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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
I have considered the notification by Forest 0il Corporation to
remove Platform A in Eugene Island Area, Block 166 (OCS-G 8700),
SEA No. ES/SR 92-020. Based on the environmental analysis and
mitigative measures contained in the site-specific environmental
assessment there is no evidence to indicate that the proposed
action will significantly (40 CFR 1508.27) affect the quality of
the human environment if the permit/application is approved
subject to all of the mitigative measures. Preparation of an
environmental impact statement is not required.
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The purpose of this Site-Specific Environmental Assessment
(SEA) is to assess the specific impacts associated with proposed
structure-removal activities. The SEA is based on a Programmatic
Environmental Assessment (PEA) (USDOI, MMS, 1987) which evaluates
a broader spectrum of potential impacts resulting from the
removal of structures; e.g., platforms/caissons across the
central and wvestern planning areas of the Gulf of Mexico Outer
Continental Shelf. The PEA/SEA process is designed to simplify
and reduce the size of environmental assessment documents by
eliminating repetitive discussions of the same issues. This SEA
conforms to MMS and other appropriate guidelines for preparing
environmental assessments by utilizing data presented in the PEA
to complete the assessment. It presents site-specific data
regarding the proposed structure removal and evaluates the
potential impacts. Mitigation measures are contained in this
document to lessen potential impacts. Preparation of this SEA
has allowed the determination of whether & Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) is appropriate or whether further
assessment of the proposal is necessary.

I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSAL
A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WITH MITIGATION

Forest 0il Corporation proposes to remove Platform A in
Eugene Island Area, Block 366 (Lease OCS-G 8700). The structure
is located in a water depth of 345 Zeet and lies approximately 76
miles southwest of Terrebonne Farish, Louisiana. Forest plans to
remove the caissons by mechanicul means and to use bulk charges
if the mechanical cutters are unsuccessful. The operator also
plans to use bulk charges to sevar the four skirt piles of
Platform A sixteen feet below the “line. The jacket will be
"reefed” in place ancd is current!: titioning the state of
Louisiana for the proposition.

See Table 1 for specific data regarding the explosive
removal operation.

Refer to Appendix A for structure specifications for the
removals, additional data on removal techniques, and sequence of
events,

MITIGATION
The following mitigative measure was identified by the

operator in the application to remove Platform A to reduce the
likelihood of death or injury to sea turtles and marine mammals.

A "sarine mammal®” watch will be performed 48 hours prior to
and during the use of explosives.
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There are existing pipelines within 150 meters (490 feet) of
the proposed structure-removal activity. Precautions in
accordance with NTL No. 83-3, Section IV.B., will be taken prior
to conducting the removal activity.

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

A discussion of the legal and regulatory mandates to remove
abandoned cil and gas structures from Federal waters can be found
in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The platforms has no more useful
purpose to Forest 0il Corporation because the reservoir has been
depleted and the Lease will terminate in 1993.

II. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

Alternatives to the proposed structure removal with
nitigations originally submitted are:

A. NO!N~-REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE

Forest 0il Corporation would not proceed with the
removal. This alternative would eliminate the possibility that
sca turtles, marine mammals, or other marine life would be harmed
by removal of the structure as proposed. However, non-removal of
the structure vould represent a conflict with Pederal legal and

regulatory requirements, which mandate the timely removal of
obsolete or abandoned structures within a period of one year
after termination of the lease, or upon termination of a right-
of-use or easement. Therefore, non-removal does not appear to be
a valid alternative.

B. REMOVAL OF TRE STRUCTURE BY ALTERNATIVE NON-EXPLOSIVE
METHODS

The MMS has discussed various structure-removal technigues
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for Proposed
Cil and Gas Lease Sales 131,135 and 137 (USDOI, MMS, 1990) and
the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). It was concluded that the most
effective methods of structure removal are the use of explosives,
either bulk or shaped charges, and underwvater arc cutting. Other
methods appear promising but require additional development to

tional and logistical problems associated with
these technigues. Primarily for this reason, they do not appear
to be feasible alternatives for the removal of tha subject
structure.

Refer to the FEIS (USDOI, MMS, 1990) and PEA (USDOI, MMS,
1987) ftor detailed information concerning alternative methods of
structure removal.




c. REMOVAL OF THE STRUCTURE AS PROPOSED WITH ADDED MITIGATION

Refer to the Summary Evaluation (Appendix B), the terms and
conditions of the Incidental Take Statement (Appendix C), and any
mitigation identified by this SEA necessary to reduce the
likelihood of death or injury to sea turtles and marine mammals.

Our analyses indicate there are existing pipelines witrin
150 meters (490 feet) of the proposed structure-removal activity.
Precautions in accordance with NTL No. 83-3, Section IV.B., will
be taken prior to conducting the removal activity,

A "marine mammal®” watch will be performed 48 hours prior to
and during the use of explosives.

III. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFPECTS, SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS, AND OTHER
CONSIDERATIONS

A. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
1. Environmental Geology and Geclogic Hazards

A discussion of environmenta’ geology and geologic hazards
can be found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The p
structure-removal activity is not in an area of sediment
instability (mud flows, siumps, or siides). Therefore, geclogic
conditions are not e ed to have an impact on the proposed
structure-removal activity.

2. Meteorological Conditions
No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed

activity. For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.

3. Physical and Chemical Oceanography
a. Physical Oceanogruphy
No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed
activity. 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 activity. Por analysis information, see the PEA
referenced in the Introduction.




4. Water Quality

Impacts are expected to be low &8 a result of the proposed
activity. For analysis information, see the PEA referenced in
the Introduction.

s. Alr Quality

Impac.s are expected to be very low as a result of the
proposed activity. For analysis information, see the PEA
referenced in the Introduction.

B. BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
1. Coastal Habjitats

No impacts are expected as a result of the proposed
activity. For analysis information, see the PEA refasrenced in
the Introduction.

2. Protected, Endangered, and/or Threatened Species
a. Birds

The PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) delinsates sensitive areas along
the Texas coastline where whooping cranes and brown pelicans
could be adversely impacted py structure-remcval support
activities. The operator has indicated that Intracoastal City,
Louisiana would be used as the shore base. Very little ivpacts
on threatened or endangered birds are expected.

b. Marine Mammals

A discussion of marine mammals occurring across the Gulf of
mexico (GOM) and an assessment of the »otential impacts of
structure-removal activities on marine mammals can be found in
the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Fritts, et al. (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 likely marine mammal to be encountered at the
proposed structure removal(s). A marine mammal watch will be
conducted with the NMFS 48 hours prior to severing with
explosives. If marine mammals are detected at the structure-
removal site, detonation of the primary charges would be delayed
until the animals are removed from the area. In spite of these
precautions, a low probability exists that marine mamaals could
enter the blist area undetected and could be injured or killed by
the undervater, subsurface detonations. Such an occurrence is
considered highly unlikely and with the indicated protective
mitigation measures, the proposed structure-removal act:ivity is
expected to have only a low impect on marine mammals.




c. Sea Turtles

A discussion of sea turtles occurring across the central and
western GOM and an acsessment of the potential impacts of
structure-removal activities on sea turtles can be found in the
PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). Studies by Pritts, et al. (1983) and
Fuller and Tappan (1986) as well as stranding data from the Sea
Turtle Stranding and Salvage Network (Teas, 1989) indicate that
sea turtles occur in the vicinity of the proposad activities and
therefore could be impacted by the structure-removal orrltlonn.
Definitive information on the procbability of encounter sea
turtles at the removal site during explosive operations is
scarce. NNMFS and/or MMS observers will be utilized to look for
sea turtles prior to detonation of the primary charges. If sea
turtles are detected at the structure-removal site, detonation of
the primary charges will be delayed until the animals are removed
from the area. As in the case of marine mammals, ths possibility
exists that sea turtles could enter the blast area undetected and
could be injured or killed by the underwater, subsurfacs
detonations. This occurrence is considered unlikely, and with
the indicated protective nitigation measures, the proposed
structure~removal activity is expectuad to have only a low impact
on sea turtles. An incidental take (by injury or mortality) of
one documented Kemp'’s ridley, grean, hawksbill or leatherback
turtle or two loggerhead turtles is set for "“is - moval. With

all the precautions to be taken as mitigat.,. .wcaurxuies it is
unlikely that any sea turtles will be affect.d ., "his proposed
operation.

J. Birds

Impacts are expected to be ve low as a result of the
proposed activities. For analysis information, sve the PEA
referenced in the Introduction.

4. Sensitive Marine Habitats

A discussion cf sensitive marine habitats occurring in the
central and western GOM and an assessment of the potential
impacts of structure-removal activities on these areas can be
found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987). The proposed activities are
not near any sensitive marine habitats. Therefore, the subject
structure-rerJoval activity will not impact any sensitive marine
habjitats or their resident biota.

5. Offshore Habitats and Biota
Impacts are exper 1t to be low as a result of the proposed

activity. FPor analys .nformatior., sea the PEA referwnced in
the Introduction.
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MMS contiri.es cuo consider the overai' impacts of structure
removais on commec:ial fishing tc be lew. ™. “wg licy of
encouraginy an Active rig.-to-reefs prog.avu wiii help to offset
mulnttv. sirvcture-removal impacts to fisheries resources.

b. Recreational Fiineriss

I-T.c“ are expected to be low as a veu. .t of the (1 _o
activities. For analysis information, see tche PEA refsien.ed .n
the Introduction. See the precedin) srction for a diz.ovsion of
fish kills in association with e«r: “-.. e structure rem>— i,

2. Archaeclogical Resourcen

Impacts are expected to be 1w 22 a ,ssult of “he provosed
activity. For analysis informat' ~n, ses Liie PEA referenced in
the Introduction.

