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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I have considered tha notification by Union Pacific Raaourcea 

coapany to raaova Platform A in Eaat Caaaron Area, Block 106 

(Laaaa OCS-G 8644 ), SEA No. ES/SR 92-130. Baaed on tha 

environaental analyaia contained in tha aita-apecific 

environaental assessment, there ia no evidence to indicate that 

tha propoaed actiona will significantly (40 CFR 1508.27) affect 

tha quality of tha huaan environaent i f tha penit/application ia 

approved subjsct to tha mitigative maaauraa. Preparation of an 

environaental impact statement ia not required. 
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The purpose of t h i s Site-Specific Environmental Asssssmsnt 
(SEA) i s to asssss ths s p s c i f i c impacts associatsd with propossd 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i s s . Ths SEA i s based on a Programmatic 
Environmsntal Asssssmsnt (PEA) (USDOI, MMS, 1987) which svsluates 
a broadsr spectrum of potsntial impacts rssulting froa ths 
raaoval of structurss; e.g., platforms/caissons across ths 
cs n t r a l and wsstsrn plsnning arsas of ths Gulf of Msxico outer 
Continsntal Shelf. The PEA/SEA process i s dssignsd to simplify 
and raducs ths size of environaental assessment documents by 
eliminating repetitive discussions of ths saae lssuss. This SEA 
conforms to ths MMS snd othsr appropriats guidelines for 
preparing environmental asssssments by u t i l i s i n g data prsssntsd 
in ths PEA to complsts ths asssssmsnt. I t prsssnts site-specific 
data regarding the propossd structurs removal(s) a.nd evaluates 
tha potsntial iapacta. Mitigation measures ars cortained in this 
document to lesssn potsntial impacta. Prsparation of this LEA 
haa allowed ths determination of whether a Finding cf No 
Significant Iapact (FONSI) ia appropriate or whether f .-".hir 
asssssmsnt of ths proposal(s) ia necessary. 

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

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

Union Paci f ic Rssourcss Company proposss to remove 
P l a t f o r a A, a braced caisson, in Block 106 (OCS-G 8644). Ths 
s tructurs i s locatsd in a watsr dspth of 70 f s s t and l i s s 
approximately 32 miles south of Caaeron Parish, Louisiana. Ths 
opsrator plans to sxplosivs ly ssvsr and rsaove the well casing, 
caiaaon, and supporting pi l ings . Sss Tabls 1 for spsc i f i c data 
rsgarding ths sxplosivs rsmoval opsrations. 

Rsfsr to Appsndix A for structurs spsc i f ics t ions for ths 
removal(s), additional data on reaoval techniques, and sequence 
of svsnts . 

MITIGATION 

Rsfsr to ths opsrator's proposal (Appsndix A) for mitigative 
maaaura(s) propossd to rsducs ths l iksl ihood of dsath or injury 
to s sa turtles and aarine mammals. 

B. NEED POR THE PROPOSED ACTION(S) 

A discussion of ths lsgal and regulatory aandatss to rsaovs 
abandonsd o i l and gaa etructures froa Fsdsral watsrs csn bs found 
in ths PEA (USDOI. MMS, 1987). According to Union Pac i f i c 
Rssourcss, ths r s s srvo ir has bssn dsplstsd. 
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I I . ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION(S) 

Alternat ives t o t he propoeed s t ruc tu re 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 s u b m i t t e d are : 

A . NON-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE (S) 

Ths operator would not proceed with the propossd removal ( s ) . 
T h i s altsrnativs would sliminats ths pos s ib i l i t y that sea 
t u r t l s s , sarins mammals or othsr sarins l i f s would bs harmed by 
rsmoval of ths s t r u c t u r s ( s ) as propossd. Howsvsr, non-removal of 
ths structurs(s) would rsprsssnt s conf l i c t with Fsdsrsl legal 
snd regulatory requ irements , which mandate t h s timely removal of 
obsolsts or abandonsd structurss within s psrlod of ons yssr 
a f t e r termination of t h s l ease , or upon terminat ion of s r i g h t of 
u s s of easement. T h e r e f o r e , non-removal does not appear to bs a 
v a l i d al tsrnativs . 

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

Ths MMS has discussed various structurs-rsmoval techniques 
i n the Pinal Environmental Iapact Stateaent (FEIS) for Propossd 
O i l and Gas Lsass Sales 118 and 122 (USDOI, MMS, 1988) and tha 
PBA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). updated inforaation ia also found in ths 
F E I S for Salss 139 and 141 (USDOI, MMS, 1991). I t was concludsd 
that ths aost a f fec t ive aethods of s tructurs rsaovsl ara tha uss 
of sxplosivss, e i ther bulk or shaped chsrgss, snd underwater arc 
cutt ing . Other methods sppaar promising but require additional 
davalopasnt to solve tha oparational and log ia t ica l problems 
aaaociated with thaaa techniques. Primarily for this rssson, 
thaaa aethods do not sppaar to ba feasible s l t srnat ivss for ths 
raaoval of ths subjsct s tructurs ( s ) . 

Rsfsr to ths FEIS (USDOI, MMS, 1988 and 1991) and PEA 
(USDOI, MMS, 1987) f o r de ta i l ed in format ion concsrning 
a l t e r n a t i v e methods o f e t ruc tu re removal. 

C . REMOVAL OF THE STRLCTURE(S) AS PROPOSED WITH ADDED 
MITIGATION 

I t haa been determined that the propoaed operations f a l l 
w i t h i n ths category o f a c t i v i t i e s covered by the National Marine 
F i s h s r i s s Service (NMFS) B i o l o g i c a l Opinion of J u l y 25, 1988, 
which addrsssss "standard" explosive s tructurs removals in ths 
Gul f of Msxico (GOM) . 

Rsfsr to ths terms and conditione of tha "gsnsric" 
lnc idsnts l Taks Stetaaant (Appsndix B) , snd sny mitigation 
ident i f i sd by th i s SEA necessary to reduce the likelihood of 
death or injury to aaa turt iee and aarine aeaaals. 
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Zn the course of th i s evaluation, sn sdditionsl protsctivs 
msssurs was i d s n t i f i s d to furthsr mitigate ths environmental 
impacts associated with the proposal. Appropriate regulations 
and procedures ara believed s u f f i c i s n t to prsvsnt s ignif icant 
advsrss irpacts. 

Our analysis indicatss that thsrs i s /are existing 
pipeline(s) locatad within 150 meters (490 feet) of ths propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . Ths ex is t ing pipeline(s) aay poss a hazard to ths 
propossd opsrstlons. Prscsutions in accordancs with NTL 83-3, 
Saction IV.B, w i l l ba taken prior to performing the propossd 
opsrstlons. 

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

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Environmental Geology snd Geologic Hazards 

A discussion of environmental gsology snd gsologic hazarda 
can be found in tha PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Tha propossd 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i e s ars not in sn srss of sediment 
ins tabi l i ty (aud flows, slumps, or s l i d s s ) . Therefore, gsologic 
conditions ars not sxpsctsd to havs an iapact on tha propoaed 
atructure-removal a c t i v i t i e s . 

