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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I have considered the n o t i f i c a t i o n by CNG Producing Company fco 

remove Platform E i n South Timbalier Block 75 (OCS-G 8443), SEA 

No. ES/SR 92-16. Based on the environmental analysis contained 

i n the si t e - s p e c i f i c «nvironmental assessment, there is no 

evidence to indicate that the proposed actions w i l l s i g n i f i c a n t l y 

(40 CFR 1508.27) a f f e c t the quality of the human environment i f 

the permit/application i s approved subject to the mitigative 

measures. Preparation of an environmental impact statement is 

not required. 

Leasing and Environment 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 

l i 



INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The purpose of t h i s S i t e - S p e c i f i c Environmental Assessment 
(SEA) ia t o assess the s p e c i f i c impacts associated w i t h proposed 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . The SEA i s based on a Programmatic 
Environmental Assessment (PLA) (USDOI, MMS, 1987) which evaluates 
a broader spectrum of p o t e n t i a l impacts r e s u l t i n g from the 
reaoval of s t r u c t u r e s ; e.g., pl a t f o r m s / c a i s s o n s across the 
ce n t r a l and western planning areas of the Culf of Mexico Outer 
Continental S h e l f . The PEA/SEA process i s designed t o s i m p l i f y 
and reduce the s i z e of environmental assessment documents by 
e l i m i n a t i n g r e p e t i t i v e d i scussions of the 3ame issues. This SEA 
conforms t o MMS and other a p p r o p r i a t e g u i d e l i n e s f o r preparing 
environmental assessments by u t i l i z i n g data presented i n the PEA 
to complete t h e assessment. I t presents s i t e - s p e c i f i c data 
regarding the proposed s t r u c t u r e removal(s) and evaluates the 
p o t e n t i a l impacts. M i t i g a t i o n measures are contained i n t h i s 
document t o lessen p o t e n t i a l impacts. Preparation of t h i s SEA 
haa allowed the d e t e r m i n a t i o n o f whether a Finding of No 
S i g n i f i c a n t Impact (FONSI) i s a p p r o p r i a t e or whether f u r t h e r 
assessment o f t h e proposal(s) i s necessary. 

I . DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL(S) AND NEED FOR THF PROPOSAL(S) 

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION(S) WITH MITIGATION 

CNG proposes t o remove P l a t f o r m E i n Block 75 (OCS-G 8443). 
The s t r u c t u r e i s located i n a water depth of 65 f e e t and l i e s 
approximately 27 miles south of Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. 
The operator plans t o e x p l o s i v e l y sever and remove the p i l e s and 
conductor. A mechanical c u t t e r may be used on the 48-inch stub. 
See Table 1 f o r s p e c i f i c data r e g a r d i n g the exp l o s i v e removal 
operat ions. 

Refer t o Appendix A f o r s t r u c t u r e s p e c i f i c a t i o n s f o r the 
removal(s), a d d i t i o n a l data on -emoval techniques, and sequence 
of events. 

MITIGATION 

Refer t o the operator's proposal (Appendix A) f o r m i t i g a t i v e 
measures) proposed t o reduce the l i k e l i h o o d of death or i n j u r y 
t o sea t u r t l e s and marine mammals. 

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTiON(S) 

A d i s c u s s i o n of the legal and r e g u l a t o r v mandates t o remove 
abandoned o i l and ga6 s t r u c t u r e s from Federal waters can be found 
i n the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). According t o CNG, the w e l l and 
pla t f o r m have no f u r t h e r use and a pl u g g i n g and abandonment of 
the well i s proposed. The p l a t f o r m w i l l then be removed. 
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I I . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION (S) 

A l t e r n a t i v e s t o the proposed s t r u c t u r e removal(s) w i t h 
m i t i g a t i o n o r i g i n a l l y submitted are: 

A. NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE (S) 

CNG would not proceed w i t h the proposed removal(s). This 
a l t e r n a t i v e would e l i m i n a t e the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t sea t u r t l e s , 
marine mammals o r o t h e r marine l i f e would be harmed by removal of 
th e s t m c t u r e (s) as proposed. However, non-removil of the 
s t r u c t u r e ( s ) would represent a c o n f l i c t w i t h Federal l e g a l and 
re g u l a t o r y requirements, which mandate the t i m e l y removal of 
obsolete or abandoned s t r u c t u r e s w i t h i n a p e r i o d of one year 
a f t e r t e r m i n a t i o n o f the lease, or upon t e r m i n a t i o n of a r i g h t of 
use of easement. Therefore, non-removal does not appear t o be a 
v a l i d a l t e r n a t i v e . 

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

The MMS has discussed various s t r u c t u r e - r e m o v a l techniques 
i n t he Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) f o r Proposed 
O i l and Gas Lease Sales 118 and 122 (USDOI, MMS, 1988) and the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1937). Updated i n f o r m a t i o n i s also found i n the 
FEIS f o r Sales 123 and 125 (USDOI, MMS, 1989). I t was concluded 
t h a t the most e f f e c t i v e methods of s t r u c t u r e removal are the use 
of explosives, e i t h e r bulk or shaped charges, and underwater arc 
c u t t i n g . Other methods appear promising but r e q u i r e a d d i t i o n a l 
development t o s o l v e the o p e r a t i o n a l and l o g i s t i c a l problems 
associated w i t h these tecMiques. P r i m a r i l y f o r t h i s reason, 
those methods do not appear t o be f e a s i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e s f o r the 
removal of the s u b j e c t s t r u c t u r e ( s ) . 

Refar t o the FEIS (USDOI, MMS, 1988) and PEA (USDOI, MMS, 
1987) for d e t a i l e d i n f o r m a t i o n concerninq a l t e r n a t i v e methods of 
s t r u c t u r e removal. 

C. REMOVAL 0 V THE STRUCTURE(S) AS PROPOSED WITH ADDED 
MITIGATION 

I t haa been determined t h a t t he proposed operations f a l l 
w i t h i n the cateqory of a c t i v i t i e s covered by the Nat i o n a l Marine 
F i s h e r i e s Service (NMFS) B i o l o g i c a l Opinion ot J u l y 25, 1988, 
which addresses "standard" explosive s t r u c t u r e removals i n the 
G u l f of Mexico (GOM). 

Refer t o t h e terms and c o n d i t i o n s o f the "generic" 
I n c i d e n t a l Take Statement (Appendix B), and any m i t i g a t i o n 
i d e n t i f i e d by t h i s SEA necessary t o reduce the l i k e l i h o o d of 
death or i n j u r y t o sea t u r t l e s and marine mammals. 
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In the course) of t h i s evaluation, an additional protective 
measure was i d e n t i f i e d to further mitigate the environmental 
impacts associated with the proposal. Appropriate regulations 
and procedures are believed s u f f i c i e n t to prevent s i g n i f i c a n t 
adverse impacts. 

Our analysis indicates that there are existing pipeline(s) 
located within 150 meters (490 feet) of the proposed a c t i v i t i e s . 
The existing p i p e l i n e s may pose a hazard to the proposed 
operationa. Precautions in accordance with NTL 83-3, Section 
IV.B, w i l l be taken p r i o r to performing the proposed operations. 

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

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Environmental Geology and Geologic Hazards 

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

2. Meteorological Conditions 

No impacts are expected as a res u l t of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For anal/sis information, s e the PEA referenced in 
the Introductic i . 

3. Physical and Chemical Oceanography 

a. Physical Oceanography 

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

b. Chemical Oceanography 

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

4. Water Quality 

Impacts are expected to be very low as a result of the 
proposed a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, see the PEA 
referenced in t h i Introduction. 
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5. A i r Q u a l i t y 

Impacts are expected to be very low as a r e s u l t of the 
proposed a c t i v i t i e s . For a n a l y s i s infonnation, see the PEA 
referenced in the Introduct ion. 

