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ENVYIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT DETERMINATION

In my dpinion, approva! of Tenneco 011 Exploration and Production's Plar of
Exploration described in SEA No. N=2526 pursuant to the specific mitigation/
special protection measures outlined therein, does not constitute a major Federa!
action significantly affecting the quality of human environment in the sense of
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Sectfon 102(2)(c). In renderiny
this o.pojnlon. 1 have given special consideration to 30 CFR 250.34-4 (complfiance
with A).

/‘1
:) {;;:ql«t, :f./..'é_ o de
ing Chief, Environmental Operations Section Date

Gulf of Mexico OCS Region

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

"1 have considered Tenneco 011 Exploration and Productfon's proposed Flan
of Exploration in the context of Site-Specific Environmental Asessment (SEA) No.
N-2526 and find based on the analysis of environmental considerations provided
therein, no evidence to indicate that the proposed action will significantly (40
CFR 1508.27) {impact the quality of the human environment."

Therefore, I determine that an environmental impact statement will not be
prepared for this action.

4/7-/ 4 7/t é

onal Supervisor fér Leasing and Environment Date/
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region
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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

AEA
CGA
CZMm
DEIS
FMG
ft
FEIS
FREIS
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INTRODUCTION

This Site-Specific Environmental Assessment (SEA) submitted in support of
an Areawide Environmental Assessment (AEA) 1s written for exploraticn activity
proposed for Florida Middle Ground Blccks 455, 456, and 587. The SEA contains
site-specific and updated information for the proposed action in these Blocks
that 1s not contained in the AEA. The SEA was prepared using the AED dated
January 1985, entitled "Area-Wide Environmental Assessment for Exploration
Activities 1n the Northeast Section of the Eastern Planning Area™ as a base
document. This base document can be obtatined through the Public Records Office
of the Minerals Management Service (MMS), Gulf of Mexico (GOM) Regfon, Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS) Office. Those sections of the AEA that are referenced in
t' @ 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 CFR 1502.20 which
encourages agencies to tfer environmental documents <o climinate repetitive
discussions of the same 1ssue. By use of reference to che AEA, and to Tenneco's
Plan of Exploration (POE), this SEA concentrates on he issues specific to the
proposed action. Indeed, the bulk of the information contained in this SEA are
derived from the POE and the AEA, and thus are not specifically cited in every
fnstance. The significance of potential environmental consequences of the
proposed action are evaluated in this SEA pursuant to criteria in 40 CFR 1508.27,
The SEA conforms to the guidelines for prebarfng environmental assessements in
compliance with the equirements of 30 CFR 250.34 and NEPA using informatfon
presented in the AEA,
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I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
A. GENERAL

The need for the propecsal results from the mandate of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (Sectfon 11) which requires submission of exploration plans.
This proposa! contains the lessee's /operator's specific operational 4drilling
proposal to explore iLhe leases in a Jiligent manner. It will serve as a basis
for the MMS to make reasoned decisions regarding meihods for developing resources
of the OCS in an orderly, safe, ani environmentally acceptable manner.

Tenneco 011 Exploration and Production (hereafter Tenneco) fi'ed a Plan of
Exploration (POE), and a Site-Specific Environmental Report (SER) on July 23,
1986, for Florida Middle Ground Area, Blocks 411, 412, 455, 456, 499, 500, 543,
587 (Leases 0CS-G 4361 through 8368). Activities are proposed only on Blocks
455, 456, and 587, hereafter referred to as "the Blocks". The area for which the
exploraticn activities »re planned is located approximately 193km, (120 mi)
southeast of Panama City, Florida (Figure I-1). Water depths in the surveyed
portions of the blocks range from 122m (400 ft) 1in Block 412 to 174m (571 ft) in
Block 587. Tenneco 1s the operator of the leases on the Blocks, whicu 1t has
leased in partnership with Texaco, Inc., and Anadarko Petrolsum Corporazion
(Racal, 1986).

The objective oi the proposed operaticn 1s to evaluate the hydrocarton
potential of the Blocks, A typical semi-submersible drilling rig, such as tha
MARLIN VII, would be used to drill up to ten exploratory wells. The surface
locations for these proposed wells are shown in Figure I-2. The wells would be
drilled, evaluated, and efither temporarily or permanently abandoned in accordance
with OCS Order No. 3. The operator plans to commence drilling in Septemher,
1986. Drilling of the reamaining wells would be contingent upon the resu:ts of
the first well. This action 1s considered routine for the Gulf of Mexico. For
additional information concerning the proposed action, refer to Tenneco's POE.

B. EQUIPMENT AND SUPPORT SYSTEMS

Due to rig availability and scheduling of operations in the e. n Gulf of
Mex1co, the exact rioc *o be used would be inciuded when the Applicat for

Permit to Dr'*” atted. A semi-submersibie drilling rig is proposed for
drilling ¢ ory wells. It would be equipped, pursuant to OCS Order Nos.
2, 3, & .fety and pollution prevention and control features. Standard
indust such as a sub-surface Blowout Preventer (BOP) stack and a
subst cer system would be employed throughout the operat‘on. Details
of t .fety systems available on the rig are contained in the POE. Other
acti .sed by the opc ‘ator to 1imit pcliution effects are presented in the
oper. ~0E and SER.

ipply terminal woulc be located in Panama Cf'ty, Florida. This
fac111-y would consist of sufficiant commercially avai’'able public or private
dockag2 to hindle cargo and standby vessels, and open &nd/or closed storage areas
for d-1111ng supplies. A mobile trailer may be | aced on site for use as an
office and living quarters for transportation/purchasing staff employees.
Helicopter operations would take place at existing facilities in Panama City. No
new construction, dredging c¢r filling would be required for the proposed onshore
support base. Additional information on this facility an< the proposed
activities expected to oricinate from it are included in ctions III1.C.2. and
IV.C.3 of this SEA.
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c. SCHFDULE OF ACTIVITIES

ex.-uratory driiling i{s schedu.ed *: begin in Septamber, 1286, 1¢ .~ ent
upun rig availadblility. Indeed, becais; of requiremvnts of the A~ 7.~ %
dril1ing of the first well must corwence hofore October 1, 1986, and all drilling
operations must be comnleted by Deramber 31, 1986. The proposed drilling
‘~nodule 1s 78 doyr to- euch w=~1), t.ir a total of 780 days 1f all ten wells are
drilis'.. The well. * ~ te& 'ry ied i+ any order, nct necessarily consecutively,
deteruin) on the msu 5 ° the fr~st well. When ¢ri'ling activity may resume
afcer December 31. '9R0 (should add?%::ia) well: be required). is not known at
this time.

.o TRANSPORTAT N RO, £ %5

Onshore facilitius supporting the planned of fshore activ'ly include beat
anu aireraft operaiions. Tn-ee vessels would service the = irictory activities.
“tey would be hased at an axisting site in Panama City. .. 5.m (iou ft) svpply
boat would anake ap;r..in=iely 30 trips yer month to the lcase area. A 35m (116
ft) vcssel would stand by the rig for possible emergency evacuation and vould
make 1frequent trips to shore (approximately one trip .er month), A 27m (90 ft)
creupoat would also stand by the rig site but would make uwe tiip per week. The
cute followed by 11 vesuel: from the dock site to the lease area voul” ..over
approy imately 133k (120 miles). veusels would normally take the m st direct
route, weacher uni traffic conoitiens permitting.

A helicop’e” wouic t. .. swrt personnel and small supplies from Panama City
directly to th- |ease ~~ea. Ap .ox'mately 7 round trip helicopter flights per
week woul? tz.e place. Helicopirr .raffic would follow the mosi direct route to
the lease area. weather and t:-»sfic conditions permitting. Because the propused
action 1s expi~rctory. no onsiore movement of ofl and gas products woulc be
‘nvolved.

E. PERSONNCL REM..REMENTS

The: op-. ator estimates that 84 persons wculd be assigned to the drilling
operatfon, of ¢11:n 42 would ve on the rig at wny one time. These crews would
work a 7-cays- . 7=days-off schedule. A breakilown of these crews by job title
for a typica’ . . isubmers " le rig 1s given ‘n iac: or 1 .3, of the SER. Most of
these employees woulc typically be assigned +~ the 1 . Otunar personnel (casing
cruows, well loggers, and engin.esrs) would be. 11own in as the n2ed arises.

Four persons would man the onshoré supply base &t Panama City. Thes« weu)d
be contract pers.nnel. In ocdditifon to the staff employees at the onshoie b.use,
Tenneco woulu cc.tract a local crane ser: ic. and local unskilled laber as
receszary. The humber of locaiiy=hir.. luborers would probably not excee: four
or five at any one time.

Twelve personnel would be required ‘o operate the three vessels at any one
time during normal operations. The vessel crews would ccccempany their respective
boats when the  move to the site from another ares of the uulf. They would
usually reside on their raspective vessel.

Two o1lots, two mechanics, and a dispatcher would operatc *ha heiicopie= on
a 7-days-on/7 days off bauis.
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v TECHNOLOGY

No new or unusual technology would be emploved in the ‘mpleme..tavicn >f the
[ roposed action,

G. CONTINGENCY PLANS

Tennec~ has on file a detailed contingeinc; »lan ¢ Urilling Coeratfons 1n
a Hydrogen . '{de Environrment, pursuant to OC5 Order No. 2. The plan outlines
specific safety precautions that shall pe follcwed and ider<ifies the safety
equipment chat shall be located cn the rig. Since kirsr tonoaraph, 1s axrected
to be encountersd during tha dridiing operation, W . ¢ c~rs will be v . _d to
be operational prior to reachirg the ixpected doptf w1 ©te karst.

In accerdarce with OUS Orrder No. 7, Tonneco has +1lea a detafle. = Spill
Contingency P': for alert, reporting, and cleanup procedures for ofl spi:ls or
spills of hava:lous materials. Response to a spi1l of of) or other hydrocarbons
in Florida vat.rs would be 1in ful'! accordance with all State and Federal laws and
reguiations is well as Tenneco's osn policy. A Clean Gulf Associates (CGA) Fast
Response Lait (FRU) is propose” to be located in Panama City. Response time from
Paizza City would be 24 hours. Equipwent in Panama ity would include, at a
minfmum, a fast response unit, a boat » .y -vstem for d'spersants, and
dispersant storage. If needed, add '~ 1 L.A euiiy-ent would be available at
CGA's bases in Alabama, Louisfana, & <as. Su'11 and 1iquid wastes fom a
#p111, 1including ofi-contaminated debris, would be uispnsed of in accordance with
applicable regulations. Operaticns would be in accordance with all applicable
0CS Orders, Notices to Lessees and Operator's (IiTLs), and Lease Stipulations.
Refer to Tenneco‘s POE, SER, and 011 Spi11 Contingency Plah for additional
det~'1-,

] DiSCHARGES AD EMISSIONS

1. aeral

Sc11d, 1inuid, and gaseous discharges wou'd 5. cunstated by offsha e and
onshore activities and transportation ojraticns res.iting from the pr.posed POE.
At cthe drill site all discharges to the oucan wiu ! be und» » Natfonal Pollutant
Discharge Elirination System (NPDES: pcmit 1ss:ac by the U.S5. tnvironmnental
Protection Agency (USCPA).