2. Mstsorological Conditions 

No lapacts ars sxpsctsd ss a r s su l t of ths propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analys i s inforaation, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
tha Introduction. 

3. Physical and chemical Oceanography 

a. Physical Oceanography 

No lapacts s r s axpactad ss a reault of tha propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analyaia inforaation, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
tha Introduction. 

b. chemical Oceanography 

Iapacta ara axpactad to ba vary low aa a reault of tha 
propoaed a c t i v l t i a a . For analysis inform*' ion, sss ths PEA 
rsfsrsncsd ln tha Introduction. 

4. Watar Quality 

lapacts ars sxpsctsd to bs low ss s r s su l t of ths propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analys is inforaation, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
tha Introduction. 
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5. Air Quality 

Impacts ars sxpsctsd to bs vsry low as a r s su l t of ths 
propossd a c t i v i t i s s . For analysis information, sss ths PEA 
rsfarancad in ths Introduction. 

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

1. Coastt l Habitats 

No impacts ars sxpsctsd as a r s s u l t of ths propossd 
act iv l t iaa . For analys is information, sss the PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
ths Introduction. 

2. Protsctsd, Endangered, and/or Threatened Species 

a. Birds 

Ths PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) dslinsatss ssnsitivs arsss along 
the Texas coastline where whooping crsnss snd brown psileans 
could bs advsrssly impacted by structurs-rssovsl support 
s c t i v i t i s s . Ths opsrator has indicatsd that hslicoptsr flights 
and boat t r a f f i c would u t i l i z s a shorsbsss in Cameron, Louisisns. 
No impacts on thrsatsnsd or sndangsrsd birds and t h s i r habitata 
ars sxpected. 

b. Marine Mammals 

A c'.scussion of marina mammals occurring across ths GOM and 
an assessasnt of ths potsntial iapacta of structure-removal 
ac t i v i t i e s on aarine aaaaals can ba found in tha PEA (USDOI, MMS, 
1987). F r i t t s s t s l . (1983) conducted aerial surveys across a 
9,514 square mile area of GOM waters. Results of thsss survsys 
indicats that ths bottlenoss dolphin i s probably ths most l l k s l y 
marine mammal to bs sncountsrsd at ths propossd structurs 
rsmoval(s). Ths MMS observers aay ba ut i l i z e d to look for aarine 
mammals prior to detonation of tha primary charge(s) at the 
reaoval s i t s ( s ) . I f aarine mammals ara detected at the 
structure-removal s i t s ( s ) , dstonation of ths primary charge(s) 
would be delayed u n t i l the animals ars rsmoved froa tha area(a). 
In spite of thaaa pracautiona, a low probability exists that 
marine aaaaals could enter the blast arss(s) undstsctsd and could 
bs injursd or k i l l e d by ths underwater, subsurface dstonstion(s). 
Such an occurrence i a conaidsrsd highly unliksly snd with ths 
indicatsd protective mitigation aaasurs(s), tha propossd 
structure-removal a c t i v i t i s s are expected to have only a low 
iapact on aarine mammals. 

c. Ssa Turtlss 

A discussion of ssa turt l s s occurring across ths csntral and 
wsstsrn GOM and an asssssmsnt of ths potsntial impacts of 
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structure-removal activitiss on ssa turtlss can bs found in ths 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Studiss by Fritts st s l . (1983) and 
Fuller and Tappan (1986) as wall as stranding data from ths Sss 
Turtle Stranding and Salvage Network (Tsss, 1992) indicsts ths 
sss turtlss occur in ths vicinity of ths propossd sctivitiss a 
thsrsfors, could be impacted by ths structure-removal operatic- . 
Definitive information on the probability of encountering sss 
turtlss at ths rsmoval sits(s) during explosive opsrstlons is 
scares. Ths NMFS and/or MMS observers may be utlilted to look 
for sea turtlss prior to detonation of ths primary chargs(s). If 
ssa turtlss ars dstsctad at ths structurs-rsmovsl si t s ( s ) , 
dstonstion of ths primary charge(s) will bs dslsysd until tus 
animals ars rsmovsd from ths arss(s). As in ths csss of arins 
mammala, ths p nsibility sxists that ass turtlss could sntsr ths 
blast arsa(s) undstsctsd and could bs injursd or killsd by ths 
underwater, subsurface dstonation(s). This occurrence is 
considsrsd unliksly, snd with ths indicstsd protsctivs mitigation 
msssurs(s), ths propossd structurs-rsmovsl activitiss ars 
sxpsctsd to hsvs only a low impact on ses turtlss. A cumulative 
incidsntal take haa bssn authorizsd by NMFS for this category 
actionj, but with al l the precautions to bs taken as mitigating 
aeasura(s), i t is unliksly thst any sss turtlss will be sffsctsd 
by thsss proposed operations. 

3. Birds 

Impacts ars sxpsctsd to bs very low ss a r s su l t of ths 
propossd a c t i v i t i s s . For analyais inform* Ml, ssa ths PEA 
rsfsrsncsd in ths Introduction. 

4. Ssns i t ivs Marlns Habitats 

A discussion of s sns i t iv s aarine habitat*-, occurring ln ths 
csntral and vsstsrn GOM and an assessment of tha potential 
iapacta of structure-removal a c t i v i t i s s on thsss srss s csn be 
found in tha PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Tha propossd s c t i v i t i s s srs 
not nsar any ssns i t ivs marine habitats. Thsrsfors, ths subjsct 
structurs-raaoval ac t i v l t i aa w i l l not iapact any sensitive sarins 
habitats or t h s i r rssidsnt blots . 

5. Offshors Habitats and Biota 

Iapacta ara expected to be low as s r s su l t of ths propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analysis inforaation, aae tha PEA referenced ln 
the Introduction. 
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C. SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS 

1. Employment 

Impacts ars sxpsctsd to he very low as & rssult of ths 
propossd activitiss. Tor analysis information, sss ths PEA 
rsferenced in ths Introduction. 

2. Economics 

Impacts ars expected to be very low as a rssult of ths 
propossd activities. For analysis inforaation, sss tne PEA 
rsfsrsncsd in tha Introduction. 

3. Onahore Support Facilities, Land Uss, and Coastal 
Communities and Services 

Ths opsrator has indicatsd that Caaeron, Louisiana, would be 
ths shore bass for tha proposed structure-removal activltiaa. 
No lapacts ars expected as a result of ths propossd activities. 
For analysis inforaation, sss ths PEA c iference.-' ir. tha 
Introduction. 

D. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Commercial, and Recreational Fisheries 

a. Commercial Fishsriss 

For analyais information, see the PEA referenced it. Lhe 
Introduction. Since t.̂ e PEA was o- ^ finally written, now concerns 
have emerged concerning the impacts of sxplosivs structure 
removals or reef fish populations. On May 9, 1991, tha Gu.f of 
Msxico Fish ry Manageaent Council sxprssssd concsrn over ths 
dsclining st cks of raaf fish, espscially rod snapper. They 
rsfsrred to tha antidotal accounts of finfis;, k i l l s associated 
with sxplosiva removals of offshore stru turei in oroer to lf.nl 
thess activltiaa with their concerns ab-.u*. declining populAt .ona 
of teef fish. They further rugger -i-:, '.»•_. 'lit MMS ahouid held 
a l l exploaivs structurs removals i. • ereyartt;*. until aora 
inforaation becoaaa available on tha ifferta of thaaa activities 
on fish stocks. S -e ths PEA (Sscxior an offshore Habitats and 
Biota) for a discussion of fish kil2»t xx. association vith 
explosive structure reaovale. 

