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REGIONAL DIRECTOR’S NOTE

In the Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program: 2007-2012, six annual areawide lease
sales are scheduled for the Central Planning Area and five annual areawide lease sales are scheduled for
the Western Planning Area. Federal regulations allow for several related or similar proposals to be
analyzed in one environmental impact statement (EIS) (40 CFR 1502.4). Since each lease sale proposal
and projected activities are very similar each year for each sale area, the Minerals Management Service
(MMS) prepared a single EIS for the 11 lease sales: Gulf of Mexico OCS Oil and Gas Lease Sales:
2007-2012; Western Planning Area Sales 204, 207, 210, 215, and 218; Central Planning Area Sales 205,
206, 208, 213, 216,’and 222, Final Environmental Impact Statement (Multisale EIS).

The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 (P.L. 109-432, December 20, 2006) repealed the
Congressional moratorium on certain areas of the Gulf of Mexico. One of those areas, the 181 South
Area, was not analyzed in the Multisale EIS. Therefore, MMS has prepared this Supplemental EIS to
analyze the potential environmental effects of oil and natural gas leasing, exploration, development, and
production in the 181 South Area for the proposed Central Planning Area sales. This Supplemental EIS
also analyzes any new information available for the remaining seven Central and Western Planning Area
sales since the publication of the Multisale EIS.

At the completion of this Supplemental EIS process, decisions will be made only for proposed Lease
Sale 208 in the CPA and proposed Lease Sale 210 in the WPA. An environmental analysis will be
prepared for each subsequent proposed lease sale. By eliminating essentially duplicate EIS’s, MMS will
be able focus the subsequent environmental reviews on any new or changing issues or impacts.

The Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Region of MMS has been conducting
environmental analyses of the effects of OCS oil and gas development since the inception of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. We have prepared and published more than 50 draft and final EIS’s.
Our goal has always been to provide factual, reliable, and clear analytical statements in order to inform
decisionmakers and the public about the environmental effects of proposed OCS activities and their
alternatives. We view the EIS process as provxdmg a balanced forum for early identification, avoidance,
and resolution of potential conflicts. It is in this spirit that we welcome comments on this document from

all concerned parties. /

Lars Herbst

Regional Director

Minerals Management Service
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region
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ABSTRACT

This Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) covers the proposed 2009-2012
Gulf of Mexico OCS oil and gas lease sales in the Central and Western Planning Areas. The proposed
Central Planning Area lease sales are Sale 208 in 2009, Sale 213 in 2010, Sale 216 in 2011, and Sale 222
in 2012; and the proposed Western Planning Area lease sales are Sale 210 in 2009, Sale 215 in 2010, and
Sale 218 in 2011.

This SEIS supplements the Gulf of Mexico OCS Qil and Gas Lease Sales: 2007-2012; Western
Planning Area Sales 204, 207, 210, 215, and 218; Central Planning Area Sales 205, 206, 208, 213, 216,
and 222, Final Environmental Impact Statement (Multisale EIS). The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security
Act of 2006 (P.L. 109-432, December 20, 2006) repeals the Congressional moratorium on certain areas of
the Gulf of Mexico. One of those areas, the 181 South Area, was not analyzed in the Multisale EIS.
Therefore, MMS has prepared this SEIS to analyze the potential environmental effects of oil and natural
gas leasing, exploration, development, and production in the 181 South Area for the proposed Central
Planning Area sales. This SEIS also analyzes any new information available for the Central and Western
Planning Areas since the publication of the Multisale EIS.

The proposed actions are major Federal actions requiring an EIS. This document provides the
following information in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act and its implementing
regulations, and it will be used in making decisions on the proposal. This document includes the purpose
and background of the proposed actions, identification of the alternatives, description of the affected
environment, and an analysis of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed actions, alternatives,
and associated activities, including proposed mitigating measures and their potential effects. Potential
contributions to cumulative impacts resulting from activities associated with the proposed actions are also
analyzed.

Hypothetical scenarios were developed on the levels of activities, accidental events (such as oil
spills), and potential impacts that might result if a proposed action is adopted. Activities and disturbances
associated with a proposed action on biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources are considered in
the analyses.

Additional copies of this SEIS, the Multisale EIS, and the other referenced MMS publications may be
obtained from the MMS, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, Public Information Office (MS 5034), 1201
Elmwood Park Boulevard, New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394, or by telephone at 504-736-2519 or
1-800-200-GULF.



Summary vii

SUMMARY

Under the Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program: 2007-2012 (5-Year Program;
USDOI, MMS, 2007a), six annual areawide lease sales are scheduled for the Central Planning Area
(CPA) and five annual areawide lease sales are scheduled for the Western Planning Area (WPA) of the
Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). Those 11 CPA and WPA sales were analyzed in the Gulf
of Mexico OCS Oil and Gas Lease Sales: 2007-2012; Western Planning Area Sales 204, 207, 210, 215,
and 218; Central Planning Area Sales 205, 206, 208, 213, 216, and 222, Final Environmental Impact
Statement (Multisale EIS; USDOI, MMS, 2007b) and are hereby incorporated by reference.

The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA) of 2006 (P.L. 109-432, December 20, 2006)
repeals the Congressional moratorium on certain areas of the Gulf of Mexico, places a moratorium on
other areas in the Gulf of Mexico, and increases the distribution of offshore oil and gas revenues to
coastal States.

One of the areas the GOMESA defines is referred to as the 181 South Area (Figure 1-1). This area is
located in the CPA and is approximately 5.8 million acres (ac). The Minerals Management Service
(MMS) is proposing the sale area for proposed CPA Sales 208 (2009), 213 (2010), 216 (2011), and 222
(2012) be expanded to include 4.3 million ac of the 181 South Area. The remaining acreage of the 181
South Area (1.5 million ac) is located beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) and, therefore,
would not be offered. While GOMESA repealed the Congressional moratorium on the 181 South Area in
December 2006, MMS has decided, because of the limited geological and geophysical data available to
industry and the limited environmental review for this area, it would be premature to offer this area prior
to Sale 208 (2009). The Multisale EIS did not include the 181 South Area. Therefore, MMS has
performed this separate National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review to reevaluate the expanded
CPA sale area.

This supplemental environmental impact statement (SEIS) supplements the Multisale EIS. Not only
does this SEIS analyze the potential environmental effects of oil and natural gas leasing, exploration,
development, and production in the 181 South Area for the proposed CPA sales, but it also analyzes any
and all new information available for the CPA and WPA since the publication of the Multisale EIS.

The proposed Federal actions addressed in this SEIS are the remaining seven areawide oil and gas
lease sales in the CPA and WPA. The proposed CPA lease sales are Sale 208 in 2009, Sale 213 in 2010,
Sale 216 in 2011, and Sale 222 in 2012; the proposed WPA lease sales are Sale 210 in 2009, Sale 215 in
2010, and Sale 218 in 2011.

This summary section is only a brief overview of the proposed lease sales, alternatives, significant
issues, potential environmental and socioeconomic effects, and proposed mitigating measures contained
in this SEIS. To obtain the full perspective and context of the potential environmental and socioeconomic
impacts discussed, it is necessary to read the entire analyses. Relevant discussions can be found in the
chapters of this SEIS as described below.

e Chapter 1, The Proposed Actions, describes the purpose of and need for the
proposed lease sales and describes the prelease process.

o Chapter 2, Alternatives Including the Proposed Actions, describes the environmental
and socioeconomic effects of the proposed lease sales and alternatives. Also
discussed are potential mitigation measures to avoid or minimize impacts.

e Chapter 3, Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario, describes activities associated
with the proposed lease sales and the OCS Program, and other foreseeable activities
that could potentially affect the biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources of
the Gulf of Mexico.

Chapter 3.1, Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario—Routine Events,
describes offshore infrastructure and activities (impact-producing factors)
associated with the proposed lease sales that could potentially affect the
biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of Mexico.
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Chapter 3.2, Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario—Accidental Events,
discusses potential accidental events (i.e., oil spills, losses of well control,
vessel collisions, and spills of chemicals or drilling fluids) that may occur as
a result of activities associated with a proposed lease sale.

Chapter 3.3, Cumulative Activities Scenario, describes past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future human activities, including non-OCS activities,
as well as all OCS activities, which may affect the biological, physical, and
socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of Mexico.

o Chapter 4, Environmental and Socioeconomic Consequences, describes the analysis
of the routine, accidental, and cumulative impacts of a CPA or WPA proposed action
and the alternatives on environmental and socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of
Mexico.

Chapter 4.1, Alternative A — The Proposed Actions, describes the impacts of
Alternative A on the biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources of the
Gulf of Mexico.

Chapter 4.2, Alternatives to the Proposed Actions, describes the impacts of
the three alternatives to the proposed action in the CPA and two alternatives
to the proposed action in the WPA on the biological, physical, and
socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of Mexico.

Chapter 4 also includes Chapter 4.3, Unavoidable Adverse Impacts of the
Proposed Actions; Chapter 4.4, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment
of Resources; and Chapter 4.5, Relationship Between the Short-term Use of
Man’s Environment and the Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term
Productivity.

e Chapter 5, Consultation and Coordination, describes the consultation and
coordination activities with Federal, State, and local agencies and other interested
parties that occurred during the development of this SEIS.

o Chapter 6, References, is a list of literature cited throughout this SEIS.

e Chapter 7, Preparers, is a list of names of persons who were primarily responsible
for preparing and reviewing this SEIS.

o Chapter 8, Glossary, is a list of definitions of selected terms used in this SEIS.

Proposed Actions and Alternatives

The following alternatives were included for analysis in the Multisale EIS. As explained in Chapter
2.1.3.2, the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection Leasing System Alternative was not included for
analysis in this SEIS due to an ongoing MMS study on alternative approaches to leasing. No new
alternatives were proposed due to the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA lease sales.

Alternatives for Proposed Central Planning Area Sales 208, 213, 216, and 222
Alternative A—The Proposed Actions: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks
within the CPA for oil and gas operations (Figure 2-1), except the following:
(1) blocks that were previously included within the Eastern Planning Area (EPA) and
that are within 100 miles (mi) (161 kilometers (km)) of the Florida coast;

(2) blocks that are beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone in the area known as the
northern portion of the Eastern Gap; and
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(3) for Sales 208 and 213 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nautical
mile (nmi) buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and
Mexico.

The CPA sale area encompasses about 63 million ac of the CPA’s 66.3 million ac. Approximately
37.1 million ac (59%) of the CPA sale area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources
projected to be developed as a result of any one proposed CPA lease sale is 0.807-1.336 billion barrels of
oil (BBO) and 3.365-5.405 trillion cubic feet (Tcf) of gas.

Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive
Topographic Features: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the CPA, as
described for the proposed actions, with the exception of any unleased blocks subject to the Topographic
Features Stipulation.

Alternative C—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks within 15 Miles of the Baldwin
County, Alabama, Coast: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the CPA, as
described for the proposed actions, with the exception of any unleased blocks within 15 mi (24 km) of the
Baldwin County, Alabama, coast.

Alternative D—No Action: This alternative is the cancellation of one or more proposed CPA lease
sales. The opportunity for development of the estimated 0.807-1.336 BBO and 3.365-5.405 Tcf of gas
that could have resulted from a proposed CPA lease sale would be precluded or postponed. Any potential
environmental impacts resulting from a proposed lease sale would not occur or would be postponed. This
is analyzed in the Final EIS for the 5-Year Program.

Alternatives for Proposed Western Planning Area Sales 210, 215, and 218

Alternative A—The Proposed Actions: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks
within the WPA for oil and gas operations (Figure 2-1), except the following:

(1) whole and partial blocks within the boundary of the Flower Garden Banks National
Marine Sanctuary; and

(2) for Sales 210 and 215 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The WPA encompasses about 28.7 million ac. Approximately 18.3 million ac (64%) of the WPA sale
area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources projected to be developed as a result of any
one proposed WPA lease sale is 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas.

Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive
Topographic Features: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the WPA, as
described for the proposed actions, with the exception of any unleased blocks subject to the Topographic
Features Stipulation.

Alternative C—No Action: This is the cancellation of one or more proposed WPA lease sales. The
opportunity for development of the estimated 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas that could
have resulted from a proposed WPA lease sale would be precluded or postponed. Any potential
environmental impacts resulting from a proposed lease sale would not occur or would be postponed. This
is analyzed in the Final EIS for the 5-Year Program.

Mitigating Measures

All of the proposed actions include existing regulations and proposed lease stipulations designed to
reduce environmental risks, potential multiple-use conflicts between OCS operations and U.S.
Department of Defense activities, and visual impacts from development operations south of Baldwin
County, Alabama. Seven lease stipulations are proposed for the CPA sales—the Topographic Features
Stipulation; the Live Bottom Stipulation; the Military Areas Stipulation; the Evacuation Stipulation; the
Coordination Stipulation; the Blocks South of Baldwin County, Alabama, Stipulation; and the Protected
Species Stipulation. The MMS has proposed no new mitigations to the CPA lease sales due to the
addition of the 181 South Area. Four lease stipulations are proposed for the WPA sales—the
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Topographic Features Stipulation, the Military Areas Stipulation, the Operations in the Naval Mine
Warfare Area Stipulation, and the Protected Species Stipulation.

Application of lease stipulations will be considered by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior for Land
and Minerals (ASLM). The analysis of the stipulations as part of the proposed actions does not ensure
that the ASLM will make a decision to apply the stipulations to leases that may result from any proposed
lease sale, nor does it preclude minor modifications in wording during subsequent steps in the prelease
process if comments indicate changes are necessary or if conditions warrant. Any stipulations or
mitigation requirements to be included in a lease sale will be described in the Final Notice of Sale for that
lease sale. Mitigation measures in the form of lease stipulations are added to the lease terms and are
therefore enforceable as part of the lease.

Scenarios Analyzed

Offshore activities are described in the context of scenarios for the proposed actions (Chapter 3.1)
and for the OCS Program (Chapter 3.3). The MMS’s Gulf of Mexico OCS Region developed these
scenarios to provide a framework for detailed analyses of potential impacts of the proposed lease sales.
The scenarios are presented as ranges of the amounts of undiscovered, unleased hydrocarbon resources
estimated to be leased and discovered as a result of a proposed action. The analyses are based on an
assumed range of activities (e.g., the installation of platforms, wells, and pipelines, and the number of
helicopter operations and service-vessel trips) that would be needed to develop and produce the amount of
resources estimated to be leased.

The cumulative analysis (Chapter 4.1) considers environmental and socioeconomic impacts that may
result from the incremental impact of the lease sales when added to all past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future human activities, including non-OCS activities such as import tankering and
commercial fishing, as well as all OCS activities (OCS Program). The OCS Program scenario includes
all activities that are projected to occur from past, proposed, and future lease sales during the 40-year
analysis period. This includes projected activity from lease sales that have been held, including the most
recent Lease Sale 206 (March 2008), but for which exploration or development has not yet begun or is
continuing. In addition to human activities, impacts from natural occurrences, such as hurricanes, are
analyzed.

Significant Issues

The major issues that frame the environmental analyses in this SEIS are the result of concerns raised
during years of scoping for Gulf of Mexico OCS Program. Issues related to OCS exploration,
development, production, and transportation activities include oil spills, wetlands loss, air emissions,
discharges, water quality degradation, trash and debris, structure and pipeline emplacement activities,
platform removal, vessel and helicopter traffic, multiple-use conflicts, support services, population
fluctuations, demands on public services, land-use planning, tourism, aesthetic interference, cultural
impacts, environmental justice, and consistency with State coastal zone management programs.
Environmental resources and activities determined through the scoping process to warrant an
environmental analysis are water and air quality, sensitive coastal environments (coastal barrier beaches
and associated dunes, wetlands, and seagrass communities), sensitive offshore resources, marine
mammals, sea turtles, beach mice, endangered and threatened fish, coastal and marine birds, fisheries,
recreational fishing, recreational resources, archaeological resources, and socioeconomic conditions.

Other issues include impacts from past and future hurricanes on environmental and socioeconomic
resources, and on coastal and offshore infrastructure. During the past few years, the Gulf Coast States
and Gulf of Mexico oil and gas activities have been impacted by several major hurricanes. Appendix A.3
of the Multisale EIS provides detailed information on Hurricanes Lili (2002), Ivan (2004), Katrina (2005),
and Rita (2005), which are discussed in Chapter 4. The description of the affected environment
(Chapter 4.1) includes impacts from these storms on the physical environment, biological environment,
and socioeconomic activities and OCS-related infrastructure. Baseline data are considered in the
assessment of impacts from the proposed actions to the resources and the environment (Chapter 4.1).
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Impact Conclusions

The MMS has reexamined the analysis presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional
information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and the addition of the 181 South Area to
the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter the impact
conclusions as presented in the Multisale EIS. In some cases, new information that supported these
conclusions was found.

Although the size of the proposed CPA sale area was increased due to the addition of the 181 South
Area, there would be a negligible increase in environmental and socioeconomic impacts of an individual
CPA lease sale. This negligible increase in impacts is the result of a number of different factors. The 181
South Area is located at the southeastern edge of the CPA sale area nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the
nearest coast. A relatively minor amount of additional sale-related activity for the 181 South Area is
projected because of the extreme water depths, the amount of interest in these water depths in recent lease
sales, and the lack of recent seismic data.. Drilling rig availability is still a limiting factor for exploration
and development activity in the Gulf, and the 181 South Area would encounter the same rig availability
issues as the rest of the Gulf. The minor increases in OCS activities in the 181 South Area could be
handled adequately by existing personnel and infrastructure. Increases in indirect and secondary impacts
of an individual CPA lease sale are also expected to be negligible. Therefore, the addition of the 181
South Area is expected to have minimal, if any, impacts on environmental and socioeconomic resources.

The full analyses of the potential impacts of routine activities and accidental events associated with a
proposed action, and a proposed action’s incremental contribution to the cumulative impacts, are
described in Chapter 4.1. A summary of the potential impacts from the proposed CPA and WPA
proposed actions on each environmental and socioeconomic resource and the conclusions of the analyses
can be found below.

Air Quality: Because the 181 South Area is nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, routine
activities occurring in the area are expected to have minimal impact on onshore air quality. In addition,
no additional large spills or blowouts are projected as a result of the addition of the 181 South Area.

Emissions of pollutants into the atmosphere from the routine activities associated with the proposed
actions in the CPA or WPA are projected to have minimal impacts to onshore air quality because of the
prevailing atmospheric conditions, emission heights, emission rates, and the distance of these emissions
from the coastline, and are expected to be well within the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS). While regulations are in place to reduce the risk of impacts from H,S and while no
H,S-related deaths have occurred on the OCS, accidents involving high concentrations of hydrogen
sulfide (H.S) could result in deaths as well as environmental damage. These emissions from routine
activities and accidental events associated with a proposed action are not expected to have concentrations
that would change onshore air quality classifications.

Coastal and Marine Waters: The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest
coast and is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional activity; therefore, no additional
impacts on coastal water quality are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Impacts from routine activities associated with a CPA or WPA proposed action would be minimal if
all existing regulatory requirements are met. Coastal water impacts associated with routine activities
include increases in turbidity resulting from pipeline installation and navigation canal maintenance,
discharges of bilge and ballast water from support vessels, and run-off from shore-based facilities.
Marine water impacts associated with routine activities result from the discharge of drilling muds and
cuttings, produced water, residual chemicals used during workovers, structure installation and removal
and pipeline placement. The discharge of drilling muds and cuttings cause temporary increased turbidity
and changes in sediment composition. The discharge of produced water results in increased
concentrations of some metals, hydrocarbons, and dissolved solids within an area of about 100 m (328 ft)
adjacent to the point of discharge. Structure installation and removal and pipeline placement disturbs the
sediments and causes increased turbidity. In addition, marine water impacts result from supply and
service-vessel bilge and ballast water discharges.

Smaller spills (<1,000 bbl) are not expected to significantly impact water quality in coastal or marine
waters. Larger spills, however, could impact water quality in coastal waters. Accidental chemical spills,
release of synthetic-based fluid (SBF), and blowouts would have temporary localized impacts on water
quality.



Xii Central and Western Gulf of Mexico Multisale Supplemental EIS

Coastal Barrier Beaches and Associated Dunes: Due to both the distance from the proposed offshore
activity (approximately 130 mi; 209 km) and the prevailing easterly winds, activities associated with the
181 South Area are expected to have little to no effect on barrier islands.

Routine activities in the CPA and WPA such as increased vessel traffic, maintenance dredging of
navigation canals, and pipeline installation will cause negligible impacts and will not deleteriously affect
barrier beaches and associated dunes. Indirect impacts from routine activities are negligible and
indistinguishable from direct impacts of onshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events,
primarily oil spills, associated with either a CPA or WPA proposed action are anticipated to be minimal.

Wetlands: Since thel81 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, the
area has little potential for direct impact to coastal wetlands as a result of the proposed activities in that
area.

Routine activities in the CPA and WPA such as pipeline emplacement, navigational channel use,
maintenance dredging, disposal of OCS wastes, and construction and maintenance of OCS support
infrastructure in coastal areas are expected to result in low impacts. Indirect impacts from wake erosion
and saltwater intrusion are expected to result in low impacts that are indistinguishable from direct impacts
from inshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events, primarily oil spills, are anticipated
to be minimal.

Seagrass Communities: The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast
and is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional activity; therefore, no significant
additional impacts on seagrass communities are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South
Area.

Turbidity impacts from pipeline installation and maintenance dredging associated with a proposed
action would be temporary and localized. The increment of impacts from service-vessel transit associated
with a proposed action would be minimal. Should an oil spill occur near a seagrass community, impacts
from the spill and cleanup would be considered short term in duration and minor in scope. Close
monitoring and restrictions on the use of bottom-disturbing equipment to clean up the spill would be
needed to avoid or minimize those impacts.

Live Bottoms (Pinnacle Trend): The 181 South Area is located 127 mi (204 km) from the Pinnacle
Trend region and the pinnacle habitat is in water depths of (200-400 ft or 60-120 m); therefore, activity
associated with the 181 South Area would not impact live bottoms.

The combination of its depth (200-400 ft or 60-120 m), separation from sources of impacts as
mandated by the Live Bottoms (Pinnacle Trend) Stipulation, and a community adapted to sedimentation
makes damage to the ecosystem unlikely from routine activities associated with a CPA proposed action.
In the unlikely event that oil from a subsurface spill would reach the biota of Pinnacle Trend
communities, the effects would be primarily sublethal for adult sessile biota and there would be limited
incidences of mortality.

No impacts are expected from a WPA proposed action because the Pinnacle Trend is over 300 mi
(480 km) away; therefore, a WPA proposed action is not analyzed.

Topographic Features: Since the 181 South Area is 129 mi (207 km) from the nearest topographic
feature, transiting service vessels would be the only likely impact from the 181 South Area on
topographic features. Since the closest topographic feature habitats are deep, >184 ft (56 m) to their tops,
it is unlikely that the 181 South Area would result in any effect unless a transiting vessel has a
catastrophic accident near a bank.

The routine activities associated with a CPA or WPA proposed action that would impact topographic
feature communities include anchoring, infrastructure and pipeline emplacement, infrastructure removal,
drilling discharges, and produced-water discharges. However, adherence to the proposed Topographic
Feature Stipulation would make damage to the ecosystem unlikely. Contact with accidentally spilled oil
would cause lethal and sublethal effects in benthic organisms, but the oiling of benthic organisms is not
likely because of the small area of the banks, the scattered occurrence of spills, the depth of the features,
and because the proposed Topographic Features Stipulation would keep subsurface sources of spills away
from the immediate vicinity of topographic features.

Chemosynthetic and Nonchemosynthetic Deepwater Benthic Communities: The 181 South Area is
not expected to have any chemosynthetic or hard-bottom nonchemosynthetic communities (such as
deepwater corals) that would be exposed to any kind of impacts from routine activities or accidental
events associated with a proposed action. There are no known surface amplitude anomalies in the 181
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South Area, and this deep area is not underlain by salt structures that create conditions conducive to
faulting and hydrocarbon flows similar to other areas of the Gulf.

Chemosynthetic and nonchemosynthetic communities are susceptible to physical impacts from
structure placement, anchoring, and pipeline installation associated with a proposed action; however, the
provisions of Notice to Lessees and Operators (NTL) 2000-G20 greatly reduce the risk of these physical
impacts by requiring avoidance of potential chemosynthetic communities and by consequence avoidance
of other hard-bottom communities. Even in situations where substantial burial of typical benthic infaunal
communities occurred, recolonization from populations from widespread, neighboring, soft-bottom
substrate would be expected over a relatively short period of time for all size ranges of organisms.
Potential accidental events associated with a proposed action are expected to cause little damage to the
ecological function or biological productivity of the widespread, low-density chemosynthetic
communities and the widespread, typical, deep-sea benthic communities.

Marine Mammals: With the exception of manatees, any of the marine species that occur in the Gulf
of Mexico may be found in the 181 South Area. However, the 181 South Area is not unique in regards to
marine mammal distribution. Impacts from routine activities and accidental events occurring in the 181
South Area are similar to the rest of the sale area, and are not expected to have long-term adverse effects.

Routine events related to a CPA or WPA proposed action, particularly when mitigated as required by
MMS, are not expected to have long-term adverse effects on the size and productivity of any marine
mammal species or population endemic to the northern Gulf of Mexico. Characteristics of impacts from
accidental events depend on chronic or acute exposure resulting in harassment, harm, or mortality to
marine mammals, while exposure to dispersed hydrocarbons is likely to result in sublethal impacts.

Sea Turtles: Because the 181 South Area is nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, all five
species of sea turtles may potentially exist within the 181 South Area, and it appears to be an important
habitat for leatherbacks. Impacts from routine activities and accidental events occurring in the 181 South
Area are similar to the rest of the sale area. In most foreseeable cases, exposure to hydrocarbons
persisting in the sea following the dispersal of an oil slick will result in sublethal impacts (e.g., decreased
health, reproductive fitness, and longevity; and increased vulnerability to disease) to sea turtles.

The routine activities of a proposed action are unlikely to have significant adverse effects on the size
and recovery of any sea turtle species or population in the Gulf of Mexico. Accidental events associated
with a proposed action have the potential to impact small to large humbers of sea turtles. Populations of
sea turtles in the northern Gulf of Mexico would be exposed to residuals of oils spilled as a result of a
proposed action during their lifetimes. While chronic or acute exposure from accidental events may result
in the harassment, harm, or mortality to sea turtles, in most foreseeable cases, exposure to hydrocarbons
persisting in the sea following the dispersal of an oil slick will result in sublethal impacts.

Alabama, Choctawhatchee, St. Andrew, and Perdido Key Beach Mice: Due to the extended distance
from shore, impacts associated with activities occurring in the 181 South Area are not expected to impact
beach mice.

An impact from the consumption of beach trash and debris associated with a CPA proposed action on
the Alabama, Choctawhatchee, St. Andrew, and Perdido Key beach mice is possible but unlikely. While
potential spills that could result from a CPA proposed action are not expected to contact beach mice or
their habitats, large-scale oiling of beach mice could result in extinction, and if not properly regulated, oil-
spill response and cleanup activities could have a significant impact to the beach mice and their habitat.

Because beach mice are located such a far distance from the proposed WPA sale area, the impacts of
a WPA proposed action have not been analyzed.

Coastal and Marine Birds: Use of the 181 South Area by breeding or nonbreeding seabirds is
unknown; however, the 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is
projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional activity; therefore, no additional impacts on
coastal and marine birds are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area. Disturbance to
seabirds in the 181 South Area would be similar to disturbance to the birds in the other offshore waters of
the proposed lease sale areas. Endangered or threatened bird species (i.e., piping plover, whooping crane,
and brown pelican) that inhabit or frequent the north-central and western Gulf of Mexico coastal areas are
not expected to occur in the 181 South Area.

The majority of effects resulting from routine activities associated with a CPA or WPA proposed
action on endangered/threatened and nonendangered/nonthreatened coastal and marine birds are expected
to be sublethal. These effects include behavioral effects, exposure to or intake of OCS-related
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contaminants or discarded debris, temporary disturbances, and displacement of localized groups from
impacted habitats. Impacts from potential oil spills associated with a proposed action and oil-spill
cleanup on birds are expected to be negligible; however, small amounts of oil can affect birds, and there
are possible delayed impacts on their food supply.

Gulf Sturgeon: The 181 South Area is nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is not
located within the designated critical habitat for Gulf sturgeon. It is extremely unlikely that there will be
any sturgeon in the 181 South Area due to water depths that far exceed the recorded depths preferred by
this sturgeon species. In addition, the substrate type and potential forage base associated with bottom
types at these depths are not conducive for sustaining a Gulf sturgeon food base.