2. Sol1d Wastes

The bulk of the solid wastes dis~h.. ;ud fron = drilling rig durfig the
exploration phase consists of dr'1ling cutiivgs ard dr . 111ing muds. he total
amount of solids in the drii'in- —uttinge thal would be d’scharqged durfig the
expioration phase would be a>~r. 1rately 39,000 barrels. The total awour - of
driliing muds would be app~>» imately 73,400 Harrels. The ultimate cuinti’ s of
such discharges would be dey ndent upon the actual .umber »f weli: # .iled as a
result of this proposal.

“11 drilling cuttings generated at the drill bit would bf orougit to the
sinface by the drilling mud. Once at the surface, the cuttings would be
separated from the mud vy shakers and ceantrifugal separators prior to being
discharged overboard. Section 2.K.{1 gives a discussion of the types and uisposal
uf dri111ing muds.
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In addition to the driliino ' uids that are generated and discharged
oY fzhore, solid wastes include mud .acks, plastic, cloth, food scraps, and meta:.
A1l of these uastes, except for the :etal, would be collected in metal trash
con.d 'ners and Linsported to shore .- d‘snosal at pproved disposal facilities.
Scran metal, casii] and thread potectors, used dr{l ing bits, and other meta’
wastes weild be either reused or sold as scrap.

Sol1d vastes generatad at tre supply base would ~? varifable depending on a
varfety of faciors including the level of dril inj a:1.vity, the number of cargo
boats operating and their trave' {. auencies, & the number of supply base
personnel. These wastes, consist'~_ >rimarily of packi:g materials, containers,
clothes, drums, cudles, spools, and dowesti. refuse. wou.! be recy.led or
reclaimed. The remaining material woula t. delivered to .n app.oved disposal
facility onshore. Any solid wastes cc-tarning 011 would t  delivered to an
approved disposal facility.

3. Licuid Wastes

Treatment of 1iquid waste effluents vouiu pe in compliance with the NPDIS
permit. The estimated daily quant .y, con.cnt, and description of the .ischarges
are given in Section 2.K.11 of the SER.

4, Gaceous Yastes

The POE indicates that ten wells may b. drilled in approximately 780 days
in the Blocks. Gaseous pollutants that could L. qenerated from the onsi.oie and
offshore operations during the exploratory driliing would come from supply toats;
standb' >oats; helicopters; trucks; dock equipwsent such as a crane; and the
dérilling vessel's power generators, compressors, and pimps. The tota! emissians
expected are given in Section 2.K.{111 of the Siii.

The operator states that the above emissfons were calculated using the
factors from the USEPA, publicaticn: AP=-i%, "Compilation of Air Pollutant
Emission Factor.".

Offshore e <.»rs from service vessel traffic would be widely di. < rsed
along the travel rou.cs. Fanwma City 1s an established port facility. ‘o new
construction is anticipated. TIha only potential addition to the existing
facility would be a temporary s’r.c*ure (e.g., trailer) soved into the vase area
to serve as an office and 11:7ry quarters for onshore support,

I. STATE CERTIFICATION

The Stete of Florida does have an approved coastal Zcne Managerent (CZM)
Program; therafore, a Certificate of Coastal 7~~w Ccnsi:tency is required for th:
proposed activities. In accordance with the rogquirements outlinad in 15 CFR 3937,
Tennaco submitted their State of Florida foastal Managerent Consistency
certification and Findings of the Cons' .ancy Assessment to MMS ¢~ July 23, 1986.
1.2 operator's POE and SER were submiti~i to tte Office of the Governoi, “cat- of
Florida, and the Federal coordinator r:. rlorius's CZM Program in acco:.ance with
30 CFR 250.34. Correspondence resu':iag from t.‘s coordination 1s contafred in
Appendix C. CIZM comments were not av.ilab’e pric- to the plzn approval dute.
Refer to Section V, Consultation ' .¢ fcurdinaticn,
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J. MEASUR” . FOR COMPLIANCE

Monitoring programs would include those required by OCS Orders, NTL's, and
applicable regulatfons, These regulaticns provide for training of employees and
the design, installaetion, ¢/ eration, and maintenance of equipment in a manner
w~‘ch conserves and protects other resources or activities. Inspections are
c-aducted regularly by MmS persunnel to enforce all OCS Orders and Regulations,
NTL's, etc. Monitorirn programs for detection and control of oil and hazardous
waste spills i.e bce ddressed in Section I.G. Action *o be taken by Tenneco
to Yimit peiluiton ¢ “ts »re contained in the POE and SER. The discharges from
the drilling 1i1g woui“ e monitored as required by the USEPA NPDES Permit. The
operator states that ull complfance with the NPDES permit and Lease Stipulations
during all drilling activities in the Blocks would be maintained.

K. NEARBY PENDING ACTIONS

A 11isting of relinquished or expired 1~ases and active leases is provided
ir. the AEA. At the present time, Liis POE {s the only pending actfon in the
Florida Middle Ground Area.

II.  ALTERNATIVES TO PROPO: D ACTION

Alternatives to approv.1 of the proposal as originally submitted are:

Nenapproval of ile pror:sal - Tenneco would not be allowed to undertake the
propoted exploration activiti=s {.. the Blocks. This alternative could prevent
discovery and development of needuu hydrocarbon resources and would result in
loss of royalty income for the United S ates. Considering this aspect and the
fact that minimal impacts are anticipated, this alternative was not deemed
appropriate.

! pdditional mitigation - In the course of this evaluation

pr~<.s, the fol' ving protective measures were identifisd to further mitigate
the environmenta: impacts associated with the proposal:

1. In compliance with the lease .tipulation regardino control of electro=
magnetic emissions and operations of boat and/or aircraft traific into the
designaied mil{itary warning area W-151, the operator must enter 1nto an aaresment
with the Commander, Armarent D{ivision, Attention: Howard Dime 3/CCN, Eglin AFB,
Flortda 32542, Telephone: (v.4) 882-5558.

2. Due to the possibi’ity o1 !i,S gas be'iy rresent when drilling thruough
karst topography., H,5 sensors should 3. installed - u operational prior to
drilling through th® karst.

3. Permits cannot be 1ssued until the Stat. determines the proposal 1s;
consisent with {ts CZM program or concurience can be conclusively presumecd. Upon
receipt of the State CIM consistency concurrence, the SEA document may he amended
accordingly.

In addition to these measures., appropriate OCS Orders, regulstions, and
procedures are belfeved sufficient tc prevent significant adverse impacts.
Measures which Tenneco proposes to implement to 1im.t pallution «ffects are
discussed in the plan, SER, and AEA, Outer Continen:al Shelf Orders, NTL's, and
Lease Stipulations Nos. 1, 4; and 5 were identified tircughout this assessment as
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existing mitigation for potential environmental impacts associated with the
proposed POE.

III. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Refer to Section I1I of the AEA for information applicable to this section
of the SEA. Additional description of the affectad environment may be found in
the REIS and the EIS for Sales 94, 98, and 102.

IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
A. OIL SPILLS
1. 011 Spill Accidents

A complete discussion of the causes of both major and minor ofl spills
resulting from exploration activity in the Gulf of Mexico is included in Sectfion
IV.A. 1. of the AEA,

2. Yulnerability of Coastal Land segments to 011 Spills

A summary of the trajectory analysis (for 10 days) simulated as a part of
the 011 Spi11 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 ofl spill trajectories.

Florida Middle Ground Blocks 455 and 456 fall within the ofl spill area
104, while Block 587 falls within area 103 (see Figure IV=1 of the AEA). The
chances that an ofl spill occurring in these areas would contact land along the
Florida coast would be less than 0.5 percent. It is doubtful that any coastal
areas would be impacted by o1l spills occurring in these Blocks. Refer to
Section IV.B.4.d of the FEIS for Lease Sales 94, 98, and 102 for a discussion of
factors affecting the severi%y of an oil spiil.

The prospect of there being an oil spill {s guarded 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 curtaiiment
programs enforced whenever sea state and weather conditions require. In the
unexpected event that an accidental ofl spill should occur, Tenneco would conduct
an emer-ency response to contain and clean up the spilled oil. Solid wastes from
a spil would be disposed of in an approved landfill area. General resource
mobil1zation and response plans are outlined in Tenneco's approved 011 Spill
Contingency Plan for the Gulf of Mexico, along with the CGA spill plan.

In summary, the risk due to the proposed activity appears very remote.
Most sp111s would be naturally dispersed within 60 days. In 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 Guif Coast. Details of Tenneco's alert, reporting, and cleanup
procedures are contained in the SER. In addition, MMS conducts reviews of the
varifous applications for complfance with OCS Orders, NTL's, etc., to insure safe
drilling operations. A desciiption cf the BOP equipment and diverter system is
contained in the SER.
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3. Effects of 011 Spills on the Environment

Refer to Section IV.A.4 of the AEA for discusions of ofl spill impacts to
coastal habitats, benthic communities, endangered or threatened species, other
wildl1fe including migratory waterfowl, commerical fishing, recreation/tourism,
cultural resources, water quality, and ai~ quality.

Due to distance from shore [1llkm (69 mi)] and the water depth [122 to
174m (400 to 571 ft)], existing measures, regulations., and cleanup procedures
outlined in Section IV.A.2 should be sufficient to effectively mitigate any
potential oil spill impact on the environment to an insignificant level.

B. ENVIONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
1. Impacts Concerning Geology

Florida Middle Ground Blocks 455, 456, and 587 1ie approximately lllkm
(69 mi) from shore in water depths ranging from 122m (400 ft) to 174m (571 ft)
across the surveyed areas (Figure I-3). The seafloor within Blocks 455, 456 and
587 1s relatively smooth, dips uniformly in 3 soutiwesterly direction from 410 ft
(122m) to 517 ft (158m) in Blocks 456/457 and from 524 ft (160m) to 571 ft
174m) 1n Block 587, and 1s devoid of major topograhic features. The major relief
feature on the shelf is the Florida Middle Ground reef complex ipproximately 43
statute miles east and shoreward of the SER area. These Blocks 1ie within a
transition zone between the West Florida Lime Mud Facias and the West Florida
Sand Sheet. Surficial sediments are predominantly silty sand. Remote sensing
data also indicate an unconsolidated silty sand surficial cover underlain by a
sand sequence in Blocks 455, 456 and 587. The thickness of the unconsol{idated
sediment ranges from 8 to 13 ft in Blocks 455 and 456, and from 7 to 11 ft in
Block 587. Remote sensing data indicate the presence of sc»floor depressions,
areas of seafloor textural changes, sand waves and apparent anchor drag scars.
Seafloor depressions range in size from a few feet to 25 ft across. They are
scattered throughout Blocks 455 and 456 but concentrated along the northern
boundary of Block 587. Seafloor textural changes in Blocks 455 and 456 are
interpreted as sand patches as compared to the predominantly silty sand substrate
in these blocks. Zones of apparent small sand waves werc observed in the
southern portion of Block 587. Elongated features indicative of apparent anchor
drag scars are noted in the northeast corner of Block 587,

Gas may be venting from the shallow sediments into the water column at two
small isolated locations. One such location is in the western portion of the
northern border of Block 456. The other area is actually in the northern portion
of the border separating Blocks 499 and 500. Remote sensing data suggest the gas
is venting from the upper part of the sand sequence, through the silty sand
surficial cover to the seafloor; .nd the data do not suggest a deeper source of
gas. These do not represent geoh\izards, although the cohesive shear strengths of
the s1l1ty sands at these two locacions may be lower than those in the adjacent
sediments.

In the review of the geophysical data performed by the MMS District Office
(Appendix B), karst topography was noted at about a depth of 7.000-8,000 feet.
Since H,S gas s often assocfated with karst, 1t is recommendc that Tenneco have
st Sentcrs in place and operational prior to reaching that depth.

2. Impacts Concerning Meteorology
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Mitigation to be taken by Tenneco during hurricanes is discussed in Sectfion
IV.B.3 of this SEA. In conditions of high winds and reduced visibility due to
fog or rain, helicopter traffic and/or boat traffic between the rig and shorebase
would be temporarily suspended.

Interferences due to weather conditions are expected to be short-term anc
infrequent, producing only an insignificant effect on the movement of supplies
and personnel tc and from the facilities. The effect on offshore operations
should be minimal.

3. Impacts Concerning Physical Oceanography

Oceanographic conditions which could adversely affect the operation have
been taken into consideration during the planning and designing of the proposed
action. However, although drilling rigs are designed to operate in rcugh sea
conditions, precautions would be taken by Tenneco 1f a hurricane approached these
Blocks. Activities would be halted, protective measures taken, and facilities
secured. No significant impacts from normal physical oceanographic conditions
would be expected during the implementation of this exploration plan.

4, Impacts on the Biological Environment

Further site-specific discussions of potential impacts to t-¢ benthos and
sensitive undervater features are included under their respective neadings.
Refer to Sectfon IV.A.4 of the AEA for a discussion of oil spill impacts to the
biological environment.
a. Impacts on Coastal Habitats

Due to the distance of these Blocks from shore and the use of an
established onshore support base requiring no new construction, dredging, or
f1111ng, impacts other than those from ofl spills on the area's biological
environment would be insignificant.
b. Impacts on Offshore Habitats
(1) Impacts on the Pelagic En ironment

Additional informatfon 1s included in this section of t'e AEA,
(2) Impacts on the Benthic Environment

Impacts to the benthic environment are generally discussed in Sections
IV.B.2.b.2 and 3 of the AEA. No further impacts resulting from the proposed
activity are expected.
(3) Impacts on Sensitive Underwater Features

Live-bottom areas have been determined by the MMS to be worthy of
protection by lease stipulation. Because the water depth is greater ‘han 200m,
no Live Bottom Survey is required by the stipulation. There is no other evidence
ihat =uch areas are present in these Blocks.

c. Impacts on Endangered or Threatened Species
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See Sections I11.B.3 and I'.B.2.c of the AEA for a discussion of endangered
species and the impacts of the OCS program on endangered species. The operator
has stated that the shorebase will be located in Panama City, which 1s not within
the range occupied by the Florida manatee,.

d. Impacts on Breeding Hab{itats and Migration Routes

Additional informationis included in this section of the AEA.
e. Impacts on Protected Areas of Biological Concern

Additional informatfon 1s included in this section of the AEA,
C. IMPACTS ON SCCIOECONOMIC CONDITIONS AND CONCERNS

Refer to Section IV.C of the AEA for additicnal information.
1. Impacts to Economic and Demographic Conditions
&, Impacts on Local Employment

A discussion of local employment ir and around Panama City 1s contained in
the AEA, Section 4.C.1. The demand for local labor would probably be 1imited to
unskilled labor and crane operators. They would be hired as necessary and the
number would probably not exceed four or five at any one time. Due to the low
number of employees that would be hired locally, impacts on local employment
would be insignificant.

b. Impacts on Local Population and Industry Centers

Tenneco does not anticipate permanently relocating any employees and their
families to the Panama City area as a result of the proposed exploratory drilling
activity. Two supply base personnel would be tempurarily housed at a local motel
or in a trafler located at the onshore base. At the end of their tour of duty,
these employees would returr home. These vessel crwws required to operate the
supply and standby vessels would u=ually accompany taeir respective vessels when
they move to the site from another 2rea of the Gulf. These transient personnel
would not require local housing, becsuse they would 1ive on the vessel and would
return to their residences upon completion of each tour of duty. The helicopter
pilots and mechanics manning the air terminal would be housed in a local motel
while on duty and would return to their residences during their days off. Most
of the employees required to operate the drilling rig would typically be assigned
to the rig. They vould stay with the rig while on duty and return to their home
while off duty. Expansion of existing facilities to support the offshore and
onshore activities is not expected because there would be 1ittle incentive on the
part of industry to establish enxtensive facilities prior to the proven existence
of commercial quantities of hydrocarbons.

2. Impacts on Land Use

a. Impacts of Increased Demands on Comrunity Services

14

-

L 4

£ My r '

)

f

=73

I U7



)

Y 3 &3 L

L

A discussion of the community services available in and around the Panama
City area is contained in Section IV.C.2 of the AEA.

Increased demands on community service would be insignificant. No new
families would move into the area and the occasional demands of transient
employees per drilling operation on local services would be insigrnificant.

b. Impacts of Increased Boat and Afr Traffic

A discussion of the existing transportation systems is contained in Section
4.C.2.b of tne AtA. Tenneco would utilize one supply boat, one standby vessel, a
crewboat, and one helicopter to service the activities. The vessels would be
docked at existing facilities in Panama City. The helicopter would be based at
the Panama City Afrport. The supply boat would make appro::imately 30 round trips
per month, the crewboat would make about one trip per week, and the helicoptar
would make appruximately 7 round trips per week. A1l transportation craft would
follow the most direct route to the rig. This additfonal traffic is not expected
to significantly impact existing traffic. The onshore facilities are also not
expected to be adversely impacted.

Ce Impacts of Competition for Scarce Coastal Resources and Demands for Goods
and Services

A discussion of the supply or existence coastal resources is contained in
Section IV.C.2.c of the AEA. Tenneco would use an onshore support base located
at Panama City for activities in the Blocks, No new land areas are expected to
be occupied and no increased demands on existing dock space are anticipated.
Additionally, only one helicopter would be utilized.

(1) Supplies and Equipment

Significant amounts of commodities to be purchased would include materials
specialized for well drilling, electricity. and groceries. Major supplies and
equipment needed for the proposed drillir . activities per well in the Blocks are
given 1in the AER,

Demands on typical local services and materials would be periodic and
relatively small. These demands would not be expected to affect supplies in he
area of the onshore base significantly.

(2) Water

Approximately 30,000 GPD of freshwater would be required during the
proposed activities in the Blocks. The desalinatfon unit aboard the drilling rig
would provide 10,000 GPD. Approximately 20,000 GPD of freshwater would be
required for the drilling rig from sources onshore.

Drilling operations demand on the local water system's capacity would not
be significant.

(3)  Aggregate Energy

Approximately 176,000 gallons of diesel and 6,000 gallons of jet fuel will
be p:rchased each month 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 ¢f consumption should not exceed 6,000kw per

-




month. The impact on local suppiies rom this use would be fnsignificant. These
estimates are based on the requirements for one driiling rig.

(4) Other Resources

Other services and materials that may be needed to support offshore
exploratory drilling are 1isted in Table III-12 of the AEA. Additional details
of the types of vendors/contractors and specific demands for goods and services
which could ba required to conduct the planned actiities are discussed in the
SER.

3. Impacts from Construction of Onshore Support Facilitius

Helicopter operations would originate from the Panama City Airport. The
onshore support facility “~r marine operatfons would be an existing site in the
Panama City area. Refer .. Scctions I.B and I.D of this SEA for additional
information, The supply ierminal and helicopter base would both utilize existing
facilities. lio new construction, dredging, or fi11ing would be irvolved. The
proposed temporary structure (e.g., trafler) would utilize existing facilities.
The onshore base would be expected tc have an insignificant impact on the Panama
City area.

4, Impact of Public Opinion

No significant pubiic cpposition 1o the planned operation has surfaced to
date.

5. Impacts on Navigation

Fxploratory activities in the Blocks should have an insignificant effect on
shipping. The Blocks are located lllkm (69 mi) offshore and outside of any major
shipping lanss or anchorage areas in the Gulf of Mexico. Marine traffic in
support of the proposed activities is not expected to significantly affect
shipping activities in the Panama City area because of the established port
facilities already in existence and the temporary nature of the proposed
activities. The impacts of the drilling rig on marine transportation (fishing
and pleasure boating) could be both adverse and beneficfal, because statfonary
structures could represent obstacles tc navigation, but they also could serve us
navigational aids. The operator is requireud to comply with U.S. Coast Guard
regulations related to the safety of personnel and the display of prescribed
navigational 1ights and signals for the safety of navigation. Tenneco 13 also
required to obtain permits from the U.S. Army Corps of 'ngineers to prevent
obstructions to navigation.

6. Impacts Concerning Military Use

These Blocks are located within Military Warning Area W-151. In compliance
with the lease stipulation regarding control of electromagnetic emissfons and
operation of boat and/or air traffic into the designated Military Warning Area
W=151, the operator must enter into an agreement witn the Commarder Armament
Division, Attention: Howard Dimmig/CCN, Eglin AFB, Florida 32542, Telephone:
(904) 882-5558. M{litary operations within these areas vary in types of missions
and can include missiie testing and research, rocket firing, air-to-air
operations, and air-to-surface operations. Due to the concentration of military
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activity, *here is a possiblility of ur.xploded ordnance located within the SEA
area. Thc >perator will comply wit* oIl 83-3 as a precaution agains: this

post it iity. Magnetic ano=iiic . ween 300 and 500 gammas were detected within
one re¢'-n {n the southwers corne: ¥ Rlock 455, and 1t 1s suggested that :his
aria t2 rvoided as 5 site for u.- since the cause of such anomalfas is not
aoarent. No dri.‘ing activi. s esently contemplated {n the southwest
rorner of Block 455. Magne’... . ».-..es detected in other ireas within Blocks
455, 456 and 587 shov intens!tie .aus than 7 gasmas, and none represents hazards
or constrrints to dri)1ing o1 co.struction opsrations.

y No objections {» approval cf the proposed activity were received from the
Departm .t o the ~i* Force, headquarters '.rmamou* Division, Eglin Afr Force
Ease, lNlorido, previded that driiling uperatior. te completed by December 31,
1986 sse Apendix U, Conducting the explora%:iuy operations 1n a>nrdance with
axis’.ing Stipu’:tion No. 3 and NTL 83-3 {s expe.t<. to reduce pcientia)l impacts
to en insigrificant level.