The MMS haa declined to hold a;) axplosivs structurs 
removals in abeyance c i t i n g tha regu .atory mandates for structure 
removals and problems with currant non-explosive s t r u c t u r e 
removal aethoda. Tha MMS has stated a commitment to carry out 
studiss to asssss ths iapacta o* o i l and gaa structure removals 
on Gulf fishsriss rssourcss ana ths rssults of thsss studiss w i l l 
bs ussd to determine future policies with respsct to thsss a c t i v i t i e 



The HHS continues to consider ths ever*A 1 impacts of structurs 
removals on commercial fishinc to be low. Ths MMS policy of 
encouraging an active rigs-to- r*sf H program w i l l hslp to of fsst 
cumulative structurs-removal impv.t*. *o f i s h s r i s s resources 

b. Recreational Fishsriss 

Impacts ars ex acted to bs low as a result of ths propossd 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analysis inforaation, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
tha Introduction. Saa tha preceding aectior for a discus« of 
f i a h k i l l s in association with explosive structurs rse«. ivr. 

2. Archaeological Resources 

Impacts ars axpactad to be low as a r s s u l t of the proposed 
a c t i v i t i s s . For analysis information, sss ths PEA referenced in 
tha Introduction. 

3. Military Use/Warning Areas and Explosive Dumping Areas 

A description of military uss/warning areas and axploaive 
dumping areas, their .ocations and potential iapacta of 
structure-reaoval a c t i v i t i e s on thsss areas can ba found in the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, lV»-r) , The propoaed structure-rem >val 
a c t i v l t i a a would net wake place in any of thass areae. No 
impacts ars expectea 

4. Navigation and Shipping 

Tha propossd stru^turs'isnovai a c t i v i t i s s ars not lovat* 4 

adjacsnt to a vessel aat'^ty tcirway or in an anchorage art*-
Structures locatad nearshore aa/ serve aa "landmarks" tc vessels 
or helicopter operating in tha area on a regular basis, rhe 
overall impacta of tha proposed <#ork navigation and shipping 
ara expected to be very low. More i.iformation on the iapacta of 
structure removals on navigation a* ' shipping can ba found in the 
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). 

5. Pipelines and Cables 

Ths PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) contains a description cf tha 
impacts of structure-removal activitiee on pipelines an., cables. 
Ther« is/ars <i.:jst,ng pipe" ine(s) within 150 meters :«90 feat) of 
tha propossd struct^rs-r •ovai a c t i v l t i e a . Since the operator 
must adhere to uvipuii) ? i\*m and regulations for abandonment of 
a. ;t«»rse (including f - e d u r e s required by Notice to Ls«eeee 
ar.d Operators No. 89 " , ths propossd work v i l l not pose a hazard 
tc piyelir;"'*} an.. c«sle(a) in tha area(s) • 
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6. Other Mineral Resources 

No iopacts ars sxpsctsd as a rssu l t of ths proposed 
a c t i v i t i e s . For analys i s information, sss ths PEA rsfsrsncsd in 
the Introduction. 

7. Hu.ian Health and Safety 

Ths PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) dss .r ibss ths ha\je*.doua 
conditions for v>rv«ri during stricture-removal a c t i v i t i e s . Ths 
operator has pro, . j d ths uss of explosive? »n conjunction v i th 
ths structure-remov«,.l a c t i v i t i e s . Exist ing lsgal and regulatory 
sa fe ty requirements v i l l Keep f t impacts of ths prrpossd work on 
human health and safety at a vt ••; low l eve l . 

E . UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACT. 5 

A discussion of unavoidable adverse impacts can bs found in 
tne PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Two areas of ongoing concern havs 
bssn ths potsntial impact to protcctsd, thrsatsnsd, and/or 
endangsrsd species and potsnt ial loss of habitat to ths sarins 
environment. Both topics ars d i scr i s sd in ths PEA and prsviously 
i n t h i s document. A mors rscsnt i-euej of concsrn has rurfacsd 
regarding ths impacts of explosive structurs removals on reef 
f i s h stocks. This issue has bssn prnviously discusssd in th i s 
document. Although ths impacts to cnmmsrcia.1 and rscrsat ional 
f i s h s r i s s ia considered to bs low.. r thsr studisp informatio • 
about this issue should Ls available in ths futurs. Othsr 
unavoidable adverss impacts srs considered to bs minor. 

I V . PUBLIC OPINION 

A (ii iss ion oi ^ ' " l i c concerns regarding structurs removals 
can b^ fou .d in ths P L 'USDOI, MS, 1987). In May 1991, ths 
Sn l f ot ' exico f ishery Management. Council requested that ths MMS 

• *co a n.oratc: ium over ths expletive rsmoval of of fshors 
. tructurss with thrss or mors supports. Nonremoval of thes-a 
":ructures vould c o n f l i c t with cuirrsnt Fsdsral l sgal and 

regulator? requirements which mane ate ths timely rsmoval cf 
a t ^ n d e . r obsolete structures within a psriod of ons year 
a .'.tur termination of ths l sass , or upon termination of a right 
o f - U i s 'i - easem. nt. 

Thi MMS belie >os ths t current uata on the ffecta of 
explosive rnnovals on f i s h mortality s insuf i .lent to draw any 
conclusions, and a monitor ium on a l l but s ingls pile caiasons at 
t h i s tims ls unjus t i f i ed , ordsr to quantify explosive 
e f f e c t s , ths MMS I n i t l t ; ? * in Ir-terag^ncy study with ths NM**S t-
detsrmins f ish mo.rt J «. 1.. ee s'jroti |,latfoi-a rOBkPVii oi erations. In 
addition to ths ab'<ve s t idv, ths UMS supports ai: active r igs- to-
ree f proaram and arc< i rages industry to search toe met jd thar. 
v i l l mini'iixa effec t s on i ish fror. platform mmoval or- tt.ations. 
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V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

In accordance with the provi» ons of Section 7 of tho 
Endangered Species Act , ths propc; .d structure-removal operation.! 
are covered by the Biological Opinion issusd by HMfS on Julv 25, 
1988, which ss tabl i shsd a category of "standard" Plosive 
structurs-rsnoval operations. Thsir comments a-'? Includsd in 
Appendix B. The NMFS concluded that t h i s categon r f structure-
removal ac t iv i t i e s w i l l not l ike ly jeopardize the 'ontinued 
existence of any threatened or endangered species under t h s i r 
purvisw. Additionally, they -onc.kuo©< t-nat thia typs of 
"etandard" structure-removal act iv i ty r y r s su l t in injury or 
mortality of loggsrhsad, Kemp's r idley jrssn , hawksbill, and 
leatherback t u r t l s s . Therefore, thsy established a cumulative 
l eve l of incidental taks and discussed various m«aiurss nscsssary 
to monitor and minimize th i s impact (sss Appencix B i . Ths NMFS 
noted that no incidental taking of marins mammals was authorized 
undsr Ssction 101(a)'5) of ths Marins Mammal Protection Act of 
1972, in connsction with th i s category of structure-removal 
a c t i v i t i s s . Therefore, taking of marins mammals bv ths opsrator 
would bs prohibitsd unlsss thsy successfully apply for and obtain 
a pert. ;t or waiver to do so from NMFS. 
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TABLE 1 