Routine activities in the CPA such as installation of pipelines, maintenance dredging, potential vessel
strikes, and nonpoint-source runoff from onshore facilities will cause negligible impacts and will not
deleteriously affect Gulf sturgeon. Indirect impacts from routine activities to inshore habitats are
negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities. The potential impacts from
accidental events, mainly oil spills associated with a CPA proposed action, are anticipated to be minimal.
Because of the floating nature of oil and the small tidal range of the Gulf of Mexico, oil spills alone
would typically have very little impact on benthic feeders such as the Gulf sturgeon.

The Gulf sturgeon has been infrequently noted in some of the extreme easternmost portions of the
WPA, but there has been no critical habitat designated west of the Mississippi River. Because of the
infrequency of occurrence of Gulf sturgeon in the WPA, the analysis of impacts to Gulf sturgeon is
limited to the CPA.

Fish Resources and Essential Fish Habitat: The 181 South Area is located in very deep water
(>2,600 m; 8,530 ft) and limited activities in that area would not have any measurable additional impacts
to fish resources or essential fish habitat (EFH) for highly migratory species (the only managed species
group that far offshore).

Fish resources and EFH could be impacted by coastal environmental degradation, marine
environmental degradation, pipeline trenching, and offshore discharges of drilling discharges and
produced waters associated with routine activities. The impact of coastal and marine environmental
degradation is expected to cause an undetectable decrease in fish resources or in EFH. Impacts of routine
discharges are localized in time and space and are regulated by USEPA permits and will have minimal
impact. Accidental events that could impact fish resources and EFH include blowouts and oil or chemical
spills. A subsurface blowout would have a negligible effect on Gulf of Mexico fish resources. If spills
due to a proposed action were to occur in open waters of the OCS proximate to mobile adult finfish or
shellfish, the effects would likely be nonfatal, and the extent of damage would be reduced due to the
capability of adult fish and shellfish to avoid a spill.

Commercial Fishing: The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest
coastline. There are no special regulations designated within this area that would indicate any difference
in the commercial fisheries than what is found in adjacent areas of the Gulf.

Routine activities in the CPA and WPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause
negligible impacts and will not deleteriously affect commercial fishing activities. Indirect impacts from
routine activities to inshore habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore
activities on commercial fisheries. The potential impacts from accidental events, a well blowout or an oil
spill, associated with either a CPA or WPA proposed action are anticipated to be minimal. Commercial
fishermen are anticipated to avoid the area of a well blowout or an oil spill. Any impact on catch or value
of catch would be insignificant compared with natural variability.

Recreational Fishing: The inclusion of 181 South Area will have no direct routine impacts on
recreational fishing due to its distance (nearly 130 mi; 209 km) from the nearest shore. Indirect impacts
resulting from an incremental increase of vessel trips from activities in the 181 South Area is expected to
be negligible.

Routine activities in the CPA and WPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause
negligible impacts and will not deleteriously affect recreational fishing activities. Indirect impacts to
inshore habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities on
commercial recreational fisheries. Temporary localized impacts from oil spills are anticipated as a result
of a CPA or WPA proposed action, which would include temporary inconvenience to recreational
fishermen and possibly some loss of revenue to facilities supported by recreational fishermen such as boat
launches and bait shops.
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Recreational Resources: The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest
coast, far distant from recreational beaches, out of sight from land, and out of range for most recreational
fishing. The inclusion of the 181 South Area is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of
additional activity, limiting potential impacts from traffic and from trash and debris. The location of the
181 South Area and the limited activities that are expected to result also limit the potential impacts from
oil spills. Therefore, no additional impacts on recreational resources are projected as a result of the
inclusion of the 181 South Area.

While marine debris and nearshore operations, either individually or collectively, may adversely
affect the quality of some recreational experiences, they are unlikely to reduce the number of recreational
visits to Gulf coastal beaches. It is unlikely that a spill would be a major threat to recreational beaches
because any impacts would be short term and localized, and should have no long-term effect on tourism.

Historic and Prehistoric Archaeological Resources: Given the extreme water depths in the 181 South
Area, no prehistoric archaeological resources would likely be encountered in this area. Areas considered
by MMS to have a high probability for historic period shipwrecks are located throughout the Gulf of
Mexico, including the 181 South Area.

The greatest potential impact to an archaeological resource as a result of routine activities associated
with a CPA or WPA proposed action would result from direct contact between an offshore activity (i.e.,
platform installation, drilling rig emplacement, and dredging or pipeline project) and a prehistoric or
historic site. The archaeological survey and archaeological clearance of sites required prior to an operator
beginning oil and gas activities on a lease are expected to be highly effective at identifying possible
offshore archaeological sites; however, should such contact occur, there would be damage to or loss of
significant and/or unique archaeological information. It is expected that coastal archaeological resources
will be protected through the review and approval processes of the various Federal, State, and local
agencies involved in permitting onshore activities.

It is not very likely that a large oil spill would occur and contact coastal prehistoric or historic
archaeological sites from accidental events associated with a proposed action. Should a spill contact a
prehistoric archaeological site, damage might include loss of radiocarbon-dating potential, direct impact
from oil-spill cleanup equipment, and/or looting resulting in the irreversible loss of unique or significant
archaeological information. The major effect from an oil-spill impact on coastal historic archaeological
sites would be visual contamination, which would be temporary and reversible.

Land Use and Coastal Infrastructure: Although the addition of the 181 South Area resulted in some
increases in the activity scenario for a typical CPA proposed action, these minor increases in activity were
not significant enough to affect the long-term (i.e., 40-year) forecasts of coastal infrastructure needs to
support either a typical CPA sale or the OCS Program.

A proposed action in the CPA (i.e., including the 181 South Area) or the WPA would not require
additional coastal infrastructure, with the exception of possibly one new gas processing facility and one
new pipeline landfall, and it would not alter the current land use of the analysis area. The existing oil and
gas infrastructure is expected to be sufficient to handle development associated with a proposed action.
There may be some expansion at current facilities, but the land in the analysis area is sufficient to handle
such development. There is also sufficient land to construct a new gas processing plant in the analysis
area, should it be needed. Accidental events such as oil or chemical spills, blowouts, and vessel collisions
would have no effects on land use. Coastal or nearshore spills, as well as vessel collisions, could have
short-term adverse effects on coastal infrastructure requiring cleanup of any oil or chemicals spilled.

Demographics: The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is
projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional activity; therefore, no additional impacts on
employment, or the resulting population and demographics, are projected as a result of the inclusion of
the 181 South Area.

A proposed action in the CPA (including the 181 South Area) or the WPA is projected to minimally
affect the demography of the analysis area. Population impacts from a proposed action are projected to be
minimal (<1% of total population) for any economic impact area (EIA) in the Gulf of Mexico region.
The baseline population patterns and distributions, as projected and described in Chapter 3.3.5.4 of the
Multisale EIS, are expected to remain unchanged as a result of a proposed action. The increase in
employment is expected to be met primarily with the existing population and available labor force with
the exception of some in-migration (some of whom may be foreign) projected to move into focal areas,
such as Port Fourchon. Accidental events associated with a proposed action such as oil or chemical spills,
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blowouts, and vessel collisions would have likely no effects on the demographic characteristics of the
Gulf coastal communities.

Economic Factors: New economic and demographic data (Woods & Poole Economics, Inc., 2007)
analyzed and the addition of the 181 South Area does not change the conclusions in the Multisale EIS,
which stated that there would be only minor economic changes in the Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Alabama, and Florida EI1A’s should a proposed CPA or WPA lease sale occur.

A CPA or WPA proposed action is expected to generate less than a 1 percent increase in employment
in any of the coastal subareas, even when the net employment impacts from accidental events are
included. Most of the employment related to a proposed action is expected to occur in Texas and
Louisiana. The demand would be met primarily with the existing population and labor force.

Environmental Justice: The 181 South Area is located at the eastern edge of the CPA sale area nearly
130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast. Also, the 181 South Area is projected to result in a relatively
minor amount of additional sale-related activity. This limited activity will have few impacts; the location
of the 181 South Area means that any impacts that may result are unlikely to be concentrated in an area
that could disproportionately impact minority or low income people. Therefore, no additional impacts on
minority or low-income people are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Because the proposed CPA sale area lies 3 or more miles (4.8 or more kilometers) offshore, no
activities that occur on the resulting leases (and that are regulated by MMS) will impact directly
environmental justice. Environmental justice implications arise indirectly from onshore activities
conducted in support of OCS exploration, development, and production. Because the onshore
infrastructure support system for OCS-related industry (and its associated labor force) is highly
developed, widespread, and has operated for decades within a heterogeneous Gulf of Mexico population,
the proposed actions are not expected to have disproportionately high or adverse environmental or health
effects on minority or low-income people. The CPA and WPA proposed actions would help to maintain
ongoing levels of activity rather than expand them.



Table of Contents XVii

TABLE OF CONTENTS

SUMMALRY .ottt sttt e e s e s et e s e e besae e be e e e e st e st e R e e R e e R e e Rt e Ee e R et et et e Rt e R e te et e te e e neeneeneanen vii
FIGURES ... ottt e b et b bbb b et e st h bt e bt bbb st bt bt b bbb xxiii
TABLES ..ot E e bt Rt R e e R b e b e ettt e be e nheenbeenraennrs XXV
1. THE PROPOSED ACTIONS ...ttt sttt tesae st see e seeseaneasessesnesaenennes 1-3
1.1. Purpose of and Need for the Proposed ACLIONS .........ccceviiiiieieenie e 1-3
1.2.  Description of the Proposed ACHIONS ........ccvcvveiiiiiic it 1-4
1.3, ReguIAtory FrAMEWOIK ..........ccciiiiiiiiiieieieiisie sttt 1-5
L4, PrEIEASE PrOCESS .. .eiiteiiieiteitee ittt ettt ettt ettt sttt s e sttt e b s bt e st e besbeeseesbeeseesaeeteenbeneennean 1-6
1.5, POSHIEASE ACHIVITIES ....viueeiiiiiiiiitiitisie ettt bbbt n e 1-7
2. ALTERNATIVES INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTIONS ......ccccoviiiictceseeeeee e 2-3
2.1.  Alternatives, Mitigating Measures, and ISSUES ..........cccveveririireneeiee e eese e 2-3
2110 AREINALIVES ...ttt sttt e neeenes 2-3
2.1.1.1.  Alternatives for Proposed Central Planning Area Sales 208, 213,
216, ANA 222.....cueeieeeeieee ettt enn 2-3
2.1.1.2.  Alternatives for Proposed Western Planning Area Sales 210,
215, N0 218 ... s 2-4
2.1.2.  Mitigating IMEASUIES. .......ccueriiitiiiiieieiee ettt bbb 2-4
2.1.2.1. Proposed Mitigating Measures Analyzed ..........cccccoeveevieniinevieniesinsnens 2-4
2.1.2.2.  EXxisting Mitigating MEASUIES .........ccceevveiviiieiieie e se e 2-5
2.0.30  ISSUBS ittt ettt b bR b et be e et e anae b ns 2-6
2.1.3.1.  1SSUES 10 DE ANAIYZEM... ..ot 2-6
2.1.3.2.  Issues Considered but Not Analyzed ... 2-6
2.2.  Proposed Central Planning Area Lease Sales 208, 213, 216, and 222...........cccccceevviveviesnnnne. 2-7
2.2.1.  Alternative A—The Proposed ACLIONS........cccueiiiiiiiee e e 2-8
2 S S B 1Yo ] o] £ o] o SR 2-8
2.2.1.2.  Summary of IMPACES ......cccecveiiii et 2-8
2.2.1.3.  Mitigating MEASUIES .........coviiriiriiiieieieieiee st 2-16
2.2.2.  Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near
the Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features..........ccovvvvvveveveeieseseeeesesnen, 2-18
2.2.2.1. DESCIIPIION ..ottt 2-18
2.2.2.2.  SUMMAry Of IMPACES ......ooeiiiiiie e 2-18
2.2.3.  Alternative C—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks
within 15 Miles of the Baldwin County, Alabama, Coast...........ccccceeviievviiiciiennnns 2-18
2.2.3. 1. DESCIIPLION ...ttt 2-18
2.2.3.2.  Summary of IMPaCES .......cccvviiiiiice e 2-18
2.2.4.  Alternative D—INO ACLION ......ccciiiiiiieiee e 2-19
2.2.4.1.  DESCIIPIION ..ottt 2-19
2.2.4.2.  SUMMAary Of IMPACES ......coviiiiiieee e 2-19
2.3. Proposed Western Planning Area Lease Sales 210, 215, and 218..........c.cccceevevveveereeveene, 2-19
2.3.1.  Alternative A—The PropoSed ACHIONS..........cciiiiririeieiiisiesese e 2-19
2.3.1.1.  DESCIIPLION ...ttt ettt st 2-19
2.3.1.2.  Summary of IMPaCES .......ccoveiiiiice e 2-20

2.3.1.3.  Mitigating MEASUIES .........cccveiviriiiieiiesie et 2-25



XVviii

Central and Western Gulf of Mexico Multisale Supplemental EIS

2.3.2.  Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near
the Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features..........cccocvvvvvvevevesieseseeieseseen, 2-26
2.3.2. 1. DESCIIPIION ...ttt 2-26
2.3.2.2.  Summary of IMPacCtS .......ccceiiiiiiie e 2-26
2.3.3.  Alternative C—NO ACHION......ccoiiiiiiieeiee e 2-27
2.3.3. 1. DESCIIPIION ...ttt 2-27
2.3.3.2.  SUMMAry Of IMPACES ......ooeiiiiiieee e 2-27
3. IMPACT-PRODUCING FACTORS AND SCENARIO .....cooiiiiciieseee e 3-3
3.1. Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario—Routinge Operations ...........cccceevvvvvererieeiveseseennenns 3-3
3.1.1.  Offshore Impact-Producing Factors and SCeNario ..........ccccceevevererieieneeese e 3-3
3.1.1.1.  Exploration and DeliNeation ...........ccccevveiieereiniiisie e e see s 3-5
3.1.1.1.1.  Seismic Surveying Operations ...........ccceevveverieeveesesieeseesenenns 3-5
3.1.1.1.2. Exploration and Delineation Drilling..........cc.cccoovniinnnnnn. 3-5
3.1.1.2. Development and Production ............ccocueveireienienieese e 3-6
3.1.1.2.1. Development and Production Drilling ...........ccccceevvvivnnnnnne. 3-6
3.1.1.2.2.  Infrastructure PreSENCe .......ccvevviveieeie et 3-8
3.1.1.2.2.1.  Offshore Production Systems..........cccceeevevrveneneeienennn 3-8
3.1.1.2.2.2.  Space-Use CoNfliCtS........cccccvivveviveniniicic e 3-9
3.1.1.2.2.3.  Aesthetic INtErference ........ccovvvviieieneneiencee s 3-9
3.1.1.2.2.4.  Workovers and Abandonments..........c..ccoocvvverrrraeennns 3-10
3.1.1.3.  Major Sources of Qil Inputs in the Gulf of MeXiCOo...........ccceevvrvvrnrnen. 3-10
3.1.1.4.  Offshore TranSPOrt.......cccccvieiieciie e 3-13
31141, PIPElINES ..o 3-13
311420 BAIQES..eeiiiiiii ettt 3-14
3.1.1.4.3. Ol TANKEIS ...cuiiiiieieeese et 3-15
3.1.1.4.4. Service VESSEIS......ccccveiiiiiieiiciee st 3-15
3.1.1.45. HeliCOPLENS ..ot 3-16
3115, SAFELY ISSUBS...civviiiiiciecie et rte sttt et 3-16
3.1.1.5.1. Hydrogen Sulfide and Sulfurous Petroleum........................ 3-16
3.1.1.5.2.  Shallow Waterflows ..........cccovvvviiiiiniiee e 3-17

3.1.1.5.3. Damage to Offshore Infrastructure as the Result of

HUITICANES ... 3-17
3.1.1.5.4. New and Unusual Technologies...........c.ccocerveivriiniininienennns 3-19
3.1.1.6. Decommissioning and Removal Operations...........c.ccecevvreeirseseennene 3-19
3.1.2.  Coastal Impact-Producing Factors and SCENArio..........cccecvevvevieeiiesiesieeieesieenenens 3-21
3. 121, SEIVICE BASES ....viiiiiieiieiieieeitete sttt 3-21
3.1.2.2.  Gas Processing PIaNts .........cooooiiieiniiie s 3-23
3.1.2.3.  Coastal PIPEIINES ........ccueiieeie e 3-24
3.1.2.4. Disposal and Storage Facilities for Offshore Operations....................... 3-24
3.2.  Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario—Accidental EVENtS ..........cccccovvveviiiviienesierie e 3-24
K T S © 11 1T o1 1 SRS 3-25
3.2.1.1.  Risk Analysis for Offshore Spills >1,000 bbl ..........ccccooiviiiiiiir 3-25
3.2.1.2.  Risk Analysis for Offshore Spills <1,000 bbl ........c..ccoevvviiiiiiiviei 3-27
3.2.1.3.  Risk Analysis for Coastal SpillS..........cccccoevveieviiiiieieiiiiecece e 3-28
3.2.1.4.  Risk Analysis DY RESOUICE..........cooiiirieiiieiiiee e 3-28
3.2.1.5.  SPIll RESPONSE....c.veiiiicieeie ettt 3-29
3.2.1.5.1. MMS Spill-Response Requirements and Initiatives............ 3-29

3.2.1.5.2. Offshore Response and Cleanup Technology ..........c.......... 3-29



Table of Contents XiX

3.2.1.5.3. Oil-Spill-Response Assumptions Used in the
Analysis of a Most Likely Spill >1,000 bbl Incident

Related to a Proposed ACLION ........ccccceveeveeviciie e 3-31
3.2.1.5.4. Onshore Response and Cleanup........c.ccoccevveveiciececeiennnn, 3-31
3.2.2. L0SSeS OF WEIl CONIOL.....c.oiiiiiieieceee e 3-33
3.2.3. VESSEl COMlISIONS ...ttt st 3-33
3.2.4.  Chemical and Drilling-Fluid SPills .........ccooiiiiiieieirec e 3-33
3.3, Cumulative ACHIVILIES SCENAIIO ......ecveveieeieie sttt see e se e e e sre e saesreenaesreenees 3-34
3.3 1. OCS PrOGIAM .cviiieieerisieeee sttt ettt sr e nr s r e sr e nnesne e nenreenenre e nrenne s 3-34
3.3.2.  State Oil and Gas ACHIVILY .......cccviveieiiciee s 3-34
3.3.3.  Other Major OffShore ACHVITIES .........cccviiiiiiiiisice e 3-35
3.3.4.  Other Major Influencing Factors on Coastal ENvVironments...........cccocceeeereivniennnne 3-38
3.3.5.  C0aStal RESIOIATION ......ocuieiiiieiiieie ettt st s eree e 3-39
3.3.6.  AREINAtIVE ENEIQY ...ooivieiiieiiie ettt et 3-40
3.3.7.  Natural EVENtS and PrOCESSES.......cueuiiieieiisieeiesiestee e se e ste e ste e saessae e seennees 3-41
3.3.7.1.  Physical Oceanography........cccccevieiiiiiiiii e 3-41
3.3.7.2. HUITICANES ...ttt bbb 3-42
4. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIOECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES.........cccovviivieieieece e 4-3
4.1.  Alternative A — The PropoSed ACLIONS .........cooiiiiieiiieee sttt nee e 4-3
4110 AN QUAIIEY ..ottt 4-3
4.1.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment...........ccccoovvvininineneicienn, 4-3
4.1.1.2.  Impacts of ROULINE EVENES .......ccviiiiieiieeee e 4-4
4.1.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENTS.........ccccoeiiiiiiiii e 4-6
4.1.1.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ......c.coveiiiieieiece e 4-8
412, WaLer QUAITLY ..ottt 4-9
4.1.2.1.  C0oaStAl WALEKS ..ottt et s 4-10
4.1.2.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............cccccoeeenee. 4-10
4.1.2.1.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS .........ccccoviieiineiiiicesces 4-11
4.1.2.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENTS..........cccoevverviiiieieeiee e, 4-13
4.1.2.1.4. Cumulative IMPaCES.........ccceiivriiieii e 4-14
4.1.2. 1. MariNe WALEIS.....coiiieiiieiieieeieiee ettt 4-15
4.1.2.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............ccccceeeeee. 4-15
4.1.2.1.2. Impacts of Routine EVENES ........c.cccevvviieiin e 4-17
4.1.2.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........c.ccoevveviiviiieiecice e 4-19
4.1.2.1.4. Cumulative IMPACES.........ccccererieiieiiiiinesieeeeeeese e 4-20
4.1.3.  Sensitive Coastal ENVIFONMENTS .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiee e 4-21
4.1.3.1. Coastal Barrier Beaches and Associated DUNES...........cccerervrririereniennns 4-21
4.1.3.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............ccccccvevenee. 4-22
4.1.3.1.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS .........ccceeviiiiiiniiece e 4-24
4.1.3.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........cccccceevieeviveviniic e 4-26
4.1.3.1.4. Cumulative IMPactS.........ccccveveiiieienieieecese e 4-28
4.1.3.2. WEHIANGS. ....cviiiieie et 4-32
4.1.3.2.1. Description of the Affected Environment...............ccccceenee. 4-33
4.1.3.2.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS .........ccccoeveiveicieiiecc e 4-36
4.1.3.2.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENES...........ccoviniiiniiniiniieiees 4-38
4.1.3.2.4. Cumulative IMPactS..........cceorieieeiiniieeese e 4-41
4.1.3.3. Seagrass COMMUNITIES .....ccceevveiieieeie e se e see e ettt esree s 4-45
4.1.3.3.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............ccccccveuenne. 4-45

4.1.3.3.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS .........cccoeviiiiiieiiee e 4-46



XX

Central and Western Gulf of Mexico Multisale Supplemental EIS

4.1.4.

4.15.

4.1.6.

4.1.7.

4.1.8.

4.1.9.

4.1.10.

4.1.3.3.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........cccccceeviveviieiiniiciie e 4-48

4.1.3.3.4. Cumulative IMPactS..........cccoeveiiieiiniiieeiese e 4-51

Continental Shelf BenthiC RESOUICES ........oovivevieiiiie e 4-53

4.1.4.1. Live Bottoms (Pinnacle Trend)........cccccovveviiiiii i 4-53

4.1.4.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............ccccceeveenee. 4-53

4.1.4.1.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS .........ccocoviiiiiiiiiiiiccce 4-55

4.1.4.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENTS........c.cccovvveiiiieieneniee e 4-57

4.1.4.1.4. Cumulative IMPaCES.........cccevviiiiniieie e 4-59

4.1.4.2.  TopographiC FEAtUIES........cciveiveieciee e 4-62

4.1.4.2.1. Description of the Affected Environment ............cccoceeeeee. 4-62

4.1.4.2.2. Impacts of Routine EVENES ........c.ccccevvviieiiiie e 4-64

4.1.4.2.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........c.cccevveveiiiieieeicie e 4-66

4.1.4.2.4. Cumulative IMPAaCES.........ccoereriiieiiiiie e 4-69

Continental Slope and Deepwater RESOUICES.........coovevererieresieeie e eieenie e e 4-72

4.1.5.1. Description of the Affected Environment..........cccccevveveveiecveie i, 4-72

4.15.1.1. Chemosynthetic COMMUNITIES .........cccceririreiiiiinirenees 4-72

4.1.5.1.2. Nonchemosynthetic CoOmmMUNItIeS .......c.cccovvvrrrvnieiernenns 4-73

4.1.5.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENES ......cccoveiiiiiiiie e 4-74

4.1.5.2.1. Chemosynthetic COmMMUNILIES ........cccovvvevieiiiieiiciee e 4-74

4.1.5.2.2.  Nonchemosynthetic CommUNItIes ..........ccoevrvrrvneerrrnanns 4-76

4.1.5.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENLS.........cccccvvviveiiee i 4-78

4.1.5.3.1. Chemosynthetic COmMMUNILIES .........ccoevveveiveiereceee e, 4-78

4.1.5.3.2. Nonchemosynthetic COmMmUNItIES .........ccccereriirviiririnienns 4-79

4.1.5.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ......c.ooiieeieie et 4-81

Maring MammMalS .........ooioiiiie e 4-84

4.1.6.1. Description of the Affected Environment............cccooevvnineniiciiinnne 4-84
4.1.6.1.1. Factors Influencing Cetacean Distribution and

ADUNGANCE ..ot 4-85

4.1.6.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENLS ......cccvviiieieieieece e 4-86

4.1.6.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENTS..........ccoooiiiiiiiniiiieneeeee e 4-90

4.1.6.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ......ccecveiieiie e 4-92

SBA TUILIES ...t bbbt 4-95

4.1.7.1. Description of the Affected Environment............cccooevvnineninciiinnne 4-96

4.1.7.2.  Impacts of ROULINE EVENES ........coviiiieii e 4-98

4.1.7.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........cccccveiiveieiiiiic e 4-102

4.1.7.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ........covieeieieeiese e 4-105

Alabama, Choctawhatchee, St. Andrew, and Perdido Key Beach Mice............... 4-107

4.1.8.1. Description of the Affected Environment...........cccccovevvevivevineveeveennn, 4-108

4.1.8.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENLS ......c.coviveiiii e 4-109

4.1.8.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENIS.........ccccooviviiiiiniiisie e 4-109

4.1.8.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ........civiieeieeieee et 4-110

Coastal and Maring BirdS.........ccccoceiiiiiiiiniiiie e 4-111

4.19.1. Description of the Affected Environment............ccoocvvvvininenineinnnnn 4-112

4.1.9.2.  Impacts of ROULINE EVENES ........ooviieiiiiieceee e 4-115

4.1.9.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........cccccveieeiiiiic v 4-120

4.1.9.4.  Cumulative IMPACES ......c.ccvieeieieeiese e 4-123

Endangered and Threatened Fish ..o 4-124

4.1.10.1. GUIT STUPGEON .....cciieiie e e e s 4-124

4.1.10.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment .............c.ccoc...... 4-125

4.1.10.1.2. Impacts of Routine EVENLS ..........cccceoveiiiiiiiiinininceeae 4-128



Table of Contents XXi

4.1.10.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........ccccccevvevivcveniiiene e 4-129

4.1.10.1.4. Cumulative IMpPactS.........ccceoevviiiereieie e 4-131

4.1.11. Fisheries and Essential Fish Habitat.............cccoooviviiiiiiiie i 4-134
4.1.11.1. Description of the Affected Environment ...........ccoceoevevceeiencvieeneenn. 4-135
4.1.11.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENES ......cccvviiviicii e 4-137
4.1.11.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENS.........ccccoviriiiiiniiisescsee e 4-141
4.1.11.4. Cumulative TMPACES ......ooveiieeeeeie e 4-144

4.1.12. Commercial FISNING ......cccoiiiiiiieiciie e 4-148
4.1.12.1. Description of the Affected Environment...........ccccevevevieivcveseesiene. 4-149
4.1.12.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENES .......c.covviiiiiiiiciie e 4-151
4.1.12.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........ccccoveieevieiiic e 4-153
4.1.12.4. Cumulative IMPACES .......c.coviieieieciese e 4-155

4.1.13. Recreational FISNING. ..ot e 4-156
4.1.13.1. Description of the Affected Environment ...........ccoceoevevieiencvieeneenen. 4-157
4.1.13.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENLS ......cccuvviivciiciec e 4-158
4.1.13.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........ccccccoviiiiiie e 4-160
4.1.13.4. Cumulative TMPACES .......eveiieeieeie st 4-161

4.1.14. Recreational RESOUITES ........cciiieiiiieiie sttt sttt sttt s nbe e 4-162
4.1.14.1. Description of the Affected Environment...........ccccevevevvivcveieesiene, 4-162
4.1.14.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENES .......cccovviiiiiiiiciee e 4-164
4.1.14.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........cccccooviieiiiiee e 4-165
4.1.14.4, Cumulative IMPACES ........coviieieceeiese e 4-167

4.1.15. ArchaeologiCal RESOUITES .........cciitiriiieieieisii sttt 4-169
4.1.15.1. Description of the Affected Environment ...........ccoceoeveviveienvieeneene. 4-170
4.1.15.2. Impacts of ROULINE EVENES ......cccvviiviiicie e 4-172
4.1.15.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS.........cccccovviiiiiiiicie e 4-176
4.1.15.4. Cumulative IMPACES ........ccoriiiriiiiieieisse e 4-178

4.1.16. Human Resources and Land USE...........cccovvririiinieiiiiiie e 4-181
4.1.16.1. Land Use and Coastal INfrastructure...........c.ccocevevviiniininenenereennnn 4-181
4.1.16.1.1. Description of the Affected Environment.............cccccoe.. 4-182

4.1.16.1.2. Impacts of Routing EVENtS .........cooviiiieiiiiee e 4-182

4.1.16.1.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........ccccccvevveiiecviciic e 4-184

4.1.16.1.4. Cumulative IMPACES........ccceovrviiiiriieeeeee e 4-186

4.1.16.2. DemOgraphiCs .......ccoeeeieieeieie ettt 4-187
4.1.16.2.1. Description of the Affected Environment ......................... 4-188

4.1.16.2.2. Impacts of Routing EVENtS .........ccccvevviieve i, 4-190

4.1.16.2.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS..........ccccovvvinineneieiciene 4-192

4.1.16.2.4. Cumulative IMPACES.........ccccvevieeiieeiiee e 4-192

4.1.16.3. ECONOMIC FACIOTS.....ccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieiee e 4-193
4.1.16.3.1. Decscription of the Affected Environment........................ 4-193

4.1.16.3.2. Impacts of Routing EVENtS .........cccoevvviiiiiieeneeeee 4-195

4.1.16.3.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS........ccccccvevveviecvieciiicic e 4-197

4.1.16.3.4. Cumulative IMpactS..........ccccevviiieveiiie e 4-198

4.1.16.4. Environmental JUSTICE ........cccovieriiiee e 4-200
4.1.16.4.1. Description of the Affected Environment ......................... 4-201

4.1.16.4.2. Impacts of Routing EVENLS ........ccccvevviieveiecie e, 4-203

4.1.16.4.3. Impacts of Accidental EVENtS..........cccoovvvvininencieiciene 4-205

4.1.16.4.4. Cumulative IMPactS..........cceoeriiieiriiie e 4-206



XXii

Central and Western Gulf of Mexico Multisale Supplemental EIS

4.2.  Alternatives to the Proposed ACHIONS........cceiieiie i 4-209
4.2.1.  Alternatives for Proposed Central Planning Area Sales 208, 213, 216, and
222 e oottt t ettt re e tente et et nr e 4-209
4.2.1.1. Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased
Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features.................. 4-209
4.2.1.2. Alternative C—The Proposed Actions Excluding Unleased
Blocks within 15 Miles of the Baldwin County, Alabama, Coast ....... 4-211
4.2.1.3.  Alternative D—NO ACLION ......ccooiiieiiieiie e 4-213
4.2.2.  Alternatives for Proposed Western Planning Area Sales 210, 215, and 218......... 4-215
4.2.2.1. Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased
Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features.................. 4-215
4.2.2.2.  Alternative C—NO ACHON ......ooviiiiiiiireeeee e 4-216
4.3. Unavoidable Adverse Impacts of the Proposed ACHIONS...........ccevvirinineneneiecese e 4-218
4.4. lrreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of RESOUICES........covvveiveieie e, 4-219
4.5. Relationship between the Short-term Use of Man’s Environment and the
Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-term Productivity ............ccocooereiiininnincnienen, 4-220
5. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION ....ccoiiiiieieieieesesieseesieee e seens 5-3
5.1 MUILISAIE EIS ...ttt ettt e 5-3
5.2.  Development of the PropoSed ACLIONS..........cccciieiiiieiiie it 5-3
5.3.  Notice of Intent to Prepare an SEIS and Call for Information and Nominations..................... 5-3
5.4. Development 0f the Draft SEIS .........coci oot 5-3
5.5.  Distribution of the Draft SEIS for Review and COMMENt ..........cccooviviiiiineneiescse e 5-4
5.6.  PUBIIC HEAINGS ...ttt bbbttt 5-8
5.7.  Coastal Zone Management ACE.........oiieeiieieie ettt et ee e e eneenes 5-8
5.8.  ENAANQEred SPECIES ACL........cciieiieitiiiie et re e ste e s e s e st e te e be et este e are e neeeste e sreesreesneesneeanreas 5-8
5.9. Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management ACt ..........cocvvvereiniiniinenenieens 5-9
6. REFERENGCES ..ottt ettt st et e st e s e seebe st et et e e neesensentenee e enes 6-3
7. PREPARERS ... .ottt etttk e et s e bbb st et et et b ettt e s 7-3
APPENDICES
A. FIUIES <t bbbttt b bttt A-3
B. JLIE: o] PSPPSR B-3

KEYWORD INDEX ...ttt s Keyword-3



List of Figures XXiii

LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1-1.