3. Military Use/Wa.ming Areas and Exyiosive Dumping Arsas

A description of military m/nmt:zla{m and explosive
a ']

unping areas, their locations, and potc 11:4:‘ A
structure-removal activities on these aress can foun.l in the
'K (USDO1, MMS, 1987). The proposed structure-romovai Activiey
4111 not take place in any of these areas.

4. Navigation and Shipping

The proposed structure-removal nctivity is not l.cated near
t vosssl safety fairway. Structurer lu~sted nearst - may serve
an “lanlarks" to vessels or helicop:.r» ating ‘", *he area on
a ruqular ravis. The overall impects of P we.k on
navigation and shipping are expects tc be very l~ . 4doce
inforsatior on M of structure removals c. naivigation
and shiopirg ¢ » & found in the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1'¢7..

5. Pr,..ines and Cables

The PZA (USDOI, MMS, 1987) ccuvs.ns a description of the
impacts of structure-removal acti''*ive on pipelines and cables.
There are existing pipelines withln 150 meters (490 feet) of the
propoised structurs-removal activi’y. Precautions in .ccordance
wi NTL No. 83-3, Section 1Y.p., will by taken prior to
ws ‘ucting the rewoval activitiss; therefors, the vork
wrl. not pose a hagard to pipelines and cables in area.

6. Other Mineral Resour:es
No impacts arc expected as a result of the

proposed
activity. FPor analysis information, see the PEA ~eferenced in
the Introduction.




7. Human Health and Safety

The PEA (USDOI, MMS, .9k7) describes the hazardous
conditions for workers during structure-rsmmoval activities. The
operator has the use of explosiv) and mechanical cutting
in conjunction with the structure removal activity. Bxisting
legal and regulatory safety requirsments will keep the impacts of
the proposed work on humar hoalth and safety at a very low level.

E. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE L VMFPACTS

A discursion of unavoidable adverse impacts czn be found in
the PEA (USLOI, MMS, “287). Two areas of ongoing concern have
been the potential .im-act t< protected, threatened, and/or
endangercd species ard potential loss of habitat to tie marine
environwe ;.. BRoth topics are discussed in the PEA : Wd previously
in this Txument. ). mOre rece’ issue of concern l.:s surfaced
regardinc .. impacts of explos.ve stiucture remcova.s on reef
fish sto.%s. This iszue has been provicusly discussed in this
document. Al“ : the iupacts to commercial and recreational
fisherics is conaidered to be low, further studies inforsation
about thin issue should be available in the future. Other
unavoidable adverse impects are considered to be minor.

1V. PUBLIC (PINICH

A discussion of public concerns regarding structure removals
can be founi i1 the PEA (USDOI, MMS, 1987).

In May 129., the Gulf of Mexico *..aer Managemant Council
requested that the MMS place a morator. .m over the erplosive
removal of off « Yre structures with threa or more sug; orts.
Nonresoval o’ thes< structures would coniliut with curr« .t
Federal leq°!. and rejul.atory requirements which sandate the
twtiy rewo. al of abaandoned or cbsolete s:ructures within a
.=riod c? one year after termination of t.he lease, or upon
terzinatic . of a right-of-use or sasement.

The MMS beliieves that current data on the effects of explosive
removals on fish mortality is insufficiunt to drawv any
conclusions, and a moratorius on al) but un!u pile caissons at
this time i unjustified. In order to guantify explosive
effects, the MMS initiated an interagency study with the NNFS to
determine fish sortalit.us from platform removal operations. 1In
addition to the avcve atidy, MMS supports an active rigs-to-reef
am and encourage> ir4ustry to search for msethod that will
minimize effe~ta on fic* 'rom platform removal operations.

V. " ISULTATION AND COORDIMALLON

o/, &qlordarce with “ne provisions o( Section 7 of the
Endarca.ed Species Act, .hv proposed stiructure-removal operation
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has been coordinated with the NNFS. Their couments are included
in Appendix C. The MMFs concluded thit removal of the structure
will not likely jecpardize the continued existeice of any
threatene’ or endangered species under their purview.

Additional. ’, they concluded that tnc proposed removal Bay res:l:
in the imu-y or mortality of leygerhesd, Remp’s ridley, »
havksbill, a:d leathe turties. Therefore, they Olt-tﬁ::u
a low level of iacidental “Ak%e and discusmed varioivs sasures
necessary to monitor an! win,mize this impict (see Mmsndix C),
The NMFS noted that no inc: 2ental taking of ma:ine sammals was
authorized under Section 13 (@) (5) ¢f the Mirine Hammal
Protection Ac* of 1972 in connection vith the proposed structure~
removal activi’' {es. Therefore, taking of marine Bammals by the
operator woulce | : prohibited unless they Successfully apply for
and obtain a pe:-it or waiver to do so from WNrs.
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Table 1

Explosives Proposed by the Operator for the Structure-Removal in
Eugene Island Area, Block 366 (OCS-G 8700)

I¥pe of Explosives:
Composition B, bulk charges
Musber and 8ize of Charges:

1-501b charge each for the A-1 and A-2 wells
1-401b charge sach for the A-3 and A-4 valls
Four charges, 100 1b. each for the skirt piles

Replovacnt of Charves:

Inside, a minimum of 16 feet below the aud line

Ssquencing of Detonations:

one soucMmuchvnlboMtommcnmotm
A=1 and A-2 wells. One 401bd charge each will be used to remove
the caissons of the A-3 and A-4 wells.