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. C o a s t a l Habitats 

No impacts a r e expected as a r e s u l t of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For a n a l y s i s information, see the PEA referenced in 
the Introduct ion . 

2. Pro tec ted , Endangered, and/or Threatened Species 

a. B i r d s 

The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) delineates sensitive areas alow 
the Texas c o a s t l i n e where whooping cranes and brown pelicans 
could be adversely impacted by structure-removal support 
a c t i v i t i e s . The operator has indicated that helicopter f l i g h t s 
and boat t r a f f i c would u t i l i z e a shorebase i r Port Fourchon, 
Louisiana. No impacts on threatened or endangered birds and 
their habitats are expected. 

b. Marine Mammals 

A discussion of marine mammals occurring across the GOM and 
an assessment of the potential impacts of structure-removal 
a c t i v i t i e s on marine mammals can be found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 
1987). F r i t t s , e t a l . (198?) conducted aerial surveys across a 
9,514 square mile area of GOM waters. Results of these surveys 
indicate that the bottlenose dolphin is probably the most l i k e l y 
marine mammal t o be encountered at the proposed structure 
removal(s). MMS observers may be u t i l i z e d to look f o r marine 
mammals p r i o r t o detonation of the primary charge (?) at the 
removal s i t e ( s ) . I f marine mammals are detected at the 
structure-removal s i t e ( s ) , detonation of the primary charge(s) 
would be delayed u n t i l the animals are removed from the area(s). 
In spite of these precautions, a low prob a b i l i t y exists that 
marine mammals could enter the blast area(s) undetected and could 
be injured or k i l l e d by the underwater, subsurface detonation(s). 
Such an occurrence i s considered highly unlikely and with the 
indicated p r o t e c t i v e mitigation measure(s) , the proposed 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s are expe. ted to have only a low 
impact on marino mammals. 

c. Sea Turtles 

A discussion of sea t u r t l e s occurring across the central and 
western GOM and an assessment of the potential impacts of 



structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on sea t u r t l e s can be found in th 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Studies by F r i t t s , et a l . (1983) and 
Fuller and Tappan (1986) as well as stranding data from the Sea 
Turtle Stranding and Salvage Network vTeas and Martinez, 1990) 
indicate t h a t sea t u t i e s occur in ths v i c i n i t y of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s and therefore could be impactea by the structure-
removal operations. De f i n i t i v e infonnation on the pr o b a b i l i t y of 
encountering sea t u r t l e s at the removal s i t e ( s ) during explosive 
operations i s scarce. NMFS and/or MMS observers may be u t i l i z e d 
to look for sea t u r t l e s p r i o r to detonation of the primary 
charqe(s). I f sea t u r t l e s are detected at the structure-removal 
s i t e ( s ) , detonation of the primary charge(s) w i l l be delayed 
u n t i l the animals are removed from the area(s). As in the case 
of marine mammals, the p o s s i b i l i t y exists that sea t u r t l e s could 
enter the b l a s t area(s) undetected and could be injured or k i l l e d 
by the underwater, subsurface detonation(s). This occurrence is 
considered u n l i k e l y , and with the indicated protective mitigation 
measure(s) , the proposed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s are 
expected to have only a low impact on sea t u r t l e s . A cumulative 
incidental take has been authorized by NMFS for t h i s category 
actions, but w i t h a l l the precautions to be taken as mitigating 
measure(s) , i t i s unlikely that any sea t u r t l e s w i l l be affected 
by these proposed operations. 

3. Birds 

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

4. Sensitive Marine Habitats 

A discussion of sensitive marine habitats occurring in the 
central and western GOM and an assessment of the potential 
impacts of structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on these areas can be 
found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1^87). The proposed a c t i v i t i e s are 
not near any s e n s i t i v e marine habitats, therefore, the subject 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s w i l l not impact any sensitive marine 
habitats or t h e i r resident biota. 

5. Offshore Habitats and Biota 

Impacts are expected to be low as a result of the prop •*» \ 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, see the PEA referen n 
the Introduction. 



C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS 

1. Employment 

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

2. Economics 

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

3. Onshore Support F a c i l i t i e s , Land Use, and Coastal 
Communities and Services 

The operator has indicated that Port Fourchon, Louisiana, 
would be the shore base for the proposed structure-removal 
a c t i v i t i e s . No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, see the PEA referenced i n 
the Introduction. 

D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

I . Commercial and Recreational Fisheries 

a. Commercial Fisheries 

For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in the 
Introduction. Since the PEA was o r i g i n a l l y w r i t t e n , new concerns 
have emerged concerning the impacts of explosive structure 
removals on reef f i s h populations. On May 9, 1991 the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council expressed concern over the 
declining stocks of reef f i s h , especially red snapper. They 
referred t o the antidotal accounts of f i n f i s h k i l l s associated 
with explosive removals of offshore structures in order to l i n k 
these a c t i v i t i e s with t h e i r concerns about declining populations 
of reef f i s h . They further suggested that MMS should hold a l l 
explosive structure removals in abeyance u n t i l more information 
becomes available on the effects of these a c t i v i t i e s on f i s h 
stocks. i>ee the PEA (Section on Offshore Habitats and Biota) for 
a discussion of f i s h k i l l s i n association with explosive 
structure removals. 

MMS has declined to hold a l l explosive structure removals in 
abeyance c i t i n g the regulatory mandates for structure removals 
and problems with current non-explosive structure removal 
methods. MMS has stated a commitment to carry out studies to 
assess the impacts of o i l and gas structure removals on Gulf 
fisheries resources and the results of these studies w i l l be used 
to determine future policies with respect to these a c t i v i t i e s . 
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MMS continues t o consider the overall impacts of structure 
removals on commercial fishing to be low. The MMS policy of 
encouraging an active rigs-to-reefs program w i l l help to offaet 
cumulative structure-removal impacts to fisheries resources. 

b. Recreational Fisheries 

Impacts are expected to be low as a result of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in 
the Introduction. See ths preceding section for a discussion of 
f i s h k i l l s in association with explosive structure removals. 

2. Archaeological Resources 

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

3. M i l i t a r y Use/Warning Areas and Explosive Dumping Areas 

A description of m i l i t a r y use/warning areas and explosive 
dumping areas, t h e i r locations and potential impacts of 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on these areas can be found in the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The proposed structure-removal 
a c t i v i t i e s would not take place in any of these areas. No 
impacts are expected. 

4. Navigation and Shipping 

The proposed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s are not located 
adjacent to a vessel safety fairway or in an anchorage area. 
Structures located nearshore may serve as "landmarks" to vessels 
or nelicopter operating in the area on a regular basis. The 
o v e r a l l impacts of the proposed work on navigation and shipping 
are expected to be very low. More information on the impacts of 
structure removals on navigation and shipping can be found in the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). 

5. Pipelines and Cables 

The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) contains a descr- .ition of the 
impacts of structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s on pipelines and cables. 
There are e x i s t i n g pipelines within 150 meters (490 feet) of the 
proposed structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . Since the operator must 
adhere to existing laws and regulations for abandonment of 
structures (including procedures required by Notice to Lessees 
and Operators No. 83-3), the proposed work w i l l not pose a hazard 
t o pipeline(s) and cable(s) in the area(s). 
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6. Other M i n e r a l Resources 

No impacts a re expec ted as a r e s u l t o f t ne proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For a n a l y s i s i n f o r m a t i o n , see the PEA re fe renced i n 
t h e I n t r o d u c t i o n . 