Exp ic fives Propossd by ths operator for ths structural Reaovsl 
in East Caasron Area, Block 106 (ocs-G 8644 ) 

Type af Eimloelveet 

Composition B 

ttaaaatt * n A QJ ThAlsuut: 

Four, bulk ;) r%ee of 50-pound charge for eech. One charge 
for the cauing scring, one charge for the 48-inch by 2-inch 
caisson, and one charge for each support lag/pile (2 total). 

ffirelQVBtnt mt ChsrqtB: 
15 fast below aud lins 

Sequencing of Pit one tion: 
Group Z with two dietinct ehota (casinc .tring and caisson) 
and Group ZI of two shots (for tha s.pport lage/pilea) with 
a 1.0 second delay between detonations. 
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UNIT -D STATES GOVERKMENT 
MEMOBASDOM 

<C?olb. V .Bluett" 

Tot Environmental Operations Seotion (LE-5) 

Prom: Offloe of Structural aad Technical Support, Pield Operationa, 
Oulf of Mexico OCS lesion (OSTS) 

Subject: Platfora Reaoval 

OPERATOR: U n . O r l C , - ( , C i ? t < . * J « C ~ 

Control Mo: ES/SP, R 2. - » 3 O 

Platfora Area/Block Leaae 

A £ C t O l QCS - Q g 4 4 4 -

Shore Baae: C a ^ ^ ^ n j I . A 

The attached application ia forwarded to your office ao that tbe Finding of No 

Signifleant Iapact can be prepared. Ha believe thla propoaed activity aeeta 

the requireaeota^of tbe generlo Endangered Speclea Aot Seotion 7 Conaultation 

Docuaent. There a re/aae mo existing. pipellne(a) within 500 feet of the proposed 

removal looation. 

Arvlnd Shah (OSTS 
Extenaion 289* 

Enclosure 

AShah: :LEXITTPE:Dlak 5 
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p i Union Pac.c 
•HP Resources 

August 26. 1992 

Mr. Daniel J. Bourgeois 
Regional Supervisor 

RE: Proposed OCS Pletform Removal Application 
Lease OCS-G 8644. Platform A 
East CsmeroD Block 106. Offshore. LA 

Gentlemen: 

In accordance with tha regulations contained in Tale 30 CFR 250.143. Union Pacific Resources 
Comnany (UPRC âraby submits ia triplicate, to application with supporting documeotanon 
covering tht proposal abandonment of Platform A. East Cameron Block 106. Offshore. Louisiana. 

Platform A consists of a 48" braced caueon that accommodates oat (1) wail. 

Tha proposed platform removal oaamaoai are tentatively icataeiad to Oflaaaaam oa Sapttrnher 
V 18, 1992 dependent upon obtaining all permits and clearance required aad «H iH" l i"t of contractor 

personnel 

Tht proposed sue clearance verification plan will bt submitted under separate cover. UPRC is 
currently waiting oo bids for this work. 

Should you havt any queetioei or requests for additional information, please contact tha 
undersigned or our rtgulatory agent, J. Connor Consulting, Inc.. Attention SUMS Wilson at (713) 
55B-O607 

Sincerely 

UNION PACIFIC RESOURCES COMPANY 

Office of Field Operations 
U.S. Department of tht Interior 
Minerals Management Service 
1201 Eimwood Park Boulevard 
Ntw Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394 

Attention Mr Arviad Shah 

J. R. Carta, Jr. 
Manager, Oil a Gas Commission Affairs 

JRCJR:SEW 
Enclosures 
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PROPOSED OCS PLATFORM REMOVAL 

A Lease Operator name Urwon Pacific Resources CC<TYJ«ny 

Andres. P. O. Box 7, MS 3407, Fort Worth, Texas 76101 

C Contact Person end T**phone Number: J . R. Carter, Jr. 

(817) 877-7950 

&a|feilQn of Strueturatn ha BftfmrVKt 

A Platform Name Plalform A 

B. Location (Leaae, Area. Block and Coordinates) 

East Cameron Block 106. OCS-G 8644 

l**vde: 29r0aTS3.r LonpjhJde &4803.V 

C Data installed (Year) N988 

of Removal (Month/Year) ^SepteYnbar , 1992 

. ... 70* 

w Orymm support aaat; ^CeWron, Louisiana 

DflSCflPtJOn of Structure to ba Removed 

A. Conaajreaon. See attached drawing 

B So. upper, Intermediate and Prcxfcjctkxi Decks (Each has a 1Z X 1? 
•Peoino) 

C N ^ o » ^ / C a a k X a / W t V : v 48' braced catoon with pile foundation; 
One conductor with internal casing 
strings. 

0. a * WaB 

Cewon: \ 4T x .75' x 1.00* x 1.25" .50* x 1.75' 
Wet: V42-x.75'x1.0trx 1.375' 
Ceaing: well A-l: SOVfWT; XT*,. ft* y.T; 13-3/8V430' WT; 

9-« ft^ M5"; rx.36T WT 

017 



Proposed Platform Removal 
Page 2 

E Art Past Grouted? N/A Iralde or Outside? 

F. Brief Description of Sol CompcjeMon and CrnoWOf £ 

IV. PurpQge 

Brief Description of rue reston lor removing tht ttructun* 

Reservoir depleted; Existing, wcii to be plufltjod and abandoned. 

V. Removal Method 

A Brief description of tht mtthod to bt used: 

Bulk charges - Piles; Casing strings to be cut off fit a minirnum of 15; 
be'ow mudline. 

B. B ex̂ usrves art to be ueed, provide tht foaowkig: 

Kind of ExploeWet: (jorvposfoon t? 

Number and Bbta of ChasjBK Futr charges with h maxim tun weight of 
50 De. 

a. Sinc^Sr** or Multiple State: MuMpej charges 

b. (f nHirlrie ihoU sequooce trd UminQ of detooetWu 

Two groups of charges: Group I wtl consist of two separate 
charges. The first charge wil tha sever the casing strings and 
bo placed Inside the 7-5/8" casing at 18 lo 20 feet below 
murJQne. A second charge will sever the 48' X 2" caisson and 
be placed against the structure et 18 to 20 feat betow the 
mudfine. Group II to sever pflngs consists of two chargss 
wth 1 & eaoonda between djtonstone. 

3. Bulk or Shaped Charge: Bulk intemal charge 

a. Depth of Detonation Below Mud Una: 16" 

tx IretteorOuttUsPsno; arstde patog cut 

Pro-Removal Monitoring. Techniques 

1. Is the use of score creroeu or acouetk devices propofced: 

Yes. (If required) 
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Proposed Platform RernovaJ 
Page 2 

E. Art Plat Grouted? N/A Inside or Outside'' 

F. Brief Description of Soil Composition and Ojrvjtion: 

IV. Purpose 

Brief Description of tht raac to. •ttnovtng tht structure 

Reservoir depleted; Existing well to be plugged and abandoned, 

v. Removal Method 

A Brief daecrtptJon of tht method to bt uaed: 

\ 
Bulk charges - Piles; Casing strings tr be cut off at a minimum of 15; 
below mudline. 