Skixt piles:

All piles will be detonated simultanecusly with a 0.9 second
dalay between each charge
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FOREST OIL CORPORATION CORRESPONDENCE
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To: Environmental Operations Section (LE-S)

From: Office of Structural and Technical Support, Field Operations,
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region (0STS)

Subject: Platform Removal

OPERATOR: Fg(gg* Q. Q‘J(Fmghon

Control Mo: ES/SR___Q2- 120 (S CCNo- 0093 )

Piatfors Area/Block
A

shore Base: Lntercoash| City (A

Enclosed is one copy of the subject application. We will transmit the Endangered
Species Action Section Comsultation Documentation subsequent to receipt of

your Summary Evaluation. There are/-SNEF existing pipeliine(s) within 500 feet
of the proposed removal location.

Arvind Shah
Extension 2894
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FOREST 01 CORPORATION

1700 5 omiwr P hives . %9 Erghloeth “Sreer
Y owowe ¥4 roacle N 202 (308) 2921491

Rarch 6, 1992

Regional Supsrvisor, rield Operations (OsTS
Minerals m'mzu )
1201 Blawood Park Blvd.

Nev Orleans, Louisiana 70123

ATtn! Nr. Arvid Shah

Re: EI jé6
Platform Removal

Dear Mr. Shah:

Forest 0il1 Corporation requests Permission to use explosives to

Ssver the cassions at 16' belov the mud lins. Attached please find

the charge size and type along with the cassion OD & thickness at

the sever point. Porest will attempt to remove these cassions by

mechanical means first & wishes to ammand our initial application

to use exploesives as a back Up means should mechanical cutters .
Prove unsuccessful .

| Please make a note of our nev address and phone number. Should any
additional information be Recessary contict me at 303-293-0460,

your assistance is appreciated.
ards,
Bt 2 bt

Ceacil N. Colwell
Divisicn Drilling Superintendant
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January 29, 1992

RECEIvep

Regional Supervisor, Field Operations (0OSTS FEB 05 1992
Minerals Management Service

1201 Elmwood Park Blvd.

New Orleans, Lovisiana 70123 'muwl

—_——

Dear Sir:

Attached please find the proposed 0OCS platform/structure removal
forms, as supplied by your office, for the removal of Forest 0il
Corporation’'s Eugene Island 166 "A" platform. Your approval to
remove this structure according to this procedure is requested,
Forest proposes to "reef" the jacket in place at Eugene Island 366
and is currently petitioning the State of Louisiana with such a
proposition. The platform will be removed during the summer of
1992 and a "marine mammal watch" will be performed prior to and
during the use of explosives to sever the platform piles 15' below
the mud line.

Enclosed with the platform removal forms are general descriptions
with detajled drawings of the proposed platforms for removal. A
procedure for "Site Clearance" is also presented along with grid
patterns for the sonar scan and trawl patterns. The specific
trawling and sonar scan contractors will be subnitted for your
approval prior to abandonmenc.

Should any additional information be required please contact, Cecil
Colwell at 1318/988-9400 at Forest's Lafayette office. Your
assistance is appreciated.

Regards,

’J '

Cecil N. Colwell
Division Drilling/Superintendent

CNC/ssb
Attachments

EXPPERM. riMs




PROPOSED OCS PLATFORM/STRUCTURE REMOVAL

Responaible Party
A. Lease operstor nase__ FOREST OIL CORPORATION

Address Ro 0. Box 21910, Jafavette, Louisisna 70593
~Sirest Addresa: 200 Dover Bl Lafsyette, Louisisna 70503

Contact person and telephone number Cecil N. Colwell (318) 988-9400

r A
Shore base Llotegcoascal City

Identification of Structure to be Resoved
Platforn name FOC - Eugene Island 366 “"A"

Locstion (lease, area, block, and block coordinates)

Eugene Island 366, 0C$-G-8700, x= 1,973,988.30'6 y= 196,522.10°"

Date installed (year)_l95°%

Proposed date of removil (Month/Tear) July 1992

Vater depth 343’

Reseripeicn of Jtrvotyre to be Resoved

A. Configuration (attach a photograph or a diagram)
Jacket: 365' long, 45' x 60' top & 170" x 135" base

B. Size Degk: 78" x 120' - 3 Decks

C. Nusber of legn/casings/pilings & pile wich & skirt piles
(see attached description & drawings)




D. Diameter and wall thickness of legs/casings/pilings
e Tl hh‘ﬁ' 80" x 1.25" & B1" x 1.75"

g ot oo BASL T2 5 2ol /AT 4 60T X 1.00"

£. Are piles grouted?_*~ Inside or outside? Outside
##72" piles in skirts are grouted

)" piles in jacket legs are not
F. Brief description of soil composition and comdition

IV. Purpose

Lease expiration date and reason for removing the structure
Lease expiration date 7/9)

V. Besoval Methed

Brief description of the method to be used _Above water components
2ili be torch cut, fxplosives wiil be vsed Lo sever piles ..