7. Human H e a l t h and Safety 

The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) desc r ibes the hazardous 
c o n d i t i o n s f o r worke r s d u r i n g s t r u c t u r e - r e m o v a l a c t i v i t i e s . The 
o p e r a t o r haa proposed t h e use of e x p l o s i v e s j n c o n j u n c t i o n w i t h 
t h e s t r u c t u r e - r e m o v a l a c t i v i t i e s . E x i s t i n g l e g a l and r e g u l a t o r y 
s a f e t y requirements w i l l keep the impacts o f the proposed work on 
human hea l th and s a f e t y a t a very low l e v e l . 

E . UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

A d iscuss ion o f unavoidable adverse impacts can be found i n 
t h e PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) . Two areas o f ongoing concern have 
been the p o t e n t i a l impact t o p r o t e c t e d , th rea tened , and/or 
endangered species and p o t e n t i a l loss o f h a b i t a t t o the marine 
env i ronment . Both t o p i c s a r - discussed i n the PEA and p r e v i o u s l y 
i n t h i s document. A more recent issue o f concern has su r f aced 
r e g a r d i n g tha impacts o f exp los ive s t r u c t u r e removals on r ee f 
f i s h s tocks . T h i s i s s u e has been p r e v i o u s l y discussed i n t h i s 
document. Al though t h e impacts t o commercial and r e c r e a t i o n a l 
f i s h e r i e s i s c o n s i d e r e d t o be low, f u r t h e r s tud ie3 i n f o r m a t i o n 
a b o u t t h i a issue s h o u l d be a v a i l a b l e i n t he f u t u r e . Other 
unavo idab le adverse impac ts are cons idered t o be minor . 

I V . PUBLIC OPINION 

A d iscuss ion o f p u b l i c concerns r e g a r d i n g s t r u c t u r e removals 
can be found i n the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) . 

I n May 1991, t h e G u l f of Mexico F i she ry Manaqement Counc i l 
r eques t ed t h a t the MMS p lace a morator ium over the e x p l o s i v e 
r emova l of o f f s h o r e s t r u c t u r e s w i t h t h r e e o r more suppor t s . 
Nonremoval of these s t r u c t u r e s would c o n f l i c t w i t h c i r r e n t 
F e d e r a l l ega l and r e g u l a t o r y requirements which mandate the 
t i m e l y removal o f abandoned or obso le te s t r u c t u r e s v i t h i n a 
p e r i o d of one year a f t e r t e r m i n a t i o n o f t he lease, or upon 
t e r m i n a t i o n o f a r i g h t - o f - u s e or easement. 

The MMS bel ieves t h a t c u r r e n t data on t h e e f f e c t s o f e x p l o s i v e 
remova l s on f i s h m o r t a l i t y i s i n s u f f i c i e n t t o draw any 
c o n c l u s i o n s , and a m o r a t o r i u m on a l l b u t s i n g l e p i l e caissons a t 
t h i s t ime i s u n j u s t i f i e d . I n order t o q u a n t i f y e x p l o s i v e 
e f f e c t s , the MMS i n i t i a t e d an in teragency study w i t h the NMFS t o 
d e t e r m i n e f i s h m o r t a l i t i e s from p l a t f o r m removal o p e r a t i o n s . I n 
a d d i t i o n t o the above s t u d y , MMS suppor ts an a c t i v e r i g s - t o - r e e f 

8 



program and encourages industry to search for method that v i l l 
minimize affects on f i s h from platform removal operations. 

V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act, the proposed structure-removal operations 
are covered by the Biological Opinion issued by NMFS on July 25, 
1988, which established a category of "standard" explosive 
structure-removal operations. Their comments are included in 
Appendix B. The NMFS concluded that this category of structure-
removal act ivit ies w i l l not l ikely jeopardize the continued 
existence of any threatened or endangered species under their 
purview. Additionally, they concluded that this type of 
"atandard" structure removal activity may result in injury or 
mortality of loggerhead, Kemp's ridley, green, hawksbill, and 
leatherback turt les . Therefore, they established a cumulative 
level of incidental take and discussed various measures necessary 
to monitor and minimize this impact (see Appendix B) . The NMFS 
noted that no incidental taking of marine mammals was authorized 
under Section 101(a)(5) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 
1972 in connection with this category of structure-removal 
act iv i t ies . Therefore, taking of marine mammals by the operator 
would be prohibited unless they auccessfully apply for and obtain 
a permit or waiver to do so from NMFS. 
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Table 1 

Explosives Proposed by tha Operator for the Structure Removal 
in South Timbalier Block 75 (OCS-G 8443) 

Type of Explosives: 

Composition 4 (C4) using 50 grain primer cord explosives 

Number and Size of Charges: 

Five focused charges, one for each leg and one for the well 
conductor 

Enplpvmtnt Qt Charges: 

5 meters below the mud line 

Sequencing of Detonation: 

Multiple shots with a 0.9 second delay between detonations. The 
conductor will probably be done separately. 

l l 



V I I . PREPARERS 

A u t h o r : 

Bonnie La Borde Johnson - Phyaical S c i e n t i s t 

T y p i s t : 

S a n d r a Pavlaa - C l e r k T y p i s t 
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A. CNG PRODUCING COMPANY CORRESPONDENCE 

B. NMFS CORRESPONDENCE 
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CNG PRODUCING COMPANY CORRESPONDENCE 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT L# v^Ww<«f <}L. 
MEMORANDUM 

2 1. 

To: 

Froa: 

Environmental Operationa Saction (LE-5) 

Of f l ea o f S t r u c t u r a l and Technical Support, F ie ld Operationa, 
Culf o f Maxioo OCS Region (OSTS) 

Sub.tet: P l a t f o r a Reaoval 

O r ERATOR: C (M O 

Control No: ES/SR 

Pla t fora Area/Bloc tc 

ST 75 

Leaae 

Cc.S - 6 6 4-43 

Shore Base: Pc r f FoU j g j l g n 

The attached a p p l i c a t i o n la forwarded to your o f f i c e so that the Finding o f No 

Signif icant Impact can be prepared. We bel ieve t h i s proposed a c t i v i t y meets 

the requirements o f the generic Endangered Species Act Secticn 7 Tonsultat ion 

Document. There a r e / a a — e x i s t i n g p l p e l l n e ( s ) w i t h i n 500 fee t of the propoaed 

removal loca t ion . 

( 

Arvind Shah (OSTS) 
Extension 2891 

Enclosure 

cc: 

AShah: : LEX ITTFE: Disk 5 



CNG Producing 
Company 

February 21 . 1992 

U. S. Department of the Interior 
Minerals Management Service 
Gul f of Mexico OCS Region 
1201 Eimwood Park Blvd. 
New Orleans. Louisiana 70123- 2394 

Attention: Mr. A rw ind Shar. 

Reference: Platform Removal Application 
South Timbal ier Block 75 "E" 
OCS-G 8443 Lease 

Dear Mr. Shar. 

Enclosed is CNG Producing Company's application covering platform removal operations 
scheduled fnr OCS-G-8443 Lease, "E" Plalform, South Timbalier Block 75 which wc arc 
resubmitting with the additional information which you requested. 

Platform removal operations will be performed in the summer of 1992. 

Should you have any questions concerning this application, please contact me at 593-7460. 