B. K explosive* ara to be used, provide tht foaowtng: 

Nr 
1. Kind of Explorer Composition B 

2. Number an' s .ea ot C harges Four charges with a maximim weight of 
50 lbs. 

a. &ngte Shot or Mitbptt Shots Multiple charges 

o. If multiple shots, sequence and timing of detonations 

t { Two groups of charges: Group I to sever surface casing'ind 
C^y^.yy-^/vc/ caisson consists of two charges with 1.0 seconds between 

0 t i " x f f i w t i detonations. Group II to sever pilings consists of two charges 
with 1.0 seconds between detonation? 

3. Buk or Shaped Charge Bulk internal charge 

a Oepth of Detonation Below Mud Una: 15' 

b Inside or Outside Ping: Inside piling cut. 

C Pre-Removal Monitoring Techniques 

1. Is the use of scare charges or acoustic devices proposal 

Yes. (If required) 
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F-rnpotcd Platfonn Removal 
Pb je 3 

If yes. provide the following 

a Number and Kind: One charge - Primer cord 

b Size of Charges 100 grams 

c. Bnef description of how. wham, and when scare 

charges or acoustic devices wl be used: 

130 im.ear feet from platform center, scare charges will be fired 
five minutes before bulk charges are fired. 

2. Will divers or acoutiuc devir « t. j «ed to conduct a pre-

remcval survey to det set p»-9sencM of turtlaa and marine 

mammals: Yes, BS required. 

If yes. bnefly describe tha proposed detection method: 

Divers will conduct a visual on surface and underwater surveys 48-
hours prior to detonation. 

0. Poet-flamoval Monitoring Techniques 

1. WI. transducers be usad to measure the pressure and 

•mpuiso of ihe detonations Jt necessary, there will be no shoo 
wave. 

2. wl divers be ueed to survey tha area after removal to 

determine any affects on marina as Yes, as required. 

VI. Biological Infomiation 

If avslabie. provide tha results of sny recant btotogteal surveys 

conducted In the vicinity of the structure If avalabie. describe 

sny recant obtsrvstions of turtles or marina mammas st tha 

structure site 
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U N i T I O t T A T ^ i 0 » P « « r W E < j T OS C O M M t a c f 

A.«* 3̂.ar or aor«i 

JUL 2 S >$»* 

K r . w i l l i . n D. Bettenbera 
Director 
Minerals Xanageaent Service 
U.S. Depertaent ef tlie Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20340 

Deer Nr. Bettenberg: 

Enclosed le the Biological Opinion prepared ay the national 
Marina Plahariaa fervlee (HHPS) pureuent te Section 7 ef the 
Endangered Speciea Act (ISA) concerninq potential inpacta on 
endangered and threatened epeciee associated with reaovel of 
certain el l and qee pletferae end releted etructuree ln tha Oulf 
ef Mexico (OON) using exploeivee. 

Thie "etandard" coneultetion covere only theee reaoval 
eperetlene that aeet epeclfled criteria parte ln ina te the else 
ef explosive cheree ueed, detenetlen depth, end nuaber ef blaet a 
per etructural grouping, eeneultetlen auat be Initiated en a 
cess-by-ceee baeie fer e l l dieaantling operetlone requiring the 
uee of exploeivee thet de net aeet the eetabllahed crlterle . 

KMFS conciudee thet etructure reaovele in the OON thet f e l l 
.within the eetebllehed crlterle ere net likely te jeeperdlte the 
continued extetence of lleted epeciee under the juriedict ion ef 
NMFS. However, i t ie our opinion that the propoeed ectlvltlee 
•ay reeult ln the injury er aCrtelity ef endangered end 
threatened aee turtiee- Therefore, pureuent te Section 7(h)(4) 
ef the ISA, ve havo eetebllehed e lev level of ineidentel teke, 
vhich le eusuletlve for o i l reaovale covered by this 
coneultatlon, end terae and conditione neceeeary te ainiaUe and 
eon iter any lapacte, ahouid they occur. Tho tare* end 
conditione are contained in the encloeed Incidental teke 
eteteaent. alee eneleeed ie e l iet ef pending eeneultetlene 
tnat aeet, vith noted exceptions, the crlterle eetebllehed ln 
the "etandard" eeneultetlen. Thie biological opinion and tha 
a l t i f at ing aee acraa end terae end conditione eentelned in tne 
releted ineidentel teke eteteaent epply ta theee prepeeed 
reeovel operationa. Therefore, foraal eeneultetlen ia concluded 
fer theee prepeeed act lone. 

** ^e^f» SHIPuianai amenr* kPf*f»fi» • I t l M t f l 



'-.cv ,nfor »ci3n ravaala iip^t- of r-1 
1 M y «ff«ct i i . t e d epaclaE 1« . h * B r cP°»«d 

•xtent not conaidared thua far In S S ? V ? n # r o r *• *n 
identified activitiee ara aodifiad i£ ? p i n i 0 f t « ' <*> tha 
advaraa of faet to l l e t e d J S ^ i S B * n - t •« 
(4) a now epeciee la iiatad or 5 r l S J i ^ i S f X y f ^ ^ r a d ; or 
tnat aay ba aff.ctad by tha project. ******* ie 'eelaneted 

Jon22fti:i:n. r d t 0 y ° u r oooparatiaa in fatur. 

Sincerely, 

« irwiiian 
y t o ! U t 2 ? t

w * * * i « i » t r a t o r 
for Plahariaa 

Encloauras 
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Biologic*! Opinion 

Agsncy: Mineral* Management Service, U.S. Deportment 
Of tho I n t e r i o r 

A c t i v i t y i Consultotion for Rsmoval of Certain Outer Continsntal 
Shalf Oil and Caa Structurss ln ths Oulf of Mexico 

Consultation Conductad By: National Marina Fishsriss Ssrvics 
(NMFS) 

Oata Iaausd: _ 

i 

Background Inforaation: 

Xn a lattar datsd Moveabar I t , ItSS, tha Minerala Manageaent 
Service (MMS) aade en initio' - eet fer feraai eeneultetlen 
pureuant te Section 7 ef thi fared Speclee Act (SSA) fer the 
reaoval ef en offehore e l l « pletfora located ln the 
Federal vatere of the Oulf et Xosioa (OON). MMS and NUTS 
determined thet reaoval ef o i l end aee platform* end releted 
etructurea ln the OON aey effect endangered end threatened aerine 
spsclse. Thie "aey eff eet" determination vee baaed on e poeelble 
relationship betveen endengered end threatened eea turtle 
aortelitiee and the dismantling ef pletferae ueing exploeivee. 
on Noveabcr 25, i t ta , MMFS ieeued the f iret ef e serlee of 
biological oplnlone addressing, in detail, the potential iapacta 
to lleted aarine speclee thet aey occur aa a reeult ef OCS 
abendor.sent activitiee. 