Figure 2-1.
Figure 2-2.
Figure 2-3.
Figure 3-1.
Figure 3-2.
Figure 3-3.
Figure 3-4.

Figure 3-5.

Figure 3-6.

Figure 3-7.

Figure 3-8.

Figure 3-9.

Figure 3-10.

Figure 3-11.

Figure 3-12.
Figure 3-13.

Figure 4-1.
Figure 4-2.

Page
Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf Planning Areas, Proposed Lease Sale Areas,
the 181 South Area, and Locations of Major Cities. ........ccooeveiiiiriceiiee e A-3
Location of Proposed Stipulations and Deferrals..........c.cccovviveiiiee v A-4
Military Warning Areas in the Gulf of MEeXICO. ........ccooeiviiiiiiiiiee e A-5
Economic Impact Areas in the GuIf of MeXiCO. .......cocoviiiiiiiiiee e A-6
Offshore Subareas in the GUIT Of MEXICO. .....ccocviiiiiiie e A-7
Leasing Activity and Infrastructure Near the 181 South Area...........ccccevvvviievisveiennens A-8
OCS-Related Service Bases in the GUIf 0f MEXICO. .......ccoovivereiiviiieie e A-9

Probability (percent chance) of a Particular Number of Offshore Spills >1,000 bbl
Occurring as a Result of Either Facility or Pipeline Operations Related to a CPA
PrOPOSEA ACLION. ...ttt b bbb A-10

Probability (percent chance) of a Particular Number of Offshore Spills >1,000 bbl
Occurring as a Result of Either Facility or Pipeline Operations Related to a WPA
o0 oTo LY=o AN ! 1 o] o PSS A-10

Probabilities of Oil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days the
Shoreline (counties and parishes) as a Result of a Proposed Action in the Western

Planning Area (only counties and parishes with greater than a 0.5% risk of contact

Within 10 days are SHOWN). .....ocooiiiiiiiii s A-11

Probabilities of Oil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days the
Shoreline (counties and parishes) as a Result of a Proposed Action in the Central

Planning Area (only counties and parishes with greater than a 0.5% risk of contact

Within 10 days are SNOWN). .....c.oiiiiiiiee et A-11

Probabilities of Oil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days
State Offshore Waters or Recreational Beaches as a Result of a CPA or WPA
PrOPOSEA ACLION. ...ttt bbb b e A-12

Probabilities of Oil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days
Endangered Beach Mice Habitats as a Result of a CPA or WPA Proposed Action. ...... A-13

Probabilities of Qil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days

Known Locations of Gulf Sturgeon as a Result of CPA Proposed Action. .................... A-14
Probabilities of Oil Spills (>1,000 bbl) Occurring and Contacting within 10 Days

Gulf Sturgeon Critical Habitat as a Result of a CPA Proposed ACtioN. ..........cccccoervennne A-14
Major Oil Pipeline Landfall Areas Developed for OSRA. ........ccocoveiiieiiiiiiineseenes A-15
Spatial Frequency (%) of the Water Mass Associated with the Loop Current in the

Eastern Gulf of Mexico Based on Data for the Period 1976-2003. ..........cccccoovrireriennn. A-16
Coastal and Marine Waters of the GUIT 0f MeXICO. .........ccocervreiiiiiiiiniinisereeeei A-17
Location of Topographic Features in the Gulf of MexiCo. ........ccccooevviivniiiiiniiiiccn, A-18



List of Tables XXV

LIST OF TABLES
Page

Table 3-1 Projected Oil and Gas Production in the Gulf of Mexico OCS.........ccccceceviviiviievveiennnn, B-3
Table 3-2 Offshore Scenario Information Related to the Proposed Action in the Central Planning

AATBA e h b e Rt E et bt bt e bt e she e shr e b e bt beenbeere e B-4
Table 3-3  Offshore Scenario Information Related to the Proposed Action in the Western

o LT a T Lo Y T SR B-5
Table 3-4  Aggregate Average Lag in Months from Sales to First Spud for Leases Issued from

198310 1999, bbbttt B-6
Table 3-5  Aggregate Average Lag in Months from Sales to First Production for Leases Issued

TrOm 1983 10 1999 ... ettt ettt et nne s B-6
Table 3-6 Mean Number and Sizes of Spills Estimated to Occur in OCS Offshore Waters from

an Accident Related to Activities Supporting a Proposed Action Over a 40-Year Time

=T T o ST B-7
Table 3-7 Estimated Number of Spills that Could Happen in Gulf Coastal Waters from an

Accident Related to Activities Supporting a Proposed ACHiON ..........cccoeeveveivieve s, B-8
Table 3-8 Number and Volume of Chemical and Synthetic-Based Fluid Spills in the Gulf of

Mexico during the Years 2001-2005.........cccoeiiieiiieiieiir e e e e e see e see e sreesreesreesreeas B-9
Table 3-9 Record of Past Spills Where >1,000 bbl of Synthetic-Based Fluid (SBF) was Released .. B-9
Table 4-1 National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) .......coeviiiniieieeiesee e B-10
Table 4-2 ~ Comparison of Hurricane-Induced Land to Water Changes by Hydrologic Basin in

Coastal Louisiana during the 2005 HUITICANE SEASON.......ccceevvereeiieeiieiiesieeseeseeeseeesenens B-11
Table 4-3  Comparison of Habitats Affected by Storm-Induced Land/Water Change..........c..c......... B-11
Table 4-4  Estimated Abundance of Cetaceans in the Northern Gulf of Mexico Oceanic Waters.... B-12
Table 4-5  Sea Turtle Taxa of the Northern Gulf of MeXiCO ........ccceeiiiiiiiiniii e, B-13
Table 4-6 2006 Top Species Commonly Caught by Recreational Fishers in the Marine

Recreational Fisheries Statistics Gulf Coast States (except TEXas) ......cccevvvvvrerererieriennns B-14
Table 4-7 2006 Recreational Fishing Participation in the Marine Recreational Fisheries

StatiStiCS GUIT COBSE STALES ......eevveiiieiiie e B-14
Table 4-8 2006 Mode of Fishing in the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics for the Gulf

C0aSt STALES (EXCEPL TEXAS) . ...uveveereriirrerreresiese ettt sr ettt n e B-15
Table 4-9  Employment and Establishments in Tourism-Related Industries in 2005 by Coastal

CoUNLY AN PATISH ...t B-16
Table 4-10  Number of Shipwrecks by Planning Area and Lease Area .........cc.covverveiveiinenenenenneens B-17
Table 4-11 Baseline Population Projections (in thousands) by Economic Impact Area..................... B-18
Table 4-12 Baseline Employment Projections (in thousands) by Economic Impact Area.................. B-19



CHAPTER 1

THE PROPOSED ACTIONS



The Proposed Actions 1-3

1. THE PROPOSED ACTIONS

1.1. PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTIONS

Under the Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program: 2007-2012 (5-Year Program;
USDOI, MMS, 2007a), six annual areawide lease sales are scheduled for the Central Planning Area
(CPA) and five annual areawide lease sales are scheduled for the Western Planning Area (WPA) of the
Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). Those 11 CPA and WPA sales were analyzed in the Gulf
of Mexico OCS Oil and Gas Lease Sales: 2007-2012; Western Planning Area Sales 204, 207, 210, 215,
and 218; Central Planning Area Sales 205, 206, 208, 213, 216, and 222, Final Environmental Impact
Statement and are hereby incorporated by reference as the Multisale EIS (USDOI, MMS, 2007b). As of
the publication of this draft supplemental environmental impact statement (SEIS), three of these sales
have been held: WPA Sale 204 (August 2007), CPA Sale 205 (October 2007), and CPA Sale 206 (March
2008). Environmental assessments were prepared for CPA Sale 206 (USDOI, MMS, 2007¢) and WPA
Sale 207 (USDOI, MMS, 2008).

The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA) of 2006 (P.L. 109-432, December 20, 2006)
repeals the Congressional moratorium on certain areas of the Gulf of Mexico, places a moratorium on
other areas in the Gulf of Mexico, and increases the distribution of offshore oil and gas revenues to
coastal States.

The GOMESA defines two areas in the Gulf of Mexico — the 181 Area and the 181 South Area.
Approximately 2 million acres (ac) of the 181 Area are located in the CPA. Because this portion was not
previously under moratorium, it was included in the CPA proposed actions analyzed in the Multisale EIS
and was available for lease starting with CPA Lease Sale 205 held on October 3, 2007. The remaining
portion of the 181 Area is approximately 500,000 ac located in the Eastern Planning Area (EPA). The
MMS published a Final SEIS in October 2007 on this eastern portion of the 181 Area, and it was offered
in Lease Sale 224 on March 19, 2008.

One of the areas the GOMESA defines is referred to as the 181 South Area (Figure 1-1). This area is
located in the CPA and is approximately 5.8 million acres (ac). The Minerals Management Service
(MMS) is proposing the sale area for proposed CPA Sales 208 (2009), 213 (2010), 216 (2011), and 222
(2012) be expanded to include 4.3 million ac of the 181 South Area. The remaining acreage of the 181
South Area (1.5 million ac) is located beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) and, therefore,
would not be offered. While GOMESA repealed the Congressional moratorium on the 181 South Area in
December 2006, MMS decided, because of the limited geological and geophysical data available to
industry and the limited environmental review for this area, it would be premature to offer this area prior
to CPA Sale 208 (2009). The Multisale EIS did not analyze the 181 South Area. Therefore, MMS has
prepared this separate National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review to reevaluate the expanded
CPA sale area.

This SEIS supplements the Multisale EIS. Not only does this SEIS analyze the potential
environmental effects of oil and natural gas leasing, exploration, development, and production in the 181
South Area for the proposed CPA sales, but it also analyzes any new information available for the CPA
and WPA (Sale 210 in 2009, Sale 215 in 2010, and Sale 218 in 2011) since the publication of the
Multisale EIS.

The purpose of these proposed Federal actions is to offer for lease those areas that may contain
economically recoverable oil and gas resources. The proposed lease sales will provide qualified bidders
the opportunity to bid upon and lease acreage in the Gulf of Mexico OCS in order to explore, develop,
and produce oil and natural gas. This SEIS analyzes the potential impacts of the proposed actions on the
marine, coastal, and human environments. No other NEPA documents will be prepared for proposed
Lease Sale 208 in the CPA and proposed Lease Sale 210 in the WPA. An additional NEPA review will
be conducted for each subsequent proposed lease sale in the 5-Year Program. Informal and formal
consultations with other Federal agencies, the affected States, and the public will be carried out to assist
in the determination of whether or not the information and analyses in this original SEIS are still valid
and if there is sufficient NEPA review. These consultations and NEPA reviews will be completed before
decisions are made on the subsequent sales.
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The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA) of 1953 (67 Stat. 462), as amended (43 U.S.C.
1331 et seq. (2008)), established Federal jurisdiction over submerged lands on the OCS seaward of the
State boundaries. Under the OCSLA, the Department of the Interior (DOI) is required to manage the
leasing, exploration, development, and production of oil and gas resources on the Federal OCS. The
Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) oversees the OCS oil and gas program and is required to balance
orderly resource development with protection of the human, marine, and coastal environments while
simultaneously ensuring that the public receives an equitable return for these resources and that free-
market competition is maintained. The Act empowers the Secretary to grant leases to the highest
qualified responsible bidder(s) on the basis of sealed competitive bids and to formulate such regulations
as necessary to carry out the provisions of the Act. The Secretary has designated MMS as the
administrative agency responsible for the mineral leasing of submerged OCS lands and for the
supervision of offshore operations after lease issuance.

The CPA and WPA constitute one of the world’s major oil- and gas-producing areas, and have proved
a steady and reliable source of crude oil and natural gas for more than 50 years. Oil from the Gulf of
Mexico can help reduce the Nation’s need for oil imports and reduce the environmental risks associated
with oil tankering. Natural gas is generally considered to be an environmentally preferable alternative to
oil, both in terms of the production and consumption.

1.2. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTIONS

The proposed actions are the remaining seven oil and gas lease sales in the CPA and WPA as
scheduled for 2009-2012 under the 5-Year Program. Federal regulations allow for several related or
similar proposals to be analyzed in one EIS (40 CFR 1502.4). Since the proposed lease sales in each
lease sale area and their projected activities are very similar, MMS decided to prepare a single SEIS for
the seven remaining CPA and WPA lease sales in the 5-Year Program.

Proposed Central Planning Area Lease Sales 208, 213, 216, and 222

The proposed CPA lease sales are Sale 208 in 2009, Sale 213 in 2010, Sale 216 in 2011, and Sale 222
in 2012. The CPA sale area encompasses about 63 million ac of the CPA’s 66.3 million ac and is located
3 nautical miles (nmi) offshore Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama and extends seaward to the limits of
the U.S. OCS to 3,458 meters (m) (11,345 feet (ft)) (Figure 1-1). Each subsequent proposed CPA sale
would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the CPA for oil and gas operations (Figure 1-1), with the
following exceptions:

(1) blocks directly south of Florida and within 100 miles (mi) of the Florida coast (north
of the easternmost portion of the CPA sale area as shown on Figure 1-1);

(2) blocks that are beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone in the area known as the
northern portion of the Eastern Gap; and

(3) for Sales 208 and 213 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The estimated amount of resources projected to be developed as a result of any one proposed CPA
lease sale is 0.807-1.336 billion barrels of oil (BBO) and 3.365-5.405 trillion cubic feet (Tcf) of gas. The
subsequent, proposed CPA lease sales include proposed lease stipulations designed to reduce
environmental risks and are discussed in Chapter 2.3.

Proposed Western Planning Area Lease Sales 210, 215, and 218

The proposed WPA lease sales are Sale 210 in 2009, Sale 215 in 2010, and Sale 218 in 2011. The
WPA encompasses about 28.7 million ac located 3 leagues (10.4 mi) offshore Texas and extends seaward
to the limits of the U.S. OCS in water depths up to 3,346 m (10,978 ft) (Figure 1-1). Each WPA
proposed lease sale would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the WPA for oil and gas operations
(Figure 1-1), with the following exceptions:
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(1) whole and partial blocks within the boundary of the Flower Garden Banks National
Marine Sanctuary; and

(2) for Sales 210 and 215 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the United States (U.S.)
and Mexico.

The estimated amount of resources projected to be developed as a result of any one proposed WPA
lease sale is 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas. The proposed WPA lease sales include
proposed lease stipulations designed to reduce environmental risks and are discussed in Chapter 2.4.

1.3. REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Federal laws mandate the OCS leasing program (i.e., Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act) and the
environmental review process (i.e., National Environmental Policy Act). Several Federal regulations
establish specific consultation and coordination processes with Federal, State, and local agencies (i.e.,
Coastal Zone Management Act, Endangered Species Act, the Magnuson Fishery Conservation and
Management Act, and the Marine Mammal Protection Act). In addition, the OCS leasing process and all
activities and operations on the OCS must comply with other Federal, State, and local laws and
regulations. Chapter 1.3 of the Multisale EIS provided summaries of the major, applicable, Federal laws
and regulations listed below:

Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
National Environmental Policy Act
Coastal Zone Management Act
The Endangered Species Act
The Magnuson Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Essential Fish Habitat
Essential Fish Habitat Consultation
The Marine Mammal Protection Act
The Clean Air Act
The Clean Water Act
Harmful Algal Bloom and Hypoxia Research and Control Act
The Oil Pollution Act
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Marine Plastic Pollution Research and Control Act
National Fishing Enhancement Act
Fishermen’s Contingency Fund
Ports and Waterways Safety Act
Marine and Estuarine Protection Acts
Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act
National Estuarine Research Reserves
The National Estuary Program
Executive Order 11990 (May 24, 1977): Protection of Wetlands
Coastal Barrier Resources Act
The National Historic Preservation Act
Rivers and Harbors Act
Executive Order 12898: Environmental Justice
Occupational Safety and Health Act
Energy Policy Act of 2005
Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006
Marine Debris Research, Prevention, and Reduction Act
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1.4. PRELEASE PROCESS

Scoping for this SEIS was conducted in accordance with CEQ regulations implementing NEPA.
Scoping provides those with an interest in the OCS Program an opportunity to provide comments on the
proposed lease sales. The scoping process officially commenced on September 10, 2007, with the
publication of the Notice of Intent to Prepare an SEIS (NOI) and Scoping Meetings in the Federal
Register. A 45-day comment period, which closed on October 25, 2007, was provided. Federal, State,
and local governments, along with other interested parties, were invited to send written comments to the
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region on the scope of the SEIS. Formal scoping meetings were held during
October 2007 in Texas, Louisiana, and Alabama. All scoping comments received were considered in the
preparation of the Draft SEIS. The comments (both verbal and written) have been summarized in
Chapter 5.4, Development of the Draft SEIS.

On August 10, 2006, the Area Identification (Area ID) decision was made for the proposed CPA and
WPA lease sales in the 5-Year Program. On January 22, 2008, the Area ID decision was modified by
adding the 181 South Area. The Area ID is an administrative prelease step that describes the
geographical area of the proposed actions (proposed lease sale areas) and identifies the alternatives,
mitigating measures, and issues to be analyzed in the appropriate NEPA document. As mandated by
NEPA, this SEIS analyzes the potential impacts of the proposed actions on the marine, coastal, and
human environments.

The MMS is sending copies of this Draft SEIS for review and comment to public and private
agencies, interest groups, and local libraries. To initiate the public review and comment period on this
Draft EIS, MMS will publish a Notice of Availability (NOA) in the Federal Register. Additionally,
public notices will be mailed with the Draft SEIS and placed on the MMS Internet website
(http://www.gomr.mms.gov). In accordance with 30 CFR 256.26, MMS will hold public hearings to
solicit comments on this Draft SEIS. The hearings provide the Secretary with information from interested
parties to help in the evaluation of potential effects of the proposed lease sales. Notices of the public
hearings are included in the NOA, posted on the MMS Internet website, and published in the Federal
Register and local newspapers.

The Final SEIS will be published approximately 5 months prior to the first proposed sale, CPA Sale
208, which is scheduled for March 2009. To initiate the public review and 30-day minimum comment
period on the Final EIS, MMS will publish a NOA in the Federal Register. The MMS will send copies of
the Final EIS for review and comment to public and private agencies, interest groups, and local libraries.
Additionally, public notices will be mailed with the Final EIS and placed on the MMS Internet website
(http://www.gomr.mms.gov).

A consistency review will be performed and a Consistency Determination (CD) will be prepared for
each affected State prior to each proposed lease sale. To prepare the CD’s, MMS reviews each State’s
Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP) and analyzes the potential impacts as outlined in this SEIS,
new information, and applicable studies as they pertain to the enforceable policies of each CZMP. Based
on the analyses, the MMS Director makes an assessment of consistency, which is then sent to each State
with the Proposed Notice of Sale (PNOS). If a State disagrees with MMS’s CD, the State is required to
do the following under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA): (1) indicate how the MMS presale
proposal is inconsistent with their CZMP and suggest alternative measures to bring the MMS proposal
into consistency with their CZMP or (2) describe the need for additional information that would allow a
determination of consistency. Unlike the consistency process for specific OCS plans and permits, there is
no procedure for administrative appeal to the Secretary of Commerce for a Federal CD for presale
activities. Either MMS or the State may request mediation. Mediation is voluntary, and the Department
of Commerce (DOC) would serve as the mediator. Whether there is mediation or not, the final CD is
made by DOI and it is the final administrative action for the presale consistency process. Each Gulf
State’s CZMP is described in Appendix B of the Multisale EIS (USDOI, MMS, 2007a).

A PNOS will become available to the public 4-5 months prior to a proposed sale. A notice
announcing the availability of the PNOS appears in the Federal Register initiating a 60-day comment
period. Comments received will be analyzed during preparation of the decision documents that are the
basis for the Final Notice of Sale (FNOS), including lease sale configuration and terms and conditions.
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If the decision by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior for Land and Minerals (ASLM), under
authority delegated by the Secretary of Interior, is to hold a proposed sale, a FNOS will be published in its
entirety in the Federal Register at least 30 days prior to the sale date, as required by the OCSLA.

This SEIS will be the only NEPA review conducted for CPA Sale 208 and WPA Sale 210. A lease
sale EA will be conducted for each of the subsequent proposed lease sales to address any relevant new
information. Informal and formal consultations with other Federal agencies, the affected States, and the
public will be carried out to assist in the determination of whether or not the information and analyses in
this EIS are still valid. Specifically, Information Requests will be issued soliciting input on the
subsequent proposed lease sales.

The EA will tier from this SEIS and will summarize and incorporate the material by reference.
Because the EA will be prepared for a proposal that “is, or is closely similar to, one which normally
requires the preparation of an EIS” (40 CFR 1501.4(e)(2)), the EA will be made available for public
review for a minimum of 30 days prior to making a decision on the proposed lease sale. Consideration of
the EA and any comments received in response to the Information Request will result in either a Finding
of No New Significant Impact (FONNSI) or the determination that the preparation of an SEIS is
warranted. If the EA results in a FONNSI, the EA and FONNSI will be sent to the Governors of the
affected States. The availability of the EA and FONNSI will be announced in the Federal Register. The
FONNSI will become part of the documentation prepared for the decision on the Notice of Sale.

In some cases, the EA may result in a finding that it is necessary to prepare an SEIS (40 CFR 1502.9).
Some of the factors that could justify an SEIS are a significant change in resource estimates, legal
challenge on the EA/FONNSI, significant new information, significant new environmental issue(s), new
proposed alternative(s), a significant change in the proposed action, or the analysis in this EIS is no longer
deemed adequate.

If an SEIS is necessary, it will also tier from this SEIS and will summarize and incorporate the
material by reference. The analysis will focus on addressing the new issue(s) or concern(s) that prompted
the decision to prepare the SEIS. The SEIS will include a discussion explaining the purpose of the SEIS,
a description of the proposed action and alternatives, a comparison of the alternatives, a description of the
affected environment for any potentially affected resources that are the focus of the SEIS and were not
described in this EIS, an analysis of new impacts or changes in impacts from this SEIS because of new
information or the new issue(s) analyzed in the SEIS, and a discussion of the consultation and
coordination carried out for the new issues or information analyzed in the SEIS.

1.5. POSTLEASE ACTIVITIES

The MMS is responsible for managing, regulating, and monitoring oil and natural gas exploration,
development, and production operations on the Federal OCS to promote orderly development of mineral
resources and to prevent harm or damage to, or waste of, any natural resource, any life or property, or the
marine, coastal, or human environment. Regulations for oil, gas, and sulphur lease operations are
specified in 30 CFR 250, 30 CFR 251, and 30 CFR 254.

Measures to mitigate potential impacts are an integral part of the OCS Program. These measures are
implemented through lease stipulations, operating regulations, Notices to Lessees and Operators (NTL’s),
and project-specific requirements or approval conditions. Mitigating measures address concerns such as
endangered and threatened species, geologic and manmade hazards, military warning and ordnance
disposal areas, air quality, oil-spill-response planning, chemosynthetic communities, artificial reefs,
operations in hydrogen sulfide (H,S) prone areas, and shunting of drill effluents in the vicinity of
biologically sensitive features. A few examples of standard mitigation measures in the Gulf of Mexico
OCS are

o limiting the size of explosive charges used for structure removals;
e requiring placement explosive charges at least 15 ft below the mudline;

e requiring site-clearance procedures to eliminate potential snags to commercial
fishing nets;
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o establishment of No Activity and Modified Activity Zones around high-relief live
bottoms;

e requiring remote-sensing surveys to detect and avoid biologically sensitive areas
such as low-relief live bottoms, pinnacles, and chemosynthetic communities; and

e requiring coordination with the military to prevent multiuse conflicts between OCS
and military activities.

The MMS issues NTL’s to provide clarification, description, or interpretation of a regulation;
guidelines on the implementation of a special lease stipulation or regional requirement; or convey
administrative information. A detailed listing of current Gulf of Mexico OCS Region NTL’s is available
through the MMS, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region’s Internet  website  at
http://www.gomr.mms.gov/homepa/regulate/regs/ntls/ntl_Ist.html or through the Region’s Public
Information Office at (504) 736-2519 or 1-800-200-GULF.

Conditions of approval are mechanisms to control or mitigate potential safety or environmental
problems associated with proposed operations. Conditions of approval are based on MMS technical and
environmental evaluations of the proposed operations. Comments from Federal and State agencies (as
applicable) are also considered in establishing conditions. Conditions may be applied to any OCS plan,
permit, right-of-use of easement, or pipeline right-of-way grant.

Some MMS-identified mitigation measures are implemented through cooperative agreements or
efforts with the oil and gas industry and Federal and State agencies. These measures include the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Observer Program to protect marine mammals and sea turtles when
OCS structures are removed using explosives, labeling of operational supplies to track sources of
accidental debris loss, development of methods of pipeline landfall to eliminate impacts to barrier
beaches, and semiannual beach cleanup events.