Very truly yours, 

CNG PRODUCING C O M P A N Y 

> 

A. P. (Butch) Ventura, 
Sr. Construction Engineer 

APV/ntd 

cc: S. Richardson 
T. Reeves 
B Ducote 
Y Abadie 
ST75 "E" - Gov. Approvals F-le 



PROPOSED OCS PLAT.-ORM/STRUCTURE R 

RESPONSIBLE PARTY 
A. Lease Operator Name CNG PRODUCING COMPANY 

, 4 lehm* 

B. Address CNG TOWER • 1450 POYDRAS STREET. NEW ORLEANS. ^ 

mnz 
Contact Person and Telephone Number BUTCH VENTURA. &. 
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEER (504, 593-7460. S~EVE RICHARDS H. 
SUPERVISOR CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING (504) 593-7468 _ 

IDENTIFICATION OF STRUCTURE TO BE REMOVED 

A. Platform Name "E" PLATFORM 

B. Location 'Lease. Area, Block and Block Coordinates) SOUTH TIMBAI ER 

BLOCK 75. OCS-G-8443 LEASE. X ; 2.189.123.82' Y = 37.156.^' _ 

C. Date I* stalled (Year) J5fifi 

D. Proposed Date of Removal (Month/Yea.) JJJNF ?.. 1*92 

E. Water Depth 65' 

III DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE TO BE REMOVED 

A. Configuration (Attach a Photograph o: « Diagram) 

Size 4 PILE B 

C. 

I) 

Number of Legs/Casings/Pilings 4 LEGS. 1 CONDUTOR 

Diameter and Wall Thickness of Legs/Casings/Filings 

4 I .LGS QL X IL WALL) 4 MAIN PILES USE X I L WALL) 
i n CONDUCTOR 

Arc Piles (Jrouted? NO Inside or Outside? 



Page Two 

F. Brief Description of So Composition and Conditions 

SOIL COMPOSITION WITH RESPECT TQ BORINGS IN 1988: 0' TO 1 
FIRM TO STIFF CLAY. ISS TO 31T GRAY FINE SAND. -317 TO .3S0 
VERY STIFF GRAY CLAY, 

IV. EL&EQSE 

Brief Discussion of the Reason For Removing the Structure 

PLATFORM IS DEPLETED 

V. REMOVAL METHOD 

A. Brief Description of the Method to be Used 

(MAIN PILES) SQ LBS. COMPOSITION 4 <C4) USING SQ GRAIN 
PRIMER CORD AND .? SECQNF DELAY IN SERIES BETWEEN 

rrmrnnrm nnimiiiTrnr-nrriinYiiiiiinii nr IT uni f— 

B. 

a ir niftiiiiaw <o i THAFCFF 
1fyr\ t o i i l H c f o r (see <*H«cv\t*i I t H c 

d* tH i / \ f i | 9 1 - ) 
If explosives are to be used, provide the following: 

3. 

Kind of Explosives COMPOSITION 4 (C41 
P 

Number and Size of Charges ONE (11 FIFTY f50> FOUNT CHARGE 
EAOL 

a. 

b. 

Single Shot or Multiple Shots? MULTIPLE 

If multiple shots, sequence and timing of detonation .?_ 

SECOND DELAY IN SERIES FOR LEGS, HIE 
CONDUCTOR WILL PROBABLY BE DONE SEPARATELY. 

Bulk or Shaped Charge * FOCUS DEVICE 

a. Depth of Detonation Below Mud Line 5 METERS 

b. Inside or Outside Piling? INSIDE 

1 v 



Page Three 

C. Pre-Removal Monitoring Techniques 

1. Is the use of scare charges or acoustic devices proposed? IF NEEDED 

If yes, provide the following; 

a. Number and Kind EXTRA SAMLL CHARGES WILL BE ON 
HOARD IF snPVFl l 1 FNCF BJHMfi "OWN, EITHER 
UNDER OR ABOVE WATER PROVE NECESSARY THEN 
SCARE CHARGES W I U BE USED 

b. Size of Charges 5 OF 50 GRAIN/FT PRIMER CORD 

c. Brief description of how, where, and when scare charges or 
acoustic devises will be used PER GUIDELINES OF 
ONBOARD SUPERVISORS 

Will divers or acoustic devices be used to conduct a pre-removal survey 
io detect presence of turtles and marine mammanls? YES If yes, 
briefly describe the proposed detection method. 

DIVERS WILL CONDUCT A VISUAL SURVEY 

D. Post-Removal Monitoring Techniques 

1 Will transducers be used to measure the pressure and impulse of 
detonation/ NO 

2. Will divers be used to survev the area after removal to determine anv 
effects on marine life" YES; WILL SURVEY FOR DEBRIS 1 

V I . BIQi OG1CAL INFORMATION 

It available, provide the results of any recent biological surveys conducted in the 
ucinity of the structure. If available, describe any recent observ ation of turtles or 
marine mammals at the structure site. 

NO RECORDS OF TURTLE SIGHTINGS AT THIS LOCATION 
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CNG PRODUCING COMPANY 

SITE CLEARANCE VERIFICATION PLAN 

SOOTH TIMB. 75 " I " 

1. CNGP s h a l l , prior to platfora removal, par*era c high frequency 
>500 kHz) aonar searcn of th* entire ar*a incorporated i.i a 1320' 
radius c i r c l e centered on the platform geometric center, "he sonar 
'•vice w i l l be deployed by towing. 

2. Following platfora reaoval CNGP will u t i l i z e a diving vessel 
equipped with a aezotech unit to recover any debris located on the 
above mentioned aonar search. Ir addition CNGP w i l l perform a 
mezotech search of a 300' radius centered at the platfora geometric 
center and recover an debris located. CNGP feels a 300' radius is 
sufficient due to the platform having a lsg spacing at the aud line 
of only 30' . 

3. Upon completion of diving operations CNGP shall trawl the site ln 
accordance with MMS Regulation NTL NO. 90-30. CNGP haa not chosen 
a trawling contractor. The trawling contractor CNGP choooea wi l l 
meet a l l MMS specifications. The grid lines and net sizes w i l l be 
determined when CNGP chooses a contractor and the net size and grid 
lines shall meet the requirements set forth in MMS Regulation NTL 
NO. 90-30 paragraph 2 S#»c 4. 

4. CNGP w i l l have a diving contractor standing by on a ca l l out basis 
to assist in the trawling operations should this be necessary. 

5. When clearing of rhe sire is complete CNGP 3hall forward to the MMS 
all site clearance verifications required in regulation NTL NO. 90-
30 paragraph 3. 
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BEST AVAlLABLt COPY SOUTH TIMBALIER TS 
2CS-G-8443 WELL 2-1 

PLUG AND ABANDON PROCEDURE 

The w e l l i s completed i n ths Big A-5 sand w i t h p e r f o r a t i o n s from 
15.276- 15.389 and 15.404-15.410' *D. The w e l l and p l a t f o r a have 
r.o f u r t h e r uee t h e r e f o r e a plug and abandon c f the w e l l :s planned. 
After p l u g g i n g the w e l l the p l a t f o r m w i l l be removed. 

-aat Test 5 9/91 216 MCFD 13 BOPD B02 BWPD 14-64 J500 PSI FTP 
•6% 3S&W 

ur.rulative Production: 4120 MMCF 160.5 MBO 216.2 MBW 

Mo b i l i z e l i f t b o a t to l o c a t i o n . 
: R/U a cedent puavp and squeeze 7- sacks of Class K low f l u i d 

• c*ss c-»ment i n t o tha Big A - i sand perf o r a t i o n s . 
Follow t h e 75 sacks w i t h 5 sack/, to be l e f t ;n tne 2 7 8" 
tubin g . Displace the cement w i t h a wiper plug leaving the 
7CC .r. -he I '. 8" 4t 15..96'. 