S

If explosives are to be used, provide the following:

1. Eind of explosives__ Compositiocn B, C-4, Cyclotol or Octol Ruylk
4 each of 75 lbs. for main piles and

2. WPumber and sises of charges_ 4 each of 100 lbs for skirt pile

s. Single shot or sultiple shote? ___ Mulciple

b. If sultiple shots, sequence and u,l.. of detomations _____
o

charge,
second delay between each charge.




3. Bulk or shaped charge? _Bulk

a. Depth of detonaticn delow mud line i fegc

b. Inside or outside piling? Inside

C. Pre-removal ®onitoring technigues

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

If yes, provide the following:

8. WNumber and kind

b. Size of charges

Brief description of how, where, and when Scare charges or

acoustic devices will be used

Will divers or scoustic devices be 19ed to conduct g pre-resoval
mquum:mormmumm—ur No

If yea, briefly deseride the proposed detection sethod

D. Posteresoval sonitoring techniques

1. Will transducers be used to wesasure the pressure and impulse of the
detonations? o




2. VWill divers be used to survey the area After resoval to determine

and effects on marine life? No

Biologicsl Information

If available, provide the results of any recent biological surveys

conducted in the vieinity of the structure. If available, describe
any recent observations of turtles or marine sammals at the structure

site. No turtles siced.

Regional Supervisor, Fiald Operaticns (0STS)
Minerals Managesent Service

1201 Elswood Park Blwd.

Now Orleans, Louisiana 70123

ATTACHMENTS:

L.1. y Placform dravings

National Marine Fisheries Service Report
Platform Structure Removal Procedure
Pipeline P & A Procedurs

Site Clearance Proce”




Engene Island 366 “A"
Platfors Abandonment
All wells and caissons will be plugged and abandoned as per

MMS lations and will have been retrieved from 15' below
the line.

The 12" gas pipa line from Eugene Island 356 "A" to Eugena
Island 342 "subsea tie-in" to the 30" TEN~TET-TXG will have
baen pigged and plugged.

Sat up derrick barge st Eugens Island 366 location.

Remove sump caissons and temporary supports to the caissons
as required.

Cut the deck legs at the stabbing points.

Rig to lift the deck section from the jacket and set on the
material barge.

Jet out piles to the proper severing depth.

Lover charges to proper severing depth using pneumo to confirm
depth

Dat~nate charges.

PL.3 to the jacket and topple in place.

Pick u, anchors.

Note: A merine mammal wstch will be conducted with the

National Marine Fisaeries Service 48 hours prior to
savering with explosives.




ROGENE 1SLASD 164 “A%

THE platfors {4 & 4 pllé wi+ 4 Skirt piles, 17 s1ot facility
vith 4 we11s. ThE platfors {8 S8t in 148' of water and wis
dedighed to procéss 100 MMCFD. The plattorn design enginesring vas
by CHS BAGineering of Houston, Texad. ThA jacket vds fabricated by
MeDermiott in AMSLiA, Loulsiand, in 1989 &nd indtdlled in Décenber,
1989.

ThE totdl haight of the jacket {4 Y68', with 4 48/ by &0' top,
694 4 170 by 139’ BaSE. ThE 1848 vary from 60 - §17 disteter vith
724 Q1iaMetar grouted plled in the srirtd, to 607 didmeter ungrouted
jicrét 18g8. The éstisated totdl weight of the jacket (4 2,200
tond.

THE A&ck wid 4186 fabricatsd by MeDarsott. The production
dsck 14 78.3' by 110.%' and had & deck load edpacity of 100 PSP
THE drilling déck i8 78.8' by 127.6' 4nd had & load capacity of
1000 PSP out bodfd of thé axid beans and 500 PSF batween the skid
bEaRd. ThE celldar déck 18 45' by 60' with & deck load capacity of
280 PEF. A1l thedd déckd have & conbined waight of approximately
1100 tond with squiphent *HEN-_Aguipmant .