Chapter 1.5 of the Multisale EIS describes in detail these and other postlease activities, and associated
regulations, review processes, and conditions of approval.
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2. ALTERNATIVES INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTIONS

This SEIS addresses four areawide oil and gas lease sales in the CPA and three areawide oil and gas
lease sales in the WPA of the Gulf of Mexico OCS (Figure 1-1), as scheduled in the proposed Outer
Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program: 2007-2012 (5-Year Program, USDOI, MMS, 2007a).
Each of the proposed lease sales in a sale area is expected to be within the scenario ranges for the sale
area; therefore, a CPA proposed action is representative of proposed CPA Lease Sales 208, 213, 216, and
222, and a WPA proposed action is representative of proposed WPA Lease Sales 210, 215, and 218.
Each proposed action (proposed lease sale) includes existing regulations and lease stipulations.

The MMS has proposed no new alternatives or mitigations to the proposed CPA lease sales due to the
addition of the 181 South Area.

2.1. ALTERNATIVES, MITIGATING MEASURES, AND ISSUES
2.1.1. Alternatives

2.1.1.1. Alternatives for Proposed Central Planning Area Sales 208, 213, 216, and
222

The following four alternatives were included for analysis in the Multisale EIS, and are described in
detail in Chapter 2.2. As explained in Chapter 2.1.3.2, the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection
Leasing System Alternative was not included for analysis in this SEIS due to an ongoing MMS study on
alternative approaches to leasing. No new alternatives were proposed due to the addition of the 181 South
Area to the proposed CPA lease sales.

Alternative A—The Proposed Actions: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks
within the CPA for oil and gas operations (Figure 2-1), except the following:

(1) blocks that were previously included within the Eastern Planning Area (EPA) and
that are within 100 mi of the Florida coast;

(2) blocks that are beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) in the area known
as the northern portion of the Eastern Gap; and

(3) for Sales 208 and 213 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The CPA sale area encompasses about 63 million ac of the CPA’s 66.3 million ac. Approximately
37.1 million ac (59%) of the CPA sale area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources
projected to be developed as a result of any one proposed CPA lease sale is 0.807-1.336 BBO and 3.365-
5.405 Tcf of gas.

Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive
Topographic Features: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the CPA, as
described for the proposed actions (Alternative A), with the exception of any unleased blocks subject to
the Topographic Features Stipulation. No topographic features are located in the 181 South Area;
therefore, no blocks located in the 181 South Area would be excluded under Alternative B.

Alternative C—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks within 15 Miles of the Baldwin
County, Alabama, Coast: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the CPA, as
described for the proposed actions (Alternative A), with the exception of any unleased blocks within 15
mi (24 km) of the Baldwin County, Alabama, coast. The 181 South Area is located more than 90 mi (145
km) south of the Baldwin County, Alabama; therefore, no blocks located in the 181 South Area would be
excluded under Alternative C.

Alternative D—No Action: This alternative is the cancellation of one or more proposed CPA lease
sales, including leases that would be offered in the 181 South Area. The opportunity for development of
the estimated 0.807-1.336 BBO and 3.365-5.405 Tcf of gas that could have resulted from a proposed
CPA lease sale would be precluded or postponed. Any potential environmental impacts resulting from a
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proposed lease sale would not occur or would be postponed. This is analyzed in the Final EIS for the 5-
Year Program.

2.1.1.2. Alternatives for Proposed Western Planning Area Sales 210, 215, and 218

The following four alternatives were included for analysis in the Multisale EIS, and are described in
detail in Chapter 2.3. As explained in Chapter 2.1.3.2, the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection
Leasing System Alternative was not included for analysis in this SEIS due to an ongoing MMS study on
alternative approaches to leasing.

Alternative A—The Proposed Actions: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks
within the WPA for oil and gas operations (Figure 2-1), except the following:

(1) whole and partial blocks within the boundary of the Flower Garden Banks National
Marine Sanctuary; and

(2) for Sales 210 and 215 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The WPA sale area encompasses about 28.7 million ac. Approximately 18.3 million ac (64%) of the
WPA sale area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources projected to be developed as a
result of any one proposed WPA lease sale is 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas.

Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near Biologically Sensitive
Topographic Features: This alternative would offer for lease all unleased blocks in the WPA, as
described for the proposed actions (Alternative A), with the exception of any unleased blocks subject to
the Topographic Features Stipulation.

Alternative C—No Action: This is the cancellation of one or more proposed WPA lease sales. The
opportunity for development of the estimated 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas that could
have resulted from a proposed WPA lease sale would be precluded or postponed. Any potential
environmental impacts resulting from a proposed lease sale would not occur or would be postponed. This
is analyzed in the Final EIS for the 5-Year Program.

2.1.2. Mitigating Measures
In 1978, Section 1508.20 of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) defined mitigation as:

e Avoidance—The avoidance of an impact altogether by not taking a certain action or
part of an action.

e Minimization—The minimizing of impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of
the action and its implementation.

o Restoration—The rectifying of the impact by repairing, rehabilitation, or restoring
the affected environment.

e Maintenance—The reducing or eliminating of the impact over time by preservation
and maintenance operations during the life of the action.

e Compensation—The compensation for the impact by replacing or providing
substitute resources or environments.

2.1.2.1. Proposed Mitigating Measures Analyzed

The potential mitigating measures included for analysis in this EIS were developed as the result of
scoping efforts over a number of years for the continuing OCS Program in the Gulf of Mexico. Seven
lease stipulations are proposed for all the CPA sales—the Topographic Features Stipulation, the Live
Bottom Stipulation, the Military Areas Stipulation, the Evacuation Stipulation, the Coordination
Stipulation, the Blocks South of Baldwin County, Alabama Stipulation, and the Protected Species
Stipulation.  Four lease stipulations are proposed for the WPA sales—the Topographic Features
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Stipulation, the Military Areas Stipulation, the Operations in the Naval Mine and Anti-Submarine
Warfare Area Stipulation, and the Protected Species Stipulation. These measures will be considered for
adoption by the ASLM, under authority delegated by the Secretary of Interior. The analysis of any
stipulations as part of Alternative A does not ensure that the ASLM will make a decision to apply the
stipulations to leases that may result from any proposed lease sale nor does it preclude minor
modifications in wording during subsequent steps in the prelease process if comments indicate changes
are necessary or if conditions change.

Any stipulations or mitigation requirements to be included in a lease sale will be described for that
lease sale. Mitigation measures in the form of lease stipulations are added to the lease terms and are
therefore enforceable as part of the lease. In addition, each exploration and development plan, as well as
any pipeline applications that may result from a lease sale, will undergo a NEPA review, and additional
project-specific mitigations may be applied as conditions of plan approval. The MMS has the authority to
monitor and enforce these conditions, and under 30 CFR 250 Subpart N, may seek remedies and penalties
from any operator that fails to comply with the conditions of permit approvals, including stipulations and
other mitigating measures.

2.1.2.2. Existing Mitigating Measures

This section discusses only mitigation measures that would be applied by MMS. Mitigating measures
have been proposed, identified, evaluated, or developed through previous MMS lease sale NEPA review
and analysis. Many of these mitigating measures have been adopted and incorporated into regulations
and/or guidelines governing OCS exploration, development, and production activities. All plans for OCS
activities (e.g., exploration and development plans, pipeline applications, and structure-removal
applications) go through rigorous MMS review and approval to ensure compliance with established laws
and regulations. Existing mitigating measures must be incorporated and documented in plans submitted
to MMS. Operational compliance of these mitigating measures is enforced through the MMS on-site
inspection program.

Mitigating measures that are a standard part of the MMS program ensure that the operations are
always conducted in an environmentally sound manner (with a zero tolerance of pollution and with every
regulatory effort to minimize any adverse impact of routine operations to the environment). For example,
mitigating measures ensure site clearance procedures eliminate potential snags to commercial fishing nets
and require surveys to detect and avoid archaeological sites and biologically-sensitive areas such as
pinnacles, topographic features, and chemosynthetic communities.

Some MMS-identified mitigating measures are incorporated into OCS operations through cooperative
agreements or efforts with industry and various State and Federal agencies. These mitigating measures
include NMFS Service’s Observer Program to protect marine mammals and sea turtles during explosive
removals, labeling operational supplies to track possible sources of accidental debris loss, development of
methods of pipeline landfall to eliminate impacts to barrier beaches, and semiannual beach cleanup
events.

Site-specific mitigating measures are also applied by MMS during plan and permit reviews. The
MMS realized that many of these site-specific mitigations were recurring and developed a list of
“standard” mitigations. There are currently over 120 standard mitigations. The wording of a standard
mitigation is developed by MMS in advance and may be applied whenever conditions warrant. Standard
mitigation text is revised as often as is necessary (e.g., to reflect changes in regulatory citations,
agency/personnel contact numbers, and internal policy). Site-specific mitigation categories include the
following: air quality, archaeological resources, artificial reef material, chemosynthetic communities,
Flower Garden Banks, topographic features, hard bottoms/pinnacles, military warning areas and Eglin
Water Test Areas (EWTA'’s), naval mine warfare areas, hydrogen sulfide, drilling hazards, remotely
operated vehicle surveys, geophysical survey reviews, and general safety concerns. Site-specific
mitigation types include the following: advisories, conditions of approval, hazard survey reviews,
inspection requirements, notifications, post-approval submittals, reminders, and safety precautions. In
addition to standard mitigations, MMS may also apply nonrecurring mitigating measures that are
developed on a case-by-case basis.

The MMS is continually revising applicable mitigations to allow the Gulf of Mexico Region to more
easily and routinely track mitigation compliance and effectiveness. A primary focus of this effort is
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requiring post-approval submittal of information within a specified timeframe after a triggering event that
is currently tracked by MMS (e.g., end of operations reports for plans, construction reports for pipelines,
and removal reports for structure removals).

2.1.3. Issues

Issues are defined by CEQ to represent those principal “effects” that an EIS should evaluate in-depth.
Scoping identifies specific environmental resources and/or activities rather than “causes” as significant
issues (CEQ Guidance on Scoping, April 30, 1981). The analysis in the EIS can then show the degree of
change from present conditions for each issue due to the relevant actions related to the proposed actions.

Selection of environmental and socioeconomic issues to be analyzed was based on the following
criteria:

o issue is identified in CEQ regulations as subject to evaluation;

e the relevant resource/activity was identified through the scoping process or from
comments on past EIS’s;

e the resource/activity may be vulnerable to one or more of the impact-producing
factors (IPF) associated with the OCS Program; a reasonable probability of an
interaction between the resource/activity and IPF should exist; or

o information that indicates a need to evaluate the potential impacts to a
resource/activity has become available.

2.1.3.1. Issues to be Analyzed

Like the Multisale EIS, this SEIS addresses issues related to potential impact-producing factors, and
the environmental and economic resources and activities that could be affected by OCS exploration,
development, production, and transportation activities. In addition, this SEIS addresses the potential
environmental and socioeconomic effects of oil and natural gas leasing, exploration, development, and
production in the 181 South Area, and any new information available for the remainder of the proposed
sale areas since the publication of the Multisale EIS.

2.1.3.2. Issues Considered but Not Analyzed

As previously noted, the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ’s) regulations for implementing
NEPA instruct agencies to adopt an early process (termed “scoping”) for determining the scope of issues
to be addressed and for identifying significant issues related to a proposed action. As part of this scoping
process, agencies shall identify and eliminate from detailed study the issues that are not significant to the
proposed action or have been covered by prior environmental review.

Through our scoping efforts, numerous issues and topics were identified for consideration in the
Multisale EIS and for this SEIS. After careful evaluation and study, the following categories were
considered not to be significant issues related to the proposed actions or that have been covered by prior
environmental review.

Program and Policy Issues

Comments and concerns that relate to program and policy are issues under the direction of the
Department of the Interior and/or MMS, and their guiding regulations, statutes, and laws. The comments
and concerns related to program and policy issues are not considered to be specifically related to the
proposed actions and are forwarded to the appropriate program offices for their consideration.
Programmatic issues including expansion of the sale areas, administrative boundaries, and royalty relief
have been considered in the preparation of the EIS for the 5-Year Program.



Alternatives Including the Proposed Actions 2-7

Revenue Sharing

A number of comments were received from State and local governments, interest groups, and the
general public stating that locally affected communities should receive an increased share of revenues
generated by the OCS oil and gas leasing program. This increased revenue would act as mitigation of
OCS-related impacts to coastal communities including impacts to LA Hwy 1 and Lafourche Parish,
Louisiana, from OCS-related activity at Port Fourchon. Comments and concerns that relate to the use and
distribution of revenues are issues under the direction of the Congress of the U.S. or the Department of
the Interior, and their guiding regulations, statutes, and laws.

The MMS distributes revenues collected from Federal mineral leases to special-purpose funds
administered by Federal agencies; to States; and to the General Fund of the U.S. Department of the
Treasury. Legislation and regulations provide formulas for the disbursement of these revenues. The
distribution of revenues is discussed in Chapter 3.3.5.2 of the Multisale EIS.

With the enactment of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 (GOMESA), the Gulf
producing States (i.e., Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama) will receive an increased share of
offshore oil and gas revenue. Beginning in FY 2007, and thereafter, Gulf producing States will receive
37.5 percent of revenue from new leases issued in the 181 Area and 181 South Area. Beginning in FY
2016, and thereafter, Gulf producing States will receive 37.5 percent from new leases in the existing areas
available for leasing. The remaining 50 percent and 12.5 percent of the total revenues would be
distributed to the U.S. Treasury and the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF), respectively.

The socioeconomic benefits and impacts to local communities are analyzed in Chapter 4 of this
SEIS.

Alternatives to Areawide Leasing

The Multisale EIS analyzed the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection Leasing System Alternative
for both a CPA and WPA proposed action. Since the publication of the Multisale EIS, MMS has initiated
a detailed analysis of alternative approaches to leasing that may serve to further the many goals of the
OCSLA. As part of this analysis, specific criteria (“metrics”) based on statutory goals of the 5-year
Program will be developed, and these criteria will be used to examine alternatives using statistical
methods, laboratory experiments, and simulation. The analysis also will include the design of possible
field tests and is expected to take about 2 years to complete. In addition, it is likely that MMS will spend
another year on internal review, evaluation, and decisionmaking as the transition to a new administration
is completed. If it is determined that some alternative approach to leasing is preferable, and depending on
how long it takes to conduct and digest the analysis, the 5-Year Program for 2007-2012 could be adjusted
accordingly, or the new approach could be subject to consideration through the public comment and
review process leading to the subsequent 5-Year Program (2012-2017).

The MMS must be cognizant of the effects any policy changes might have on the achievement of
other statutory goals of the Federal OCS Program. Among these are expeditious and orderly development
and maintaining a diverse and competitive industry. Areawide leasing allows smaller independent
companies to rapidly produce low-resource, low-risk fields, while larger companies push technological
development at a slower pace in deep water. Areawide leasing also encourages strong and innovative
seismic exploration and geophysical contracting and processing industries. In addition, a sudden change
in policy that restricts access to oil and gas resources or that alters the timetables the offshore industry has
come to depend on may lead to undesirable socioeconomic disruptions in local coastal economies. The
MMS expects our forthcoming, detailed analysis of alternatives to areawide leasing to address such
possible consequences. Therefore, pending completion of that analysis, MMS believes that it is not
appropriate to include the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection Leasing System Alternative in this
SEIS.

2.2. PROPOSED CENTRAL PLANNING AREA LEASE SALES 208, 213, 216, AND
222

The following four alternatives were included for analysis in the Multisale EIS. As explained in
Chapter 2.1.3.2, the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection Leasing System Alternative was not
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included for analysis in this SEIS due to an ongoing MMS study on alternative approaches to leasing. No
new alternatives were proposed due to the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA lease
sales.

2.2.1. Alternative A—The Proposed Actions

2.2.1.1. Description

Alternative A would offer for lease all unleased blocks within the CPA including the 181 South Area
(4.3 million ac) for oil and gas operations (Figure 1-1), except the following:

(1) blocks that were previously included within the EPA and that are within 100 mi of
the Florida coast;

(2) blocks that are beyond the U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone in the area known as the
northern portion of the Eastern Gap; and

(3) for Sales 208 and 213 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The CPA sale area encompasses about 63 million ac of the CPA’s 66.3 million ac. Approximately
37.1 million ac (59%) of the CPA sale area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources
projected to be developed as a result of any one proposed CPA lease sale is 0.807-1.336 BBO and 3.365-
5.405 Tcf of gas.

The analyses of impacts summarized below and described in detail in Chapter 4.1 are based on the
development scenario, which is a set of assumptions and estimates on the amounts, locations, and timing
for OCS exploration, development, and production operations and facilities, both offshore and onshore.
A detailed discussion of the development scenario and major related impact-producing factors is included
in Chapters 3.1.1, 3.1.2, and 3.2.

2.2.1.2. Summary of Impacts

Air Quality (Chapter 4.1.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for air quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for air quality presented in the Multisale EIS. Because the 181 South Area is
nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, routine activities occurring in the area are expected to
have minimal impact on onshore air quality. In addition, no additional large spills or blowouts are
projected as a result of the addition of the 181 South Area.

Emissions of pollutants into the atmosphere from the routine activities associated with the proposed
action in the CPA are projected to have minimal impacts to onshore air quality because of the prevailing
atmospheric conditions, emission heights, emission rates, and the distance of these emissions from the
coastline, and are expected to be well within NAAQS. While regulations are in place to reduce the risk of
impacts from H,S and while no H,S-related deaths have occurred on the OCS, accidents involving high
concentrations of H,S could result in deaths as well as environmental damage. These emissions from
routine activities and accidental events associated with a proposed action are not expected to have
concentrations that would change onshore air quality classifications.

Water Quality

Coastal Waters (Chapter 4.1.2.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for water quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
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the impact conclusion for water quality presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181 South Area is located
nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of
additional activity; therefore, no additional impacts on water quality are projected as a result of the
inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Impacts from routine activities associated with a proposed action would be minimal if all existing
regulatory requirements are met. Coastal water impacts associated with routine activities include
increases in turbidity resulting from pipeline installation and navigation canal maintenance, discharges of
bilge and ballast water from support vessels, and run-off from shore-based facilities.  Structure
installation and removal and pipeline placement disturb the sediments and cause increased turbidity.

Smaller spills (<1,000 barrels (bbl)) are not expected to significantly impact water quality in coastal
waters. Larger spills, however, could impact water quality in coastal waters. Accidental chemical spills,
release of SBF, and blowouts would have temporary localized impacts on water quality.

Marine Waters (Chapter 4.1.2.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for water quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for marine water quality presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181 South Area is
located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is projected to result in a relatively minor
amount of additional activity; therefore, no additional impacts on water quality are projected as a result of
the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Impacts from routine activities associated with a proposed action would be minimal if all existing
regulatory requirements are met. Marine water impacts associated with routine activities result from the
discharge of drilling muds and cuttings, produced water, residual chemicals used during workovers,
structure installation and removal and pipeline placement. The discharge of drilling muds and cuttings
cause temporary increased turbidity and changes in sediment composition. The discharge of produced
water results in increased concentrations of some metals, hydrocarbons, and dissolved solids within an
area of about 100 m (328 ft) adjacent to the point of discharge. Structure installation and removal and
pipeline placement disturb the sediments and cause increased turbidity. In addition, marine water impacts
result from supply and service-vessel bilge and ballast water discharges.

Smaller spills (<1,000 bbl) are not expected to significantly impact water quality in marine waters.
Larger spills, however, could impact water quality in marine waters. Accidental chemical spills, release
of SBF, and blowouts would have temporary localized impacts on water quality.

Sensitive Coastal Environments

Coastal Barrier Beaches and Associated Dunes (Chapter 4.1.3.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for barrier islands and associated dunes presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS
and on the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information
was found that would alter the impact conclusion for barrier islands and associated dunes presented in the
Multisale EIS. Due to both the distance from the proposed offshore activity (approximately 130 mi (209
km)) and the prevailing easterly winds, activities associated with the 181 South Area are expected to have
little to no affect on barrier islands.

Routine activities in the CPA such as increased vessel traffic, maintenance dredging of navigation
canals, and pipeline installation will cause negligible impacts and will not deleteriously affect barrier
beaches and associated dunes. Indirect impacts from routine activities are negligible and
indistinguishable from direct impacts of onshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events,
primarily oil spills, associated with a CPA proposed action are anticipated to be minimal.

Wetlands (Chapter 4.1.3.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for wetlands presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
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South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for wetlands presented in the Multisale EIS. Since the 181 South Area is 130 mi
(209 km) from the nearest coast, the area has little potential for direct impact to coastal wetlands as a
result of the proposed activities in that area.

Effects to coastal wetlands from the primary impact-producing activities associated with a proposed
action are expected to be low. The primary impact-producing activities associated with routine activities
for the CPA proposed action that could affect wetlands include pipeline emplacement, construction, and
maintenance; navigation channel use (vessel traffic) and maintenance; disposal of OCS-related wastes;
and use and construction of support infrastructure in these coastal areas. Vessel traffic associated with a
proposed action is expected to contribute minimally to the erosion and widening of navigation channels
and canals. Deltaic Louisiana is expected to continue to experience the greatest loss of wetland habitat.

Routine activities in the CPA such as pipeline emplacement, navigational channel use, maintenance
dredging, disposal of OCS wastes, and construction and maintenance of OCS support infrastructure in
coastal areas are expected to result in low impacts. Indirect impacts from wake erosion and saltwater
intrusion are expected to result in low impacts, which are indistinguishable from direct impacts from
inshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events, primarily oil spills, are anticipated to be
minimal.

Seagrass Communities (Chapter 4.1.3.3)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for seagrass communities presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the
addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found
that would alter the impact conclusion for seagrass communities presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181
South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is projected to result in a
relatively minor amount of additional activity; therefore, no significant additional impacts on seagrass
communities are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Turbidity impacts from pipeline installation and maintenance dredging associated with a proposed
action would be temporary and localized. The increment of impacts from service-vessel transit associated
with a proposed action would be minimal. Should an oil spill occur near a seagrass community, impacts
from the spill and cleanup would be considered short term in duration and minor in scope. Close
monitoring and restrictions on the use of bottom-disturbing equipment to clean up the spill would be
needed to avoid or minimize those impacts.

Sensitive Offshore Benthic Resources

Live Bottoms (Pinnacle Trend) (Chapter 4.1.4.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for live bottoms (Pinnacle Trend) presented in the Multisale
EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the
addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found
that would alter the impact conclusion for live bottoms (Pinnacle Trend) presented in the Multisale EIS.
The 181 South Area is located 127 mi (204 km) from the Pinnacle Trend region, and the pinnacle habitat
is deep, 200-400 ft (60-120 m); therefore, activity associated with the 181 South Area would not impact
live bottoms.

The combination of its depth (200-400 ft or 60-120 m), separation from sources of impacts as
mandated by the Live Bottoms (Pinnacle Trend) Stipulation, and a community adapted to sedimentation
makes damage to the ecosystem unlikely from routine activities associated with a CPA proposed action.
In the unlikely event that oil from a subsurface spill would reach the biota of Pinnacle Trend
communities, the effects would be primarily sublethal for adult sessile biota and there would be limited
incidences of mortality.

Topographic Features (Chapter 4.1.4.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for topographic features presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of
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the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would
alter the impact conclusion for topographic features presented in the Multisale EIS. New information was
found that supports previous assessments and illustrates the potential effects of natural events, especially
the cumulative impacts of hurricanes. Since the 181 South Area is 129 mi (207 km) from the nearest
topographic feature, transiting service vessels would be the only likely impact from the 181 South Area
on topographic features. Since the closest topographic feature habitats are deep, >183 ft (>56 m) to their
tops, it is unlikely that the 181 South Area would result in any effect unless a transiting vessel has a
catastrophic accident near a bank.

The routine activities associated with a CPA proposed action that would impact topographic feature
communities include anchoring, infrastructure and pipeline emplacement, infrastructure removal, drilling
discharges, and produced-water discharges. However, adherence to the proposed Topographic Feature
Stipulation would make damage to the ecosystem unlikely. Contact with accidentally spilled oil would
cause lethal and sublethal effects in benthic organisms, but the oiling of benthic organisms is not likely
because of the small area of the banks, the scattered occurrence of spills, the depth of the features, and
because the proposed Topographic Features Stipulations would keep subsurface sources of spills away
from the immediate vicinity of topographic features.

Chemosynthetic and Nonchemosynthetic Deepwater Benthic Communities (Chapter 4.1.5)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for continental slope and deepwater resources presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS
and on the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information
was found that would alter the impact conclusion for continental slope and deepwater resources presented
in the Multisale EIS. The 181 South Area is not expected to have any chemosynthetic or hard-bottom,
nonchemosynthetic communities (such as deepwater corals) that would be exposed to any kind of impacts
from routine activities or accidental events associated with a proposed action. There are no known
surface amplitude anomalies in the 181 South Area, and this deep area is not underlain by salt structures
that create conditions conducive to faulting and hydrocarbon flows similar to other areas of the Gulf.

Chemosynthetic and nonchemosynthetic communities are susceptible to physical impacts from
structure placement, anchoring, and pipeline installation associated with a proposed action; however, the
provisions of NTL 2000-G20 greatly reduce the risk of these physical impacts by requiring avoidance of
potential chemosynthetic communities and by consequence avoidance of other hard-bottom communities.
Even in situations where substantial burial of typical benthic infaunal communities occurred,
recolonization from populations from widespread neighboring soft-bottom substrate would be expected
over a relatively short period of time for all size ranges of organisms. Potential accidental events
associated with a proposed action are expected to cause little damage to the ecological function or
biological productivity of the widespread, low-density chemosynthetic communities and the widespread,
typical, deep-sea benthic communities.

Marine Mammals (Chapter 4.1.6)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis of the 29 species of marine mammals occurring in the Gulf of
Mexico presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication
of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No
significant new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for marine mammals
presented in the Multisale EIS. With the exception of manatees, any of the marine species that occur in
the Gulf of Mexico may be found in the 181 South Area. However, the 181 South Area is not unique in
regards to marine mammal distribution. Impacts from routine activities and accidental events occurring
in the 181 South Area are similar to the rest of the sale area, and the impacts are not expected to have
long-term adverse effects.

Routine events related to a proposed action in the CPA, particularly when mitigated as required by
MMS, are not expected to have long-term adverse effects on the size and productivity of any marine
mammal species or population endemic to the northern Gulf of Mexico. Characteristics of impacts from
accidental events depend on chronic or acute exposure from accidental events resulting in harassment,
harm, or mortality to marine mammals, while exposure to dispersed hydrocarbons is likely to result in
sublethal impacts.
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Sea Turtles (Chapter 4.1.7)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for the five sea turtles species that inhabit the Gulf of Mexico
presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the
Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. While
information from the 5-year status reviews for federally listed sea turtles in the Gulf of Mexico was
incorporated, there was no significant new information that would alter the impact conclusion for sea
turtles presented in the Multisale EIS, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and NMFS
recommended that the current listing classifications remain unchanged. Because the 181 South Area is
nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, all five species of sea turtles may potentially exist within
the 181 South Area, which appears to be an important habitat for leatherbacks. Impacts from routine
activities and accidental events occurring in the 181 South Area are similar to the rest of the sale area. In
most foreseeable cases, exposure to hydrocarbons persisting in the sea following the dispersal of an oil
slick will result in sublethal impacts (e.g., decreased health, reproductive fitness, and longevity; and
increased vulnerability to disease) to sea turtles.

The routine activities of a proposed action are unlikely to have significant adverse effects on the size
and recovery of any sea turtle species or population in the Gulf of Mexico. Accidental events associated
with a proposed action have the potential to impact small to large numbers of sea turtles. Populations of
sea turtles in the northern Gulf of Mexico would be exposed to residuals of oils spilled as a result of a
proposed action during their lifetimes. While chronic or acute exposure from accidental events may result
in the harassment, harm, or mortality to sea turtles, in most foreseeable cases, exposure to hydrocarbons
persisting in the sea following the dispersal of an oil slick will result in sublethal impacts.

Alabama, Choctawhatchee, St. Andrew, and Perdido Key Beach Mice (Chapter 4.1.8)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for beach mice presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for beach mice presented in the Multisale EIS. Due to the extended distance from
shore, impacts associated with activities occurring in the 181 South Area are not expected to impact beach
mice.

An impact from consumption of beach trash and debris associated with a proposed action in the CPA
on the Alabama, Choctawhatchee, St. Andrew, and Perdido Key beach mice is possible but unlikely.
While potential spills that could result from a CPA proposed action are not expected to contact beach
mice or their habitats, large-scale oiling of beach mice could result in extinction, and if not properly
regulated, oil-spill response and cleanup activities could have a significant impact to the beach mice and
their habitat.