4. Allow : 8 - i 4 hours f o r ceaenr ro set .hen -est co 1000 p s i . 
?.IH w i t h a through tubing p e r f o r a t e ; j gun loaded 2 spf to 
4526' and p e r f o r a t e . We are o n l v pv aching holes m ths t u b i n g 
to c i r c u l a t e cement i n t o the annulur. 

-. Once p e r f o r a t e d e s t a b l i s h an i n j e c t i o n r a t e down the 2 7/6" 
tak i n g r e t u r n s at the 7" casing valve. 
rement the 2 7 8" :: "." annulus w i t h 20 sacks of ."lass H cement 
f o l l o w e d by - sacks r f Class H to be l e f t :r. the 2 ? H' tubing 
""he 20 sacks rovers 2C0' ;r. the ar.nu.us and the 5 sac'xs covers 
-- C' -~ tubing. 7CC both at 4 J 2 6 ' . 
•. llcw .d-24 hours for cement to set then t e s t to 1300 p s i . 
-IH With a c u t t e r and cut the 2 7 8" i t 500' recover the 
SCC rr tubing. 
-IH w i t h a ;et cutter and cut the 7" casing at 500' Recover 
:CC cf 7" casing. 
-IH w i t h a * 5-8" permanent b r i d g e p l u s e t t i n g same at 450' 
.-.p .. acres :f rtment :r. ~cp : r . cce .saving tr.s 

::C at 2 50 ' . 
\ l l o w i : - j ; 4 hours fo r the cement to set then tes t .2 22 - s i 

•; p r e s s u r i n g ip at the » 5 8" r a s ing va ive 
;, luring tms ?SeA pperaticn eacn rasing annulus w i l l :e -ested 

IS f c l l C W S 26" :< 48" - - 2 0 p s i 
20" a 16" - 250 p s i 
13 5 8" :< 20" - 500 p s i 

5 s" :t 12 * 8" - .20 2! p s i 
I f any t e s t f a i l , a t tempts w i l l be made to squeeze cement i n t o 
-r.e a n n u l u s . 
'por. r c a p i e t i o r . t h i a procedure :he p l a t f o r m w i l l ce removed 
rv -he l o n s t r u o t i o n croup. 



SOUTH TIMBALIER 75 
JCS-G-8443 WILL 2-1 

CRITICAL INFORMATION 

SAND: 313 A 

CASINQ P I T A ; L 

5376-15389' a I5404-1541C' 

48" x i : 2" Dr i v e n 246' 
26" irade B L i n e r -102' 
20" X-56 169 • / f t 4526' 
13 5/8" S-95 88.2 # / f t 13964' 
9 5/8" Q-125 53.5 e / f t 16198' 

P-110 29 9 f t 15983' 

2 7/8" P-105 7.9 »/ft 
WD Picker 
R Nipple 
R Nipple 
Ceeco Safety Velve 
Minunua » 2 . 2)0" 

set ia i . i ppg 
Set J.4 pp; 

Set ;n 12.3 ppg 
Set :n 16.a cpg 

i « t ; - ppg 

15413* 
15284 1 

15236' 
452 1 

360' 
:n the tbg conveyed gun 

3 'tipples 

TUBULAR C A P A C I T E-S I ' X 48" 3. 1C60 CU. 
-J" -6" 1.5053 CU. 
13 5/8" X 20" 32W CU 

1 5-8' X 13 5/8" .3299 cu 
? H X 9 5/8" . 1301 CU 
2 7 8' x 7" 1461 -u 
2 7 9" 2294 

f t 
- m 

WATER DEPTH: -0 ' 

ST AVAILABLE COPV 
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CNG Producing 
Company 

Fobruary 25, 1992 

U.S. Department of the Interior 
Minerals Management Service 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
1201 Eimwood Park Blvd. 
Hew Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 

Attention: Mr. Arwind Shar 

Reference: Platform Reaoval Application Addendum 
South Timbalier Block 75 "E" 
OCS-G-8443 Lease 

Dear Mr. Shar: 

This is a response to our telephone conversation on February 24, 
1992, on rhe above subject. Vou required aore detailed information 
on the 48" well stub reaoval and well casing make up. 

As p«jr the "Plug and Abandon Procedure", CNGP w i l l mobilize a 
liftboat before the platform i s removed and plug ••*»• well. The 
pluqging procedure includes setting a cement plug cutting the 2-
7/8" tubing and the 7" casing at (-) 500* and rea /ing, setting a 
9-5/8" bridge plug at (-) 450' and dumping 10 sacks of cement on 
top of the bridge plug and pressure test a l l casing annulus. 

Discard the f i r s t diagram of the thr-e well diagrar* that were sent 
with the original permit. The second diagram shows* the well as i t 
i s now and the third diagram shows the well with the P 6 A 
complete. Aa shown at the (-) 5 meter area, there i s no cement 
between the 9-5/8" and the 13-5/8". There i s cement between the 
13-5/8", 20" and the 26". There i s no cement between th? 26" and 
the 48". Again, I am speaking in the area (-) 5 meters b»~low the 
mud line. A l l of these areas have cement at some level and w i l l 
be pressure tested as stated in the P&A Procedure. 

In cder to cut thia well stub during the platform removal i t w i l l 
be necessary to use 50 lbs. of c-4 explosive. We are also talking 
with a couple of companies that have high pressure cutters. I f we 
were to use a cutter i t woul-* *•* on the 48" only. The small 30" 
piles v». .Id s t i l l be cut us ino explosives. The problem arises with 
flaring of tbe 48" drive oipe und removal of the stub through the 
well guides in the jacket. The jacket may be removed f i r s t then 
the 48" stub nex 
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The 26" liner i s 0.625" wall, the 20" is 0.812" well, the 13-5/8" 
is 0.625" wall, the 9-5/8" is 0.545" wall and the 7" is 0.540" 
wall. 

I hope this additional information clears up a l l of your questions. 
If you need any futher information please c a l l ae ac (504) 503-
7468 and I w i l l respond as quickly as possible. This platform 
rsmoval will not teke place until May or June of 1992. 

Sincerely, 

Steve D. Richardson 
Supervisor, Construction Engineering 

SDR.sdr 
cc: A. P. Ventura 

Y. C. Abadie 
T. L. Reeves 
ST 75 E - Gov. Approvals File 
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Mr. W i l l i . n 0. Bettenbera 
Z i r e c t o r 
M i n e r a l ! Manageaent Serv ice 
U . S . Depertaent of tha I n t e r i o r 
Washington, D.C. 2C240 

Dear Mr. Bettenberg: 

Encloeed ia tha B i o l o g i c a l Opinion prepared by the National 
Marina Fieherlee S e r v i c e (NMFS) pureuant to Section ? of the 
Er.dangersa Spaciea Act (ESA) concerning po ten t ia l iapacta on 
endangered and threatened apeelaa aaaoclated with reaoval of 
c e r t a i n e l l end gaa p la t forae and re la ted etxucturea ln tha Culf 
of Mexico (GOM) ueing exploaivas. 

T h i a "atandard" consu l ta t ion cevera only those reaoval 
operationa that seat epec l f l ed c r i t e r i a per ta in ing eo the alee 
of axploaive charge uaed, dstonafion depth, and number of blaete 
par structural grouping. Conaultetlon auat be i n i t i a t e d on a 
cass -k -case baaia f o r a l l diaaantl lng operationa requiring ths 
uss of explosives that do not seat the e s tab l i shed c r i t e r i a . 

