: (S04 l Z23L =) /D.

OFFICE PHONE: ;‘3 L" < )'.?_‘2

susseer: DD G 7# Cm,_afgsﬁ?_é!ﬁ«.l__

RIMARYS: " 4,#
_— sféx;, f’;/ 2; AV




Florida Department of Environmenta: Reguiation
! Twin Towers Office Bidg. ® 2600 Blair Stonc Road ® Tullshasee, Florida 32399-2400

Limion Chiles, Gonernor Carol M Beow ner, Scorctary

February 26, 1991

Mr. Kent E. Stauffer

.3. Deparrtment of the Inter’
*linerals Marnagement Sarvice

3ult of Mexlco Region

1201 Elmwcod Park Boulevard

New Orlaans, Louisiana 70123-2394

RE: Explcoration Plan, Environmental Re t . Photodocumentation
Survey, and Site-Specific 0il spill tingency Plan
Destin Dome Block 97, (Control No. N=-3912)

SAT § - FL9011300612C

Near Mr. Stauffer:

ke Statsz of Florida has completed its review of the above-

~eferenceé documents and has evaluated the federal consistency

rrtilization for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) oll and gas
2loratory drilling activities on Destin Dome Block 97.

Departmant, functioning as Florida's lead Coastal Management
IY pursdJant to Section 306(c)(5) of the Coastal Zone
Terent Act, its implementing regulations at 15 CFR 930,
. v+ E., and Section 380.22, Florida Statutes, hereby notifies
vc. chat thz State of Florida objects to Chevron U.S.A. Inc.'s
censistency certification and assessment for the Plan of
Zxploraticn (POE), Environmental Report and accompanying
~r formaticn for Destin Dome Block 97 (Control No. N-3912).

te west Florida panhandle contains many sensitive marine and
rcasztal resources which are vital teo the State's well-being. The
rcoromy of this area is directly tied to these resources through
s.el industries as tourism and recreatiocnal and commercial
f'sing. OLl and gas activities offshore Florida are not

mwatible with Florida's constitutional mandate and policies of

otecting lts marine and coastal. resources of the State. To

>wide the necessary protection of Florida's sensitive coastal
.1.d marine vosources, the State has adopted a policy of opposing
2il and gas activities within 100 miles of the coast.




Mi . Kant E. Stauffer
teu_uary 6, 1991
rage Mo

srecifizally, we find that the POE and supporting informaticn are
‘nccnsistent with the provisions of Chapters 253, 370, 376, and
1N, "Ta-id=: Statures. Specific sections of these statutes ara
ad185c-.55 -1 as follows.

ke Depaztmznt of Environmental Regulatior.’s responsikb.lities in
tt.e Flcrida Coastal Management Program (FCMP) most affected by
tte proposed exploration are found in the following specific
statuzcry soctions: 403.021(1), (2), (5) and (6); 403.061;
4C3.062, 403.161; and 403.918. These sections charge the
NDeparsrent with the prevention of pollution of waters of the
Statre and the protection of the State's wetlands. In particular,
Subi rcsion 403.021(2), F.S., provides that no wastes are to be
‘Tischarged into State waters without sufficient pretreatment
*szary to protect the beneficial uses of those waters. The
~izicn of “pollution" (403.031(7), F.S5.) includes alterations
a= blclogical integrity of the State's waters and is
i" 124 if harm to biota occurs(403.161, F.S.). Section
5.912, F.S5. recognizes the value of the State's wetlands in
.zoviding €ish and wildlife habitat and contributing to marine
srocuctivity. The Department is also inctructed in section
176.05., F.S. to cooperate with the Department of Natural
Resources in preventing pollutant discharges to wacers of the
state, s»>ecifically the marine influenced waters described in
sectinn 376,041, F.S. Pollution of marine and coastal waters is
proninited under cection 376.041, F.S. The possibility of an oil
spill resuliing from this axploration conflicts with these
mrovisions. DER is obligated by the cited statutory sections to
oronidb t po.lution of waters of the State, thereby maintaining
~heir cuality for the many beneficial uses they provide to the
~ivizans of the State.