Coastal and Marine Birds (Chapter 4.1.9)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for coastal and marine birds presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the
addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found
that would alter the impact conclusion for coastal and marine birds presented in the Multisale EIS. Use of
the 181 South Area by breeding or nonbreeding seabirds is unknown; however, the 181 South Area is
located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is projected to result in a relatively minor
amount of additional activity. Therefore, no additional impacts on coastal and marine birds are projected
as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area. Disturbance to seabirds in the 181 South Area would
be similar to disturbance to the birds in the other offshore waters of the proposed lease sale areas.
Endangered or threatened bird species (i.e., piping plover, whooping crane, and brown pelican) that
inhabit or frequent the north-central and western Gulf of Mexico coastal areas are not expected to occur in
the 181 South Area.

The majority of effects resulting from routine activities associated with a proposed action in the CPA
on endangered/threatened and nonendangered/nonthreatened coastal and marine birds are expected to be
sublethal. These activities include behavioral effects, exposure to or intake of OCS-related contaminants
or discarded debris, temporary disturbances, and displacement of localized groups from impacted
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habitats. Impacts from potential oil spills associated with a proposed action and oil-spill cleanup on birds
are expected to be negligible; however, small amounts of oil can affect birds, and there are possible
delayed impacts on their food supply.

Endangered and Threatened Fish

Gulf Sturgeon (Chapter 4.1.10.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for Gulf sturgeon presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for Gulf sturgeon presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181 South Area is nearly
130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, and it is not located within the designated critical habitat for Gulf
sturgeon. It is extremely unlikely that there will be any sturgeon in the 181 South Area due to water
depths that far exceed the recorded depths preferred by this sturgeon species. In addition, substrate type
and potential forage base associated with bottom types at these depths are not conducive for sustaining a
Gulf sturgeon food base.

Routine activities in the CPA such as installation of pipelines, maintenance dredging, potential vessel
strikes, and nonpoint source runoff from onshore facilities will cause negligible impacts and will not
deleteriously affect Gulf sturgeon. Indirect impacts from routine activities to inshore habitats are
negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities. The potential impacts from
accidental events, mainly oil spills associated with a CPA proposed action, are anticipated to be minimal.
Because of the floating nature of oil and the small tidal range of the Gulf of Mexico, oil spills alone
would typically have very little impact on benthic feeders such as the Gulf sturgeon.

Fish Resources and Essential Fish Habitat (Chapter 4.1.11)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for fisheries and EFH presented in the Multisale EIS, based on
the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the
181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would
alter the impact conclusion for fisheries and EFH presented in the Multisale EIS. Due to the extreme
depths in this area, the only managed fish species (and their pelagic EFH) are some of the highly
migratory species including sharks, billfish, and tuna. The 181 South Area is located in very deep water
(> 2,600 m) and limited activities in that area would not have any measurable additional impacts to fish
resources or EFH for highly migratory species (the only managed species group that far offshore).

Fish resources and EFH could be impacted by coastal environmental degradation, marine
environmental degradation, pipeline trenching, and offshore discharges of drilling fluids and produced
waters associated with routine activities. The impact of coastal and marine environmental degradation is
expected to cause an undetectable decrease in fish resources or in EFH. Impacts of routine discharges are
localized in time and space and are regulated by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) permits
and will have minimal impact. Accidental events that could impact fish resources and EFH include
blowouts and oil or chemical spills. A subsurface blowout would have a negligible effect on Gulf of
Mexico fish resources. If spills due to a proposed action were to occur in open waters of the OCS
proximate to mobile adult finfish or shellfish, the effects would likely be nonfatal and the extent of
damage would be reduced due to the capability of adult fish and shellfish to avoid a spill.

Commercial Fishing (Chapter 4.1.12)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for commercial fishing presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of
the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. New fishery statistics analyzed and the addition of the
181 South Area do not change the conclusion in the Multisale EIS that impacts on the commercial
fisheries from the proposed action would be minimal.

Routine activities in the CPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause negligible
impacts and will not deleteriously affect commercial fishing activities. Indirect impacts from routine
activities to inshore habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities
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on commercial fisheries. The potential impacts from accidental events, a well blowout, or an oil spill
associated with a CPA proposed action are anticipated to be minimal. Commercial fishermen are
anticipated to avoid the area of a well blowout or an oil spill. Any impact on catch or value of catch
would be insignificant compared to natural variability.

Recreational Fishing (Chapter 4.1.13)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for recreational fishing presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of
the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. New information was not significantly different from
that provided in the Multisale EIS; therefore, no information was found that would alter the conclusions
in the Multisale EIS that impacts on the recreational fisheries from accidental events associated with a
CPA proposed action would be minimal. The inclusion of 181 South Area will have no direct routine
impacts on recreational fishing due to its distance (130 mi (209 km)) from the nearest shore. Indirect
impacts resulting from an incremental increase of vessel trips from activities in the 181 South Area are
expected to be negligible.

Routine activities in the CPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause negligible
impacts and will not deleteriously affect recreational fishing activities. Indirect impacts to inshore
habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities on commercial
recreational fisheries. Temporary localized impacts from oil spills are anticipated as a result of a CPA
proposed action, which would include temporary inconvenience to recreational fishermen and possibly
some loss of revenue to facilities supported by recreational fishermen such as boat launches and bait
shops.

Recreational Resources (Chapter 4.1.14)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for recreational resources presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the
addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found
that would alter the impact conclusion for recreational resources presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181
South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, far distant from recreational
beaches, out of sight from land, and out of range for most recreational fishing. The inclusion of the 181
South Area is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional activity, limiting potential
impacts from traffic and from trash and debris. The location of the 181 South Area and limited activities
that are expected to result also limit potential impacts from oil spills. Therefore, no additional impacts on
recreational resources are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

While marine debris and nearshore operations, either individually or collectively, may adversely
affect the quality of some recreational experiences, they are unlikely to reduce the number of recreational
visits to Gulf coastal beaches. It is unlikely that a spill would be a major threat to recreational beaches
because any impacts would be short-term and localized, and should have no long-term effect on tourism.

Archaeological Resources (Chapter 4.1.15)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for prehistoric and historic archaeological resources presented
in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale
EIS and on the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for archaeological resources presented in
the Multisale EIS. Given the extreme water depths in the 181 South Area, no prehistoric archaeological
resources would likely be encountered in this area. Areas considered by MMS to have a high probability
for historic period shipwrecks are located throughout the Gulf of Mexico, including the 181 South Area.

The greatest potential impact to an archaeological resource as a result of routine activities associated
with a proposed action in the CPA would result from direct contact between an offshore activity (i.e.,
platform installation, drilling rig emplacement, and dredging or pipeline project) and a prehistoric or
historic site. The archaeological survey and archaeological clearance of sites required prior to an operator
beginning oil and gas activities on a lease are expected to be highly effective at identifying possible
offshore archaeological sites; however, should such contact occur, there would be damage to or loss of
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significant and/or unique archaeological information. It is expected that coastal archaeological resources
will be protected through the review and approval processes of the various Federal, State, and local
agencies involved in permitting onshore activities.

It is not very likely that a large oil spill will occur and contact coastal prehistoric or historic
archaeological sites from accidental events associated with a CPA proposed action. Should a spill contact
a prehistoric archaeological site, damage might include loss of radiocarbon-dating potential, direct impact
from oil-spill cleanup equipment, and/or looting resulting in the irreversible loss of unique or significant
archaeological information. The major effect from an oil-spill impact on coastal historic archaeological
sites would be visual contamination, which would be temporary and reversible.

Human Resources and Land Use

Land Use and Coastal Infrastructure (Chapter 4.1.16.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for land use and coastal infrastructure presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS,
the supplemental information found since completion of the Multisale EIS, and the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. Although the addition of the 181 South Area resulted in some
increases in the activity scenario for a typical CPA proposed action, these minor increases in activity were
not significant enough to affect the long-term (i.e., 40-year) forecasts of coastal infrastructure needs to
support either a typical CPA sale or the OCS Program. To date, no new information has been found that
necessitates a change to the coastal infrastructure scenario presented in the Multisale EIS. The MMS
recently analyzed historical data and validated past scenario projections of new pipeline landfalls and new
onshore waste disposal sites. Based on the lack of significant new information and MMS’s recent
analysis, the coastal infrastructure projections have not changed for a proposed lease sale or for the OCS
Program.

A proposed action in the CPA (i.e., including the 181 South Area) would not require additional
coastal infrastructure, with the exception of possibly one new gas processing facility and one new pipeline
landfall, and it would not alter the current land use of the analysis area. The existing oil and gas
infrastructure is expected to be sufficient to handle development associated with a proposed action. There
may be some expansion at current facilities, but the land in the analysis area is sufficient to handle such
development. There is also sufficient land to construct a new gas processing plant in the analysis area,
should it be needed. Accidental events such as oil or chemical spills, blowouts, and vessel collisions
would have no effects on land use. Coastal or nearshore spills, as well as vessel collisions, could have
short-term adverse effects on coastal infrastructure requiring clean up of any oil or chemicals spilled.

Demographics (Chapter 4.1.16.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for demographics presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the 181
South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found that would alter
the impact conclusion for demographics presented in the Multisale EIS. The 181 South Area is located
nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast and is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of
additional activity; therefore, no additional impacts on employment, or the resulting population and
demographics, are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

A CPA proposed action (including the 181 South Area) is projected to minimally affect the
demography of the analysis area. Population impacts from a proposed action are projected to be minimal
(<1% of total population) for any EIA in the Gulf of Mexico region. The baseline population patterns and
distributions, as projected and described in Chapter 3.3.5.4 of the Multisale EIS, are expected to remain
unchanged as a result of a proposed action. The increase in employment is expected to be met primarily
with the existing population and available labor force, with the exception of some in-migration (some of
whom may be foreign) projected to move into focal areas, such as Port Fourchon. Accidental events
associated with a proposed action such as oil or chemical spills, blowouts, and vessel collisions would
likely have no effects on the demographic characteristics of the Gulf coastal communities.
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Economic Factors (Chapter 4.1.16.3)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for economic factors presented in the Multisale EIS, based on
the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the addition of the
181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. New economic and demographic data (Woods & Poole
Economics, Inc., 2007) analyzed and the addition of the 181 South Area does not change the conclusions
in the Multisale EIS, which stated that there would be only minor economic changes in the Texas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida EIA’s should a proposed CPA lease sale occur. A proposed
action is expected to generate less than a 1 percent increase in employment in any of these subareas, even
when the net employment impacts from accidental events are included. Most of the employment related
to a proposed action is expected to occur in Texas and Louisiana. The demand will be met primarily with
the existing population and labor force.

Environmental Justice (Chapter 4.1.16.4)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for environmental justice presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS and on the
addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed CPA sale area. No significant new information was found
that would alter the impact conclusion for environmental justice as presented in the Multisale EIS. The
181 South Area is located at the eastern edge of the CPA sale area nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the
nearest coast. Also, the 181 South Area is projected to result in a relatively minor amount of additional
sale-related activity. This limited activity will have few impacts; the location of the 181 South Area
means that any impacts that may result are unlikely to be concentrated in an area that could
disproportionately impact minority or low income people. Therefore, no additional impacts on minority
or low-income people are projected as a result of the inclusion of the 181 South Area.

Because the proposed CPA sale area lies 3 or more miles (4.8 or more kilometers) offshore, no
activities that occur on the resulting leases (and that are regulated by MMS) will impact environmental
justice. Environmental justice implications arise indirectly from onshore activities conducted in support
of OCS exploration, development, and production. Because the onshore infrastructure support system for
OCS-related industry (and its associated labor force) is highly developed, widespread, and has operated
for decades within a heterogeneous Gulf of Mexico population, the proposed actions are not expected to
have disproportionately high or adverse environmental or health effects on minority or low-income
people. The CPA proposed action would help to maintain ongoing levels of activity rather than expand
them.

2.2.1.3. Mitigating Measures

The following seven environmental and military mitigations, referred to as lease stipulations, were
included for analysis in the Multisale EIS (Chapter 2.4.1.3 of the Multisale EIS). Any stipulations or
mitigation requirements to be included in a lease sale will be described in detail in the FNOS for that
lease sale. Stipulations or mitigation requirements in addition to the those analyzed in this SEIS can also
be developed and applied, and will also be described in detail in the FNOS.

No new lease stipulations were proposed due to the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed
CPA lease sales. Four of the seven stipulations are applicable to the 181 South Area. They are the
Military Areas Stipulation, the Evacuation Stipulation, the Coordination Stipulation, and the Protected
Species Stipulation (Figures 2-1 and 2-2). The Topographic Features Stipulation, the Live Bottom
Stipulation, and the Blocks South of Baldwin County, Alabama, Coast Stipulation are not applicable to
the 181 South Area.

The Topographic Features Stipulation protects the biota of the topographic features from adverse
effects due to routine oil and gas activities, including physical damage from anchoring and rig
emplacement and the potential toxic and smothering effects from muds and cuttings discharges. The
Topographic Features Stipulation has been included in leases since 1973 and has effectively prevented
damage to the biota of these banks from routine oil and gas activities such as anchoring. Monitoring
studies have demonstrated that the shunting requirements of the stipulation are effective in preventing the
muds and cuttings from impacting the biota of the banks. Although the deferral of blocks with
topographic features has been analyzed as an alternative in EIS’s and EA’s for all recent CPA and WPA
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sales, this alternative has never been selected. The topographic highs on and near these blocks are often
associated with salt domes, which are attractive areas for hydrocarbon exploration. Instead, blocks on the
topographic features have been offered for lease with a stipulation that has proven effective in protecting
sensitive biological resources. The location of the blocks affected by the Topographic Features
Stipulation is shown on Figure 2-1.

The Military Areas Stipulation has been applied to all blocks leased in military areas since 1977 and
reduces potential impacts, particularly in regards to safety; but, it does not reduce or eliminate the actual
physical presence of oil and gas operations in areas where military operations are conducted. The
stipulation contains a “hold harmless” clause (holding the U.S. Government harmless in case of an
accident involving military operations) and requires lessees to coordinate their activities with appropriate
local military contacts. Figure 2-2 shows the military warning areas in the Gulf of Mexico.

The Protected Species Stipulation has been applied to all blocks leased in the GOM since December
2001. This stipulation was developed in consultation with DOC, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), NMFS, and FWS in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973 (ESA) and is designed to minimize or avoid potential adverse impacts to federally protected
species.

The Live Bottom (Pinnacle Trend) Stipulation covers a small portion of the northeastern CPA sale
area that is characterized by a pinnacle trend, which is classified as a live bottom under the stipulation.
The MMS developed the stipulation to protect biological resources in the Pinnacle Trend in response to
concerns that disturbing any of the series of topographic irregularities might adversely affect biological
communities that have developed on the surfaces of the features and affect the habitat they provide for
pelagic fishes. The stipulation requires avoidance of the features during the placement of oil and gas
structures and the laying of pipelines. The stipulation has been adopted in CPA sales since 1990 and has
been effective in protecting the features and resident biological communities from damage. The location
of the blocks affected by the Live Bottom (Pinnacle Trend) Stipulation is shown on Figure 2-1.

The Evacuation Stipulation would apply to any lease in the easternmost portion of the CPA sale
area. This stipulation was developed in consultation with the U.S. Department of Defense (DOD) to
address specific potential use conflict issues between oil and gas operations and military operations in the
GOM. An evacuation stipulation has been applied to all blocks leased in this area since 2001. This
stipulation would provide for the evacuation of personnel and the shut-in of operations during any events
conducted by the military that could pose a danger to ongoing oil and gas operations. It is expected that
these measures will serve to eliminate dangerous conflicts between oil and gas operations and military
operations.

The Coordination Stipulation would apply to any lease in the easternmost portion of the CPA sale
area. This stipulation was developed in consultation with DOD to address specific potential use conflict
issues between oil and gas operations and military operations in the GOM. A coordination stipulation has
been applied to all blocks leased in this area since 2001. This stipulation would provide for the review of
pending oil and gas operations by military authorities and could result in delaying oil and gas operations
if military activities have been scheduled in the area that may put the oil and gas operations and personnel
at risk.

The Blocks South of Baldwin County, Alabama, Stipulation will be included only on leases south
of and within 15 mi (24 km) of Baldwin County, Alabama (Figure 2-1). For several years, the Governor
of Alabama has continually indicated opposition to new leasing south and within 15 mi (24 km) of
Baldwin County but has requested that, if the area is offered for lease, a lease stipulation to reduce the
potential for visual impacts be applied to all new leases in this area. Prior to the decision in 1999 on the
Final Notice of Sale for Sale 172, the MMS, Gulf of Mexico OCS Regional Director, in consultation with
the Geological Survey of Alabama/State Oil and Gas Board, developed a lease stipulation to be applied to
any new leases within the 15-mi (24-km) area to mitigate potential visual impacts. The stipulation
specifies requirements for consultation that lessees must follow when developing plans for fixed
structures. The stipulation has been continually adopted in annual Central Gulf of Mexico lease sales
since 1999.
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2.2.2. Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near
the Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features

2.2.2.1. Description

Alternative B differs from Alternative A by not offering the blocks that are possibly affected by the
proposed Topographic Features Stipulation (Chapter 2.2.1.3.1 and Figure 2-1). All of the assumptions
(including the six other potential mitigating measures) and estimates are the same as for Alternative A. A
description of Alternative A is presented in Chapter 2.2.1.1.

No topographic features are located in the 181 South Area; therefore, no blocks located in the 181
South Area would be excluded under Alternative B.

2.2.2.2. Summary of Impacts

The analyses of impacts summarized in Chapter 2.2.1.2 and described in detail in Chapter 4.1 are
based on the development scenario, which is a set of assumptions and estimates on the amounts,
locations, and timing for OCS exploration, development, and production operations and facilities, both
offshore and onshore. A detailed discussion of the development scenario and major related impact-
producing factors is included in Chapter 3.

The difference between the potential impacts described for Alternative A and those under Alternative
B is that under Alternative B no oil and gas activity would take place in the blocks subject to the
Topographic Features Stipulation (Figure 2-1). The assumption that the levels of activity for Alternative
B are essentially the same as those projected for the proposed actions leads to the conclusion that the
impacts expected to result from Alternative B would be very similar to those described under the
proposed actions (Chapter 4.1). Therefore, the regional impact levels for all resources, except for the
topographic features, would be similar to those described under the proposed actions. This alternative, if
adopted, would prevent any oil and gas activity whatsoever in the affected blocks; thus, it would eliminate
any potential direct impacts to the biota of those blocks from oil and gas activities, which otherwise
would be conducted within the blocks.

2.2.3. Alternative C—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks
within 15 Miles of the Baldwin County, Alabama, Coast

2.2.3.1. Description

Alternative C differs from Alternative A by not offering any unleased blocks within 15 mi (24 km) of
the Baldwin County, Alabama, coast. All of the assumptions (including the six other potential mitigating
measures) and estimates are the same as for Alternative A (Chapters 2.2.1.3 and 4.1). A description of
Alternative A is presented in Chapter 2.2.1.1. The coastal region adjacent to the area considered under
Alternative C is designated EIA AL-1 (Figure 2-3).

The 181 South Area is located more than 90 mi (145 km) south of the Baldwin County, Alabama,
coast; therefore, no blocks located in the 181 South Area would be excluded under Alternative C.

2.2.3.2. Summary of Impacts

The analyses of impacts summarized Chapter 2.2.1.2 and described in detail in Chapter 4.1 are
based on the development scenario, which is a set of assumptions and estimates on the amounts,
locations, and timing for OCS exploration, development, and production operations and facilities, both
offshore and onshore. A detailed discussion of the development scenario and major related impact-
producing factors is included in Chapter 3.

The difference between the potential impacts described for Alternative A and those under Alternative
C is that under Alternative C no oil and gas activity would take place in blocks within 15 mi (24 km) of
the Baldwin County coast (Figure 2-1). The assumption that the levels of activity for Alternative C are
essentially the same as those projected for the proposed actions leads to the conclusion that the impacts
expected to result from Alternative C would be very similar to those described under the proposed actions
(Chapter 4.1). Therefore, the regional impact levels for all resources, except recreational beaches, would
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be similar to those described under the proposed actions. This alternative, if adopted, would reduce the
potential aesthetic impacts to recreational beaches along the Baldwin County coast.

2.2.4. Alternative D—No Action

2.2.4.1. Description

Alternative D is the cancellation of one or more of the proposed CPA lease sales including leases that
would be offered in the 181 South Area. The opportunity for development of the estimated 0.807-1.336
BBO and 3.365-5.405 Tcf of gas that could have resulted from a proposed lease sale would be precluded
or postponed. Any potential environmental impacts resulting from the proposed lease sales would not
occur or would be postponed.

2.2.4.2. Summary of Impacts

If Alternative D is selected, all impacts, positive and negative, associated with the proposed lease
sales discussed in Chapter 4.1 would be eliminated. . The incremental contribution of the proposed
lease sales to cumulative effects would also be foregone, but effects from other activities, including other
OCS lease sales, would remain.

If a lease sale would be cancelled, the resulting development of oil and gas would most likely be
postponed to a future sale; therefore, the overall level of OCS activity in the CPA would only be reduced
by a small percentage, if any. Therefore, the cancellation of one lease sale would not significantly change
the environmental impacts of overall OCS activity. However, the cancellation of a lease sale may result
in direct economic impacts to the individual companies. Revenues collected by the Federal Government
(and thus revenue disbursements to the States) would be adversely affected also.

Other sources of energy may substitute for the lost production. Principal substitutes would be
additional imports, conservation, additional domestic production, and switching to other fuels. These
alternatives, except conservation, have significant negative environmental impacts of their own.

2.3. PROPOSED WESTERN PLANNING AREA LEASE SALES 210, 215, AND 218

The following three alternatives were included for analysis in the Multisale EIS. As explained in
Chapter 2.1.3.2 of this SEIS, the Use of a Nomination and Tract Selection Leasing System Alternative
was not included for analysis in this SEIS due to an ongoing MMS study on alternative approaches to
leasing.

2.3.1. Alternative A—The Proposed Actions

2.3.1.1. Description

Alternative A would offer for lease all unleased blocks within the WPA for oil and gas operations
(Figure 2-1), except the following:

(1) whole and partial blocks within the boundary of the Flower Garden Banks National
Marine Sanctuary; and

(2) for Sales 210 and 215 only, whole and partial blocks that lie within the 1.4-nmi
buffer zone north of the continental shelf boundary between the U.S. and Mexico.

The WPA sale area encompasses about 28.7 million ac. Approximately 18.3 million ac (64%) of the
WPA sale area is currently unleased. The estimated amount of resources projected to be developed as a
result of any one proposed WPA lease sale is 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas.

The analyses of impacts summarized below and described in detail in Chapter 4.1 are based on the
development scenario, which is a set of assumptions and estimates on the amounts, locations, and timing
for OCS exploration, development, and production operations and facilities, both offshore and onshore.
A detailed discussion of the development scenario and major related impact-producing factors is included
in Chapter 3.
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2.3.1.2. Summary of Impacts

Air Quality (Chapter 4.1.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for air quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for air quality presented in the Multisale
EIS.

Emissions of pollutants into the atmosphere from the routine activities associated with the proposed
action in the WPA are projected to have minimal impacts to onshore air quality because of the prevailing
atmospheric conditions, emission heights, emission rates, and the distance of these emissions from the
coastline, and are expected to be well within the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).
While regulations are in place to reduce the risk of impacts from H,S and while no H,S-related deaths
have occurred on the OCS, accidents involving high concentrations of H,S could result in deaths as well
as environmental damage. These emissions from routine activities and accidental events associated with
a proposed action are not expected to have concentrations that would change onshore air quality
classifications.

Water Quality

Coastal Waters (Chapter 4.1.2.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for water quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for water quality presented in the Multisale
EIS.

Coastal water impacts associated with routine activities include increases in turbidity resulting from
pipeline installation and navigation canal maintenance, discharges of bilge and ballast water from support
vessels, and run-off from shore-based facilities. Impacts from routine activities associated with a
proposed action would be minimal if all existing regulatory requirements are met. Smaller spills (<1,000
bbl) are not expected to significantly impact water quality in coastal waters. Larger spills, however, could
impact water quality in coastal waters. Accidental chemical spills, release of SBF, and blowouts would
temporary localized impacts on water quality.

Marine Waters (Chapter 4.1.2.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for water quality presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for water quality presented in the Multisale
EIS.

Marine water impacts associated with routine activities result from the discharge of drilling muds and
cuttings, produced water, residual chemicals used during workovers, structure installation and removal,
and pipeline placement. The discharge of drilling muds and cuttings cause temporary increased turbidity
and changes in sediment composition. The discharge of produced water results in increased
concentrations of some metals, hydrocarbons, and dissolved solids within an area of about 100 m (328 ft)
adjacent to the point of discharge. Structure installation and removal and pipeline placement disturbs the
sediments and causes increased turbidity. In addition, marine water impacts result from supply and
service-vessel bilge and ballast water discharges. Impacts from routine activities associated with a
proposed action would be minimal if all existing regulatory requirements are met. Smaller spills (<1,000
bbl) are not expected to significantly impact water quality in marine waters. Larger spills, however, could
impact water quality in marine waters. Accidental chemical spills, release of SBF, and blowouts would
have temporary localized impacts on water quality.
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Sensitive Coastal Environments

Coastal Barrier Beaches and Associated Dunes (Chapter 4.1.3.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for barrier islands and associated dunes presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS.
No significant new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for barrier islands and
associated dunes presented in the Multisale EIS.

Routine activities in the WPA such as increased vessel traffic, maintenance dredging of navigation
canals, and pipeline emplacement will cause negligible impacts and will not deleteriously affect barrier
beaches and associated dunes. Indirect impacts from routine impacts are negligible and indistinguishable
from direct impacts of onshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events, primarily oil
spills, are anticipated to be minimal.

Wetlands (Chapter 4.1.3.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for wetlands presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for wetlands presented in the Multisale EIS

Effects to coastal wetlands from the primary impact-producing activities associated with a proposed
action are expected to be low. The primary impact-producing activities associated with routine activities
for the WPA proposed action that could affect wetlands include pipeline emplacement, construction and
maintenance, navigation channel use (vessel traffic) and maintenance, disposal of OCS-related wastes,
and the use and construction of support infrastructure in these coastal areas. Vessel traffic associated with
a proposed action is expected to contribute minimally to the erosion and widening of navigation channels
and canals.

Routine activities in the WPA such as pipeline emplacement, navigational channel use, maintenance
dredging, disposal of OCS wastes, and construction and maintenance of OCS support infrastructure in
coastal wetlands are expected to result in low impacts. Indirect impacts from wake erosion and saltwater
intrusion are expected to result in low impacts, which are indistinguishable from direct impacts from
inshore activities. The potential impacts from accidental events, primarily oil spills, are anticipated to be
minimal.

Seagrass Communities (Chapter 4.1.3.3)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for seagrass communities presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant
new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for seagrass communities presented in
the Multisale EIS.

Turbidity impacts from pipeline installation and maintenance dredging associated with a proposed
action would be temporary and localized. The increment of impacts from service-vessel transit associated
with a proposed action would be minimal. Should an oil spill occur near a seagrass community, impacts
from the spill and cleanup would be considered short term in duration and minor in scope. Close
monitoring and restrictions on the use of bottom-disturbing equipment to clean up the spill would be
needed to avoid or minimize those impacts.

Sensitive Offshore Benthic Resources

Topographic Features (Chapter 4.1.4.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for topographic features presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for topographic features presented in the
Multisale EIS. New information was found that supports previous assessments and illustrates the
potential effects of natural events, especially the cumulative impacts of hurricanes.
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The full analyses of the potential impacts of routine activities and accidental events associated with a
WPA proposed action, and a proposed action’s incremental contribution to the cumulative impacts are
presented in Chapter 4.1. A summary of these potential impacts are as follows. The routine activities
associated with a WPA proposed action that would impact topographic feature communities include
anchoring, infrastructure and pipeline emplacement, infrastructure removal, drilling discharges, and
produced-water discharges. However, adherence to the proposed Topographic Feature Stipulation would
make damage to the ecosystem unlikely. Contact with accidentally spilled oil would cause lethal and
sublethal effects in benthic organisms but the oiling of benthic organisms is not likely because of the
small area of the banks, the scattered occurrence of spills, the depth of the features, and because the
proposed Topographic Features Stipulation would keep subsurface sources of spills away from the
immediate vicinity of topographic features.

Chemosynthetic and Nonchemosynthetic Deepwater Benthic Communities (Chapter 4.1.5)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for continental slope and deepwater resources presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS.
No significant new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for continental slope
and deepwater resources presented in the Multisale EIS.