The platford 4146 had four (4) cur.ed conductors located in
the row closdt o thE cente. of tha platfort. The conductors are

26" by 3/4% will with & r3dius of ~urv:.curd of 3 1/2 degrees par
100 starting 4t the +18' _svel.
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347
f l Yo -194,081.90
:
" : FOREST Ol CORPOATION
PLATFORM °A*
4-PILE D & P PLATFORM

4.035.02 X=1,973,908.20
40382 Y= -196,622.10

- Y= -208,500.88

SCALE:----1"u2,000"

COORDINATES ARE BASED ON LOUISIANA LAMBERT, SOUTH ZONE
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June 5, 1992 JUN 09 1982

Offica of Structurel
and Technical Supou

"RECEIVED \
|

Arvid shah

Minerals Management Service
1201 Elmwood Park Blvd.

New Orleans, Louisiana 70123

Re: Platform Removal
E.I. 366 "A"

Dear Sir;

The following is a brief description of the piling sizes at the mud
line and 15 feet below the mud line. There is a problem with one
of the skirt pile grouting systems not allowing free access to
15 feet belov the mud line. Forest is presently discussing this
problem with the explosive companies and has included a discussion
of some possible solutions.

The four main legs (60" X 1", ref. dwg. 1014, legs Al, A2, Bl, and
B2) do_not have pilings.

Skirt sleeves (ref. dwg. 1014, sleeves A-S1, and B-52, and B-81)
have a 72" diameter piles with 1.875" wall thickness material at
the mud line and at 15 feet below the mud line.

Skirt sleeve B-S2 (platform NE) has a 72" diameter X 1.875 pile
plus a 60" X 1.0" insert pile (ref. dwg. 1037), due to poor
penetration of piling during installation. These sizes are the
same at the mud line and at 15 feet below the mud line. The insert
pile is grouted to the skirt pile with the grout distribution ring
at approximately 15 feet below the mud line.

The grout distribution ring may cause some problems in the
placement of the explosives in pile B~S2 to sever 15 feet balow the
muc¢' 1line. I am presently discussing this problem with the
explosive companies; however since this platform in located in a
"Reef area" and will be toppled in place, would the MMS consider
one of the two options;

a. The use of explosives in the B-S82 pile as deep as
possible, which may not be at the required 15 feet below
the mud line, or 6/"]“-

Teld o'ruh( +hat e pluf&.
wui¥ be renwved 18 B
< haly




the severing of the platform legs just above the 265 foot
level (just above the Skirt Sleeves) and leaving the
bottom half of the structure in Place in the reef area.
The structure would still have over 200 feet of water
cover and should pose as no pProblem to shipping. This
option would of course be contingent upon Coast Guard
approval.

Should any additional information be necessary, pl
Cecil Colwell at 303/293-0460. Forest appreciates

in this matter and will kerp you abreast of any possible
in severing the B-s2 Pile at the appropriate depth,

Regards,

Cecil N. Colwell

Drilling Superintendent
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APPENDIX B
MMS SUMMARY EVALUATION
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FEQ 18 ¥R
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It Reply Rafer To: MS 5210 FEB 13 1992

Memorandum

To: Associdte Director for Offshore Minerals Management (MS 4330)
(Attenction: Chief, Envirormental Operations and Analysis
Branch)

Reglonal Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS Reglon

Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultation Relative to the
Proposed Removal by Forest Oil Corporation, Platfecem A, Bugene
1sland Area, Block 366, Leise OCS-C 8700

The following attachments provide the documentacion necessary to effect
an Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultacion with Nacional Marine
Fisheriés Sérvice (NMFS):

1. Forest 011 Corporatisn's Structuré Removal Application dated
January 29, 1992.

2. Qulf of Mexico OCS Region Summary Evaluation
Forest 011 Corporstion would like to accomplish the removal of this
platform {n July 1992, Please inform NMFS of the necessity for an
expedient Cisposition.
Wée believe that by taking appropriste mitigating messures, Forest 01l

Cotporation can asccomplish the removal operation with a minimal risk to
any endangered marine species.

N/ (UG 89D GARY L Lo

\ J. Rogers Pearcy

Attachmants

bee: National Marien~ Fisheries Service, Proctected Species Mansgement
Branch Acten' n: Drf. Terry Henwood, 94350 Roger Boulevs: d,
St, Petersbury, Florida 33702 (w/attachments)
1501-01a-2 (92-20) (MS 5210)
Lease 0CS-G 8700 (MS 5032)
MS 5000 Reading File

f MS 5001

Ahah:pga: C: FOREET00




SUMMARY EVALUATION

Possible “ffects on Endangered Species and Protected Marine
Mammals from the Proposed Structure Removal of Platform A
Eugene Island Area, South Addition, Block 366 (0CS-G 8700)

ES/SR 92-020

Petermination

Forest 0il Ce:, ration (Forest) proposes to remove Platform A in
Eugene Island area, South Addition, Block 366. The Miner:ils
Management Service (MMS) has determined that since the proposed
operation vwill utilize explosives, sea turtles and nmarine mammals
may be affected.

Background Information

Forest plans to use explosives to sever the four skirt piles and
the four main piles of Platform A, at least 15 feet below the mud
iine. See Table 1 for specific data regarding the proposed
explosive removal ration. Forest proposes to topple the
structure /n-place making an artificial reef. The lease expires in

1993.