KHS and NMF? eetebllehed procedures for expediting Section 7 
i onaultetlcie en platform abendonaent eotlvltlee in the OON 

fsrrsd te ea "earn) edited coneu 1 tet lone. • Foi lov ing theee 
^ceduree, approximately 44 coneul tat lone have been completed 

reaoval operetione in the OON ref ion. All of the 
«uitatione heve concluded thet the prepeeed abendonaent 
vltlee vere net l ikely te jeopardise the continued existence 
iy lieted epeciee, hut thet the propoeed activities may 

ix _t in the ineidentel taking ef endengered end threatened eee 
turtlss. 
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The dianantling of platforme and rolotod etructures ueir-.-j 
**ploeivee hot evolved to a point where a "standard- protocol car. 
ce established for rsrsovsl operetlone sooting -areain criteria 
Based upon reaoval technlquee oevelopsd snd reviewed in" 
conjunction with ths previously conducted "expedited 
consultations," KMS hss rsgueetsd, by ls t tsr of May 24, lgga a 
"generic coneultetionH thet would bs applicable to e l l future' 
remove! operetione thst f e l l within e distinct catsgory, defined 
by epecific peresetsrs. A category hss bssn dssigned to Include 
th etructure types snd removal technlquee moat commonly 
encountered during ths expedited consultatlona end dlesentllng 
ooeretlone elreedy completed. Bines approxlaetely 1000 
structure* t * f aay be scheduled fer future rseevsi f e l l within 
ths p*reB«?»;u * i the sstebllehed category, MMFS egreee that a 
"generic0 coneultetion le epproprlete et thie ties. Ths 
objective of ths consultetion le to reduce the adalnletratlve 
burden on both MXS end MMFS fer conducting repetitive 
coneultetione on ectlvlt lee thet eey reeult ln eiai'e. iapacta 
to lleted. epseiee end thet rsquire identieel eit i . ting eeeeuree 
to aalnte'in adequate protection for OUTA epeciee. Thie 
biological opinion reeponde te MXS' Key 24, leas, conaultation 
request. The opinion le baaed on the beet eclentlflc end 
comae-ciel dece preeently svelleble end lneerperetee information 
front 1) prevloue UMS Summary Eveluetlore, 2) prevloue MMff 
biologlcel op:nione on pletfora reaovel, 1) the eclentlflc 
literature, end 4) other pertinent end evellable Inforaation. 
Coneultetion auat he reinitieted l f nev inforaation beeeaee 
evellable concerning lapecte to lleted epeciee thet vould elter 
the eencluelone reeehed ln thie opinion or require sodifleetion 
of the aseeuree identified ln the etteched ineidentel teke 
etc recent. Coneultetion v i l l continue en e eeee-by-ceoe baele 
for tt oaa etructure reaovale thet de net aeet the criteria 

.establlehed fer "etenderd" reaevele. 

Deecription of Propoaed Action: 

The propoeed ectlon lnvelvee the reaoval, by exploeive aeon*, ef 
offehore e l l and ges etructuree looatod in Federal vetere ln the 
oulf of Mexico, Reaovel ef the etructuree v i l l be accoapllehed 
by eeverlne the support pillnge, oeleeone, veil eenductere, etc., 
using varying taounte of exploeivee to perait eelvsge of the 
atru. turee. Thie lnvelvee the pleoaaant ef exploeivee lnelde er 
outeide ef euppertinej etructuree end detonating chergee prieerily 
using electronically controlled elgnele. 

This -generic" coneultatlon coneidere only t.ioee reaoval 
operetlone thet aeet certain crlterle pertaining te the else ef 
the exploeive cherge ua#4, detonation deptha, end nuaher ef 
bleete par structural groupi-.g. Tho rpeelfle crlterle 
established co cover euen reaevele ere ee foil owe: 

2 
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00 • iUleeconda*. an interval of 0.9 second• 
dat 
(900 

3) charges auat ba aat at a alnlaua 
eedi.ent aurfaca. •avarinS 0? S i w S S r S ? ^ t L ^ i S * 1 0 " t h « 
aurfaca -opan watar" auat ha accoapliah!d a ^ 2 a 5 2 l i l l f A ? * f t t 

axploaiva) aethoda. wapneneo by aechanicel (non-

exciedl; * " ° U n t * ^ - ^ a . par d.ton.tion 1. not to 

Speclee Occurring in tha Project Araat 

thr^ojKs1:;.^?4"th# 3tt*udictioB °<****m 
CQHHQH UktM 

right whele 

flnbeek whala 

humpback whela 

eel whele 

opera whale 

green turtle 

Keep'a ridley 
turtle 

leatherback 
turtle 

loggerhead 
turtle 

havkebill 
turtle 

acTriiTTFTP ejyg 

t U B i l l t n i a l a e l a l l e 

DelaanQPteri ahveaiuai 
hagaptfrt Hflv^^tH 
B e l H h f l P t a n b o r e a l I g 

ravstttr ejî cjeifia 
Chelawla i x i u i 

I ^ p l d f t g h j l k e e n ! 

Oeraft^^ff ;y|[ cay laeao 

fiaXfi "JLk caretta 

^et^nchelye. U h r l e a f c a 

LISTED 

E «/a/70 

1 e/2/70 

1 6/2/70 

E •72/70 

E •/2/70 

Th B* 7/2i/7e 

I 12/2/70 

E S/2/70 

Th V2a/7t 

E •71/70 

•All of the U.S. green t.rtle populatione err lietad ae 
ffHiS*!!* • ; c - D t ?*• »'*•**•• breeding population, which lieted ee endangered. ia 
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No critical habitat haa baan designated ln ths pro-act area for 
the ebove epeclss. 

Assessment of Zapecta: 

Baaed upon their known distribution and abundance ln ths COM 
endangered whalee era believed unlikely to occur in tha vicinity 
of the propoeed etructure reaovel ectivitlee, end, therefore 
unlikely to be edvaraaly effected by the propoeed ectlon. 

Previoue NMPS biological oplnlone (Novenber SS, 19 s* end February 
24, 1917) have addreesed, in deteil, reaovel ef etructuree ln the 
COM. Accounta of endengered end threatened apeclee which occur 
ln the project aree, and the "Aeeeeeaent ef lapacte" contelnsd ln 
thsss prior oplnlone sleo epply te thie coneultetion end ere 
incorporated by reference. 

tn euaaery, tha oplnlone referenced ebove acknowledge the 
exiatence of a peeeibla relet lon ship betveen the uee of 
underveter exploeivee ln removing pletfora* end releted 
etructuree end the occurrsncs of etrended eee turtiee, aarine 
aeaaele fTur*tape tmncatu*) end fish. Halted experleant* 
conducted by NMPS, Oelveeton Laboratory confIra that eee turtlaa 
(and other aerlne vertebretee) found in proxlaity te petroleua 
pletfora* can be injured er killed hy reaovel eperetiene 
employing underweter exploeivee (Nllaa, ItSS). 