Chemosynthetic and nonchemosynthetic communities are susceptible to physical impacts from
structure placement, anchoring, and pipeline installation associated with a proposed action; however, the
provisions of NTL 2000-G20 greatly reduce the risk of these physical impacts by requiring avoidance of
potential chemosynthetic communities and by consequence avoidance of other hard-bottom communities.
Even in situations where substantial burial of typical benthic infaunal communities occurred,
recolonization from populations from widespread neighboring soft-bottom substrate would be expected
over a relatively short period of time for all size ranges of organisms. Potential accidental events
associated with a proposed action are expected to cause little damage to the ecological function or
biological productivity of the widespread, low-density chemosynthetic communities and the widespread,
typical, deep-sea benthic communities.

Marine Mammals (Chapter 4.1.6)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis of the 29 species of marine mammals occurring in the Gulf of
Mexico presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication
of the Multisale EIS. No significant new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion
for marine mammals presented in the Multisale EIS.

Routine events related to a proposed action in the WPA, particularly when mitigated as required by
MMS, are not expected to have long-term adverse effects on the size and productivity of any marine
mammal species or population endemic to the northern Gulf of Mexico. Characteristics of impacts from
accidental events depend on chronic or acute exposure resulting in harassment, harm, or mortality to
marine mammals, while exposure to dispersed hydrocarbons is likely to result in sublethal impacts.

Sea Turtles (Chapter 4.1.7)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for the five sea turtles species that inhabit the Gulf of Mexico
presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the
Multisale EIS. While information from the 5-year status reviews for federally listed sea turtles in the Gulf
of Mexico was incorporated, there was no significant new information that would alter the impact
conclusion for sea turtles presented in the Multisale EIS, and FWS and NMFS recommended that the
current listing classifications remain unchanged.

The routine activities of a proposed action in the WPA, when mitigated as required by MMS, are
unlikely to have significant adverse effects on the size and recovery of any sea turtle species or population
in the Gulf of Mexico. Accidental events associated with a proposed action have the potential to impact
small to large numbers of sea turtles. Populations of sea turtles in the northern Gulf of Mexico would be
exposed to residuals of oils spilled as a result of a proposed action during their lifetimes. While chronic
or acute exposure from accidental events may result in the harassment, harm, or mortality to sea turtles, in
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most foreseeable cases, exposure to hydrocarbons persisting in the sea following the dispersal of an oil
slick will result in sublethal impacts.

Coastal and Marine Birds (Chapter 4.1.9)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for coastal and marine birds presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant
new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for coastal and marine birds presented
in the Multisale EIS.

The majority of effects resulting from routine activities associated with a proposed action in the WPA
on endangered/threatened and nonendangered/nonthreatened coastal and marine birds are expected to be
sublethal. The routine activities include behavioral effects, exposure to or intake of OCS-related
contaminants or discarded debris, temporary disturbances, and displacement of localized groups from
impacted habitats. Impacts from potential oil spills associated with a proposed action and oil-spill
cleanup on birds are expected to be negligible; however, small amounts of oil can affect birds, and there
are possible delayed impacts on their food supply.

Fish Resources and Essential Fish Habitat (Chapter 4.1.11)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for fisheries and EFH) presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for fisheries and EFH presented in the
Multisale EIS.

Fish resources and EFH could be impacted by coastal environmental degradation, marine
environmental degradation, pipeline trenching, and offshore discharges of drilling discharges and
produced waters associated with routine activities. The impact of coastal and marine environmental
degradation is expected to cause an undetectable decrease in fish resources or in EFH. Impacts of routine
discharges are localized in time and space and are regulated by USEPA permits and will have minimal
impact. Accidental events that could impact fish resources and EFH include blowouts and oil or chemical
spills. A subsurface blowout would have a negligible effect on Gulf of Mexico fish resources. If spills
due to a proposed action were to occur in open waters of the OCS proximate to mobile adult finfish or
shellfish, the effects would likely be nonfatal and the extent of damage would be reduced due to the
capability of adult fish and shellfish to avoid a spill.

Commercial Fishing (Chapter 4.1.12)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for commercial fishing presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. New fishery statistics
analyzed do not change the conclusion in the Multisale EIS that impacts on the commercial fisheries from
the proposed action would be minimal.

Routine activities in the WPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause negligible
impacts and will not deleteriously affect commercial fishing activities. Indirect impacts from routine
activities to inshore habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities
on commercial fisheries. The potential impacts from accidental events, a well blowout or an oil spill,
associated with either a WPA action are anticipated to be minimal. Commercial fishermen are anticipated
to avoid the area of a well blowout or an oil spill. Any impact on catch or value of catch would be
insignificant compared with natural variability.

Recreational Fishing (Chapter 4.1.13)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for recreational fishing presented in the Multisale EIS, based
on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. New information was
not significantly different from that provided in the Multisale EIS; therefore, no information was found
that would alter the conclusions in the Multisale EIS that impacts on the recreational fisheries from
accidental events associated with a WPA action would be minimal.
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Routine activities in the WPA such as seismic surveys and pipeline trenching will cause negligible
impacts and will not deleteriously affect recreational fishing activities. Indirect impacts to inshore
habitats are negligible and indistinguishable from direct impacts of inshore activities on commercial
recreational fisheries. Temporary localized impacts from oil spills are anticipated as a result of a WPA
action. These impacts would include temporary inconvenience to recreational fishermen and possibly
some loss of revenue to facilities supported by recreational fishermen such as boat launches and bait
shops.

Recreational Resources (Chapter 4.1.14)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for recreational resources presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant
new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for recreational resources presented in
the Multisale EIS.

Routine impacts from marine debris and nearshore operations, either individually or collectively, may
adversely affect the affect the quality of some recreational experiences but are unlikely to reduce the
number of recreational visits to Gulf coastal beaches. It is unlikely that a spill would be a major threat to
recreational beaches because any impacts would be short-term and localized, and should have no long-
term effect on tourism.

Archaeological Resources (Chapter 4.1.15)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for prehistoric and historic archaeological resources presented
in the Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale
EIS. No significant new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for archaeological
resources presented in the Multisale EIS.

The greatest potential impact to an archaeological resource as a result of routine activities associated
with a proposed action in the WPA would result from direct contact between an offshore activity
(platform installation, drilling rig emplacement, and dredging or pipeline project) and a prehistoric or
historic site. The archaeological survey and archaeological clearance of sites required prior to an operator
beginning oil and gas activities on a lease are expected to be highly effective at identifying possible
offshore archaeological sites; however, should such contact occur, there would be damage to or loss of
significant and/or unigue archaeological information. It is expected that coastal archaeological resources
will be protected through the review and approval processes of the various Federal, State, and local
agencies involved in permitting onshore activities.

It is not very likely that a large oil spill will occur and contact coastal prehistoric or historic
archaeological sites from accidental events associated with a proposed action. Should a spill contact a
prehistoric archaeological site, damage might include loss of radiocarbon-dating potential, direct impact
from oil-spill cleanup equipment, and/or looting resulting in the irreversible loss of unique or significant
archaeological information. The major effect from an oil-spill impact on coastal historic archaeological
sites would be visual contamination, which would be temporary and reversible.

Human Resources and Land Use

Land Use and Coastal Infrastructure (Chapter 4.1.16.1)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for land use and coastal infrastructure presented in the
Multisale EIS, based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS.
To date, no new information has been found that necessitates a change to the coastal infrastructure
scenario presented in the Multisale EIS. The MMS recently analyzed historical data and validated past
scenario projections of new pipeline landfalls and new onshore waste disposal sites. Based on the lack of
significant new information and MMS’s recent analysis, the coastal infrastructure projections have not
changed for a proposed lease sale or for the OCS Program.

A proposed action in the WPA would not require additional coastal infrastructure, with the exception
of possibly one new gas processing facility and one new pipeline landfall, and would not alter the current
land use of the analysis area. The existing oil and gas infrastructure is expected to be sufficient to handle
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development associated with a proposed action. There may be some expansion at current facilities, but
the land in the analysis area is sufficient to handle such development. There is also sufficient land to
construct a new gas processing plant in the analysis area, should it be needed. Accidental events such as
oil or chemical spills, blowouts, and vessel collisions would have no effects on land use. Coastal or
nearshore spills, as well as vessel collisions, could have short-term adverse effects on coastal
infrastructure requiring clean up of any oil or chemicals spilled.

Demographics (Chapter 4.1.16.2)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for demographics presented in the Multisale EIS, based on the
additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant new
information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for demographics presented in the Multisale
EIS.

A WPA proposed action is projected to minimally affect the demography of the analysis area.
Population impacts from a proposed action are projected to be minimal (<1% of total population) for any
economic impact area (EIA) in the Gulf of Mexico region. The baseline population patterns and
distributions are expected to remain unchanged as the result of a proposed action. The increase in
employment is expected to be met primarily with the existing population and available labor force, with
the exception of some in-migration (some of whom may be foreign) projected to move into focal areas,
such as Port Fourchon. Accidental events associated with a proposed action such as oil or chemical spills,
blowouts, and vessel collisions would have likely have no effects on the demographic characteristics of
the Gulf coastal communities.

Economic Factors (Chapter 4.1.16.3)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for economic factors presented in the Multisale EIS, based on
the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. New economic and
demographic data (Woods & Poole Economics, Inc., 2007) analyzed does not change the conclusions in
the Multisale EIS, which stated that there would be only minor economic changes in the Texas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida EIA’s should a proposed WPA lease sale occur.

A WPA proposed action is expected to generate less than a 1 percent increase in employment in any
of these subareas, even when the net employment impacts from accidental events are included. Most of
the employment related to a proposed action is expected to occur in Texas and Louisiana. The demand
will be met primarily with the existing population and labor force.

Environmental Justice (Chapter 4.1.16.4)

The MMS has reexamined the analysis for environmental justice presented in the Multisale EIS,
based on the additional information available since the publication of the Multisale EIS. No significant
new information was found that would alter the impact conclusion for environmental justice as presented
in the Multisale EIS.

Because the proposed WPA sale area lies 3 or more miles (4.8 or more kilometers) offshore, no
activities that occur on the resulting leases (and that are regulated by MMS) will impact environmental
justice. Environmental justice implications arise indirectly from onshore activities conducted in support
of OCS exploration, development and production. Because the onshore infrastructure support system for
OCS-related industry (and its associated labor force) is highly developed, widespread, and has operated
for decades within a heterogeneous Gulf of Mexico population, the proposed actions is not expected to
have disproportionately high or adverse environmental or health effects on minority or low-income
people. The WPA proposed action would help to maintain ongoing levels of activity rather than expand
them.

2.3.1.3. Mitigating Measures

The following four environmental and military mitigations, referred to as lease stipulations, were
included for analysis in the Multisale EIS (Chapter 2.3.1.3 of the Multisale EIS). Any stipulations or
mitigation requirements to be included in a lease sale will be described in detail in the FNOS for that
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lease sale. Stipulations or mitigation requirements in addition to the those analyzed in this SEIS can also
be developed and applied, and will also be described in detail in the FNOS.

The Topographic Features Stipulation protects the biota of the topographic features from adverse
effects due to routine oil and gas activities, including physical damage from anchoring and rig
emplacement and the potential toxic and smothering effects from muds and cuttings discharges. The
Topographic Features Stipulation has been included in leases since 1973 and has effectively prevented
damage to the biota of these banks from routine oil and gas activities such as anchoring. Monitoring
studies have demonstrated that the shunting requirements of the stipulation are effective in preventing the
muds and cuttings from impacting the biota of the banks. Although the deferral of blocks with
topographic features has been analyzed as an alternative in EIS’s and EA’s for all recent CPA and WPA
sales, this alternative has never been selected. The topographic highs on and near these blocks are often
associated with salt domes, which are attractive areas for hydrocarbon exploration. Instead, blocks on the
topographic features have been offered for lease with a stipulation that has proven effective in protecting
sensitive biological resources. The location of the blocks affected by the Topographic Features
Stipulation is shown on Figure 2-1.

The Naval Mine Warfare Area Stipulation (formerly the Operations in the Naval Mine Warfare
Area Stipulation) would apply to whole and partial blocks located in the Naval Mine Warfare Command
Operational Area D (Figure 2-1) to eliminate potential impacts from multiple-use conflicts on these
blocks. The U.S. Navy’s Mine Warfare Training Program, based in Corpus Christi, Texas, conducts
training exercises in waters offshore Corpus Christi. The MMS and the Navy entered into a formal
agreement in 1994 providing that these blocks could be offered for lease with a special stipulation. The
MMS continues to consult periodically with the Navy, and they request that MMS continue to apply the
lease stipulation restricting oil and gas operations on these blocks to ensure the safe use of these areas for
mine warfare training.

The Military Areas Stipulation has been applied to all blocks leased in military areas since 1977 and
reduces potential impacts, particularly in regards to safety; but, it does not reduce or eliminate the actual
physical presence of oil and gas operations in areas where military operations are conducted. The
stipulation contains a “hold harmless” clause (holding the U.S. Government harmless in case of an
accident involving military operations) and requires lessees to coordinate their activities with appropriate
local military contacts. Figure 2-2 shows the military warning areas in the Gulf of Mexico.

The Protected Species Stipulation has been applied to all blocks leased in the Gulf of Mexico since
December 2001. This stipulation was developed in consultation with DOC, NOAA, NMFS, and FWS in
accordance with Section 7 of the ESA and is designed to minimize or avoid potential adverse impacts to
federally protected species.

2.3.2. Alternative B—The Proposed Actions Excluding the Unleased Blocks Near
the Biologically Sensitive Topographic Features

2.3.2.1. Description

Alternative B differs from Alternative A by not offering the blocks that are possibly affected by the
proposed Topographic Features Stipulation (Chapter 2.3.1.3.1 and Figure 2-1). All of the assumptions
(including the three other potential mitigating measures) and estimates are the same as for Alternative A.
A description of Alternative A is presented in Chapter 2.3.1.1.

2.3.2.2. Summary of Impacts

The analyses of impacts summarized in Chapter 2.3.1.2 and described in detail in Chapter 4.1 are
based on the development scenario, which is a set of assumptions and estimates on the amounts,
locations, and timing for OCS exploration, development, and production operations and facilities, both
offshore and onshore. A detailed discussion of the development scenario and major related impact-
producing factors is included in Chapter 3.

The difference between the potential impacts described for Alternative A and those under
Alternative B is that under Alternative B no oil and gas activity would take place in the blocks subject to
the Topographic Features Stipulation (Figure 2-1). The assumption that the levels of activity for
Alternative B are essentially the same as those projected for the proposed actions leads to the conclusion
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that the impacts expected to result from Alternative B would be very similar to those described under the
proposed actions (Chapter 4.1). Therefore, the regional impact levels for all resources, except for the
Topographic Features, would be similar to those described under the proposed actions. This alternative, if
adopted, would prevent any oil and gas activity whatsoever in the affected blocks; thus, it would eliminate
any potential direct impacts to the biota of those blocks from oil and gas activities, which otherwise
would be conducted within the blocks.

2.3.3. Alternative C—No Action

2.3.3.1. Description

Alternative C is the cancellation of one or more of the proposed WPA lease sales. The opportunity
for development of the estimated 0.242-0.423 BBO and 1.644-2.647 Tcf of gas that could have resulted
from a proposed lease sale would be precluded or postponed. Any potential environmental impacts
resulting from the proposed lease sales would not occur or would be postponed.

2.3.3.2. Summary of Impacts

If Alternative C is selected, all impacts, positive and negative, associated with the proposed lease
sales discussed in Chapter 4.1 would be eliminated. The incremental contribution of the proposed lease
sales to cumulative effects would also be foregone, but effects from other activities, including other OCS
lease sales, would remain.

If a lease sale would be cancelled, the resulting development of oil and gas would most likely be
postponed to a future sale; therefore, the overall level of OCS activity in the WPA would only be reduced
by a small percentage, if any. Therefore, the cancellation of one lease sale would not significantly change
the environmental impacts of overall OCS activity. However, the cancellation of a lease sale may result
in direct economic impacts to the individual companies. Revenues collected by the Federal Government
(and thus revenue disbursements to the States) would be adversely affected also.

Other sources of energy may substitute for the lost production. Principal substitutes would be
additional imports, conservation, additional domestic production, and switching to other fuels. These
alternatives, except conservation, have significant negative environmental impacts of their own.
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3. IMPACT-PRODUCING FACTORS AND SCENARIO

In order to describe the level of activity that could reasonably result from a proposed action (i.e.,
proposed lease sale), MMS developed exploration and development activity scenarios. These scenarios
provide a framework for analyses of potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts of a proposed
lease sale. Chapter 4.1.1 of the Multisale EIS describes the offshore impact-producing factors and
scenario associated with the proposed lease sales that could potentially affect the biological, physical, and
socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of Mexico, while Chapter 4.1.2 of the Multisale EIS describes
coastal impact-producing factors and scenario. Chapter 4.1.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses non-OCS
activities that could potentially affect the same biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources. This
information is summarized below, and new information and information specific to the 181 South Area
has been incorporated.

The potential impacts of the offshore and coastal activities associated with a proposed lease sale are
considered in the environmental analysis sections in Chapter 4 of this SEIS.

3.1. IMPACT-PRODUCING FACTORS AND SCENARIO—ROUTINE OPERATIONS

3.1.1. Offshore Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario

Offshore is defined here as the OCS portion of the Gulf of Mexico that begins 10 mi (16 km) offshore
Florida; 3 nmi (6 km) offshore Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama; and 3 leagues (17 km) offshore
Texas; and it extends seaward to the limits of the U.S. OCS (Figure 1-1). Chapter 4.1.1 of the Multisale
EIS describes the infrastructure and activities (impact-producing factors) that would occur offshore as a
result of the proposed actions (i.e., proposed lease sales)

The projections used to develop the offshore proposed action scenarios are based on resource
estimates as summarized in the Assessment of Undiscovered Technically Recoverable Oil and Gas
Resources of the Nation’s Outer Continental Shelf 2006 (USDOI, MMS, 2006a), current industry
information, and historical trends.

The proposed action scenarios are based on the following factors:

e recent trends in the amount and location of leasing, exploration, and development
activity;

e estimates of undiscovered, unleased, conventionally recoverable oil and gas resources
in the planning area;

e existing offshore and onshore oil and/or gas infrastructure;
e industry information; and

e 0il and gas technologies, and the economic considerations and environmental
constraints of these technologies.

In order to present the best reasonable projections possible, MMS continually updates models and
formulas used to develop these scenarios. The experience of subject matter experts is incorporated into
this process, along with the latest industry trends and historical data.

Each proposed lease sale is represented by a set of ranges for resource estimates, projected
exploration and development activities, and impact-producing factors. Each of the proposed lease sales is
expected to be within the scenario ranges; therefore, a proposed lease sale is representative of the
individual proposed sales in each sale area. Notwithstanding these unpredictable factors, the scenarios
used in this SEIS represent the best assumptions and estimates of a set of future conditions that are
considered reasonably foreseeable and suitable for presale impact analyses. These scenarios do not
represent an MMS recommendation, preference, or endorsement of any level of leasing or offshore
operations, or of the types, numbers, and/or locations of any onshore operations or facilities.
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Analysis Period

The MMS assumes fields discovered as a result of a proposed action will reach the end of their
economic life within 40 years of the lease sale. Activity levels are not projected beyond 40 years. This is
based on averages for time required for exploration, development, production life, and decommissioning
for leases in the Gulf of Mexico.

Addition of the 181 South Area

As mandated by GOMESA, proposed CPA lease Sale 208 in 2009, Sale 213 in 2010, Sale 216 in
2011, and Sale 222 in 2012 would include the 181 South Area. The 181 South Area is located in
extremely deep water. Deepwater oil and gas infrastructure is less dense than shallow water with much
higher production to structure and well ratios. As of November 2007, 68 wells have been drilled and one
platform has been installed in water depths >2,400 m (7,874 ft). Production has not yet occurred in water
depths >2,400 m (7,874 ft).

The MMS, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, Resource and Evaluation Office’s Modeling and
Forecasting Team has reevaluated the exploration and development activity scenario for a CPA proposed
action due to the addition of the 181 South Area. Relative to CPA and WPA sales, a very small amount
of exploration and development activity is forecasted to occur as a result of the addition of this area per
proposed CPA lease sale. The forecasted level of activity considered the extreme water depth of the 181
South Area, the amount of interest in these water depths in recent lease sales, and the lack of recent
seismic data for the 181 South Area.

Up to one additional production structure and 9-12 additional wells are projected for an individual
CPA sale as a result of the addition of the 181 South Area. Like other deepwater developments, this
production structure would likely be a centrally located host facility, and the 9-12 additional wells would
be subsea wells located within 10 mi (16 km) of the host facility.

Resource Estimates and Timetables

The resource estimates for a proposed action are based on two factors: (1) the conditional estimates
of undiscovered, unleased, conventionally recoverable oil and gas resources in the proposed lease sale
areas; and (2) estimates of the portion or percentage of these resources assumed to be leased, discovered,
developed, and produced as a result of a proposed action. The estimates of undiscovered, unleased,
conventionally recoverable oil and gas resources are based upon a comprehensive appraisal of the
conventionally recoverable petroleum resources of the Nation as of January 1, 2003. Due to the inherent
uncertainties associated with an assessment of undiscovered resources, probabilistic techniques were
employed and the results were reported as a range of values corresponding to different probabilities of
occurrence. A summarized discussion of the methodologies employed and the results obtained in the
assessment are presented in the MMS brochure entitled, Assessment of Undiscovered Technically
Recoverable Oil and Gas Resources of the Nation’s Outer Continental Shelf 2006 (USDOI, MMS,
2006a). The estimates of the portion of the resources assumed to be leased, discovered, developed, and
produced as a result of a proposed action are based upon logical sequences of events that incorporate past
experience, current conditions, and foreseeable development strategies. A profusion of historical
databases and information derived from oil and gas exploration and development activities are available
to MMS and were used extensively. The undiscovered, unleased, conventionally recoverable resource
estimates for a proposed action are expressed as ranges, from low to high. This range provides a
reasonable expectation of oil and gas production anticipated from typical lease sales held as a result of the
proposed action based on an actual range of historic observations.

Table 3-1 presents the projected oil and gas production for the proposed lease sales. Major impact-
producing factors including the number of exploration and delineation wells, production platforms, and
development wells projected to develop and produce the estimated resources for a CPA or WPA proposed
action are given in Tables 3-2 and 3-3, respectively. The tables show the distribution of these factors by
offshore subareas in the proposed lease sale areas. The proposed lease sale areas were divided into
offshore subareas based upon ranges in water depth (Figure 3-1) that reflect the technological
requirements and related physical and economic impacts.
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For purposes of analysis, the life of the leases resulting from a proposed action is assumed to not
exceed 40 years. Sale areawide exploratory drilling activity would take place over an 8-year period,
beginning within one year after the lease sale. Development activity takes place over a 39-year period,
beginning with the installation of the first production platform and ending with the drilling of the last
development wells. Production of oil and gas begins by the third year after the lease sale and continues
through the 40" year. Final abandonment and removal activities occur in the 40" year.

Activity as the result of a lease sale is assumed to be staggered over time. A recently published MMS
study, which estimated physical and economic performance measures to characterize lease sales and
development in the Gulf of Mexico, was used to further refine the scenario presented in the Multisale EIS
(lledare and Kaiser, 2007). The average lag of exploration and production from leases issued from 1983
to 1999 increased by water depth and decreased over time as shown in the Tables 3-4 and 3-5. Due to
variation by water depth, exploration and production activity is staggered over time, taking on average
1.9-4.5 years after a lease sale before exploration begins and 3.4-8.3 years before first production.
Therefore, it is likely that production from the 181 South Area would likely begin eight or more years
after a lease sale.

3.1.1.1. Exploration and Delineation

3.1.1.1.1. Seismic Surveying Operations

Chapter 4.1.1.2.1 of the Multisale EIS describes geophysical seismic surveys that are performed to
obtain information on surface and near-surface geology and on subsurface geologic formations. High-
resolution (shallow hazard) surveys are conducted as authorized under the terms and conditions of the
lease agreement, and are referred to as postlease surveys. Prelease surveys take into account seismic
work performed off-lease (or on otherwise leased areas), focused most commonly (but not always) on
deeper targets and collectively authorized under MMS’s G&G permitting process.

Postlease, high-resolution seismic surveys collect data on surficial geology used to identify potential
shallow geologic hazards for engineering and site planning for bottom-founded structures. They are also
used to identify environmental resources such as chemosynthetic community habitat and associated
hydrate production.

Typical prelease seismic surveying operations tow an array of airguns and a streamer (signal receiver
cable) behind the vessel 5-10 m (16-33 ft) below the sea surface. The airgun array produces a burst of
underwater sound by releasing compressed air into the water column that creates an acoustical energy
pulse. These streamers (acoustic receiver cables) are 3-6 mi (5-10 km) or greater in length. Vessel speed
is typically 4.5-6 knots (kn) (about 4-8 miles per hour (mph)) with gear deployed.

The 3D surveys carried out by seismic vendors can consist of several hundred OCS blocks. Multiple-
source and multiple-streamer technologies are often used for 3D seismic surveys. A typical 3D survey
might employ a dual array of 18 guns per array. Each array might emit a 3,000~ in® burst of compressed
air at 2,000 pounds per square inch (psi), generating approximately 4,500 kilojoule (kJ) of acoustic energy
for each burst. At 10 m (33 ft) from the source, the pressure experienced is approximately ambient
pressure plus 1 atmosphere (atm). A series of 3D surveys collected over time, simulating the exact
acquisition parameters, commonly referred to as a four-dimensional (4D) or time-lapse survey, is used
mainly for reservoir management. It is used to monitor how a reservoir has been drained to optimize the
amount of hydrocarbon that is produced.

At present, limited geophysical seismic data exist for the 181 South Area, which is one reason MMS
has chosen not to offer the 181 South Area until 2009. A few 2D surveys, which typically have a life of
8-10 years, have been conducted in the 181 South Area. The MMS recently received an application to
conduct a 3D survey in the Lloyd Ridge Area (northern half of the 181 South Area). If approved, the
survey would take about 1 year for acquisition and 6 months for processing. One to two 3D surveys are
projected in the 181 South Area. The availability of the 181 South Area for leasing may encourage
surveys of other adjacent areas of the CPA and EPA.

3.1.1.1.2. Exploration and Delineation Drilling

Oil and gas operators use drilling terms that represent stages in the discovery and exploitation of
hydrocarbon resources. An exploration well generally refers to the first well drilled on a prospective



3-6 Central and Western Gulf of Mexico Multisale Supplemental EIS

geologic structure to determine if a resource exists. If a resource is discovered in quantities appearing to
be economic, one or more follow-up delineation wells help define the amount of resource or the extent of
the reservoir.

In the Gulf of Mexico, exploration and delineation wells are typically drilled with mobile offshore
drilling units (MODU’s); for example, jack-up rigs, semisubmersible rigs, or drillships. The type of rig
chosen to drill a prospect depends primarily on water depth. Because the water-depth ranges for each
type of drilling rig overlap to a degree, other factors such as availability and daily rates play a large role
when an operator decides upon the type of rig to contract. The table below indicates the depth ranges for
exploration rigs used in this analysis for Gulf of Mexico MODU’s.

MODU or Drilling Rig Type Water-Depth Range
Jack-up <100 m
Semisubmersible 100-3,000 m
Drillship >600 m

The scenarios for the proposed actions presented in the Multisale EIS assumed that an average
exploration/delineation well will require 30-45 days to drill. Wells drilled in and near the 181 South Area
could take 100-120 days to drill. The actual time required for each well depends on a variety of factors,
including the depth of the prospect’s potential target zone, the complexity of the well design, and the
directional offset of the wellbore needed to reach a particular zone.

The cost of an ultra-deepwater well (>6,000-ft or >1,829-m water depth) can be $30-$50 million or
more, without certainty that objectives can be reached. Some recent ultra-deepwater exploration wells in
the Gulf of Mexico have been reported to have cost upwards of $100 million.

The MMS requires that operators conduct their offshore operations in a safe manner. Subpart D of
the MMS’s operating regulations (30 CFR 250) provides guidance to operators on drilling activities. For
example, operators are required by 30 CFR 250.400 to take necessary precautions to keep their wells
under control at all times using the best available and safest drilling technology (NTL 99-GO01,
“Deepwater Emergency Well Control Operations”). Deepwater areas pose some unique concerns
regarding well-control activities. In 1998, the International Association of Drilling Contractors (IADC)
published deepwater, well-control guidelines (IADC, 1998) to assist operators in this requirement. These
guidelines address well planning, well-control procedures, equipment, emergency response, and
specialized training for drilling personnel.

Drilling rig availability is still a limiting factor for activity in the Gulf. The 181 South Area would
encounter the same rig availability issues as the rest of the Gulf.

Tables 3-2 and 3-3 show the estimated range of exploration and delineation wells by water depth
subarea for a CPA and WPA proposed action, respectively.