NM F5 concludaa that a t r u c t u r s raaovala in the COM that f a l l 
w i t h i n tha eetabllahed c r i t e r i a ars not l i k e l y to jeopardise tha 
continued existence of Hated apsclaa under the j u r i e d i e t i e n of 
MMFS. However, i t i s our opinion that, ths propoaed a c t i v i t i e s 
aay reault ln the I n j u r y or mortality of endangered and 
threatened aaa t u r t l e s . Therefore, pursuant to Section i ) 
of tha ZSA, wa have esr.abllahed a low l s v s l of inclds.nti «, 
which ia emulat ive f o r a l l reaovale covered by t h i s 
consultat ion and t e r s e and conditions necessary to minimize and 
monitor any impacts, should they occur. Ths terse and 
co: ' i t iona ara contained in tha enclosed inc identa l take 
stav 'sent. Also enclosed i s a H a t of pending conaultatlone 
t n a t meet, with noted exceptions, -.re c r i t e r i a es tabl lahsd ln 
t r a "atandard" c o n s u l t a t i o n . Thla b i o l o g i c a l opinion and tha 
mit igat ing aeaaurea and tarma and condit ione contained ln the 
r e l a t e d incidental take atatesent apply to theae propoaed 
reaovel operationa. Therefore, formal ccrau1 tat ion ia concluded 
for these p.opoaed a c t i o n s . 

[ • 1*11 
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Conaviltation f u i t be re Ini t i t * ted i f : u> th. aaount cr e*«e 
cf taking specified in tha incidental take statement is 
exseeded; 12) new information reveals lapacts of the prr-ose2 
activities that may affect listed spaciea in a aar.ner'or'to a 
e*ter.t not considered thus far in our opiniona; (3) the 
identified i c t i v i t i a i ara aod.fied ln a manner that causes a-
aiverae effect to listed apeciea not prsvioualy coneidered- o 
(4." a new species ia Hated cr c r i t i c a l habitat ls deeio-a-ed 
that aa/ be affected by tha project. 

I look forward to your continued cooperation in future 
ccnaultatlons. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosuree 



Biological Opinion 

Agency! Minerala Management Sarvica, U.S. Cepartsent 
of tna Interior 

Activity: Coneultetion for Removal of Carta in Oute* Continental 
Shelf Oi l and Caa Structures ln the Culf of Mexico 

Conaultation Conducted By: National Marine Fiaheriee Sarvica 
(UMTS) 

Data laauad: 

i 

Background Information: 

In a lattar dated November 19, l tsa , tha Minerala Manageaent 
Sarvica (MMS) aade an i n i t i a l raqueat for formal consultation 
pursuant to Section 7 of tha Endangered Species let (ESA) for the 
removal of an offshors o i l and gas platfora located in the 
Federal waters of ths Culf of Mexico (GOM). MMS and NMFS 
determined that removal of o i l and gas platforms and rslatsd 
structures in the COM may affect endangered and thraataned marina 
speciaa. Thia "may affect" determination vas baaed on a poaaible 
relationship betveen endangarad and threatsnsd ssa turtle 
mortalitiaa and the dismantling of platforms using exploeivee. 
cn Novaaber IS, 1BSS, NMFS iwausd ths f i r s t of a aeries of 
biological opinions addrssalng, in detail , ths potential Impacta 
to lieted sarins epecles that msy occur as a rssult ef OCS 
soandonaant a c t i v i t i s s . 

M2-.S and NMFS established procedures for expediting Section 7 
consultations on platform abandonment act iv l t iaa ln ths COM 
referred to as "expedited consultst ions. • following thoss 
proceduree, approximately 44 consultations havs baan completed 
for raaoval opsrstlons ln ths COM rsglon. Al l of ths 
consul tatlona havs coneluded that tha propoaed abandonment 
ac t iv l t i aa ware not l l k s l y to jeopardise ths continued axlatance 
cf any lieted apeciea, but that the propoaed act iv l t iaa may 
resu l t ln ths incidental taking of endangered and threatened aea 
tur t l e s • 



aianar.tUnej of p l a t f o m ard r e l a t e d structures - s i - a 
* » p l o s i v t a has evolved to a poir.t where a "standard" p r - * o - - ' 

sstaoliahad for rertovsl spa ra t ions res t ing cer ta in c ! r t e - * V 
r.aed -con r e i : v a i techniques aeveloped and reviewed m 
: : r . ; . r : t : o n witn the previously conducted "expedited 
oor.sultations," MMS haa reqveated, by l e t t e r of May 2a, igaa . 
'• ; e r e n r c c r s - . t a t ion" that would bs applicable to a i l *-t ra ' 
reroval operations that f a i l v i t h i n a d l a t l n c t category* def T e a 
ty apeeif ic parameters. A category haa bean daalgned to i n c l '"a 
thoss structurs types snd removal techniques sost commonly 
encountarad during the sxpsdltsd consultat lona and dismantling 
operationa already completed. Sines approximately logo 
s t r u c t . r s s that may ba acheduled for future reaovsl f a l l v i t h i n 
ths parasstsrs of the eetabllahed category, NMFS aqreee that a 
"generic - conaul ta t ion i s appropriate at th la t i e s . Ths 
object ive of the consul tat ion l s to reduce ths i d a l n l a t r a t i v e 
burden on both MMS and KMFS for conducting repet i t ive 
conaultationa on a c t i v i t i a a that msy r s s u l t ln s i m i l a r iapacta 
to listed, species and tha- r s q u l r s I d e n t i c a l mit igating aaasuraa 
to maintain adequate protection for such apeciea. T h i s 
b io log ica l op lr ion responde to MMS' Msy 24, I tSS , consul tat ion 
regueet. The opinion i s baaed on the best s e l s n t l f l c and 
commercial data p r e s s n t l y a v a l l a b l s and incorporates information 
from: l) prsvlous MMS Summary tva lua t lona , 2) pravioua MMFS 
Bio log ica l opinions on p la t fora rsmoval , 3) ths s e l s n t l f l c 
l i t e r a t u r e , and 4) o thsr psr t insnt snd a v a l l a b l s Information. 
Conaultation aust bs r e i n i t i a t e d l f nsv Information becoaea 
ava i lab le concerning iapacta to H a t e d s p s c i s s that vould a l t a r 
ths conclusions reached in th la opinion or require modif ication 
of tha saaaurac i d e n t i f i e d In ths s t t sched lnc idsnt s l take 
otatsssnt . Conaultat ion v i l l continue on a caee-by-caee baaia 
f o r thoaa etructure removals that do not meet tha c r i t e r i a 
established for "standard" r s s o v a l s . 

Description of Propossd Action: 

Ths propoaed a c t i o n involves ths r a a o v a l , by axploaive means, of 
o f f shors o i l an4 gas s t r u c t u r s s locatad ln r sdsra l waters in ths 
G u l f of Mexico. Removal of tha s t r u c t u r s s v i l l be accoapllahed 
by severing uhs support p i l i n g s , o s l s s o n s , wall conductors, e t c . , 
us ing varying aaount a a f sxa los lv s s t e parmit salvage ef ths 
s t r u c t u r s s . T h i s i n v o l v s s ths placeaant of explosives inside or 
c - t s i d s of supporting structures and detonating charges p n e e r i i y 
. s i n g e l e c t r o n i c a l l y control led s i g n a l s . 

T h i s "gsnsrle" consu l ta t ion conaidsrs only thoaa removal 
operationa that meet cer ta in c r i t e r i a pertaining to ths a l i a of 
tna sxplosivs charge ussd. dstonation dspths, and nuabsr of 
b l a s t a par s t r u c t u r a l grouping. Ths s p e c i f i c c r i t e r i a 
estabilened to cover aueh raaovsls s r s as follows: 



1) Uss of high v e l o c i t y explosives (detonation rata gree-.er 
than ?,600 s e t er s / s s cond) . 