In spita of Chevron's prooosed preparedness, an accidental
celzase of 0ll would threaten the quality of state waters and
:castal habltats. 01l mpill trajectorias prapared for
erxplorition of blocks off the panhandle hesve shown the potential
‘cr transrort Lo State waters. The estuaries of the adjacent
<=~a=tal irea are nurseries for economically !mportant fish and

.1fish s»ecles. Offshore the panhandle, numercus fish and
avzrtabrate species are found which have both commercial and
recreational value.

Tn the event of such a release, Chcvron proposed to mechanically
centain or chemically disperse an oil slick or allow it to
disperse raturally. Mech:nical containment and chemical
Aispersion under the best of circumstances are only partially
e*fective in containing or reducing the size of an oil slick.
<il whigh i3 not contained or dispcrscd may be transported to
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Mr. Kent E. Stauffer
“ebruary 26, 1991
Jage Three

shore anl foul beoaches, inlets, estuaries, grassbeds and
wildlife. It is unlikely that the full extent of these shoreline
habitats in the panhandle can be adcquately protocted with the
shorelinz boom and skimming equipment available to Chevron.
“resently, only limited scientific knowledge is available
regarding the effects of chemically dispersed oil on marine
species, narticularly subadult life stages. Until adequate
dispersant toxic effects studies are completed, it is premature
¢ :elvy on this mathod of spill cuotrol.

Chevron's proposed drilling will place the Stats's coastal
Tescurces at too great a risk. This risk is compounded by the
cutulative impact of drilling numerous exploraticn wells followed
Ly anticipated development and production activities, including
ripeline transportation, throughout the shelf offshore of the
ranhandlz. 0il and gas development should be set back 100 miles
fror th2 coast so that the State's natural resources are
nma’factsC by these activities. Because Destin Dome Block 97 is
<+ell within this area, there are no alternatives which Chevron

zan oZfar to make its plan of exploration consistent with the
DER's authorities in the PCMP.

The Marine Fisheries Commission is charged with the
adninistration, supervision, development and conservation of the
“ishery resourcas of the State (370.013, Florida Statutes).
Chaptar 370, F.S. recognizes that i, protecting the State's
fishevies resources it is imperative to protezt not only
individual species, but more importantly the habitats necessary
tecr the Zisheries to s.rvive. Section 370.025, F.S. declares
“hat it is the poliecy of this s#%ate to manage and preserve its
‘enewakbls marire fishery resources,....., hasizing protection
and enhancenent: of the_mgglnt_,na estuarine environment in such a
manner as to provide for op.imua sustained benefits and use to

all the people of this statc for present -:d future generations.
lamphasis added)

in addition, it is clearly recauulzed that preservation of
saltwater fisheries of this state does not end at the
itate/f{ederal watar intexrface. Section 170.103, F.S., authorizes
-he Departmont of Natural Resources to enter into cooperative
angreements with the Federal Government....for the purpose of
praserving saltwater fisheries within and without state waters

und for the purpose of protection against......any abuse
vhatsacver.,

‘ertebrate snd invertebrate species that could be affected by
petroleunm production operations in the northwestern panhandles
-e3ion 5% Florida are diverse. These include both estuarinc and
uceal. 'aftsncre) species.




it. Rent E. Stauffer
«oruary 26, 1991
J€ Four

rain estuarine systems locataed in this region ara the
Pencaccola Bay, Choctawhatchee Bay and the St. Andrews Bay
wystens. These estuaries arc regarded as nursery arcas for
nunerous species that are economically rtant either because
~hay arc directly harvested, or becausea t are integral in the
food chain., Outlined below are the most common species found in
=his ar2a; however, this listing is not exhaustive.

“stuarina j-vertebrates: oyster, hard clam, bay scallop, blue
2rah, ~tone crab, white shrimp and brown shrimp.