7. Irpacts on Commercial Fishing

Direct effacts of exploratory operations on commercial fishing :n these
Blocks would be 4@ removal of a 1imited area of seafloor from use and the
temporery degradation of water Juality at the immediate area of eac: ¢:r111 site
Although some commercial fishing would be 11kely to occur within the vicinity of
these Blocks, no significant conflict of use is expected to develop in the area
of the proposed action due to the distance from shore. Refer to Sectiorn IV.A of
the AEA for a discussion of of1 spil) impacts to commercial fishing.

8. Impacts on Recreation/Tourism

Due to the distance offshore and the temporary nature of the proposed
activities, impacts to the aesthetics and recreational resources of the coastal
area would be insignificant. Refer to Sectfon IV.A of the AEA for a discussion
of ofl spill impacts to recreation/tourism.

9. Impacts on C.ultural Resources

These Blocks 11e outside the 1ines of high probability for the occurreice
of historic and prehistoric cultural resov~—<s. No evidence of known or
potential cultural resources exists in .ne blocks. Therefore, no impacts to
offshore cultural resource= are expe .2d. The operator states thet existing
onshore support facilities would be utilized; therefore, no impacts to onshore
cultural resources are anticipated. Stipulation No. 1 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 archasological significance, to the ORD, MMS, GOM and make every
reasonable effort to preserve and protect that cultural resource,

10. Impacts on Water Quality

According to Tenneco's SER, the total amount of drilling cuttings that
would be discharged during the exploration activity is estimated at ap,roximately
3,900 barrels of solids per well. Drilling mud discharges would total
approximately 2,340 barrels of solids per well. Liquid and solid wastes from the
activities would temporarily degrade the water quality in the immediate vicinity
of the wells in these Blocks.
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Implzmentation o7 the prop.sed act!vity would alter the water qualfity by
resuspansion of bottom sedimeni- during p.acement of the drilling rig and the
disc.iarge of drill cuttings end muds and other 1iquid wastes. Rig installation
has the potential to disperse pollutants envrapped in the bottom sediments into
the water column and create a trubidity plume. These activities would be of
short duration and any pollu‘ants would be rapidly dispersed over the block under
consideration. At most dep’.hs typical of the continental shelf the majority of
discha fluids and cuttings are initially Jeposited on the seabed within
1,000m (3,281 ft) of the roint of discharge. This material may persist as :

w
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initially deposited or mey undergo rapid or prolonged dispersion, depending on - B
the energy of the bottom boundary layer. (-

Ber.ause water qua’ity is expected to quickly return to normal in the area
after drilling operations have been completed, no significant impacts to the
water quality of the a-ea are expected as a result of the proposed activities. r
A1l discharges would adhere to the standards imposed by the NPDES Permit. " fer ~
to Section IV.A of the AEA for a discussion of of1 spi1l impacts to w .ta
quality. B
11. Impacts on Afr Quality

= The effects o! the air emissions onshore would be negligible due E:
to the distance of the drill sites to the we.: Florida coast. The percent
increases in ambient concentr:tions contributed by the onshore secondary
emissions from the proposed activities would be insignificant. E :
- Data presented in the operator's SER (see also Appendix B) g g
1ndicat¢ that the total e~ s=ions expected from the proposed activities {n these i
Blocks would be well b:' - ..@ calculated exemptior levels, q. :11fying thare B é
activities for exempti.. {. um further air quality review. The site-specific air e &
quality review conducia . MMS as a part of this environmental analysis 5
conc luded that there cou.. he no significant effect on air quality from the -
proposed action. 1.. -
12. Impacts on Other Cormercial Uses -
1 :,,-5

There are no other cimmercial uses in these Block: to be affected by the L. i“t

exploration activity. L
P

13. Impacts on Other Min ral Uses L B

2

There are no plans or proposz|is for mining other mineral resources other s i
than 011 and gas in these Blocks; :herefore, no conflict of use is expected. !

-
14. Impacts Concerning Pipelines and Cables

No conflict of use 1s expected because there are no known existing -
pipelines 1n the eastern Gulf and because pipelines cannot be proposed as a part ﬁ
of this exploration activity (Appendix B). r &

&
15. Impacts of Ocean Dumping -

No conflict of use is expected because there are nc existing ocean dumping :‘- ‘
areas designated in the eastern Gulf. The operator has stated that compliance -
vith the USEPA NPDES permit would be maintained. Additionally, OCS Order No. 8 é‘
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requi: ss that ‘b2 operator locate ani retrieve any large debris los. overboard as
a resuit »f the proposed activities.

D. UNAVOIDAGLE ADVERS- IV ACS
Information ir this section 1s included in the AEA.
v. CONSULTATION AND COORD INATIOR

In accordancs ' ith provisfons of 30 CFR 250.34 and DM 655, and the
Memorandum of Agre.nent (1983) between the Department of Defonse and the
Department of the Interior, copies of the plan were forwarded to the U.5. Fish
and Wildlife Service. the National Marine Fisheries Service. the State of
Florida, and the Co ‘er; Armament Division, Eglin Air Force Base, Florida.
Copies of the comer _ of these agencies are included in Appendix C. No
objections to the provisions of this POE were raised by any of these agencies.
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Appendix A Lease Stipulations - {
The following lease stipulations were included in the Final Notice of Sale for =
.Sale 94. Tt should be noted that only stipulations 1., 3, 4, and 5 apply to activ-

L

ities proposed by Tenneco under this POE. Stipulation 2 will apply if development
and production activities subsequently occur. s
For completeness, the "Information to Lessees Section of the Final Notice of Sale

is also reproduced here.
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Stipulation No. l--Protection of Archaeological Resources.

(This stipulation will apply to all blucks offered for lease in this sale.) {

(a) “Archaeological rescurce” means any prehistoric or historic district,
site, building, structure, or ub,ect (including shipwrecks); such term includes
artifacts, records, and remains which are related to such a district, site
building, structure, or cbject. (Section 301(5), National Historic Preservation
Act, as amended, 16 U.S.CL. 470w(5)). “Operations” means any drilling, mining,
or construction or placement of any structure for exploration, development, or
production of the lease.

(b, If the kegional Director (RD) believe. an archaeological resource may exist
in the lease area, the RO will notify the lessee in writing. The lessee shall
then comply with subparagraphs (1) through (3).

€7 €3 1 D

(1) C°rior to cummencing any operations, the lessee shall prepare 1 report,
as specified by the RD, tc deteruine the potential existence of any
archaeological rescurcce that may bu affected by vperations. The report,
prepared by an archaeologist and & yeophysicist, shall be based on an
assessment of data from remote-sensing surveys and of other pertinent
&érchaeological and environmental information. The lessee shall submit
this report tu the hU for review. '

1 1)

]

(cj If the evidence suagests that an archaeological resource may be
present, tie lessee shai! either:

(1) Locate the site o1 .ay operation $o as not to zdversely affect
the area where the archaculoqical resource may be; cr

LR

(i1i) Establish to the satisfaction of the RD that an archaeologicai
resource does not exist or will not be adversely iffected by
operations. This shall be done by further archaeological
investigation, cunducted by an archaeoloyist and a geophysicist,

using survey equipment and techniques deemed necessary by the RD.

A report on the investigation shall be submittea tuv the RU for review.

2

(3) If the Rl determines that an archieological rescurce is 1ikely to be
present in the lease area and may be adversely affected by operations, the
RD will notify the lessee immediately. The lessee shall take no action
that may adversely affect the archaeclogical resource until the RD has
told the lessee how to protect it.

.

(2
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tc) If the lessee discovery &ny archaeclogical resuvurce while conducting
operations in the lcase area, the lessee shell report the discovery immediately
to the RD. lhc lessee shall make every reasonable effort to preserve the
archaeological resource until the hL has tola the lessee hcw to protect it.

Stipulation Ko. ¢--Live Bottom Areas.

(This stipulation will apply only to 'eases c¢n blocks in water depths of 200
weters or less. For activities conducted under Plans of [xploration, the
provisfons of this stipulation shall apply only in water depths of 100 meters
or less. For activities conducted under Uevelupuwent and Production Flans, the
provisions of this stigulation shall apply in water depths of 200 meters ur
less.)

Prior to any crilling activity or the construction or placement of any structure
for exploration ur develupment on this lease including, but nct limited to,
well drilling and pipeline and platform placement, the lessee will submit to
the Regiunil birector (RD) & bathymetry map prepared utilizing remote sensiny
and/or ciher survey techniques. This map will include interpretations for

the presence of live bettom areas within a minimum of 1,820 meters racius

of & proposed explorativr or production activity site.

For the purpose of this stipulation, "live buttom areas” are defined as
seayrass comsunities; ur those areas which contain biological assemblages
consisting of such sessile invertebrates as sea fans, se . whips, hydroids,
anemones, ascidians, sponges, bryozvans, or corals living upon and attached
to naturally occurring hara or rocky formetions with rough, broken, or smooth
topography; or areas whose 1ithutope favors the accumulation cf turtles,
fishes, and cther fauna.

The lessee will alsu submit to the RD photoducumentation of the sea buttom
within 1,80 meters of the proposed explorition drilliny sites ur proposed
platviorm lecations.

If it s determined that the live bottom are2s might be adversely impacted

by the propused activity, then the KU will require the letsee 10 undertake
any measure deemed economically, environmentally, and technically feasidle

to proteci live bottom areas. These measures may include, but are not limited
to, the folluwing:

(a) the relocation of operatfons to avoic live bottom areas;

(b) the shunting of all drilling fluids ana cuttings in such a manner as to
aveid live Dottom areas;

(¢, the trinsportation cf drilling fluids and cuttings to approved disposal
sites; onc

(d) the menitoring of 1ive bottem areas to assess the adequacy of any
mitigation meazures taken and the impact of lessee initiatec activities.
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Stipuiation No. 2--Military karniny Areas.

(This stipulaticn will be incluced in leaSes located within warninc areas
and Eglin hater Test Areas as shuwn on map . described in paragraph 1C).