3.1.1.2. Development and Production

3.1.1.2.1. Development and Production Drilling

Delineation and production wells are sometimes collectively termed development wells.
Development wells may be drilled from movable structures, such as jack-up rigs, fixed bottom-supported
structures, floating vertically-moored structures, floating production facilities, and drillships (either
anchored or dynamically positioned drilling vessels).

The type of production structure installed at a site depends mainly on water depth, but the total
facility lifecycle, the type and quantity of hydrocarbon production expected, the number of wells to be
drilled, and the number of anticipated tie backs from other fields can also influence an operator’s
procurement decision. The number of wells per structure varies according to the type of production
structure used, the prospect size, and the drilling/production strategy deployed for the drilling program
and for resource conservation. Production systems can be fixed, floating, or increasingly in deep water,
subsea. Due to the extreme water depths, production systems in and near the 181 South Area would be
floating or subsea.
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The MMS has described and characterized production structures in its deepwater reference document
(Regg et al., 2000) and descriptions are summarized in Chapter 3.3.5.7.1 of the Multisale EIS. In water
depths of up to 400 m (1,312 ft), the scenarios assume that conventional, fixed platforms that are rigidly
attached to the seafloor will be the type of structure preferred by operators. In water depths of <200 m
(656 ft), 20 percent of the platforms are expected to be manned (defined as having sleeping quarters on
the structure). In depths between 200 and 400 m (656 and 1,312 ft), all structures are assumed to be
manned. It is also assumed that helipads will be located on 66 percent of the structures in water depths
<60 m (197 ft), on 94 percent of structures in water depths between 60 and 200 m (656 ft), and on 100
percent of the structures in water depths >200 m (656 ft). At water depths >400 m (1,312 ft), platform
designs based on rigid attachment to the seafloor are not expected to be used. The 400-m (1,312-ft)
isobath appears to be the current economic limit for this type of structure.

Tables 3-2 and 3-3 show the estimated range of development wells and production structures by
water depth subarea for a CPA and WPA proposed action, respectively. The MMS estimates that 87
percent of development wells would become producing wells.

Deepwater Operations Plans

Deepwater Operations Plans (DWOP’s) are required of all deepwater development projects in water
depths >1,000 ft (305 m) and for all projects proposing subsea production technology. The DWOP is
designed to address industry and MMS concerns by allowing an operator to know, well in advance of
significant spending, that their proposed methods of dealing with situations not specifically addressed in
the regulations are acceptable to MMS. The DWOP provides MMS with information specific to
deepwater/subsea equipment issues to demonstrate that a deepwater project is being developed in an
acceptable manner. The MMS will review deepwater development activities from a total system
perspective, emphasizing the operational safety, environmental protection, and conservation of natural
resources. The DWOP was established through the NTL process, which provides for a more timely and
flexible approach to keep pace with the expanding deepwater operations and subsea technology. On
August 30, 2005, the DWOP requirements were incorporated into MMS operating regulations via
revisions to 30 CFR 250 Subpart B.

A conceptual DWOP is required initially and is usually followed by a Development Operations
Coordination Document (DOCD).

Development Operations and Coordination Document

The chief planning document that lays out an operator’s specific intentions for development is the
DOCD. Requirements for lessees and operators submitting a DOCD are addressed in 30 CFR 250.241-
250.242, and information guidelines for DOCD’s are given in NTL’s 2006-G14 and 2006-G15.

Bottom Area Disturbance

Chapters 4.1.1.3.2.1 and 4.1.1.3.3.1 of the Multisale EIS discuss in detail bottom area disturbance
from structures emplaced or anchored on the OCS to facilitate oil and gas exploration and production
including drilling rigs or MODU’s (jack-ups, semisubmersibles, and drillships), pipelines, and fixed
surface, floating, and subsea production systems. The emplacement or removal of these structures
disturbs small areas of the sea bottom beneath or adjacent to the structure. If mooring lines of steel,
chain, or synthetic polymer are anchored to the sea bottom, areas around the structure can also be directly
affected by their emplacement. This disturbance includes physical compaction or crushing beneath the
structure or mooring lines and the resuspension and settlement of sediment caused by the activities of
emplacement. Movement of floating types of facilities will also cause the movement of the mooring lines
in its array. Small areas of the sea bottom will be affected by this kind of movement. Impacts from
bottom disturbance are of concern near sensitive areas such as topographic features, pinnacles, low-relief
live-bottom features, chemosynthetic communities, high-density biological communities in water depths
>400 m (1,312 ft), and archaeological sites.

Drilling rigs, MODU?’s, and production structures would individually disturb 1-3 ha (2.5-7 ac) of sea
bottom. In water depths >600 m (1,969 ft) including the 181 South Area, dynamically-positioned (DP)
drillships could be used, reducing the area of bottom disturbance.
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3.1.1.2.2. Infrastructure Presence

3.1.1.2.2.1. Offshore Production Systems

Chapters 3.3.5.7.1 and 4.1.1.3.3 of the Multisale EIS discuss in detail the offshore production systems
that would be used to support a proposed lease sale. Tables 3-2 and 3-3 show the estimated range of
production structures by water depth subarea for a CPA and WPA proposed action, respectively. These
estimates include up to one additional production structure as a result of the addition of the 181 South
Area. Of the production systems discussed, only spars, semisubmersibles, and floating production,
storage, and offloading systems (FPSO’s) would be used in or near the 181 South Area.

Spar

A spar structure is a deep-draft, floating caisson that may consist of a large-diameter (27.4-36.6 m;
90-120 ft) cylinder or a cylinder with a lower tubular steel trellis-type component (truss spar, a second
generation design) that supports a conventional production deck. A third generation of spar design is the
cell spar. The cell spar’s hull is composed of several identically sized cylinders surrounding a center
cylinder. In July 2004, Kerr-McGee began production from the world’s first cell spar at Red Hawk
(Garden Banks Block 877) in 1,626 m (5,334 ft) of water. The cylinder or hull may be moored via a
chain catenary or semi-taut line system connected to 6-20 anchors on the seafloor. Spars are now used in
water depths up to 900 m (2,952 ft) and may be used in water depths 3,000 m (9,842 ft) or deeper
(Natural Gas.org, 2006; USDOI, MMS, 2006b and c; Oynes, 2006).

Semisubmersibles

Semisubmersible production structures (semisubmersibles) resemble their drilling rig counterparts
and are the most common type of offshore drilling rig (NaturalGas.org, 2006a). Semisubmersibles are
partially submerged with pontoons that provide buoyancy. Their hull contains pontoons below the
waterline and vertical columns to the hull box/deck. The structures keep on station with conventional,
catenary or semi-taut, line mooring systems connected to anchors in the seabed. Semisubmersibles can be
operated in a wide range of water depths. Floating production systems are suited for deepwater
production in depths up to 8,000 ft (2,438 m) (NaturalGas.org, 2006; USDOI, MMS, 2006b and c; Oynes,
2006).

Subsea Production Systems

For some development programs, especially those in deep- and ultra-deepwater, an operator may
choose to use a subsea production system instead of a floating production structure. Although the use of
subsea systems has recently increased as development has moved into deeper water, subsea systems are
not new to the Gulf of Mexico and they are not used exclusively for deepwater development.

Unlike wells from conventional fixed structures, subsea wells do not have surface facilities directly
supporting them during their production phases. A subsea production system comprises various bottom-
founded components, among them: well templates, well heads, “jumper” connections between well
heads, control manifolds, in-field pipelines and their termination sleds, and umbilicals and their
termination assemblies. A subsea production system can range from a single-well template connected to
a nearby manifold or pipeline, and then to a riser system at a distant production facility; or a series of
wells that are tied into the system. Subsea systems rely on a “host” facility for support and well control.
Centralized or “host” production facilities in deep water or on the shelf may support several satellite
subsea developments. A drilling rig must be brought on location to provide surface support to reenter a
well for workovers and other types of well maintenance activities. In addition, should the production
safety system fail and a blowout result, surface support must be brought on location to regain control of
the well.
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Floating Production, Storage, and Offloading Systems

The MMS has prepared an EIS on the potential use of FPSO systems on the Gulf of Mexico OCS
(USDOI, MMS, 2002). In accordance with the scenario provided by industry, the FPSO EIS addresses
the proposed use of FPSO’s in the deepwater areas of the CPA and WPA only. In January 2002, MMS
announced its decision to accept applications for FPSO’s after a rigorous environmental and safety
review.

On June 12, 2007, MMS received a DOCD from Petrobras Americas Inc. proposing to use an FPSO
in the Walker Ridge Area to develop two different prospects, Cascade and Chinook. This is the first and
only proposal, at this time, to use an FPSO in the Gulf of Mexico. The Cascade Prospect (Walker Ridge
Block 206 Unit) is located approximately 250 mi (402 km) south of New Orleans, Louisiana, and about
150 mi (241 km) from the Louisiana coastline in approximately 8,200 ft (2,499 m) of water; the Chinook
Prospect (Walker Ridge Block 425 Unit) is located about 16 mi (26 km) south of the Cascade Prospect.
The MMS performed a site-specific environmental assessment (EA) for the Cascade-Chinook Prospects,
and it was completed in March 2008.

The FPSO system is an especially good production system candidate for deployment in ultra-
deepwater situations where the nearest pipeline tiebacks could be hundreds of miles or kilometers away.
Operators making recent large discoveries in remote areas, such as in the edge of the Sigsbee Escarpment
in the CPA and the Perdido Fold belt in the WPA, may have no recourse other than to deploy an FPSO
system to produce discoveries in these areas. Among the challenges facing an FPSO deployment in these
areas is the fate of produced gas from the reservoirs. The MMS has funded studies to examine options to
safely produce the associated gas reserves. Compressed gas, gas to liquids, liquefied natural gas (LNG),
and other options were considered. A new and evolving technology for deepwater development involves
the use of minimal floating structures. These buoy-like structures allow the placement of minimal
equipment at the surface. They have the advantages of relatively low cost and surface access to the
well(s). These structures are dependent on “host” facilities for control and for final processing of the
produced hydrocarbons.

3.1.1.2.2.2. Space-Use Conflicts

Chapter 4.1.1.3.3.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses space-use conflicts that may occur during OCS
operations, where areas are occupied by seismic vessels, structures, anchor cables and safety zones are
unavailable to commercial fishermen. In addition, OCS operations may pose a space-use conflict with
potential dredging activities for sand and gravel extraction and military activities (Chapter 3.3.3).

The 181 South Area is located within two Eglin Water Test Areas (EWTA’s) (Figure 2-2). The
proposed Military Areas Stipulation would reduce potential impacts, particularly in regards to safety, but
does not reduce or eliminate the actual physical presence of oil and gas operations in areas where military
operations are conducted. The reduction in potential impacts resulting from this stipulation makes
multiple-use conflicts most unlikely. Without the stipulation, some potential conflict is likely. The best
indicator of the overall effectiveness of the stipulation may be that there has never been an accident
involving a conflict between military operations and oil and gas activities in the Gulf of Mexico.

Commercial fisheries conflicts with platforms in the 181 South Area would be limited to the longline
fishery.

Of the production systems discussed, only spars, semisubmersibles, and FPSO’s would be used in or
near the 181 South Area. The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) has not yet determined what size navigational
safety zone will be required during offloading operations. Factoring in various configurations of
navigational safety zones, other deepwater facilities may require up to a 500-m (1,640-ft) radius safety
zone or 78 ha (193 ac) of space (USCG regulations, 33 CFR Chapter 1, Part 147.15).

3.1.1.2.2.3. Aesthetic Interference

Chapter 3.1.1.2.2.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail aesthetic interference from oil spills and
residue, tarballs, trash and debris, noise, pollution, increased vessel and air traffic, and the presence of
drilling and production platforms visible from land. Qil spills, oil residue from tankers cleaning their
holding tanks, and tarballs could affect beaches, wetlands, and coastal residences. Increased vessel and
air traffic may result in additional noise or in oil and chemical pollution of water in ports and out at sea.
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The potential visibility of fixed structures in local Gulf of Mexico waters is worrisome for local chambers
of commerce and tourist organizations.

An MMS-funded study investigated the abundance and sources of tarballs on the recreational beaches
of the CPA (Henry et al., 1993). It was determined that the presence of tarballs along the Louisiana
coastline is primarily related to marine transportation activities and that their effect on recreational use is
below the level of social and economic concern.

The 181 South Area is located nearly 130 mi (209 km) from the nearest coast, far distant from
recreational beaches, out of sight from land, and out of range for most recreational fishing. However, a
small increase in vessel traffic is estimated to result from the inclusion of the 181 South Area (Chapter
3.1.1.4.4).

3.1.1.2.2.4. Workovers and Abandonments

Chapter 4.1.1.3.4 of the Multisale EIS discusses workovers and abandonments in more detail.
Completed and producing wells may require periodic reentry that is designed to maintain or restore a
desired flow rate. These procedures are referred to as a well “workover.” Workover operations are also
carried out to evaluate or reevaluate a geologic formation or reservoir (including recompletion to another
stratum) or to permanently abandon a part or all of a well. Workovers on subsea completions require that
a rig be moved on location to provide surface support. Workovers can take from 1 day to several months
to complete depending on the complexity of the operations, with a median of 7 days. On the basis of
historical data, MMS projects a producing well may expect to have seven workovers or other well
activities during its lifetime.

There are two types of well abandonment operations—temporary and permanent. The operator must
meet specific requirements to temporarily abandon a well (30 CFR 250.703).

Lessees are required to remove all seafloor obstructions from their leases within 1 year of lease
termination or relinquishment. Decommissioning and removal operations are described in Chapter
3.1.1.6.

Tables 3-2 and 3-3 show the number of workovers and other well activities projected as a result of a
proposed action. The projected number of workovers is a function of producing wells, including one
permanent abandonment operation per well.

3.1.1.3. Major Sources of Oil Inputs in the Gulf of Mexico

Petroleum hydrocarbons can enter the Gulf of Mexico from a wide variety of sources. The major
sources of oil inputs in the Gulf of Mexico are natural seepage, produced waters, land-based discharges,
and spills. These sources are discussed in detail in Chapter 4.1.3.4 of the Multisale EIS. Numerical
estimates of the contribution of these sources to the Gulf of Mexico coastal and offshore waters are
presented in Tables 4-11 and 4-12 of the Multisale EIS, respectively. The information presented in the
Multisale EIS is based on Qil in the Sea Ill: Inputs, Fates, and Effects (NRC, 2003) and is summarized
below.

Although the Gulf of Mexico comprises one of the world’s most prolific offshore oil-producing
provinces as well as having heavily traveled tanker routes, inputs of petroleum from onshore sources far
outweigh the contribution from offshore activities. Man’s use of petroleum hydrocarbons is generally
concentrated in major municipal and industrial areas situated along coasts or large rivers that empty into
coastal waters.

Natural Seepage

Natural seeps provide the largest petroleum input to the offshore Gulf of Mexico, about 95 percent of
the total. Mitchell et al. (1999) estimated a range of 280,000-700,000 bbl per year (40,000-100,000
tonnes per year), with an average of 490,000 bbl (70,000 tonnes) for the northern Gulf of Mexico,
excluding the Bay of Campeche. Using this estimate and assuming seep scales are proportional to surface
area, the NRC (2003) estimated annual seepage for the entire Gulf of Mexico at about 980,000 bbl
(140,000 tonnes) per year. As seepage is a natural occurrence, the rate of about 980,000 bbl (140,000
tonnes) per year is expected to remain the same throughout the 40-year analysis period.
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Produced Water

During OCS operations, small amounts of oil are routinely discharged in produced water, which is
treated and discharged overboard according to USEPA regulations. The estimated average annual volume
of 596 MMbbl per year of OCS-produced water would contribute 19,250 bbl (2,750 tonnes) of petroleum
hydrocarbons to the Gulf of Mexico waters, or 2 percent to the total petroleum input but 11 percent of the
anthropogenic petroleum hydrocarbons.

Land-based Discharges

Land-based sources provide the largest petroleum input to the coastal waters of the Gulf of Mexico.
Land-based sources include residual petroleum hydrocarbons in municipal and industrial wastewater
treatment facility discharges as well as urban runoff. The Mississippi River carries the majority of
petroleum hydrocarbons into Gulf of Mexico waters from land-based drainage that occurs far upriver.
With increased urbanization, particularly in coastal areas, the amount of impervious paved surface
increases, and oil contaminants deposited on these roads and parking lot surfaces are washed into adjacent
streams and waterbodies.

Spills

Oil spills occur during the production, transportation, and consumption of oil. The composition of
spilled hydrocarbons includes crude oil, refined fuels such as diesel during transport and storage and spills
during consumption. Chapter 4.1.3.4 of the Multisale EIS, which discusses offshore and coastal spills
and spills related to and not related to OCS activity, is summarized below. Chapter 3.2.1 of this SEIS
discusses potential spills associated with a proposed action, specifically.

Naturally, spills will vary according to activities conducted in the area. Spills from pipelines are the
largest spill source of oil to the coastal waters of the western Gulf of Mexico. Spills from tankers are the
largest spill source to coastal waters of the eastern Gulf of Mexico. At the national level, tankers and tank
barges were responsible for 82 percent of the total spillage. The type of oil spilled nationally was as
follows: 36 percent crude oil; 36 percent heavy distillate (No. 6 fuel oil, bunker C); 25 percent light
distillate (diesel, kerosene); and 3 percent gasoline.

Spills could happen because of an accident associated with future OCS operations. Table 4-13 of the
Multisale EIS provides the estimated number of all spill events (OCS and non-OCS) that the MMS
projects will occur within coastal and offshore waters of the Gulf of Mexico area for a representative
future year (around 15 years after the proposed action). Table 4-13 of the Multisale EIS distinguishes
spill occurrence risk by likely operation or source and the estimated size of spills. Table 4-13 of the
Multisale EIS shows the estimated number of OCS spills yearly rather than for the 40-year program.
Figures 4-8, 4-9, and 4-10 of the Multisale EIS show that there is a great deal of uncertainty as to the
number of future OCS spills that will occur. If the low resource estimate is realized, about 39 possible
spills >1,000 bbl could occur. For the high resource estimate, about 49 possible spills >1,000 bbl could
occur.

Spills as the Result of Hurricanes

Chapter 4.1.3.4.4.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses the cause and volume of spills that resulted from
the 2004-2005 hurricanes. Since the publication of the Multisale EIS, MMS has revised information and
quantities of oil spillage resulting from damages caused by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005 (USDOI,
MMS, 2007d). The following is a summary of the revisions.

As of July 2007, MMS has identified 154 spills of petroleum products of >1 bbl, totaling 17,077 bbl
that were lost from platforms, rigs, and pipelines on the Federal OCS. This is up from MMS’s January
2007 report that had identified 125 spills, totaling 16,302 bbl (USDOI, MMS, 2007¢).

The July 2007 report also discussed spills of <1 bbl. Between October 2005 and June 2007, there
were approximately 600 petroleum spills of <1 bbl on the Federal OCS related to the 2005 hurricanes
reported to the National Response Center (NRC). These NRC reports totaled to <50 bbl and averaged
approximately 3 gallons each in size. These spills of <1 bbl dissipate quickly due to evaporation,
dispersion by the winds and currents, and dilution by the ocean waters. Three gallons of crude oil can
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briefly create a sheen of an acre (43,560 ft? or 4,047 m?) or more in size on the ocean surface. These
small releases generally do not cause identifiable environmental impacts out in the open ocean.

Unchanged from the earlier report, there were no accounts of environmental consequences resulting
from spills from facilities:

e no spill contacts to the shoreline;
e no oiling of marine mammals, birds, or other wildlife;
¢ no large volumes of oil on the ocean surface to be collected or cleaned up; and

e no identified environmental impacts from any OCS spills from Hurricanes Katrina or
Rita.

The final estimation of the total spillage associated with Hurricanes Katrina and Rita will not be
complete until all operators have completed recovery efforts associated with the repair and/or have
completed decommissioning of all the damaged structures. These activities are continuing in 2008.

Offshore Spills

The OCS-related offshore spills and non-OCS-related offshore spills are addressed in Chapters
4.1.3.44.4 and 4.1.3.4.4.5 of the Multisale, respectively. One OCS-related offshore spill of >1,000 bbl
per year due to a pipeline release is anticipated. Besides spills occurring from facilities and during
pipeline transport, as was the only case for a proposed action, offshore spills could occur due to OCS
future operations from an FPSO or from shuttle tankers transporting OCS crude oil into ports. Table 4-13
of the Multisale EIS includes the likelihood of a spill from a shuttle-tanker accident carrying OCS-
produced crude oil. The scenario with the highest risk of spill occurrence is the high-case resource
estimate for the OCS Program in the CPA, which assumes some shuttle-tanker transport of OCS-
produced oil. Under that scenario, there is a 63 percent chance that a spill >1,000 bbl and a 29 percent
chance that a spill >10,000 bbl would occur from an OCS-related shuttle tanker during the 40-year
analysis period. Offshore spill sizes were estimated based on historical records for a representative future
year (Anderson and LaBelle, 2000).

Offshore OCS Program spills <1,000 bbl were estimated based on historical records collected from
1985 to 2001 and about 450-500 spills <1,000 bbl occurred from OCS offshore sources yearly. Less
documentation is available for spills <1,000 bbl because they are more routine, they do not persist on the
water as long, and they are likely to pose less of an environmental threat than larger spills. Additionally,
many of the reported spills are of an unknown origin.

Non-OCS-related offshore spills >1,000 will occur from the extensive maritime barging and tankering
operations that occur in offshore waters of the Gulf of Mexico. The analysis of spills from tankers and
barges >1,000 bbl is based on data obtained from the USCG and analyzed by MMS. Less than one spill
>1,000 bbl is projected to occur in the offshore Gulf of Mexico for a typical future year from the
extensive tanker and barge operations (Table 4-13 of the Multisale EIS).

Coastal Spills

Table 4-13 of the Multisale EIS provides MMS’s projections of the number of spills that will occur in
the coastal waters of the Gulf of Mexico (State offshore and inland coastal waters) in a typical future year
as a result of operations that support the OCS Program.

The OCS-related coastal spills and non-OCS-related coastal spills are addressed in Chapters
4.1.3.4.4.6 and 4.1.3.4.4.7 of the Multisale EIS, respectively. An OCS-related spill in coastal waters of
>1,000 bbl and related to the proposed activity will occur less than once per year. Such a spill would only
occur about once every 6 years. An OCS spill >1,000 bbl would likely be from a pipeline accident for
OCS coastal spills >1,000 bbl, and a spill size of 4,200 bbl is assumed. Smaller spills occur more
regularly, and roughly 40-50 OCS-related spills in coastal waters of <1,000 bbl related to the future OCS
Program proposed activity on the OCS are estimated to occur per year. It is assumed that the spill risk
would be widely distributed in the coastal zone, but primarily within the Houston/Galveston area of Texas
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and the deltaic area of Louisiana. Based on an MMS analysis of USCG data on all U.S. coastal spills by
volume, 42 percent of the spills will occur in State offshore waters, 1.5 percent will occur in Federal
offshore waters, and 57 percent will occur in inland waters. It is assumed all coastal spills will contact
land and proximate resources. For OCS-related coastal spills <1,000 bbl, a spill size of 5 bbl is assumed.

Non-OCS-related coastal spills primarily occur from vessel accidents. Other sources include spills
during the pipeline transport of petroleum products; crude oil; State oil and gas facilities; petrochemical
refinery accidents; and from storage tanks at terminals. A non-OCS-related coastal spill >1,000 bbl
occurred roughly once every 2 years in the 1985-2001 USCG records. This is a very rough estimate due
to the infrequent occurrence of a spill of this size in coastal waters. Non-OCS-related coastal spills
<1,000 bbl occurred annually at a rate of 400-600 per year in the 1996-2001 USCG data. Many of the
reported spills are from an unknown source. Based on an MMS analysis of U.S. spill data maintained by
the USCG (USDOT, Coast Guard, 2007), the historical percentages of coastal spill occurrences in
different waterbody types were calculated to be as follows: 47 percent have occurred in rivers and canals;
19 percent in bays and sounds; and 34 percent in harbors.

3.1.1.4. Offshore Transport

The following sections discuss the five likely methods to be used to transport production, supplies,
and personnel as a result of a CPA or WPA proposed action.

3.1.1.4.1. Pipelines

A mature pipeline network exists in the Gulf of Mexico to transport oil and gas production from the
OCS to shore. The OCS-related pipelines nearshore and onshore may merge with pipelines carrying
materials produced in State territories for transport to processing facilities or to connections with pipelines
located farther inland. At present, all gas production and >99 percent of oil production from offshore
Gulf of Mexico is transported to shore by pipeline. A small amount (<1%) of oil production is barged in
shallow water (<60 m or <200 ft). Chapter 4.1.1.8.1 of the Multisale EIS describes in detail a description
of the existing pipeline network in the Gulf of Mexico, installation trends, installation methods, pipeline
burial, and issues related to deep water. The following is a summary of that information.

Alternative transportation methods of natural gas discussed in Chapter 4.1.1.8.6 of the Multisale EIS
involve transporting natural gas as LNG or compressed natural gas (CNG). However, it is reasonably
foreseeable that gas production will continue to be transported by pipeline.

Pipeline Landfalls

It is expected that pipelines from most of the new offshore production facilities will connect to the
existing pipeline infrastructure, which will result in few new pipeline landfalls. Production from a CPA
and WPA proposed action will contribute to existing and future pipelines and pipeline landfalls.
Projections of new landfalls are discussed in Chapter 3.1.2.3.

Pipeline Burial

According to MMS regulations (30 CFR 250.1003(a)(1)), pipelines with diameters >8°/5 inches (22
cm) that are installed in water depths <60 m (200 ft) are to be buried to a depth of at least 3 ft below the
mudline. The regulations also provide for the burial of any pipeline, regardless of size, if MMS
determines that the pipeline may constitute a hazard to other uses of the OCS; in the Gulf of Mexico,
MMS has determined that all pipelines installed in water depths <60 m (200 ft) must be buried. The
purpose of these requirements is to reduce the movement of pipelines by high currents and storms, to
protect the pipeline from the external damage that could result from anchors and fishing gear, to reduce
the risk of fishing gear becoming snagged, and to minimize interference with the operations of other users
of the OCS.

Where pipeline burial is necessary, a jetting sled will be used. Jetting disperses sediments over the
otherwise undisturbed water bottom that flanks the jetted trench. The area covered by settled sediment
and the thickness of the settled sediment depends upon variations in bottom topography, sediment
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density, and currents. Sediment displacement due to pipeline burial is further explained in Chapter
4.1.1.3.2.2 of the Multisale EIS.

Deepwater

Newer installation methods have allowed the pipeline infrastructure to extend farther into deep water.
At present, the deepest pipeline in the Gulf is in 2,700 m (8,858 ft) water depth. More than 500 pipelines
reach water depths of 400 m (1,312 ft) or more, and over 400 of those reach water depths of 800 m (2,625
ft) or more.

New pipelines installed in and near the 181 South Area would encounter the same technical
challenges as other deepwater areas. These technical challenges are described in more detail in the
Multisale EIS and Deepwater Gulf of Mexico 2006: America’s Expanding Frontier (USDOI, MMS,
2006b).

Figure 3-3 shows the location of active pipelines near the 181 South Area. The nearest existing
pipeline is located a little over 40 mi (64 km) from the 181 South Area.

Production from the 181 South Area would likely begin 8 or more years after a lease sale. By that
time it is anticipated that existing pipelines will have adequate capacity to transport gas production from
the 181 South Area. If needed, capacity could be increased by adding compressors.

Oil discovered in the 181 South Area will likely be heavier oil than most other areas of the CPA and
WPA.. 1t is not likely that oil production from this area would be transported by pipeline due to associated
costs. Companies would most likely seek other alternatives (i.e., FPSQ’s). If a pipeline is constructed,
oil production would likely be transported to refineries in Texas, where there is existing pipeline capacity
and heavier oil is currently being processed. It is assumed oil pipelines located near the 181 South Area
would not be compatible with the heavier oil anticipated from the 181 South Area.

Review and Approval Process

Applications for pipeline decommissioning must also be submitted for MMS review and approval.
Decommissioning applications are evaluated to ensure they will render the pipeline inert, to minimize the
potential for the pipeline becoming a source of pollution by flushing and plugging the ends, and to
minimize the likelihood that the decommissioned line will become an obstruction to other users of the
OCS by filling it with water and burying the ends.

The MMS’s review of pipeline applications includes the evaluation of protective safety devices such
as pressure sensors and automatic valves, and the physical arrangement of those devices proposed to be
installed by the applicant. The purpose of the safety devices is to protect the pipeline from possible
overpressure conditions and for detecting and initiating a response to abnormally low-pressure conditions.
Once a pipeline is installed, operators conduct monthly overflights to inspect pipeline routes for leakage.
Chapter 1.5, Postlease Activities (Pollution Prevention), of the Multisale EIS discusses this topic in depth.