Zstuarinz2 vertebrates: Various spacies of sharks, herrings,
anchovies, jacks, drums, mackerels, butterfishes, flounders,
groapers snappers, catfish, sea bass, bluefish, cobia,
pompane, mullet and croaker.

“re offshors portion of the panhandle contains numerous species
tra~ have aommercial and recreational value; and as in the
netuarine inventory, only thosa more common varlieties are listed
nclew,

xean invertcbratos: variousz species of starfish, soft corals,
u:chins (including the longspined sear urchin, which is a
prozected species), calico scallop, spiny lobater, white
shrirp, brown shrimp, and roek shrimp.

Jcean tinfish: various species of snappers, groupers, mackerels,
slarks, flounders, jacks, drums, seatrout, crcaker,
Sluefish, horring, silver trout, marlin tuna, wahoo,
sallfish and bonito.

Tre conplex habitat created by the convergence of many specles
inte marire communities could be affected by industrial-type
activities such as drilling platforms and pipelines. Chevron's
Froposcd activities, as such, place these as well as other
Iisher‘es rasources and their marine and estuarine environments
at risx. 7This risk is compounded by the cumulative impacts of
Arillizg nunerous exploration and development wells followed by
instal.at!on of production platforms and pipelines for transport
0¥ product 'n the offshore ar=a where extensive habitat for
fisherv reanurces oxists.

These notential risks are clearly not compatible with the
prescervation of fisheries resources by protection and enhancement
ot “h2 marine and estuarine environments. Therefore, absent a
clear =znd distinct determination that such risks are nonexistent,
the Marine Fisheries Commission objects to Chevron's proposed

BEST AVAILABLE COPX




K:ent K. Stauffer
uary 6, 1991
o Fiye

wtivitiss because of inconsistency with Section 370.025, Florida
statunes.

"he Board o! Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund 's
responslble tor ensuring that State soverelgnty lands are man:jed
nrimazily for the maintenance of essentially natural conditions,
~he prupagation of fish and wildlife, and public recreation
1253.034 (li(a), F.5.). The Department of Natural Resources is
~ra:ged with the administration, supervision, development and
ccnservation of natural resources of the State. Specific
direczions .re also to preserve, manage and protect the marine,
~rustacean, shell and anadromous fishery resources in State
waters and to protect and enhance the marine and estuarine
arvironmznt. These duties are directed, in the broad sense, at
ranaging th: fisheries in the interest of all citizens of the
5tate “o thz end that they produce the maximum sustainable yield
ccnsistent with the preservation and protection of the breeding
stock (370.013, 370.02(2), and 370 725, F.S.).

Trese broad responsibilities require that the Department express
streng concerns when oil and gas exploration and production
actlvitios are proposed. Pollution of marine and coastal waters
~£ prohkibited under Section 376.041, F.S. and recent attention on
Lre catastrophic results of oil spills in the marine environment
nave prongtad the Department to urdertake significant planning
activiTies velated to emergency respcrse actions associated with
0l1 spills. Disruption to the life cyr:les of many marine and
wetuarine species would result if oil spills occurred, even if
tre spills were not carried towards the shoreline. There is
.rsufficioent. scientific documentation available to accurately
srecdict and describe how many different impacts could result from
a s~1ll, specifically considering the use of chemical dispersion
whkich is groposed by Chevron.

"le prcposel exploration activity will occur so close to the
3tate's ccastal area that response time will be shortened, and
tre chances of significant adverse environmental impacts
accurring over time will be increased. The develupment in this
irea of many production wells, transportation of supplies and
2vertudl development of offshore pipelines to transport tha
sroduct back to the coast, would all pose additional threats to
Lte .atuzal resources in the State's adjoining submerged lands
ard to the marine vesources which spend much of their life cycles
ir. offshore waters. While it is not possible in this spacific
*ase ta adeyuately address the Department's concerns by modifying
tte speeifi: exploration plan for Destin Dome Block 97, it is the
Depirtrient's peuition that oil and gas development occurring
j1cater than 100 miles from the coast would afford a greater
neasure of protection for the State's coastal and marine
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Kent E. Stauffer
Femruny - 1991
Tage s

s» Therefore, the Department finds the Proposed
~*s wn Destin Dome Block 97 are inconsistent with
stutary atthorities discussed above.