(a) Hola harmless

khether compensatiun for such damaye or injury might be due under a thecry of
strict or absolute liebility or otherwise, ihe lessee assumes all risks of
damage or i jury to persons cr preperty which occur in, on, or above the
Outer Cuntinenrtil Shelf (OCS), to any persons or to any property of any

persur or persons who are agents, employees, or invitees of the lessee, his
ayents, independent contractors, or subcontracturs doing business with the
lessee in connection with any activities being performed by the lessee in,

on, or above the OCS, if such injury or d.mage to such persun ur property
occurs by reason i the activities of any agency of the U.S. Governuwent, its
contracturs or subcontractors, or any of their officers, agents, or employees,
beingy conducted as a part or, or in connection with, Lhe programs and activiiies
of the commend headquarters listec in the table > :luw.

Notwithstancing any limitation of the lessee's 1iability in section 14 of the
lease, the lessee assumes this risk whether such injury or damage is caused in
whole or in part by any act or cmission, regardless of negligence or fault,

of the United States, its contractors or subcontractors, or eny of its officers,
agents, or employees. The lessee further ayrees to indemnify and save harmless
the United States against all claims for luss, damage, or injury sustainec by
the lessee and to indewnify and save harmless the United States agecinst all
claims for loss, damage, or injury sustained by the agents, employees, or
invitees of the lessee, his agents, or any independent contracicrs or sub-
contructors doing business with the lessee in connectiun with the programs

and activities of the militery installations referznced beluw, whether the
same be causea in whole or in part by the neyligence or fault of tie

United States, its contractors ur subcuntractors, or any of its officers,
agents, cr employees and whether such rlaims mignt be sustained under a

theury of strict or absolute liability or otherwise.

(b) Electromagnetic Emissions

The lessee agrees to control his own electromagnetic emissicns and those of

kis ayents, employees, invitees, independent cuntractors, or subcontractors,
emanating from individual designated Deparuaient of Uefense (DOD) warning areas
in accordance with requirements specified by the commander o7 the command
headquarters listed in the following table to the deyree necessary to prevent
damage to, ur unacceptable interverence with DOD flight, testing, or operationcl
activities, conducted within incividual designated warning areas. Necessary
monitoring control and coordination with the lessee, his agents, employecs,
invitees, independent contractors or subcuntractors will be effected by the
curmander of the appropriate onshore military instal'ation conducting operations
in the particular warning area; provided, hcwever, that control of such
electromaynetic emissions shall ir ro instance prchibit all manner uf electro-
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magaetic cumunication during any period of time between a lessee, his agents,
employees, invitees, indepengent contractors, ur subcentractors, énd onshore
facilities.

{¢) Operational Contrcls

The lessee, when operatinyg or causing to be opcrated on his behalf boet or
aircratt traffic in the individual designated warniny area, shall enter into
an agreement with the curmander of the in“ividual command headquarters listed
in the following table, uvn utilizing an indiviuual cesignated warning 2rea
prior to commencing such traffic. Such an agreement will provide for positive
control of boats and aircraft operat.ng in the warning areas at all times.

Warning Ar:as' Command Headquarters
Eastern Planning Arec

Wirning Areas Command Headquarters Remarks
W-151 Concander Overall
Arament Livision Operatiunal
Cylin AFE, Florida Centrol
k-151 Commande Perivaic
Meval Coastal System Center Testing
Code X Stand
Panama City, Flurida Down
W-155 Naval Air Triining Comacrna  Uverall ['
Training Wing $1a Operational j
Naval Air Station Control :
Pensacola, Flurida
W-162 Conmander Gverall
Armament Division Operational
Eglin AFB, Flo ida Centrol
k-174 Naval Air Training Command Overall
laval Air Station Operational
Key West, Fliurida Contrul
W-470 Commander Uverall
Armament Division Operational i
Eglin AFB, Florida Control -
Eglin Water Test Commander Overall ;!
hreas 1, 2, 3, &, hrmament Division Cperational
and 5 Eglin AFB, Flyrida Control
I
I
b
'!
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(d) Evacuaticr

(The folluw'ng clause will apply tu kar..ny Aree: W-151, W-168, K-47G, and
the Eglin Water Test Areas 1, 2, 5, 4, anu 5. It will not apply tu blocks
within h-155 and W-174.)

When the activities of the Armament Developmer :nc Test Center at Eglin

Air Force Base, Flurida, may endanyer persunne: or property, the lessee
agrees, upon receipt of a directive from the Regionil Girector (RD), to
evacuate &1l personnel from all structures on the lease and to shut-in and
secure all wells and other equipment, including pipelines on the lease, within
48 hcours or within such other perioa of time as may be specified by the directive.
Such directive shall not require evacuation cf personnel and shutting-in and
sacuring of equipment for a period of time greater than 72 hours; however,
such a period (f time may be extended by a susequent directive from the RU.
Equipwent and structures may remain in place on the lease during such tiro as
the directive remains in effect.

-tipulation kv. 4--Transportation.
{This stipuiation will apply *o all blocks offered tor lease in thiz sale.)

(a) Pipelines will be reguired: (1) if pipeline rights-of-way can be detemincd
and obtainec; (2) if laying of such pipelines is technologically feasivle and
envirunmentally preferabie; and (3) if, in the opi.iun of the lessor, pipelines
can be laid without net social loss, taking into account any incremental cost
of pipelines over alternative methods of transportation ana any incrementa’
benefits in the form of increased environmental protection or reduied

multiple use conflicts. The lessor specifically reserves the right tu require
that any pipeline usec for transporting production to shore be placed in
certain designated management areas. In selecting the mean uf transportation,
consideryation will be given to any recommendations of the kegional Technical
hoerking Group for assesswent and management of Lransportaticn of offshere

vil and gas with the participation of Federal, State, and local governments ang
industry. k11 pipelines, including both flow lines and gathering lines fcr

011 and gas, shall be designed and constructed to provide for adequate protectiun
from water currents, storm scouring, and uther hazirds as determined 1 a
cese-by-case basis.

(b) Following the development of sufficient pipeline capacity, no crude oil

will be transported by surface vessels from offshore pruduction sites

except in the case of emergency. Determination as to emery:ncy conditiuns

;l;d appropriaie responses to these conditions will be mede by t-~ Regional
rector.

(C) Where the three criteria set forth in the first sentence of this
stipulation are not met, end surface transportation must be employed, all
vessels used for carrying hydrocarbons from the leased area will confcrm
with all standards established for such vessels pursuant to the Pcrts and
Waterways Safety Act (33 U.S.C. 1221 et scg.).
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Stipulatior ho 5--Restrictiun on Exploration Activities.

(This stipulation will be includcd in Teases on blocks shcwn on map 1 within
h-151, k-168, W-47C, and Eglin huter Test Areas 1, &, 3, and 4.)

The placement, locatiun, and planned periuds of uperation ¢f surtace structures
on this lease duriny the exploration stage are subject to apprcval by the
Regional Director (RD) after the review of an operatur's Plan cf Expleration
{PL ). Prior  apprcval of the POE, the RD skall cunsult with the Ccrmander,
Arucment Div  on, Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, and the Commancing Officer,
Naval Coasta Systems Center, Pangma City, Flurida, in crder to ¢ termine the
PUE's compatibility with scheduled military operations. The POE wiil serve
as the instrusent for prumoting a predictable anu orderly distribution of
surface structures, determining the location and jensity of such structures,
and uxfnuing exploration while minimizing conflicts with Department of
Defense activities. A POE will be disapproved in accordance with

30 CFR 250.34-1(e)({cjiiii) if it is determined that the proposed operations
will result in interference with scheduled military missions in such a
manner as to possiblv jeoparaize the national defense or to pose unacceptable
risks to life and pruperty. Hkoereover, if there is a serious threat uv harm
nr damage to 1ife or property, or if it is in the interest of national
security or defense, approved operations may be suspended in accordance

with 30 CFR 250.12(a)(1)(1i) and (iii). The term of the lease will be
extended to cover the period of such suspension c¢r prokibition. It is
recognized that the issuance of a lease conveys the right tu the lessee

as pruvided in section 8(b)i4) of the OCS Lands Act tu engage in exploratiun,
development, and production activities cond tioned upon other statutory

and regulatory requiremcnts.

Stipulation Wo. 6--Eight-Year Lcase Term.

(This stipulation will be included in leases un blocks in the 4CU-meter %o
S00-meter depth range as shuwn on map 2.)

The lessee must commence the drilling of an expluratory well within 5 years of
the date the lease becomes effective it there has been nu suspension of opera-
tions (SL0). (In the event of a SUL, the 5-year period will be extended
accordingly.; The exploratory well shall meet the depth and other criteria
establislieu in an approved eaploratiun plan.

Stipulation No. 7--Exploration in Warring Area W-174.

(This stipulation will be included in leases on the following blocks within
Warning Area W-174: NG 17-7, P 1ley kidge. 552-567, 596-597, 601-611, 640-641,
645-655, 6B4-686, 689-693, £96-699, 778-737, 740-743, 772-787, 816-829, 860-873,
904-919, 948-96:, 99z-535, 996-998, and 1002-100€.)

During the months of November through March, location of exploratory drilling
structures (rigs ar< ;la.’orms) will be limited, as necessary. to provide for
mancuveri~o by nava ship. conductiny trcinin* in the area. Inis will take
the furm o/ a pr hib‘tion un eapl ratory drilling within 10 nautical miles of
another eapiorate. y structure. ‘.15 prucedure is necessary to provide for
placement of struciures » —-eby esplur.tion can be safe'y accomplished without

’
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interruption to or interference with the national dcfense mission or unacceptable
risks to life and property. If it is in the interest or national securit

")

4
]
[

or defense, operations may be suspended in accordance with 30 CFR 260.12(a)(1)(i41) E

with nutification to the lessee by the Kegional Director.
14. Information tu Lessees.

(a) Infurmation on Supplemental Uocuments. There is available from
the Gulf of MexiCo Kegiune ce a set of drawings depicting the State-Federal
Boundary, including the acreage on the Federal side of the line For copies
of this and other documents identified as available frum the Gulf of Mexico
kegional Office, prospective bidders shouid contact the Public Information Unit
at the address stated in ?augnph Z, either in writing or by telr.::u-e at
(504) ©36-0519 or 838-0527. For additional information, contact the Regiunal
Supervisor for Leasing and Environment at the same address or by telephone at
(504) 8386-0755 or 636-0756. .

(b) 'nfermation on Navigation Safety. Ope-ations ¢/ some of the
blocks offered rur lease may be restricted by designation of fairways,
precautionary zones, archorages, safety zcnes, or traffic separation schemes
established by the Coast Guard pursuant to the Ports and Waterways Safetly
Act (33 U.S.C. licl et seq.). Corps of Engineers permits are required for
construction ot any artificial islands, installations, and cther devices
permaniently or temporarily attached to the OCS seabed in ac rdance with
section 4(e) ot the UCS Lands Act, as amenced.