The proposed activity does not meet the (vquirements for
consideration under the generic structure~removal criteria as
stated in the July 25, 1988, Biological Opinion from the National
Marine Fisheries Service.

The folloving conditions and activities are noteworthy in this
application:

1. The four skirt piles amnd the four main piies would be
severed 15 ft. below the mud line.

2. The operator proposes to leave the jacket in place as an
artificial reef and is currently petitioning the State of
Louisiana with the proposition. The site is a recognized
rigs-to-reef location.

A "marine mammal watch" will be performed 48 hours prior
to and during the use of exp) ves. This will Le done
vith representatives (observe ., from the National Marine
Fisheries Service in attendance.

High-velocity explosives are proposed,

Operations are proposed during July 1992.




Little information is available on the likelihood of encountering
Sea turtles or marine mammals during the proposed activities.
However, both sea turtles and dolphins have been observed in the
vicinity of other structure removals. Recent data indicata that
sea turtles are distributed throughout offshore Gulf of Mexico
vaters. For this reason, it i{s possible that marine mammals and
sea turtles may be present in the vicinity during the time of the
proposed structure removal.

‘ Mitigation

The following mitigative measures were identified by the operator
in the application to remove Platform A to reduce the likelihood of
death or injury to sea turtles and marine mammals.

The operator proporas a 48 hour observation period for the
National Marine Fisheries Service to look for sea turtles and other
animals prior to and dui ing explosive operations.

There are pipelines located within 150 meters (490 feet) of
the proposed activities. Precautions in accordance with NTL 83-2,
Section 1IV.B, will be taken prior to performing the proposed

operations.

Summary

Sea turtles and marine mammals may be present in the vicinity of
the structure during the pr removal activities. If they are

close enough, they w  be hurt or killed by the detonation of
explosives. Mitigative measures to be taken will reduce the
probability of harming sea turtles or marine mamma s. However, the
proposed structure removal may affect sea turtles and protected
marine mammals.

e
Y/
' 4

-
ol o — s/ /50
/lél nal Supervisor Date

(_Leasing and Enviionment
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region




Explosives Propogsed
for the st
Platform A in Bugene Island Area, South Addition,
Block 356 (0cs-g 8700)

Iyna_of Explosives

Composition p, C=4, Cyclotol or Octol, bulk charges.

mm-l&mm

Four, 75 1b. charges for sach of the main piles,
Four, 100 1b, charges for each of the skirt Piles.

mn.mm;

Inside, 16 feet below the mud 1ine for each of the Piles.

lmnam-ﬂ-hmmmu
The four skirt Plle charges wil}l pe detonated in one ence with
4 3.9 second delay between each charge, followed one minute later

ion of the ‘our main pile charges with a 0.9 second
between each charge.
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P

Regional Director
Minerals Management Service AL L. T
1201 Elmwood Park Boulevard h \f‘-
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394

B, [\ _ORD~

ILE_

This responds to your March 16, 1992, reguest for an Endangared
Species Act (ESA) section 7 consultation for proposed removai by
Forest 0il Corporation of Platform "A" in the Island Area,
South Addition, Block 366. This expedited consultation has been
designated number 67. “he Summary Evaluation enclosed with your
letter indicatus that the proposed operation will utilise
-xpluxvo:a and that protected sea turtles and marine sammals may
be affected.

Dear Mr. Pearcy:

The operator plans to remove the four pile structure with
Composition B bulk charges; one 50 lb. charge for the A-l1 and A-2
walls, one 40 lb. charge for the A-) and A-¢ wells, four

7% 1b. charges for each of the four main piles, and four 100 1b.
charges for each of the four skirt piles. Multiple charges will
ba sat in cequence with a minimum of 0.9 seconds between
detonations in an attempt to minimize the cumsulative blast
effects.

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) issued a "standard"
Biological Opinion on July 25, 1988, addressing ramoval of
structurus in the Gulf of Mexico. Accounts of endangered and
threatened species which occur in the project area, contained in
the "standard" opinicn also apply to this concultation and are
hereby incorporated by reference.

Based upon the best available information concerning the
frequency of o.currence of sea turtles in proximity to oil
platforms and ralxted structures, ve balieve that it is unukcly“
that a signifi:snt number of turtles will occur in the project
area during detciation of the charge. Although the shock and
impulme forces raleased into the marine environment as a result
of the propoc% action may result in the loss of individual asea
turtles, it isVour opinion that removal of this structure is not
likely to jeopaidize the continued existence of threatened and
endangered species that are the responsibility of NMFS. However,
<@ have determined that the proposed activity may result in the
injury or mortality of loggerhead, Kemp’s ridlay, green,
hawksbill and leathervack sea turtles. Therefore, pursuant .o
section 7(b)(4) of the ESA, we have sstablished a low



¥
level of incidental take, terms, and conditions necessary to
minimize and monitor this impact. These terms and conditions ar\
contained in the enclosed incidental take statement. Compliance
with the specified terms and conditions is the responsibility of
the Forest 0il Corporation or the Minerals Management Service.