Technology aeet ceaaonly ueed ln the dleaantllng of pletferaa 
includeet bulk exploeivee, eheped exploeive charges, aechanlcal 
and ahraalve cuttere end underveter ere cutters. The uee ef bulk 
exploeivee hae eocene the industry's etandard procedure fer 
aevering pllInge, veil conductore end releted aupportlng 
etructurea (approx. t0% use). When ueing hulk ehergea, the 
mo Ida ef the etructure can be jetted out te et leeet 19 feet 
below the eediaent fleer te ellov pleceaent ef exploeivee lneido 
of the etructure, resulting ln e daereeee ln the lapulee and 
preeaure forcee releeeed into the voter column upen detonetlon. 
The uee ef high velocity eheped chergee ls reported te heve eoae 
advantagea ever hulk exploeivee and has been uoed in eoablnation 
with aaaller hulk chargee. The cutting action obtained by a 
eheped charge la eecoapllahed hy focusing the exploeive energy 
with e conical Metallic liner, a aai or advantage eeeoeleted vith 
uao of high velocity eheped chargee le that a smeller emount of 
exploeive charge lo reauired te cover the etructure, vhich eleo 
reaulta in reductleno in the lapulee end preeeure forcee releeeed 
into the vater column. Use of aechanlcal cuttere end underwater 
ere cuttere ie aucceaeful in eoae circuaatenooa end do not 
produee the lapulee end preeeure forcee eeeoeleted vith 
detonation of exploeivee, however, theae aethods ere, ln aeet 
lnataneea, aore tiae eeneuaing, ceetly and aore heierdeue te 
divere. Aa a reeult, theee aethods ere not used on e routine 
baale (MMS Report on Pletfora Reaoval Technlquee). 
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Bjsed upon data obtained during previously conducted "expedite' 4" 
coneultetiona on p l a t f o r a roaovolo, the fo l l owing le e comparison 
of the typee o f exploeivee aost l i k e l y to be uaed l n the propoeed 
reaovel operat ionai 

ExploalYf 

RDX 

C-4 

Coap.-• 

Detonating V « l p g i » y 

epprox. I , I t a a/eec. 

approx. t , 001 a/eec. 

epprox. 7,803 a/eee. 

i r j j j f l f ie j 

1.35 

1.15 

1.32 

• irieenca la the aeaeure of she tter ing power ea coapered to TNT 
which hea brlsanco of 1.00. (KHS Report on Pletfora Reaovel 
Technlquee, IMf.) 

The propoaed raaoval operationa v i l l be ececerallehed ueing high 
velocity exploeivee. Uae of thie typo ef exploeive charge ehould 
alnlalae the duration ef the lapulee end preeeure forcee produced 
by detonetlon ef tha chergee, vhllc providing the aaount of force 
required te cover the etructuree. According to KXJ, reetrietlng 
the grouping ef detenetione to eight individual bleete per group 
snd eteggerlna bleete by O.f eeeende (too alllieeeende) v i l l 
Blnlalae the eree effected by the bleete end suppress phasing of 
ehock wavea, thereby decreasing the cuauletive effecte ef the 
blaate. Zn addition, elnce ell detenetione v i l l occur et leeet 
19 feet below the sedlaent eurfeee end ne aore then to peunde of 
exploeivee per bleet v i l l be permitted, the aaount ef reelduel 
energy releeeed into the marine environment ehould be reduced 
eionifleantly. aa a reeult, MHff believes that minimal ehock end 
lmpulee forcee will be releeeed ln the vicinity ef reaovel 
operationa et any given time. 

To date, ef approximately 44 prevloue ly eondueted coneul tetlene 
covering abendonaent eccivltiee, about 92 etructure reaevele have 
been completed, la eh reaovel operetion vee monitored by NKPf 
observere and vee conductc * ueing appropriate mitigating 
aeeeuree. ht the preeent tiae, eight turtiee have been eight ed 
ln ereee near etructuree being d lament led, et leeet two ef vhich 
were green turtiee. Of the eight documented eightInge, one turtle 
waa reported ta ha floating on lt'e hook neer e pletfora efter 
detonetlon of chergee apparently etunned or Injured. Me ether 
ineldente of aee turtle injury er mortality heve been reported. 
Therefore, MCPf be1levee that the prepeeed aetlena ere net likely 
to reault ln eignifleant edveroe impacte to endengered and 
threatened eea turtle populatione. 
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Conclusions: 

Based on ths sbove, i t ls our opinion thst r*MMi »m 
•nd rsi .tsd structures in ths OON U n i t l ikel? i i f L j & t t * * * . 
continued exlctenee of thrsstsnsd er e n d u r e d eoeeiK 2 i 2 I . t h * 
the jurisdiction of KMFS. However, Mff c o n c I u d e e ^ ^ t X 4 * * 

• e t i v i t f M W r " u l t l n «"e ^ S r T o r ^ r t s l i t ^ f 
locg.rh.sd xssp's ridley, green, hewkeeill end leethereeek 
turtiee. Therefore, pureuent te Section 7fbWe\ a? * ! I »Sf 

a l ™ l # v # 1 °< inciSeStel texe^nd t e k F i n d * conditione n.ceeeery to elnlelis snd s s m i t o r S i r i s i J c t # I M l 

oTnSs\ n nS ^ r S S R e ^ c S t . ^ 1 ^ * ~ ^ " l i t y 

Rsinitistion of eeneultetlen: 

coneultetion euet ee relnltleted 1ft « the a sount or site**. 
tekinj epeclfled in the ineidentel tolw eteteswuT f 

sxcssdsdi a) now infcreation revecle impacts sf the project thst 
msy sffsct Usted species in s manner o r t e en extent no! 
S 2 ? i f l ^ f l n t h U » the identified e ^ v U l l T e r e 
modified in i manner thet causes sn sdvsrss sffsct en lie'ed 
spsclss not prsvlouely considered, or 4) e new species is liae-a 

s 
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XHCXDCNTAL TAftI STATIMtHT 

Section 7(b)(4) of tho Endangered Speclee Aet requlreo thet when 
e propoeed egency eet ion le found te ee eeneletent with lection 
7(e) (1) of the Act end the prepeeed ectiene eey lncldentclly teke 
lndlviduele of lleted epeciee, aura wm ieeue a eteteaentthat 
epeclflee the iapcet (eeount er extent) ef euch Incidental 
taking, ineidentel tet ing hy the feeerel egency or epplicent 
thet coepllee with the epeclfled terme end ceiidltione of wua 
• 5 * i : r i h 4 i * * * tohinj Melielt len. or tno aaa. 

Baaed on etrandin* fecoe** ;««jew ,*uree eheerd comeerciel 
ehriep veeeele end hleterieei cete, five epeelee of eee turtiee 
ere known te occur ln northern deif of hoe loo wetore. Current 
evellehle information on the reletienehlp between eee turtle 
aortelity end the uee of hleh-vole*ity expleelvee to remove oil 
plotforme lndlcetee thet injury ****** death of eee turtiee nay 
reeult free the prepeeed ee**-*** ^ ref ere, pureuent te f ectlon 
7(h) (4) ef Uie *fA, c* ine"J« tht t*e (hy injury er mortelity) 
level ef ene documented ft iey. green, hevkeblll er 
leetherbeck turtle er tin , ^ .ed turtiee id eet ter e l l 
removel operations rvHtssr*at \ tt the terme end conditione ef 
thie ineidentel t i • •• i lhe level ef taking epeclfled 
here ie eueu' v.ive »»*& *,tevele covered hy thie coneultetion. 
i f the incidertfti teke . itt er eeceede thie epeclfled level, MMf 
euet reinitiate -cnewlta>wien. The feutheest tegion, KMFf, v i l l 
cooperate vith >0**? i r the review of the incident to determine tha 
need for develop ine; further alligation meaaurea. 