(c) Infurmation on a Memorandum of Understanding with the Dej rtment
of Transportation on Pipelines. Bidders are adviscd that the Department: of
the Interior [DOI) and Transportation entered into a Memorandum of Understandirg
dated May 6, 1976, concerning the design, installation, operation, and
maintenance of offshore pipelines. Bidders should consult with both Departments
for regulations applicable to offshore pipelines.

(¢, Infurmation on Unitization. Bidders are advised that, in
accordance with section 16 of each lease issued, the lessor may reguire a
lescee tO operate under a unit, pouling, or drilling agreement, and that the
lessor will give particular consideration to requiring unitization in instances
where one or more reservoirs underlie two or more leases with a different
royalty rate or a net protit share payment.

(e) Information on 10-Year Leases. For those blocks identified as
having lease teruws with an initial period cf 10 years, bidders are udvised
that pursuant to 30 CFR 250.34-1(a)(3) the lessee shell submit to the MMS
either an exploration plan or a general statement of exploratiun intention
prior to the end-of the ninth lease year.

(f) Information on Affirmative Action. Revision of Department of
Labor regulations on rnative Action requirements for Government contractors
(inclucing lessees) have been deierred pendin? review ¢t thuse regulations
P 42865 and 42968). Should

(see Feaeral hegister of August 25, 1981, au
changes becume effective at any time befure the issuance of leases resulting
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from this sale, section 18 of the lease form (Form MMS-2005, August 1962),
would be deleted. In addition, existing stecks of the affirmative action
fors des ribed in paragraph 5 of this hetice contain language that would

be superseded by the revised regulations at 41 CFPR 60-1.5?&) 1) end
60-1.7(a)(1). Submission of Form MM$-2032 (June 1965, and Form MMS-2033
(wune 19Y85) will nut invaiidate an otherwise acceptable bid, und the revised
regulations requirements will be deemed to be part ur Lhe existing Affirmative
nction forms.

’I (g) Information on Ordnince Dis*gosnl Areas. The Air Force has

- released an indeterminable amount of une:ploded ordnance throughuut Warning
Areas 151, 166, and 470, ancd Eglin Water Test Areas 1 through 5. The exact
location of this unexploded crdnance is unknown, and lessees are advisea thet
all lease blocks in this sale should be considered potentially hazardous to

dril’ing and platform and pipeline placement.

e ——
1

e
f

-

9 (h) Informatiocn ~n Navy Operations. These blocks will be affected

- by the followini clause: I 16-5, Pensaco a, 7¢6, 77:-778, E16-825, E6€0-872,
$04-917, 950-951, 953-Y6c, 992-995, and 997-1006; NH 16-5, Apalachiccla,

cel, ¢€5, 309-310, 353-354, 357-398, 441-443, 485-4E7, and 529-53%; and

o Nh 16-8, Destin Deme, 24-36, 68-80, 11¢-113, 117-126, 157, 162-i05, 168-170,
201-202, ¢06-.14, 246-258, 290-302, 335-346, 380-390, 4z5-434, 470-478,
514-5c2, and 561-566.

The Nevy advises that its Naval Coastal Systems Center (NLSC) conducts testing
, between april and October with peck operating months duriny the summer. During
’] this period, 01l companies may be reguested tu stand down from activity for
= S- tu lU-day periods (to a maximuw of 15 days) as determined by the NCSC
testing schedule.

-

- (i) Information un Protection of the West ingian Manatee. Bidders
are advised thai the kest Indian manatee s a marine mammal which is officially

| listed as an endanyered species by the DOI. It is protected by the Endangered

o Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1521 et seq.), and the Marine Mammal
Protectiun Act of 1972, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), and various other

J State and Federal laws and regulations. On Uctober 22, 1975, (44 FK 60%€3), the

DUl promulgated regulatiuns (50 CFR 17.100-17.108) providing a means for
establishing manatee protection areas. Also, there is the Florida Manatee
Sanctuary Act of 1578 declaring the entire State of Flcrida as “"refuge and
sanctuary for the manatee.” A Cooperative Agreement between the DOI and
Florida on endangered specec became eftective on June 23, 197t.

(j) Information on Shallow Hazards. Federal regulation (30 CFR 250.34)
recuires a lessee to conduct shallow hazards and other geological and
geophysical surveys that are necessary for the evaluation of activities to be
carried out under a proposed explouration or development/production plan or
activities being carried out under an approved plan.
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Lata collection by the lessee on a lease and, when necessary, off a lease <
will be analyzed and submitted by the lessee and then reviewed and, when necessiry,
reanalyzed by the RU to ensure that crilling, development, and production
activities can be conducted in an acceprable manner with minimum risk or
damage to human, marine, and cuastal environments. Based on the review and
analysis of the data received ar  other available data and information, the
kU either npgroves or requires r !ificatiun to an expluration or development/
production plan or application fur permit to urill or recommends that the Director,
MMS, temporarily prohibit or suspend the conduct of explouration or development/
production activities according to provisions of the OCS Lands Act, as amended,
and appropriate regulations. gxisting regulations authorize the RD to take
whatever steps are necessary to assure safe operations offshore, whether shallow
hazards are delineated before or after the lease sale.

(k) information on Stipulation No. 6. Any lease issued for a term
of ¥ years will " be cancelled after b years, fellowing notice pursuant to the
OCS Lands Act, if, within the initial E-year period of the lease, the drilling
of an exploratory well has not been initiated, or if initiated, the well has
not been drilled in conformance with the approved exploratory plan criteria,
vur if there is not a suspension of operations in effect. For further
information, see the Fedcril kegister Nutice (50 FR 13285) published
April 3, 195, subject: Notification of OCS Programwide Pulicy of Water-Depth
Criterion for Lunger Primary Lease Terms for OCS Uil and Gas Leases. See also f o
the Federal Register Notice (50 FR 24546) publishea June 11, 1985, subject: <
l;rup;:ﬂ RuTe on Primary Lecse Terms for Leases in Water Depths of 400 to

00 Meters. -~

£
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(1) Information on Restriction cf Exploration Activities. Bidders are ™
advised that there wil. 0e restrictions on exploratory activities within areas

f; fdentitied as Eglin Water Test Areas (LWTA) 1, 2, 3, and 4 and Warning Areas -

f W-151, W-166, and W-470 as shown on map 1. Stipulation No. 5 addresses these &

! restrictivns. Exploration activities will be confined to 30- by 30-mile

| drilling windows. The windows will shift from location to location as o

i eaploration progresses. Uidders should be aware that, because of the window -
concept, exploration on some leases may be delayed as operations propused =
in drilling windows established for Sale 79 will have some priurity uver e

| activities proposed in windows which would accommodate Sale 94 activities.
Operations on Sele 94 leases issued on blocks within the six already established -
windows will be permitted as those windows open. Plans of Exploration (POE's)

are presently approved in window A, the two northern rows of blocks in window B,

and the extreme eastern part of window F, as shown un map 2. Y
(m) Information on Joint h‘av*ydr Force Project in W-174. Bidders -
should be aware that a joint Navy ana air Force instrumentea range is being

installed in Warning Area W-174. This installation is eapected to include an =
array of 13 transmitting towers ranging in height from 60 to 700 feet above .
the water surface. The array of towers will extend from the vicinity of -
C—
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Key West, Florida, north toward the northern pari of W-174. Each tower requires
a clear line of sight with adjacent towers. Freedom from e¢iectromagnetic
interference is also required on this line of sight. The speciric locations of
these structures will be avaflable by July 1986.

(n) Information on 011 Spill Mudeling. Bidaers are advised that
the State of Florida mey request site-specific ofl spill trajectory mudeling
as part of the coastal zoune consistency concurrence process.

(o) Informaticin on Biological and Oceirographic Study South of

25 N. Latitude. plications for Permit to Drill
e approved for POE's submitted on leases south of 26° N. htitude

prior to completion of a biological and ocunognphic resources study underway
in the area. he study is expected to be completed in April 1986. If this
requirauwent results in delay in approval of APD's the lease may be suspended
i: .ﬁsorunce with 30 CFR 250.1z(a)(1)(iv) with notificatiun to the lessee by
the .

(p) Infurmatinr on £ ic Release of Geological and Geophysicsl Data.
Bigders are #dvfsed that . o¢ o~taent 1s vaemining the question uf whether

the times estab!ishec : release cof geoloyical and geophysical data
under 3u CFR Purus 725 uhould be extended to longer periods when
moratoric or othe: .o f'n celay leasing. The question will be dealt with
unuer separat -l U, cdures.

fes - -un on Defecral of Payment of Balance of Bonus.
Bidders on olucks s.. ect to Stipulation No. 5 should carefully review

paragrap’ if of this Notice.

3%, 0CT_urders. Opurations on all leases resulting from this sale will
be conducted Tn accorZance with the provisions of all Gulf of Mexico OCS
Orters, as of their eftective dates, and eny other applicable OCS Craer as it
becomes effective.

16. Military Activities. The Air Force (USAF) has three major
air bases in Florida that use most of the Eastern Gulf of Mexico (EGLOM)
for research, development, testing, and evaluatior ¢f advanced tactical
air-to-air and air-to-surface weapons systems. These air bases are Eglin
air Force Pase, Tyndall Air Force Base, and MacPill Air Force Base. The
only USAF test locatiun large enough to meet the requirements of these
bases is the EGOM. The types of missions conducted by the USAF involve
flying frow extremely M?h altitudes to very low altitudes at very high
speeds. Safe and effective testing of most of these systems can be
performed only over large expanses of water, subject tu surveillance
and monitoring control by strategically lucated land/water/airborne
tracking tecilities.
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the 1t Tnede cancer Lo o w1 industry offshore is the occurrence vt
¢ | ny dewris 3¢ irone planes are shot duwn or exploded, dropping of
ui rance, low=flying planes, and offshure-to-unshore and vice verse

v .ting of weapons and tactical Lostiny missions. Threats to Vife and
,roperty could exiit tu crews and structures without proper control of
OCS stiructures and cperations in the area.