Consultation must be reina “: (1) the amount or extent of
taking specified in tre i~ *a ctatement is exceeded;
(2) new information reveal the project that ma
affect listed species in =» an axtent not :onoidor.d
thus far, in our opiniorne«; tified activicies are
modified in a manner that cr... ‘arse cffect to listed
species not previously considey 4) &2 nev spacies is listed
or critical habitat is designate. ... may be affected by the
project.

I look forward to your continued cooperation in future
consultations.

Sincerely,

(J") william W. Fox, Jr.

Enclosure




Iacidental Take Statement

Section 7(b)(4) of the "ndangered Species Act (ESA) requires that
when a proposed ngency act.on iz found to be consistent with
saction 7(a)(2) of the ESA, and the proposed action may
incidentally take individcals of listed species, the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) vill issue a statament that
specifliles the impact (amount or extent) of such incidental
taking. Incidantal taking »y the Pederal .'.MI or applicant
that complies with the specified terms and conditions of this

statement is authorized and exempt from the taking p-ohibition of
the ESA.

Based on stranding records. incidental captures aboard commercial
shrimp vessels and histori... data, five species of sea turtles
are known to occur in the northern Gulf of Nexico waters.
Current available information on the relationship between sea
turtle mortality and the use of high-velocity explosises to
remove oil platforms indicates that injury and/or death of sea
turtles may result from the proposed action. Therefore, pursuant
to section 7(b) (4) of the ESA, an incidental take (by inj or
mortality) of one documented Kemp’s ridley, green, havksbill or
leatherback sea turtle or two loggerhead sea turtles is set for
this removal. If the incidental take meats or exceeds this
level, the Minerals Management Service (MMS) must reinitiate
consultation. NMFS Southeast Region will cooperate with MMS in
the review ot the incident to determine the need for developing
further mitigation measures.

The reasonable and prudent moasures that NMFS believes are
necessary to minimize the impact of incidental takings have been
discussed with MMS and are incorporated in the platforam removal
design. The following terms and conditiors are established for

vthis removal to implement these measures and to documsent the
incidental take should such take occur:

1. Qualified observer(s), as approved by NMFS, must be used to
monitor the area arcund the site before, during, and after
detonation of the charges. Surface observations must be
conducted for as long a time as possible before removal of
the structure (48 hours is recommanded).

2. \bn the day of the klast, a 3J0-minute aerial survey must be
conducted within 1 hour before and 1 hour after detonation.
This survey should encompass all waters within 1 mile of the
structure. A qualified observer must be used to check for
the presence of turtles and, if possible, to identify
species. If weather conditions (fog, excessive winds, etc.)
make it impossible to conduct the aerial survey, blasting

Page 1 of 2
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activities may be allowed to proceed it approved by the
designated NMFS and MMS representatives on site.

If sea turtles are cbserved in the vicinity of the platform
(within 1,000 yards of the site) prior to detonating the
charge, blasting will be delayed until atteapts are
successful in removing them at least 1,000 yards from the
plast site. The aerial survey must be repeated prior to
resuming detonation of charges.

.Detonation of explosives will occur no sooner than 1 hour
following sunrise and no later than 1 hour before sunset.
However, if it is determined by MMS and/or NMFS on-site
representatives that special circumstances justify a
modification of these time restrictions and that modification
is not likely to wdversely impact listed species, the blast
may be alloved to proceed outside of this tims rame.

During all diving operations (worklnT dives as required in
the course of the removal), divers will be instructed to
watch for turtles and marine mammals. Any sightings must be
reported to MMS and/or NNFS on-site representatives. Upon
completion of blasting, divers must report and attempt to

recover any sighted, inju-ed, or dead sea turtles or marine
mammals.

The use of scare charges should be avoided to minimize the
"chumming effect.” Use of sr=re charges may be allowed only
if approved by MMS and/or NN - a-site representatives.

A report summarizing the results of the removal and
mitigation measures must be submitted to the MMS Sulf of
Mexico Region within 15-working days of the removal. This
report should include an evaluation of the effactiveness of
charge(s) used, and a determination as to whether this
removal could hava been accomplished using less explosives.

A copy of the report must be forwarded to NMFS Southeast
Region.

This incidents’ take statement ap/lies only to enu.ngered and
threatened sea .urtles. In order .o allow an incidental take of
a marine mammal species, the taking must be suthorized under
section 101(a)(5) of the Marine Mammal Protvs ‘cn Act of 1972.
Although interest has been expressed in ¢ “a an exception
authorizing a limited take of dolphins ir n to abandonment
activities, no marine mammal take is au*’ - urtil appropriate
small take regulations are in place and “le' - s of
Authorization” are issued.
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