The reeeeneble ane pmeent meemuree thet KhTf hellevee are 
neceeeary te al.-iialte the impect ef ineidentel teklnge heve been 
dlecucoed vith MMf and v i l l be lneermereted in the reaovel deelgn 
fer "etandard" etructure remwwelo. The fe l l oving terma end 
conditione are eetebllehed for theee removal a te lapleeent the 
identified eltlgation meaaurea and to document the ineidentel 
take ahouid auch take occurt 

1) Qualified ehoorvor(m), ee epproved by mwt, auat ba ueed te 
monitor the tree around the elte prior to, during end after 
detenetlen ef chergee. Obearvar coverage v i l l begin 4f houre 
prior to detonetlon of chargee. Xf ooo turtiee ere eeeerved in 
the vicinity of the platform end thought te be reeident et the 
elte , pre* end poet •detenetlen diver eurvey a muet ba eondueted. 
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2) On days that bLaeting operations occur, e 30-einute eeriel 
lurvey suet be condi- . »d within ons hour bsfors snd ons hour 
4 teer eech blesclrg jiec-de. ths KMFS-approved obesrvsr end/or 
NMr'S on-eite personne: 1.MMF1 esployee only) auat bs ussd to chock 
f e r ths pra*mrce ot t u r t i e e ard I f p o s s i b l e , to ident i fy 
speciss. i ' tfeetner conditions (fog, excessive winds, otc.) sake 
i t impose it . to conduct esriel eurveys, bleating activitiee ray 
be clio-ed .0 procsod i f epproved by ths KMFS snd/or KHS 
personn I on-slts. 

3) i f eee tuscie* era observed in ths vicinity ef ths pletfora 
(within 1000 yerde of the cite) prior to detoneting chergee, 
bleating will be deleyad until attempts are eueceaetul ln 
removing them st leeet 1000 yerds free the bleet elte. The 
eerie l eurvey euet be repeated prler te rssualng detonetlon of 
chargee. 

• ) Detonation of exploeivee v i l l occur no eooner than 1 hour 
following eunrlee end ne leter then 1 hour prler te euneet. 
However, lf l t le determined by NMPS end/or MMS en-site pereonnel 
that apaclal elreuaetencaa justify e modification ef theee time 
reetrletlona end that euch modi fleet ion le net likely te 
edveraely lepact l leted epeciee, bleeting mey be allowed to 
proceed eutelde ef tnie time frame. 

• ) During a l l diving operations (working dlvee ee required ln 
the eouree of the reaovale), divere wi l l he inetrueted te eeen 
tho euheurfece arose surrounding the pletfora (bleeting) eltee 
for turtles end aarine aamaalc. any eight ings muet be reported 
to the NWJX or MMJ jn-eite pereonnel. Open coapletion ef 
blaeting, divere auat report end attempt te recover any aighted 
Injured ox dead eee turtles cr aarine aaaaals. 

S) Charges auat me eteggered O.f seoonde (SOO mlllleecende) 
fer eech group ef etructuree, te alnialse the cuauletlve ef fecte 
of the bleete. I f e reaovel operation lnvelvee multiple 
groupings ef etructurea, the lntervel betveen detenetlen ef 
chergee for each group ehould ba aln iml a ed te avoid the 
•chuaaing' effect. Who never euch lntervsls emceed fO-minutee, 
the eeriel eurvey auat ba repeated. 

?) The use of soars chergee should me evoided te minimise the 
"chuaaing effect." Oaa af eeere chargee aey ho allowed only l f 
epproved by tha 10*78 and/or KHS on-site pereonnel. 

S) A report suaaarixlng tha reeulte of tho reaovel end 
aitlgetlon aeeeuree must be euhaitted te the RJCS Oulf ef Mexicc 
Region vithin IS working days ef the reaovel. A copy ef the 
report auat be forwarded te MMPS, Sou thee et Region. 

035 



Thie Incident al take st. tenant appu.. o n l v t a 

threatened aaa turtlaa. Zn order to elWw an" ilelS!?!*?* *nd 

a aarine aeaael epeciaa, tna taklnJ^ajSat !•*• °* 
Section 101(a)(9) of tho Marine haaaal rrotaSJlat tl!d 5"?** 
Although lnteraot haa haan exproeoed in obtEniS it W l*12' 
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1 Operator f i l l I t ftTBB Block Structure 

40 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coaapany U.S. 

• 
Inc. xugene laland 

varmilion 
394 
IBS J 

41 Kerr-McGee Corporation Ship Shoal 2*4 

42 Conoco Inc. • Ship Shoal 
Verallion 

SOS 

ass J 
41 Mobil Exploration ead Prooecino Coapany U.S. 

e 
Inc. Meet C 19S 

101 

44 Tenneco Oil Exploration aad Protection saat caaeron SBS 

45* Mobil Exploration and Producing riaapaaj U.S. Inc. 

• (heliport) Ixcept capped and plugged walla -a" a -B" in Te 

Verallion1*1*8 

m 

l i t 
70 
• • 

40 Mobil Exploration end Producing coapany U.S. Ino. vermilion 70 

47 Saneden Oil Corporation Galvaeton 341 m 

48 Conoco Inc. • 
M 

Grand Xale 
a 
e 

S3 
54 
47 

; 

49 Mobil Exploration and Producing Coaapany U.S. Inc. Main Paae t l 

50 Mobil Exploration and Producing coapany U.S. Inc. South Pelto 13 p 

51 Bxxon Coapany • — • m 

Meet Delta 
• • 30 • 

• 

; 

S2 Conoco Inc. Heat Delta 45 



5J Mobil Exploration and Producing C'onrany 0 .8 . Inc . 

• 
S o u ^ t a 

eroo 71 
239 

h 
* 

54 Tenneco O i l E x p l o r a t i o n and Product Aon Sbip SMO a l ISO B 

54- Conoco Inc . 
• 

• 
except N M t Ciua-ror. -241-A 

S . Marah v M. ad 

139 
47 

201 

a 
o 
A 

ST Exxon Coapany U.S.A. 
Except High Inland Bant Additlon-AJ42-A 

High l a . . B. ad n-343 B 

99 SOP Patrolaun Hlaa l a l A-507 A 

5* Mobil Exploration and) Producing Conpany U.S. Ino. Eaat caa IS 5 

40 PMP Operating Coaapany Meat caa 404 A 

41 Aaoco Production Conpany S. Marat Island 33 A 

Coneul tat lone vhoee nuaabere include an aatariak {•) did not total ly f a l l under tna 
parsaaters of th ia "atandard " conaultation, therefore, only thoaa rtuaovals nesting 
peraasters ara epprovad and farther conaultation w i l l ho neoseeuMry for the) eae opt lea 