Therefore, & stipulation (Stipula.ion No. 5) which would restrict the timing
and location of cxploration acti.ities will be included in any leases shown
o Map ) within Hilitary Maiiiing Areas W-151, W-166, N-470, and Eglin Water
Test Arees itwiA) L, 2, 3, and 4. There 1s concern over the military
restrictions jmpuses on leases in the EGOM, particularly with regard to the
«Io{s involved in uperating un 12ases outside of areas maac available for
drilling fulluwing Lease Sale 79 (January 5, 1984), the last sale in tic EGOM.
As a consequence vt this concern, & bid for any block shown on Map 1 within
Military Warning Areas W-15i, W-168; k-470, and EWTA i, 2, 3, and 4 will be
subject to different procedures from those otherwise identified in this Notice.
After the M/S compiotes its bid adequacy review, 1t will notify bidders of the
results of this review. If a bid is determined to be inadequate, it will
be rejscted, ana the bidder's deposit will be returned with interest, as
prescribed in 30 CFk 218.155. If 2 bid is determined tu be adequate,
the bidder will Le so notified, and will be required *o furnish a corporate
wurety bend in a sum equz) tu the balance of the cash bonus bic, as directed
iy authorized officer. However, this notification and requirement will
not copetitute acceptance of the bid. Upon filing the surety bond as directed,
the oadoer is 1iable for payment of the four-fifths bonus unless the bid is
subsequently rejected. Nc bid will be accepted until the United States
delertines that it is in its best interest tu do so. The removal of the
restriction on the initiation of explcration activities on a block or area
will be deemed to be & situation when it §s in the best interests of the
Unfted States to accept & bid for a lease oun that perticular block. At such
rime, the authorized officer will promptly accept the high bid submitted on
a block and require the bidder to execute the lease, poy the remaining
four-fifths bonus and the first year's rental by EFT, and file a bond as
prescribes in 3V CFk 256.47(f). Failure to tiuely pay the remaining
four-fifths bonus will be aeemed tu render the bicduer in default of the
bia payment, enabling the United States tu obtain payment of the outstanding
bonus from the bidder's surety. The four-fifths bonus and the first year's
rertal must be paid by EFT using \he procedure described in paragraph 10 of
this Notice. The Federal Reserve Bank uf Mew York must receive the EFT
payment nu later than noon, Eastern Standard Time, un the eleventh business
day after receipt of the notice of bid acceptance. The term "business day"
;s t‘lﬂinu 8 & day on which the Gulf of Mexico Regional Office is open for
usiness.

At such time as the United States may determine that it would not be in its
best interests to accept a bid, the MMS shall reject such bid for a lease
within the above-referenced Military Warning Areas and Eglin Water Test
Areas, and refund the bid deposit with interest, in accordince with

A0 CFR 218.155. In any event, if the authorized officer does not accept
the oid within 5 years after the date of Lhe lease sa ¢, the MMS shall
reject such bid and return the bid deposit to the bidder with actual
interest earned.

Authority for the procedures in this paragraph is in 30 CFR 218.155,
256.46(b), 256.47(e)(2), 256.58(g)(2), and 256.59.
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AIR QUALITY REVIEW -
CER/EA No, N-2526 Due Date °/2/86 Lease(s) 0CS-G 8363, B384, BIGH -
Block(s) 455, 456, 587 Area Florida Middle Ground - 1
Onshore Emissions E f
Onshore Fase: Panama City, Florida New or Revised: Yes __ No _’E_
Onshore Emissione Calculations (If onshore base is new or revised): N/R [ -
NO ____toms/yr; €7 ____ tons/yr; VOC ___ _ tons/yr; r “3
TSP _____ tons/yr; 502 _____ tons/yr . m
Offshore Emissions E <
! Major Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculations:
_ No_ S44.1%ons/yr; €0 88.71 cona/yr; voc 2311 cons/yr; : ;%
1 TSP _20.%Gons/yr; 50,36-30 tons/yr - ”
1 Minor Sources - Offshore Emissions Calculations: - ‘
No_ 60.40¢tons/yr; CO 9.81 cons/yr; voc 2:51 tons/yr; ~
TSP _2.50 tons/yr; se, "__’i_ tons/yr )
Total Offshore Emissions: :
No_ 604,52 tons /yr; CC M tons/yr; VoC _25-62 eons/yr; . B
TSP _22.96 tons/yr; s0, 40.72 tons/yr L *
Enisaioﬁi Exemption Calculations -
Distance to Nearest Land in Statute Miles: 69 -
Exemption: For CO; E = 340002/3 = 57,198 tons/yr - &
For NO_, VOC, TSP, $0,; E = 33.3D = 229% tons/yr -
There will be significant effect on air quality from th- sed action: “
Yes No X -
Information Source(s): _Plan, ER, Staff - ¥
Commente /Recommendations: _None E
o
G
-
P oo ¥ ¢ i
’ Meteorologist / . Date r
16 ' =
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CER/EA No. _N-2526  pue Date _______ Lease(s) 0Cs-G 2363, 8364, 8368

Block (g) _455, 436, 587 Area Florida Middle Ground

AIR QUALITY REVIFW

Onshore Base: New or Revised: Yes ___ No

Rig Type: _______ Distance Offshore mi: Exempt: Yes ___ No

Information Source(s):

Comments/Recommendations:
Meteorolc gist Date
BIOLOGICAL REVIE!!
The proposed action is within a protective zone established for a
biologically sensitive area(s): Yes No

Biological Area(s)

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service comments reguired: Yes _X No

Special protective measures relative to endangered/threatened
species reflecting previous biological opinions are recommended as
condition:s of plan/application approval: Yes No _X

Plan, EI3, Visual ITI, FWS Correspondence

Information Sou:c_e(s) :

None

ate

New Surface Activities: Yes . No

Cul. Res. Rept. required: Yas No _X Submitted Yes No

— ——

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

Description:

Information Source(s): 12" FIS, Visual 1I

Comments/Recc; oo —— .
- Rc\;' ever B ,A“{i /qgé
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- Fram: District Supervisor, Tha) (W00 yo District (o3> )

"
UNITED STATES GOVERNMINT &
MEMORANDUM
DATE:. AUG 7 ¢
To: Supervisor,. Exploration/Development Plans Unit(F0 -2-1)

Subject: QQ} ;l ) .L Q Q Plan of Exploration/ P0ERF TEwuseo

= oG B3I, ~d k- Fres 455 45
Control No.. Isr- = I\ #r 5817 t-<s ’

Enclosed is our review of the subject planm.
District Supervisor

Enclosures

F3 € ©J M 2 ™ 03 ™

7 ™

Yy 3 ry o

€Y
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

MEMORANDUM

Date: A s/8¢
To: Supervisor, Exploration/Development Plans Unit (FO-2-1)
From: District Supervisor, pew O L oo District, (F0-3 )

Subject: Hazards Review/Recammendations for Approval
Plar of Exploratiom (_3% ) - Development/Productiomr (____ )

Area(s) Eg Py w1 I:E oo l\\’ e« :2 o<

Block(s) 455 4 s527

Leasels) _o@ <. o f303 ~—c a3 oo Q3es,
r B A

Operator(s)™ [ =,y 5= v <1 ( E%‘:-P,

The subject proposal includes - platforas,,

(=> (o) wells, and — res..
Seafloor Hazards: | ST A,,.?M
7

Subsurface Hazards: 012_...;{,.@ ol Barcad %ﬁ_

Caitnoe dinied

4l

T N— A P Wil Bt nats 'm"hﬂu - _I
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Other Hazards (Pipeline, Sv:ken Ships 25, etc.)

P
)L"""-" &h.‘h&:—._u_

- - —
— - - —— a—
—  ——— — -—-—e - —

¢ e Known Mér ;»1 “zv r. (Sand, Gravel,, Shell, etc.)

” - , J
LA P S
— o w———— s ———

Recommendatior for approval :: __%Aa—\ﬂ

Qe W ondirchs

Bistrict Supervisor

cc:

Preparer(s): _(’f d;"(—ﬂ-—____/

42
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

- MEMORANDUM

- 30

q To: Supervisor, Exploration/Development Plans Unit, Plans, Platform and

- Pipeline Section, Rules and Production, Gulf of Mexico Reaion (RP-2-1)
| From: Supervisor, Platform/Pipeline Unit, Plans, Platform and Pipeline

| _ Section, Rules and Production, Gulf of Mexico Region (RP-2-2)

| 30 CFR 250.34 Control No. _ N = 3S 3¢
-’
J Proposed Well/Platform:
Identification and Location Existing Pipelines Within 500 Feet

TG 455~ Wl (3 j500 e+ 6200 FEC Ner

_,EEE\ YSS-Wel( R-(Ro'FS vesod FEL Ao
~1Eﬂ!ﬁ YSs- We. 1 C-1o00FS 130" FEL Nf""*
'E MEYSS- WU D2000%5 ¢ seo' £EL \ brr
TNGQYSS Wil €700 Flt %«
FmE 45— Uil Fry300 FV 43 00" AU/ b

-Wbjl G nooo'Es)L 4 700" frol N,

PG Sl-leu H- 1 00fNLY: 200" fW Morn

ENUH6200 FEC (o

‘" =y 'V MUNERNLS MANAGEMTHT SCavice
1 Remarks: %
- | JULC 3T 1986
| RULES AND PRODLCTIX;
3 1

st i e

i Robert F ’ Kelly
. FTorres:1v:Disk &
- 43

|- Subject: n of Exploration for IENNg~ . . :
J . ™ g
Area, BlockS 456, 4G/, , Leasde-Gaé’éé 536953363
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
MEMORANDUM

pate S ¥ 19K

4
To: Chief, Plans, Platform, and Pipeline Section, Offshore
FIELD OPERATIONS, £OM OCS REGION (F0-2-1)

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

abiect: Preliminary Review of Plan/Applicaticn No. s dstib
¢ ~TURAL RESOQURCES

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

The problenm is

The problem can be resolved by ____

RIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

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

The problem is ____________ _ ___ _ o e

The problem can be resolved by -

Ny —

/ 7 Les Dauteii

cc: CER File (LE-5) =
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14 August 1986

U. S. Department of the Interior

Minerals Management Service

Gulf of Mexico OCS Region

Attn: Mr D. J. Bourgeois
Regional Supervisor, Field Operations

1420 South Clearview Parkway

New Orleans LA 70123-2394

Dear Mr Bourgeois e

T e« Armament Division interposes no objections to the Plan of Eapioration
“or Florida Middle Ground Blocks 455, 456 and 587 covered by your letter

of 8 August 1986, Control No. N-2526.

This 2pproval covers the period from the present until 31 December 1986.

It is nececsary in the interests of National defense that exploration in

thase Dlocks be completed not later than 31 December 198€.

Sincerel

H. L. DI
Chief Sczienfist

™ 9
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United States Department of th¢ . crior

E FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Division of Ecclogical Services
- 1612 June Avenue
fs Panama City, Florida 32405-3721

Aurust 12, 1986
- MINERALE MAMAGEMENT SERVICE
E Memorandus AUG 1A 1986
l To: Regional Director, Gulf of Mexi.o OCS Region, Mineral

Management Service, New Orleans, Louisisna attn: ro-;ﬂ"‘w

From: Field Supervisor, Ecological Services, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Pan.ma City, Florida

Subject: Initial Plan of Exploration, Tenueco 01l Exploration and Pro-
duction, Leases OCS~G 8363, 8364, and 81368, Blocks 455, 456,
and 587, respectively, Florida Middle Ground \rea, DM 655-1795

e v v 6

The Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the subject doc at in accordance
with 655 DM 1. The document covers the explcratory drillin, of wells A,B,C,
D, and E in block 455; wells F,G, and H in block 456; and wells I and J in
block 487, rlorida Middle Ground Area.