... wwlelved from the Departments of Environmental
vgutarine, Natural Resources, State, Commerce, the Governor's
“ne.gy Jifice, Marine Fisheries Commission, and west Florida
egional Tl:znning Council are enclosed for your information.
ring the review poriod which has passed, the public was
actified 2f the availability of the Plan of Exploration, and
vemrents were solicited. The State has detormined that the

~ublis natification requirements contained in 1% CFR 930.78 have
S0en met.,

‘ouant +o5 15 CFR 930.79, Florida hereby notifies Chevron, the
=< @cary o9F the Interior, and the Assistant Mministratozr, NOAA
tkraz Florcida objects to the consistency certification for the
?Tan of Exploration for Deetin Dome Block 97.

PLrsuart to 15 CFR 930.125, Chevion is notified that it has the
“1Qiit o appoal the State' the Secretary of Commerce

regard’ jection to planned exploratory activities on
k 97

oy A

Slnvrelv.

Carol M. Browner
Secretary

cHMpsde
Lnelos ros

tc: Honorable Lawton Chiles, Governor
Honorable Buddy MacKay, Lt. Governor
Mr. Doug Cook, EOG/OPB
Mr. Tom Gardiner, DNR
DiL. Kussell Nelson, MFC
Mr. Timothy R. E. Keency, OCRM, NOAA
Mr. Thomas Gernhofer, DOI
M. Mark Witten, Chevron

£S1 AVAILABLE COPY




GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF ALABAMA

December 10, 1990

Mr. Kent E. Stauffer, Chief
Plans and Pipeline Section
Minerals Management Service
1201 Elmwood Park Boulev~~d
New Orleans, LA 70123-2324

Dear Mr. Stauffer:
Re: MS 5231
Control No. N-3912

Staff members of ti.. Geolcgical Survey of Alabama and State Oil and Gas
Board have reviewed C'._vron U.S.A., Inc.'s Initial Fian of Exploration and
Environmental Report for Lease OCS-G 8336, Block 97, Destin Dome Area. We
have no comments on this material at this time.

We appreciate the opportunity to review Chevron U.5.A., Inc.'s Initial Plan of
Exploration and Environmental Report and look forward to safe, successful
operations in the Federal waters off Alabama's coast.

Sincerely yours,
X C Nhowem v
Ernest A. Maneini

State Geologist and
01il and Gas Supervisor
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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, 1930

Memorandum

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

Acting Proje~1 Leader, Fish and Wildlife Service Field Office,
Panama City, Florida

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

The Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the subject document in
accordance with 6556 DM 1. The document covers the exploratory drilling
of well A in block 97, Destin Dome Area.

Review of the Plan indicates the absence of live bottom habitats in Block
97. The Qil Spill Contingency Plan indicates that aithough the drilisite 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 Assessrnent Branch)
John de Mond, LA DNR, Baton Rouge, LA (attn: Bill Pittman)
Ken Graham, MMS, New Orleans, LA




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Scutheast Regional Office

9450 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg, FL 33702

December 3, 1990

Mr. Kent E. Stauffer

Chief, Plans and Pipeline Section
Minerals Management Service

Gulf of Mexico OCS Region

1201 Elmwood Park Boulevard

New Orleans, LA 70123-2394

Dear Mr. Stauffer:

The National Marine Fisheries Service has reviewed the Initial Plan
»f Exploration for Lease OCS-G 8336, Block 97, Destin Dome
submitted with your letter dated November 27, 1990 (MS 5231;
Control No. N=-3912). Based upon our review of the material
submitted to us, we have no objection to the proposed drilling of
Well A.

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

Sincerely yours,
Ctews b

(_/s‘ f“h
Andreas Mager, Jr.

Assistant Regional Director
Habitat Conservation Division
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