2; A v ix lnui of s i g h t indiv idual b l a s t s psr group cf 
detonations with charges staggered at an i n t e r v a l of C.9 aaconda 
(900 Bi l l i seconds) . 

3) Charges aust be set at a s l n l s u s depth of 15 feet below the 
eed laent surfaee. Sever ing of etructurea above the ssdiitsnt 
s u r f a c e "open watar" suet bs accospliahsd by mechanical -or.-
e x p l o a i v s ) sathods. 

4) The saxisus aaount of exploeivee per detonation i s not to 
exceed 50 pounds. 

S p e c i e a Occurring ln ths Project Araa: 

L a s t e d species undsr ths J u r i a d i c t i o n of HHPS that aay occur ln 
t h a project araa: 

C^MMQh NAME STATUS 

r i g h t whale Eubalaena a l a e i a i l a E 8/2/70 

f i n b a c k whala •a laanootara ohvaalua Z 6/2/70 

humpback whala KagaBtflra navaaanallaa c S/2/70 

a e l whala Balaanootara boraa l ia E 6/3/70 

i p s r a whala Phyaatar eitadow E 6/2/70 

g r e e n t u r t l e Ch.alo.nla ayjlAj Th f 7/21/76 

Kemp's r idley 
c u r t l s 

E 12/2/70 

l ea therback 
t u r t l e 

^ f n a e h s l y i corlacaa E S/2/70 

1oggerhead 
t u r t l e 

CATl t tS earatta Th 7/26/71 

h a v k e b i l l 
t u r t l a 

I r s t e o e h s l v s Imbricate E 6/2/70 

• A l l of ths U.S. grssn t u r t l e populatione a r s H a t e d aa 
-Threatened except the F l o r i d a breeding populst ion. which i s 
l i s t e d aa andangsred. 

3 



No critical habitat baa tear designated in ths project aree ' - r 
the aoove •pedes. " r 

Assessaent of lapacts: 

Baaed upon their known distribution snd abundance in the COM 
endangered whales are believed unlikely to occur ir. «>he vicinity 
of the propoaed atructura raaoval a c t i v i t i e s , and. therefore 
unlikely to be adveraely affacted by ths propoaed action. 

Previoua MMPS biological opinions (November St, 19SS and February 
24, 1917) have addrssssd. in detail, removal 0 f structurss in the 
CCN. Accounts of sndangsrsd and threatened apeciea which oceur 
in tha project ares, and ths "Aeeeeeaent of Iapacta" contained in 
theae prior opinions alao >pply to this consultation and ars 
incorporated by reference. 

Xn auaaary, the opinions referenced above acknowledge ths 
exietence of a poesibls relatlonahip bstvssn ths USS of 
-nderwatet aarploslvss In removing platforms and ralatsd 
structurss and ths occurrence of etranded sss turtlss, sarins 
mammala (TuralaBl truncatus) and fi s h . Llalted expsriasnts 
conducted by NMFS, Calvaston Laboratory confirm that sss turtlaa 
(and other sarins vertebrates) found ln proximity ts petroleua 
platforms can be injured or k i l l s * by rsmoval operations 
employing underwater sxploalvss (Klima, l t l l ) . 

Technology aost commonly used in ths dismantling of platforae 
includaas bulk axplosivss, ahaped sxploslve chsrgss, aschanlcal 
and abraslvs cuttsrs and undsrvatsr &rc cuttera. Ths uas sf bulk 
sxploalvaa has bscoas ths industry's standard procedure for 
savanna, pilings, v a i l conductors snd related supporting 
etructuree (approx. 901 uss). When using bulk chargta, ths 
ins ids of ths structurs can bs jetted out to st least IS fsst 
belov tha aediaent floor te allow placsaant sf exploeivee lnaids 
of tha etructure, resulting In s decreaae ln tha lapulas and 
prssaura forcas rslaaasd into ths watar column upon detonation. 
Ths usa of high velocity ahaped chsrgss l s reported to havs SOBS 
advsntagss ovsr bulk sxploaives and has bssn ussd ln combination 
with smaller bulk chargee. Ths cutting action obtained by a 
shaped charge la accomplished by focusing ths explosive energy 
with s eonlesl metallic llnsr. A major sdvsntafs sssoclatsd vith 
uss of high velocity shaped charges l s thst s smaller amount of 
axploaive charge l s rsquirsd to ssvsr ths structurs, which alao 
results In rsdu clans In ths lmpulss and preaaure feress released 
into ihe vatsr column. Uaa of aachsnlcsl cuttsrs and underwater 
arc cuttere ia -uccsssful «n seas clrcumstaness and do not 
produea tha tv ilea and pressure forces associated vith 
dstonatlon .xploelvas. hovsvsr, these aethods are, ln aost 
instancea. ore tias eonsusing. costly snd aora hatardoua to 
divers. Aa a rssult. theee aethoda s r s not uaed on a routlns 
caeia (KHS Rsport on Platfora Reaoval Technlquee). 
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1-jsed upon, data obtained d-rir,g previous ly conducted "e*pec. re.* ' 
c : . -s . l tat ions on platform removals, the following :$ a : : : ; d r . s -
of tr.e types of e r p l o s i v s s aast l i k e l y to bc usad :n t-.e prcpcsed 
reaoval operations: 

Catar.atln.g V a l o c i t y 

appro*. I ,199 a / s e c . 

approx. 9,001 a / a a c . 

approx. 7,103 a / s e c . 

B r l s t n . r e * 

1.35 

1.15 

1. 32 

• Briaanca ia the aeaaura of shat ter ing power aa compared to TNT 
• hlch has br l sanca of 1.00. KMS Report on P lat fora Removal 
Techn.'quee, 19SS.) 

Ths propossd r e a o v s l operations w i l l be eccoaplishsd using high 
velocity exp los ives . Uss of th i s type of explosive chsrgs should 
minia i i s ths durat ion of tho iapulae and praaaurs forcee produced 
by detonation of the chsrgss, while providing tha saount of fores 
reguired to sever the structuraa. According to NMJ, r a a t r l c t l n g 
tha grouping of detonations to eight ind iv idua l blaate par group 
and ataggerlng b i a s ' s by 0.9 saconda (900 B i l l i s econds ) w i l l 
a i n i a i i s the area a f f s c t s d by tha b l ee ta snd supprsss phaaing of 
ahock waves, thereby decreaalng the cuau ia t iva e f f e c t a of the 
biaata. Zn a d d i t i o n , alnca a l l detonatlone w i l l occur at laaat 
15 fast bslow the aedlaant aurface and no aore than 50 pounda of 
exploaivss per b l s a t v i l l bs permitted, tha aaount of raaldual 
energy rslaaaed into the marine envlronaent ahouid be reduced 
a i g n i f i c a n t l y . Aa a resu l t , NMPS b e l i s v e s that a l n i b a l ahock and 
iapulae forcaa v i l l ba ralaaaed ln tha v i c i n i t y of reaovsl 
opsrstlons at any given t iae . 

To data, of approxlaata lv 44 previous ly conducted conaultatlona 
covering abandonment a c t i v i t i e s , about 3 3 s tructure reaovs ls hsvs 
bssn eoaplatsd. Each removal operation was aonltorad by NMPS 
observere and vas conducted using sppropr la t s s i t l g a t i n g 
saaauraa. At t h s prsasnt t i a a , e ight t u r t l e s have been alghtad 
ln arsaa near s t ruc turaa being d l s a a n t l a d , s t least, tvo of which 
wsrs grssn t u r t l s s . Of ths sight documented aig"*< ga one t u r t l s 
was rsportsd to be f loat ing on i t ' s back nsar a ".form af ter 
detonation ef c h s r g s s , apparsntly stunned or l n j - . - J . No othsr 
incidsnts of s s s t u r t l s Injury or aor ta l i ty have been reported 
Therefore, NMFS b e l l s v s e that the propositi -ctione are not l i k e l y 
to reeult In s i g n i f i c e n t adveree lapecte to endangered end 
threatened sea t u r t l e populetione. 
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Corel j n o n i : 

perait applicant. 