=5

Review of the Plan of Exploration and Environmental Report indicates the i
geophysical surveys did not reveal the presence of hard or live bottom areas #
near the proposed well site locations. Further, the proposed operations are

approximately 43 miles away from the Florida Middle Grounds Reef complex. The

011 Spill Contingency Plan appears to be adequate .n case of an oil spill or

related emergency. Therefore, we have nc objections to the operations as
nt ,posed.

[ B

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments.

Sincerely,

. . )" at. -, -
James M. Barkuloo
Field Supervisor '
cc:
NMFS, Panama City, FL
FL Gov. Office, Tallahassee, FL

“AS/bp
3/pD

2

| 5
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/.v.-.\ M. J S‘} L
r . UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
p National Oceani: and Administretion
\‘-.. / NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

" Southeast Regional Office

9450 Koger Boulevard
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

August 19, 1986  F/SER113:EK

e & & B9

[ S A
Mr. D. 1. Bourgeois ™ _'_'\‘:
Regional Supervisor TN L ’q}\
Minerals Management Service & AULC25325 S
1420 South Clearview Parkway i ' R
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 b ity o
\_' Va2

- —

Dear Mr. Bourgeois:

The National Marine Fisheries Service has reviewed the Initial Plan of Explor-
ation and Environmental Report for Leases OCS-G 8363, 8364, and 8368(F0-2-1).

The ducument discusses the proposed eaploratory drilling of hydrocarbon wells
(10) in blocks 455, 456, and 487 in the eastern Gulf of Mexico. Review of the
plan indicates that live and hard bottom habitats are not present near the
proposed well sit»s, and that the sites are about 40 miles from the Florida
Middle Grounds Reef complex. Based upon cur review of the material submitted,
w2 have no objection (o the proposed work.

. ™ a2 ¢y o rmo @M

Should you nave any questions, please contact Dr. Fd Keppner of our Panama City
Floride Area Office at (904) 234-5C61. E

Sincerely yours,

Edleril) Kizare,
7% Richard J. Hoog land
Assistant Regional Director

r= 0o Y M om

Habitat Conservatiz= "iv.. .om 1
¥
4
8
‘
E |
E
o
=
;
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STATE OF FLORIDA
. 5 - -
o £ tice of the Governor _—
Tl CAPITOL
L] TALLAMASSEL 3230 p
BoB GRAHAM 4
- COVERNOR Ly
RECEIVED :
- "
ccp 1
-] September 2, 1986 * 3 986 3
“ Mir.-rziz Bz cmemet £ arvice '
Leasing & Environinent
-
Mr. A. Donald Ciroir
- Mineral!s Management Service
Gulf of 'Mexico Region
2 1420 South Clearview Parkway ‘
- New Orleans, Louisiana 70123 o
] Dear Mr. Giroir:
Ir response to your letteir of August 7, 1986 this office reviewed and ?
- coordinated a review of the proposed Exploration Plan an its accompanying
J' Environmental Report for leases OCS-G 8363 8364 and 8368, Blocks 455,
456 and 587, respectively, Florida Middle Ground Area. (Control No. N-2526). |
1
"'{ Tenneco proposes drilling one to ten well: on thewe blocks. Subsequent 5’
3 drilling wili depend on results obtained from drilling the first well,. 4
Ye find the docur-nts extremely well written and aaequately supply information
- zrd assessments needed to ensure environmentally sound crilling activities in
these blocks. We compliment Tenneco on their efforts to -nsute that Florida's
-~ concerns were acdressed, especially regarding the "2il Spill Trajectory
- Analysis and Response Plan', to produce more useful docuunents. i
- It was noted on page 7 (under Equipment) ci the EZxploration Plan (£P) that 7
the response time for clean up equipment to be brought out frum Panamna City ?
Lt was six hours, while on page 1J cf the Response Plan listed 24 to 30 hours.
ol A check with Mr. Randall Williams of Tenneco indicated that the EP had a
typographical error and the cor "ect response time was 24 hours. In addition,
o Tenneco should discuss the time frames rieeded to activate and deploy both
boat and air dispersant systems. “ae<d on the potential impact times for
s an oil spill to reach Florida': - orial waters and coastal resources,
- there is adequate time for cle.n . response.
- Written comments received from the Dep:rtments of .nvironmental Regulation
and State and the Civernor's Energy Office are enclosed for your informatinm.
g " “
ol This letter does not constitute a concurr2nce sr ~hjection to the consistency
certification which accompanied the Plar of Exploration. This will be sent

)

- to you as soon as poisible. T N
X gyt e/
- S pocaiied q\

- L3 f" =
] ( SERQDISCY !
» a
fIcLd & |
- 2 A o,
\ %4, ostanTions, .o
"o Ly § O™

. —

WoMy,

An Allirma.ve + . on Egual O; portusity Employer
49
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-
Mr. A. Donald Gi-oir

September 2, 1980
Page Two E

We appreciate the opportunity to review these documents.
Sinccrely, r
sl LTel .

,L 4/\,_ (= L

Deborah L. Tucker 4]
GCovernmental Analyst ()

DLT/dwe

cc: Randall Williams/Tenneco

B e Vet
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

Tenneco 0il = ~any
Tenneco proposes to i . maximum of five wells
on the referenced blocks . ¢ ble~¥s are situated on
the mid-Florida shelf . rarn 5 frcm 128-160m
(Blocks 455 and 456) a: !~174m (Block 587).
The geophysical survey . ated a smooth, sloping

seafloor lacking in significanc topographic features.
Some small depressions were detected which should Le
avoided. There is no evidence of hard bottom structure
or outurops which would be favorable habitat for benthic
communities. Consequently, we believe these blocks can
be explored with minimal disturbance to the marine envir-
onment.

The oil spill trajectory analyses only predict landfall
in a few scenarios and after several (7-9+) days. The Plan
of Exploration lists a six hour resporie time to deploy
a Fast Response Unit from Panama City. Page 10 cof the
Response Plan gives 16-20 hrs and 24-30 hrs depending on
the location of the support vessel. These latter times
are more realistic and are adequate considering the
predicted spill travel times. Although we are aware that
dispersant deployment can occur within acceptable time
frames to meet the trajectory predictions, these times

Protecting Florica ?‘l’ Your Quality of Life

7
808 GRAHAM
TWIN TOWE AS OFFICE BUILOING GOVE ANOA
T A ASsEE FonioA 32201 8241 \ VICTORIA 4 TSCHINKEL
Bt o5 nt™ tﬁa
- September 2, 198B€ ’__.,..-«“qm! )
| F\ !’- \
- Ms. Debby Tucker ."- . owEp 2 1968 i
: State Planning and Budgetina | , S )
8 7 Office of the Governor - i e el
| = 404 Carlton Building
Talilahassee, Florida 32301
3 Dear Debby:
- Re: Plan of Exploration and Federal
| Consistency Certification, Florida
- Middle Ground. Blocks 455,456 and 587,




{

Ms. Debby Tucker
September 2, 1986
Page Two

=

should be discussed in the Response Plan. We request
that Tenneco be advised of this omission.

We have no objections to the proposed exploration
under the O0CS Lands Act. We concur with the operato:'s

certification that the exploraticn of Florida Middle F‘
Grounds Blocks 455,456 and 387 at the designated wellsites i
is consistent with the DER's authorities in the Florida i
Coastal Management Program. [\
!
Cordially, [: L
£

,-—-..\.1"

\__’I

Lynn F. Griffin

Environmental Specialist

Intergovernmental Proqgrams
Review Section

3 €1 M

cc: Dave Worley
Mary Smallwood

D Y M )Y

.o e Yy rYy M
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE

George Firestone i
Secretary of State ‘

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

R.A. Gray Building ¥

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-8020
(904) 438.1450

August 28, 1986 In Reply Refer to:

Mike Wisenbaker

Ms. Debby Tucker

Intergovernmental Clearinghousr

Office of the Governor

The Capitol

Tallahassee, Florida 132399

Historic Sites Specialist
(904) 487-2333

RE: Your memorandum and attachment of August 12, 1946

Cultural Resource Assessment Request, Exploration Plan/Environmental Rep-rt
Florida Middle Ground Blocks 455, 456 and 587 - Proposal to drill one to
ten wells by Tenneco for evaluation of hydrocarbon potent:

Dear Ms. Tucker:

In accordance with the provisions of the applicable local ordinance __ and/or
Sections 253.77__, 267.061__, 380.0¢__, 380.061__and 403.918(2) (a)6__, Florida
Statutes, and implementing State regulations, and/or in accordance with the
provisions of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-
665) as amended and related federal laws and their implementing procedures for
federally involved projects /, we have reviewed the above cited project(s) to
determine its(their) effect on significant archaeological and historical
sites and properties.

A review of the Florida Master Site File indicates that no significant archae-
ological and/or historical sites are recorded for or considered likely to be
present within the project area(s)i. Because of the project(s) nature it is
considered unlikely that any such sites wi'l be affected_ . Theretore, it is
the opinion of thi: office that the proposed project(s) will have no :ffect on
any sites listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register o.
Historic Places, or otherwise of national, state or local significance. The
project (s) is(are) consistent also with Florida's historirc preservation laws
and concerns, and may proceed without further involvement with this agency.

If you have any ques*ions concerning our comments, pleass do not hesitate to
contact us. Your inrterest and cooperation in helping to protect Florida's
archaeological and h.storic resources are appreciated.

1, SAI No FL86081101201C

Sincerely,

S A

GwWP/~fk rGeo e W. Percy, Chief
Enclosure ( ) Bureau of Historic Preservation and !
State historic Preservation Officer L
5
Archaeological Research Florida Folklife Programs Historic Preservation Museum of Florida History :
(904) 487 2299 (904) 327 2192 (904) 487 2333 (904) 488 1484 =
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OFFICE OF THE GCVERNOK ~

The Capitol, Tallahassee, Florida 32301
«elephone: 904/488-1234

MEMOF. -NDUM -

To: Pebby Tucker and Paul Johnson, OCS Ccmmittee, Office of 3
Planning and Budgeting
From: u‘w W. W. Coode, Governor's Energy Of.ice
L 1{ Exploration Plan/Environmental Report Florida Middle
’n‘_‘.’:"' Ground Blocks 445, 456, and 587. (S5AI # FL 8608110201C). ry
] August 19, 1986

=
¥
e T

The "Des .iption of the Proposed Actior taken from the Environmental - B
Report/Exploration Plan for Florida Middle Ground Blocks 45° 456, i '
and 587 1as been review.d. The plan submitted by Tenneco ar ears -
adequate and further comments are not made. ;

q
Additionally, we have no comments to .aake concerning any lack of - ‘

consistency with Florida's Coastal Manajemen_. Program.

WWG/mia I'"

e
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