Reinitiation of Conaultation: 

Conaultation auat ba reinitiated i f - y\ 
taking apacifiad in tha inclSintal t a k a ^ i ^ ! : ^ n t ° r ! " t w i t o f 

. .ceded, 2) new inforaation reveal." i l a ^ t i L ' " "*! ° r 

aey affect l ieted apeclee in a aennar 2 H \ ! f P r o 3 « c * thet 

or c r i t l r n habitat la HaTanae!S >?fr 1 * I ? " * P * C * " *• lieted 
propoeed e c t l v i r i . . . a M 1 « n * « « « that aay ba affected by the 
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INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT 

Sect ion 7(b;(4) of tho Endangered Spaciee Act requiree tnat whon 
a proposed agency a c t i o n lo found to bo consistent with Section 
7 ( a ) ( 2 ) of t n » * c t and ths propossd actions say i n c i d s n t a l i y take 
indiv iduals of l i s t e d species, MMPS w i l l issus a statsaent thet 
e p e c l f i s s ths impact (aaount or extent) of auch ineidentel 
t a k i n g . Inc identa l taking by the federal agency or epplleant 
t h a t coepiiee with the s p e c l f l e i terae and conditions of th ia 
atatsaant i s authorized end exeapt froa the taking prohibi t ions 
of the ESA. 

Beeed on etrendlng records , ineidentel cepturee eboerd coaaeroiai 
a h r i a p vs s s s l s snd h i s t o r i c a l dsta , f i v e speclee of ass t u r t l e s 
a r e known to occur in northem Oulf of Mexico voters . Current 
a v a l l a b l s information on the re le t lonehlp betveen eee t u r t l e 
• o r t e l i t y end the uae of h igh-veloc i ty exploeivee to roaove o i l 
platforme lndicetea thet Injury end/or death of eee t u r t l e s asy 
r e e u l t frca tha propooed ectione. Therefore, pureuent to Saction 
7 ( b ) ( 4 ) of the BBA, an ineidentel take (by injury or a o r t a l l t y ) 
l e v e l of one documented Keep's r i d l e y , green, h a v k s b l l l or 
lsatherback t u r t l s or ten loggerhead t u r t l a a l s s s t for a l l 
removal operetlone conducted under the terms and conditione of 
t h i e ineidentel teka eteteaant. Ths l s v s l of taking epec l f l ed 
hare la cuaulat iva f o r e l l removala covered by t h i s consul tat ion . 
I f the ineidentel take aeete or sxcssds t h i s a p e c l f l s d l e " s l , MMS 
must r e i n i t i a t e consu l ta t ion . Ths loutheeet Beglon, MMPS v i l l 
cooperate v i th MMS ln the review of the incident to determine the 
need for developing further a i t i g e t l o n meesurss. 

Ths rseeonable end prudent ssasu. as ths t MMPS bel levee are 
necessary to s l n l s l : s ths lspect of inc identa l taklnge heve been 
d l s c u s s s d with MMS .nd w i l l be incorporated in the removal daelgn 
f o r "etandard" s t r v o t u r s removals. Tha following terms end 
conditione sre e s t b l l e h e d for theee remove*s to implement the 
i d e n t l f i s d s l t l g s t i o n sseeurss and to document the inc identa l 
t a k e ehowld auch take occur: 

1) Qual i f ied o b s s r v s r ( s ) , as approved by MMPS, sust be uaed to 
monitor the eras around the e l te pr ior to, during end a f t e r 
detonation s f c h s r g s s . Oboerver coverage v i l l begin 4S houra 
p r i o r to detonation of chargee. Xf aaa t u r t l s s are observsd in 
the v i c in i ty of the platform end thought to be reaident at the 
a i t e , pre- end poet -dator.it I on d iver eurveys auat be conducted. 



2' On daya tnat blattmq operations occur, a SC-air.ute u n a . 
survey sust ba eonductsd within or* hour before aid c-e hour 
after ea:.-. blasting episode. Th« rfMFS-approved ctscr»er ard or 
N*Mf$ or.-*ite psrsonnsl (KMFS employee only) aust bj used to cheek 
for the presence of turtlaa and. if possible, to identify 
apeciea. If weather conditions (fog, excessive winds, etc.) *ake 
it leposslbie to conduct aerial surveys, blasting activ.tiee ray 
be allowed to proceed if approved by tha KMFS and/or MPS 
personnel on-site. 

3) If ses turt l s s srs observed ln ths vicinity of the platfora 
(within 1000 yerde of the elts) prior to detonetmg charges, 
blasting w i l l bs delayed until etteapts srs successful in 
removing thea at lssst 1000 yards "roa the blast s i t s . The 
aerial survey aust bs rspestad prior to resuming detonstion of 
charges. 

4) Detonation of explosives v i l l occur no aoonar then 1 hour 
following eunriee end no later than 1 hour prior to aunoet. 
Mowsvsr, Lf l t l s deters mad by KMFS end/or MMS or.-i ite per 00 :nel 
that speclsl clrcuaatancee justify s Bonification of thoss *.a« 
restrict ions end thet stmh modifleetion ls not likely to 
advaraely iapact lleted apeciea, blasting say be allowed to 
proceed outelde of thie tlse frame. 

5) During e l l diving operations (working dives ee reguired in 
the couroe of tbe reaovale), dl-ers will bs Instructed to ecen 
the aubourface *«•»• surrounding ths platfora (bleating) eltea 
for turtlaa and marine aeaaela. Any elghtlnge aust be rsportsd 
to ths tCATS or MMS on-site personnel. Upon completion of 
blasting, divers aust rsport end ettsapt to recover eny sighted 
lnjursd or dead see turtles or aarine saaaals. 

*) Charges aust be ataggered 0.9 ssconds (too silllaeconda) 
for each group of structures, to ainlnlas ths cumulative effacte 
of the bleets. I f a removal operation involve* aultipls 
groupings of strvcturss, ths interval betveen detonation nf 
cnargea for each group ehould be alnlalsed to avoid the 
"chuaaing" effect. Whenever such Intervale exceed 90-ainvtee, 
the aerial survsy aust ba rspastsd. 

7) Tha uss of seat's chargee ahouid bs avoided to almalie the 
"chuaaing effect." Uae ef ecare charges aay be allowed only *.f 
approved by the MMFS and/or MMS on-slts personnel. 

I) A rsport suaaarlil.ig ths result/ of ths reaovsl and 
eitigation aeesurse suet be submitted to the *ots Sulf of Msxico 
Region within IS working deye of the raaoval A copy of Oc 
rsport oust ba forwarder to KMFS, Southees" on 

4: 



This Incidental take statement applies only to endangered end 
threatened aaa turtlaa. Zn order to allow en Incidental taxa of 
e serine mammal apeclee, tne taking aust be authorized under 
Section 101(a)(S) of the Marine Meaael Protection Act of H7j. 
Although intereat hae been expraeeed In obtaining an exception 
•uthorlilng a Halted take of dolphine incidental to abandonment 
activities, no aerlne mammal taks la authorised until appropriate 
eaall take rcguletlons ere in piece end releted "T-ttere of 
Authoritetion" ere leeuer. 
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