Scenario

There are 130-1,700 km (81-1,056 mi) of new pipelines projected as a result of a CPA proposed
action (Table 3-2) and 130-760 km (8-472 mi) as a result of a WPA proposed action (Table 3-3). For
CPA and WPA proposed actions, about half of the new pipeline length would be in water depths <60 m
(197 ft) requiring burial. There are 0-1 new landfalls for a CPA proposed action and 0-1 for a WPA
proposed action.

The length of new pipelines was estimated using the amount of production, the number of structures
projected as a result of the proposed actions, and the location of the existing pipelines. The range in
length of pipelines projected is because of the uncertainty of the location of new structures and which
existing or proposed pipelines would be utilized. Many factors would affect the actual transport system,
including company affiliations, amount of production, product type, and system capacity.

3.1.1.4.2. Barges

Barges may be used offshore to transport oil and gas, supplies such as chemicals or drilling mud, or
wastes between shore bases and offshore platforms in shallow waters (<60 m or <200 ft) of the Gulf of
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Mexico. It is assumed that barging will continue to account for <1 percent of the oil transported for the
entire OCS Program and the CPA and WPA proposed actions. Due to the distance offshore, no barging
of production from the 181 South Area is anticipated. Detail discussions of barges and barging can be
found in Chapters 4.1.1.8.2 and 3.3.5.8.6.2 of the Multisale EIS, respectively.

3.1.1.4.3. Oil Tankers

Chapter 4.1.1.8.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail the use of FPSO’s and shuttle tankers for the
transportation of OCS oil production. Shuttle tanker transport of Gulf of Mexico OCS-produced oil has
not occurred to date. Tankering is projected for some future OCS operations located in deepwater beyond
the existing pipeline network. The FPSO’s store crude oil in tanks located in the hull of the vessel and
periodically offload the crude to shuttle tankers or ocean-going barges for transport to shore. The FPSO’s
may be used to develop marginal oil fields or used in areas remote from the existing OCS pipeline
infrastructure.

Shuttle tankers would be used to transport crude oil from FPSO production systems to Gulf Coast
refinery ports or to offshore deepwater ports such as the Louisiana Offshore Oil Port (LOOP). The shuttle
tanker design and systems would be in compliance with USCG regulations. Under the Jones Act and
OPA 90 requirements, shuttle tankers would be required to be double hulled. Shuttle tankers are likely to
be 500,000-550,000 bbl in cargo capacity.

Safety features, such as marine break-away offloading hoses and emergency shut-off valves, would
be incorporated in order to minimize the potential for, and size of, an oil spill. In addition, weather and
sea-state limitations would be established to further ensure that hook-up and disconnect operations will
not lead to accidental oil release. A vapor recovery system between the FPSO and shuttle tanker will be
employed to minimize release of fugitive emissions from cargo tanks during offloading operations.

Oil discovered in the 181 South Area will likely be heavier oil than most other areas of the CPA and
WPA. It is not likely that oil production from this area would be transported by pipeline due to the
associated costs. Companies would most likely seek other alternatives (i.e., FPSQO’s).

The number of shuttle-tanker trips to port in a given year is primarily a function of the FPSO
production rate and the capacity of supporting shuttle tankers. Considering an FPSO operating at a peak
production rate of 150,000 bbl/day, supported by shuttle tankers of 500,000-bbl capacity, offloading
would occur once every 3.3 days. This would equate to a 54.75-MMbbl production with 110 offloading
events and shuttle tanker transits to Gulf coastal or offshore ports annually per FPSO.

3.1.1.4.4. Service Vessels

Service vessels are one of the primary modes of transporting personnel between service bases and
offshore platforms, drilling rigs, derrick barges, and pipeline construction barges. In addition to offshore
personnel, service vessels carry cargo (i.e., freshwater, fuel, cement, barite, liquid drilling fluids, tubulars,
equipment, and food) offshore. A trip is considered the transportation from a service base to an offshore
site and back, in other words a round trip. Based on MMS calculations, each vessel makes an average of
eight round trips per week for 42 days in support of drilling an exploration well and six round trips per
week for 45 days in support of drilling a development well. A platform in shallow water (<400 m or
1,312 ft) is estimated to require one vessel trip every 10 days over its 25-year production life. A platform
in deep water (>400 m or 1,312 ft) is estimated to require one vessel trip every 1.75 days over its 25-year
production life. All trips are assumed to originate from the service base.

Service-vessel trips projected for a CPA proposed action are 119,000-241,000 trips (Table 3-2). This
equates to an average annual rate of 2,975-6,025 trips. This includes an additional 2,000-7,000 service-
vessel trips or 50-175 trips annually that are projected from the addition of the 181 South Area. A WPA
proposed action is estimated to generate 94,000-155,000 service-vessel trips or 2,350-3,875 trips annually
(Table 3-3).

Table 3-36 of the Multisale EIS shows over 1 million trips occurred on OCS-related waterways in
2004. The number of service-vessel trips projected annually for a CPA or WPA proposed action would
represent <1 percent of the total annual traffic on these OCS-related waterways.
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3.1.1.4.5. Helicopters

Helicopters are one of the primary modes of transporting personnel between service bases and
offshore platforms, drilling rigs, derrick barges, and pipeline construction barges. Helicopters are
routinely used for normal crew changes and at other times to transport management and special service
personnel to offshore exploration and production sites. In addition, equipment and supplies are
sometimes transported by helicopter. Chapters 3.3.5.7.2.4 and 4.1.1.8.5 of the Multisale EIS discuss in
detail the use of helicopter to support offshore oil and gas activities.

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regulates helicopter flight patterns. Because of noise
concerns, FAA Circular 91-36C encourages pilots to maintain higher than minimum altitudes near noise-
sensitive areas. Corporate policy (for all helicopter companies) states that helicopters should maintain a
minimum altitude of 700 ft (213 m) while in transit offshore and 500 ft (152 m) while working between
platforms and drilling rigs. When flying over land, the specified minimum altitude is 1,000 ft (305 m)
over unpopulated areas and coastlines, and 2,000 ft (610 m) over populated areas and sensitive areas
including national parks, recreational seashores, and wildlife refuges. In addition, guidelines and
regulations issued by NMFS under the authority of the Marine Mammal Protection Act include provisions
specifying helicopter pilots to maintain an altitude of 1,000 ft (305 m) within 100 yd (91 m) of marine
mammals.

According to the Helicopter Safety Advisory Conference (2008), from 1996 to 2006, helicopter
operations (take offs and landings) in support of Gulfwide OCS operations have averaged, annually, about
1.4 million operations, 3.0 million passengers, and 400,000 flight hours. There has been a decline in
helicopter operations from 1,668,401 in 1996 to 1,246,172 in 2006 (Helicopter Safety Advisory
Conference, 2008).

The proposed action and OCS Program scenarios below use the current level of activity as a basis for
projecting future helicopter operations. A CPA proposed action s projected to generate 1,004,000-
2,241,000 helicopter operations or 25,100-55,025 operations annually (Table 3-2). This includes an
additional 4,000-41,000 helicopter operations or 100-1,025 operations annually that are projected from
the addition of the 181 South Area. Helicopter operations projected for a WPA proposed action are
400,000-900,000 operations (Table 3-3). This equates to an average annual rate of 10,000-22,500
operations.

3.1.1.5. Safety Issues

3.1.1.5.1. Hydrogen Sulfide and Sulfurous Petroleum

Chapter 4.1.1.9 of the Multisale EIS of describes in detail sulfur that may be present in oil as
elemental sulfur, within hydrogen sulfide (H,S) gas, or within organic molecules, all three of which vary
in concentration independently. Safety and infrastructure concerns include the following: irritation,
injury and lethality from leaks; outgassing from spilled oil and exposure to sulfur oxides produced by
flaring; equipment and pipeline corrosion; and synergistic amplification of oil-spill impacts from
outgassing.

Sour oil and gas occur sporadically throughout the Gulf of Mexico OCS, primarily off the Louisiana,
Mississippi, and Alabama coasts. Occurrences of H,S offshore Texas are in Miocene rocks and occur
principally within a geographically narrow band. The next highest concentrations of H,S have been in the
range of 20,000-55,000 parts per million (ppm) in some natural gas wells offshore Mississippi/Alabama.
There is some evidence that petroleum from deepwater areas may be sulfurous, but there is no evidence
that it is contains appreciable amounts of H,S. Data from petroleum wells drilled near the 181 South
Area have confirmed this assumption. Deep gas reservoirs on the Gulf of Mexico continental shelf are
likely to have high corrosive content, including H,S.

The MMS reviews all proposed actions in the Gulf of Mexico OCS for the possible presence of H,S.
Activities found to be associated with a presence of H,S are subjected to further review and requirements.
Federal regulations at 30 CFR 250 require all lessees, prior to beginning exploration or development
operations, to request a classification of the potential for encountering H,S. The classification is based on
previous drilling and production experience in the areas surrounding the proposed operations, as well as
other factors. All operators on the OCS involved in production of sour gas or oil (i.e., >20 ppm) are also
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required to file an H,S contingency plan. This plan delimits procedures to ensure the safety of the
workers on the production facility. In addition, all operators are required to adhere to the National
Association of Corrosion Engineers’ (NACE) Standard Material Requirement MR.01-75-96 for Sulfide
Stress Cracking Resistant Metallic Materials for Oilfield Equipment (NACE, 1990). These engineering
standards serve to enhance the integrity of the infrastructure used to produce the sour oil and gas, and
further serve to ensure safe operations. The MMS has issued a final rule governing requirements for
preventing hydrogen sulfide releases, detecting and monitoring hydrogen sulfide and sulfur dioxide,
protecting personnel, providing warning systems, and establishing requirements for hydrogen sulfide
flaring. The rule went into effect on March 28, 1997. An associated NTL (98-16) titled “Hydrogen
Sulfide (H,S) Requirements” was issued on August 10, 1998, to provide clarification, guidance, and
information on the revised requirements. The NTL provides guidance on sensor location, sensor
calibration, respirator breathing time, measures for protection against sulfur dioxide, requirements for
classifying an area for the presence of H,S, requirements for flaring and venting of gas containing H,S,
and other issues pertaining to H,S-related operations.

3.1.1.5.2. Shallow Waterflows

Since 1987, operators have reported to MMS shallow waterflow events, which are a phenomenon
encountered in water depths exceeding 600 ft (183 m). Reported waterflows are between a few hundred
feet to more than 4,000 ft (1,219 m) below the seafloor. Water flowing around the annulus will deposit
sand or silt on the seafloor within a few hundred feet of the wellhead. Although in most cases there is no
gas content in the waterflow, in these water depths a stream of gas bubbles will form frozen gas hydrates
on flat surfaces of seafloor drilling equipment.

3.1.1.5.3. Damage to Offshore Infrastructure as the Result of Hurricanes

During the past few years, the Gulf Coast States and Gulf of Mexico oil and gas activities have been
impacted by several major hurricanes. Chapter 3.3.5.7.3 of the Multisale EIS summarized the latest
reports by MMS on the damage to the OCS-related platforms, rigs, and pipelines caused by Hurricanes
Ivan, Katrina, and Rita. Chapter 3.1.1.3 of this SEIS provides an update on the cause and volume spills
that resulted from recent hurricanes.

In preparation for the 2007 hurricane season, MMS announced operational and administrative
improvements that have been implemented to prepare oil and gas infrastructure in the Gulf of Mexico for
the possibility of hurricanes during the 2007 season (USDOI, MMS, 2007f). Both MMS and industry had
to reassess what possible weather conditions could occur with a major hurricane moving through the Gulf
of Mexico. The reassessment was done through American Petroleum Institute (API) committees, in
which MMS was an active participant. The committees revised and updated the best practices and
standards using the new information that had been collected following the 2005 hurricanes.

Notices to Lessees

In addition to several NTL’s that were specifically issued for the 2006 and 2007 hurricane seasons,
MMS issued NTL 2007-G27 (“Assessment of Existing OCS Platforms and Related Structures for
Hurricane Conditions™) and NTL 2007-G26 (“Design of New OCS Platforms and Related Structures for
Hurricane Conditions”) to ensure that the assessment of existing and the design of new OCS platforms
and related structures consider the specific environmental conditions, including hurricane metocean
conditions, at the platform location as required by 30 CFR 250.900(a).

Evacuation Plans

The development of evacuation plans for OCS facilities is the responsibility of the operator. The
OCS operators develop detailed evacuation plans that encompass evacuation procedures that go beyond
just getting the personnel to shore; they also take measures to ensure that personnel associated with
onshore infrastructure are out of harm’s way prior to storm landfall.
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Hurricane-Induced Mudslides

Near-bottom orbital velocities of waves generated by hurricanes can induce substantial changes in
sediment engineering properties that result in increased magnitude of sediment motion and shear strain.
These effects, along with sediment accumulation due to river runoff, can cause bottom instabilities
(Teague et al., 2006). These bottom instabilities could result in mudslides.

The area in the Gulf of Mexico most susceptible to underwater mudslides is located in the CPA,
within about 25 mi (40 km) of the Mississippi Delta. In most parts of the Mississippi Delta region,
mudslides are generally caused by very large storms and are therefore infrequent events. Only three
major storms (Hurricanes Camille, Ivan, and Katrina) caused significant and widespread mudslide activity
in the past 40 years. The majority of pipelines damaged by mudslides occurred during Hurricane lvan in
2004. Two platforms have been destroyed by mudslides in the Gulf of Mexico, one during Hurricane
Camille in 1962 and the other during Hurricane lvan in 2004.

Two recent, MMS-funded studies examined wave-induced submarine mudslides in the Mississippi
Delta region caused by these major hurricanes, and included the development of a model that can be used
to analyze and predict these mudslides (Nodine et al., 2006 and 2007). Findings of these studies are
presented below.

Wave period was found to be an important factor in mudslide vulnerability. Hurricane Ivan produced
relatively long wave periods compared with previous large hurricanes, which may have aggravated the
impact and caused mudslides in deeper water than a typical hurricane would have. Slope angle was not
found to be a significant factor in mudslide vulnerability except in the deeper parts of the mudslide prone
area (>300 ft or >91 m).

The study found that the simple, limit equilibrium model developed works well to predict the factor
of safety against mudslide initiation for a given location, and is well-suited to quantify the effects of wave
height and period, water depth, slope angle, and profile of undrained shear strength versus depth for
potential mudslides. However, site-specific analyses of mudslide vulnerability are challenging due to
substantial variations in soil shear strength over short distances.

Mudslides are localized features, on the order of several thousand feet or meters in lateral extent and
are about 50-150 ft (15-46 m) deep. During Hurricane Ivan, waves and strong near-bottom currents
impacted bottom sediments on the outer shelf at water depths as deep as 90 m (295 ft) (Teague et al.,
2007). The areal extent and depth of mudslides are related to the lengths and widths of the storm waves
that cause them. Mudslides are not likely to lead to large-scale, regional mudflows due to the very flat
slopes in the mudslide prone area and the large amount of local variation in soil shear strength.

The return periods for mudslides impacting facilities range from less than 10 years to greater than
1,000 years and depend strongly on location. The risk for mudslides occurring and impacting facilities
increases as the water depth decreases, the slope of the bottom increases, and the amount of infrastructure
in a particular area increases.

Future pipeline damage and platform losses could occur due to mudslides during major hurricanes.
The MMS and industry have made efforts to mitigate risks to offshore infrastructure.

Larger diameter pipelines and those perpendicular to the direction of mudslide direction would be
more susceptible to damage (Zone, 2006). The MMS considers these factors when reviewing pipeline
plans in the mudslide area. The MMS’s general policy is to recommend alternative routes that would
decrease the surface area that would be encountered by a mudslide. In addition, the mudslide area is
located in shallow water (<60 m or <200 ft), and under MMS regulations (30 CFR 250.1003(a)(1)),
pipelines with diameters >8°/5 inches (22 cm) that are installed in water depths <60 m (200 ft) are to be
buried to a depth of at least 3 ft (1 m) below the mudline.

All OCS platforms are subject to regulations contained in 30 CFR 250.900-921, Subpart I, Platforms
and Structures. Under 30 CFR 250.906(c), depending on the design and location of a structure, MMS
may require an operator to perform a subsurface survey and testing, including investigating the
stratigraphic and engineering properties of the soil that may affect the foundations or anchoring systems
for the facility. The MMS regulations at 30 CFR 250.901(a)(4) require that all OCS platforms be
designed, fabricated, and installed in accordance with the provisions of the APl Recommended Practice
for Planning, Designing, and Constructing Fixed Offshore Platforms — Working Stress Design, Twenty-
First Edition, December 2000 (APl RP 2A-WSD; API, 2000). To reinforce structures in the mudslide
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area, wells are routinely drilled and completed through the legs of platforms, and the annular space
around the conductors is filled with grout.

Federal regulations at 30 CFR 250.1700, Subpart Q, Decommissioning Activities, require that an
offshore oil and gas lease be cleared of all structures within 1 year after production on the lease ceases, or
when the facility is no longer useful. The MMS also has the authority to order operators to permanently
plug a well if that well poses a hazard to the environment. At the end of 2003, there were 1,227 idle (non-
producing) structures in the Gulf of Mexico (Kaiser and Pulsipher, 2007). These idle structures pose a
potential hazard to other structures in the event of a hurricane or mudslide. In recent years, MMS has
begun to encourage operators to remove structures on producing leases that are no longer “economically
viable.” On August 1, 2007, MMS issued Safety Alert No. 253, Plug and Abandonment of Non-
producing Wells and Facilities, which alerts operators to this potential problem.

3.1.1.5.4. New and Unusual Technologies

Operators must identify new or unusual technology in exploration and development plans. These
technologies are reviewed by MMS for alternative compliance or departures that may trigger additional
environmental review. Chapter 4.1.1.10 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail the environmental and
engineering safety review processes for new and unusual technology. No additional new or unusual
technology has been identified for the 181 South Area.

3.1.1.6. Decommissioning and Removal Operations

In compliance with Section 22 of MMS’s Qil and Gas Lease Form (MMS-2005) and OCSLA
regulations (30 CFR 250.1710—wellheads/casings and 30 CFR 250.1725—platforms and other
facilities), lessees are required to remove all seafloor obstructions from their leases within 1 year of lease
termination or relinquishment. These regulations require lessees to sever bottom-founded structures and
their related components at least 5 m (15 ft) below the mudline to ensure that nothing would be exposed
that could interfere with future lessees and other activities in the area. A detailed discussion of
decommissioning and removal operations can be found in Chapter 4.1.1.11 of the Multisale EIS. The
following is a summary of that information.

Programmatic Environmental Assessment

The MMS prepared a programmatic environmental assessment (PEA), Structure-Removal Operations
on the GOM Outer Continental Shelf (USDOI, MMS, 2005), to evaluate the full range of potential
environmental impacts of structure-removal activities in all water depths in the CPA and WPA and in the
Sale 181/189 area in the EPA of the Gulf of Mexico. The activities analyzed in the PEA include vessel
and equipment mobilization, structure preparation, nonexplosive- and explosive-severance activities,
post-severance lifting and salvage, and site-clearance verification. The impact-producing factors of
structure removals considered in the PEA include seafloor disturbances, air emissions and water
discharges, pressure and acoustic energy from explosive detonations, and space-use conflicts with other
OCS users. No potentially significant impacts were identified for air and water quality; marine mammals
and sea turtles; fish, benthic, and archaeological resources; or other OCS pipeline, navigation, and
military uses. On the basis of this PEA, MMS determined that an EIS was not required and prepared a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

On February 28, 2005, MMS submitted the new structure-removal PEA and a petition for new
Incidental-Take Regulations under the MMPA to NMFS. After review of the petition and PEA, NMFS
published a Notice of Receipt of MMS’s Petition in the Federal Register on August 24, 2005. Only one
comment was received by NMFS during the public comment period. On April 7, 2006, NMFS published
the Proposed Rule for the Incidental Take of marine mammals under the MMPA in the Federal Register.
The subsequent public comment period ended May 22, 2006, and MMS expects the Final Rule to be
published in the Federal Register in mid-2008. In addition, NMFS is also conducting a Section 7 ESA
Consultation on their MMPA rulemaking efforts. The agency expects to issue a new Biological Opinion
(BO) and Incidental Take Statement to supersede the current “generic” and “de-minimus” BO’s around
the same timeframe as the publication of the Final MMPA rule.
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Explosive and Nonexplosive Removals

A varied assortment of severing devices and methodologies has been designed to cut structural targets
during the course of decommissioning activities. These devices are generally grouped and classified as
either nonexplosive or explosive. Which severing tool the operators and contractors use takes into
consideration the target size and type, water depth, economics, environmental concerns, tool availability,
and weather conditions.

Tables 3-2 and 3-3 show platform removals by water-depth subarea as a result of the proposed
actions. Of the 24-35 production structures estimated to be removed as a result of a CPA proposed action,
14-16 production structures (installed landward of the 800-m or 2,625-m isobath) are likely to be removed
using explosives. Of the 20-31 production structures estimated to be removed as a result of a WPA
proposed action, 11-17 production structures (installed landward of the 800-m or 2,625-m isobath) are
likely to be removed using explosives. It is anticipated that multiple appurtenances will not be removed
from the seafloor if placed in waters exceeding 800 m (2,625 ft). An estimate of the well stubs and other
various subsea structures that may be removed using explosives is not possible at this time.

No explosive removals are projected in water depths >800 m (2,625 ft), including the 181 South
Area, because OCS regulations would offer the lessees in those water depths the option to avoid the
jetting by requesting alternate removal depths for well abandonments (30 CFR 250.1716(b)(3)) and
facilities (30 CFR 250.1728(b)(3)). Above mudline cuts would be allowed with reporting requirements
on the remnant’s description and height off of the seafloor to MMS—data necessary for subsequent
reporting to the U.S. Navy. In some cases, industry has indicated that it could use the alternate removal
depth options, coupled with quick-disconnect equipment (i.e., detachable risers, mooring disconnect
systems, etc.) to fully abandon in-place wellheads, casings, and other minor, subsea equipment in deep
water without the need for any severing devices.

Removal of Bottom Debris

After bottom-founded objects are severed and the structures are removed, operators are required to
verify that the site is clear of any obstructions that may conflict with other uses of the OCS. The MMS
NTL 98-26, “Minimum Interim Requirements for Site Clearance (and Verification) of Abandoned Oil and
Gas Structures in the GOM,” provides the requirements for site clearance. The lessee must develop, and
submit to the MMS for approval, a procedural plan for the site clearance verification procedures. For
platform and caisson locations in water depths of less than 91 m (300 ft), the sites must be trawled over
100 percent of the designated area in two directions (i.e., N-S and E-W). Individual well-site clearances
may use high-frequency (500 kHz) sonar searches for verification. Site-clearance verification must take
place within 60 days after structure removal operations have been conducted.

Chapter 4.1.1.3.3.4 of the Multisale EIS discusses bottom debris, which is defined as material resting
on the seabed (such as cable, tools, pipe, drums, anchors, and structural parts of platforms, as well as
objects made of plastic, aluminum, wood, etc.) that are accidentally lost (e.g., during hurricanes) or tossed
overboard from fixed or floating facilities. The maximum quantity of bottom debris per operation is
estimated to be several tons. The MMS requires site clearance over the assumed areal extent over which
debris will fall. It is assumed that most of the future lost debris will be removed from the seafloor during
the structure decommissioning, site clearance, and verification process.

Chapter 4.1.1.11 of the Multisale EIS describes the requirements and guidelines for removing bottom
debris and gear after structure decommissioning and removal operations. There are also requirements for
verification that operational debris has been removed from the areas around the platform removal site
(e.g., by trawling the area to verify that the site has, in fact, been cleared of debris). The Fishermen’s
Contingency Fund was established to provide recourse for the recovery of commercial fishing equipment
losses due to the entanglement on OCS oil and gas structures and debris.
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3.1.2. Coastal Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario

Over the years, a network of onshore support facilities, ports, roads, pipelines, and processing
facilities have arisen to support offshore production. The primary coastal infrastructure and associated
activities that could potentially affect the biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources of the Gulf of
Mexico are

e service bases;
o helicopter hubs;

e construction facilities (i.e., platform fabrication yards, shipyards, and pipecoating
facilities and yards);

e processing facilities (i.e., refineries and gas processing plants);
e terminals (i.e., pipeline shore facilities, barge terminals, and tanker port areas);

e disposal and storage facilities for offshore operations (i.e., nonhazardous oil-field
waste sites and landfills); and

e transportation (i.e., coastal pipelines, coastal barging, and navigation channels).

Chapter 3.3.5.8 of the Multisale EIS describes the existing OCS-related coastal infrastructure and
activities. Chapter 4.1.2.1 of the Multisale EIS describes the potential need for the construction of new
facilities and the use of existing ones, including facility expansions, that could result from a proposed
lease sale and the OCS Program. Up to one new pipeline landfall and up to one new gas processing plant
were projected as a result of an individual proposed lease sale. The MMS projected no other new coastal
infrastructure as a result of an individual proposed lease sale. A CPA or WPA proposed action may
contribute to the use of existing and projected facilities. Projected new coastal infrastructure as a result of
the OCS Program is shown by State in Table 4-9 of the Multisale EIS.

Much of the information on coastal infrastructure and activities presented in the Multisale EIS is from
the MMS study, OCS-Related Infrastructure in the Gulf of Mexico Fact Book (Louis Berger Group, Inc.,
2004). An update of the fact book is currently in progress (Dismukes, personal communication, 2007).
In addition, MMS recently analyzed historical data and validated past scenario projections of new
pipeline landfalls and new onshore waste disposal sites (USDOI, MMS, 2007g; Dismukes, personal
communication, 2007). To date, no new information has been found that necessitates a change to the
coastal infrastructure scenario presented in the Multisale EIS for either a proposed action or the OCS
Program. A relatively minor amount of additional support activity is projected as a result of the addition
of the 181 South Area; therefore, the coastal infrastructure scenario is still representative of likely future
activity from a CPA proposed action.

The MMS is not a permitting agency of onshore infrastructure. The permitting agencies would be the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) and the State in which the activity has or would occur.

The following coastal infrastructure types are highlighted for discussion because there is either new
general information available, new facilities projected to be constructed as a result of a proposed action,
or new information relevant to discussions of the 181 South Area.

3.1.2.1. Service Bases

A service base is a community of businesses that load, store, and supply equipment, supplies, and
personnel that are needed at offshore work sites. Chapters 3.3.5.8.1 and 4.1.2.1.1 of the Multisale EIS
present a detailed description of OCS-related service bases. While a proposed action is not projected to
significantly change existing OCS-related service bases or require any additional service bases, it would
contribute to the use of existing service bases. Figure 3-3 shows the 50 service bases the industry
currently uses to service the OCS. These facilities were identified as the primary service base from plans
received by MMS. The ports of Fourchon, Cameron, Venice, and Morgan City, Louisiana, are the
primary service bases for Gulf of Mexico mobile rigs. Major platform service bases are Galveston,
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Freeport, and Port O’Connor, Texas; Cameron, Fourchon, Intracoastal City, Morgan City, and Venice,
Louisiana; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Theodore, Alabama.

Exploration and development plans received by MMS identify primary and secondary service bases
for three types of support: supply vessel, crewboat, and helicopter. Supply vessels would be used to
transport pipe and bulk supplies, and the supply vessel base would be the loading point and provide
temporary storage. Crewboats would transport personnel and small supplies. Helicopters would be used
to transport personnel and small supplies. Service bases can support one or more of these activities. An
offshore facility could utilize one service base for all three uses or different service bases for different
uses. In the event of changes in weather or operation conditions, a small amount of vessel and helicopter
traffic may be dispatched from other bases. However, it is expected this will only be on a temporary basis
and that vessel traffic and helicopter transport should return to the primary and secondary bases as timely
as possible.

As OCS operations have progressively moved into deeper waters, larger vessels with deeper drafts
have been phased into service, mainly for their greater range, faster speed, and larger carrying capacity.
Service bases with the greatest appeal for deepwater activity have several common characteristics: strong
and reliable transportation systems; adequate depth and width of navigation channels; adequate port
facilities; existing petroleum industry support infrastructure; location central to OCS deepwater activities;
adequate worker population within commuting distance; and insightful strong leadership. Typically,
deeper draft service vessels require channels with depths of 20-26 ft (6-8 m).

The MMS reviewed exploration and development plans near the 181 South Area. All plans reviewed
identified Port Fourchon as the primary service base; however, for some plans, other bases instead of Port
Fourchon were identified for either crew or helicopter (i.e., Galliano and Venice, Louisiana), or as a
backup to Port Fourchon (i.e., Venice, Louisiana).

For the near term, Port Fourchon would most likely be the primary service base to support oil and gas
activity in the 181 South Area. Because of the limited amount of land available at Port Fourchon, the port
may face capacity constraints in the long term. Operators are also looking to diversify risk from
shutdowns like those experienced after Hurricanes Katrina and Rita, and are therefore likely to look to
other ports. Thus, in the longer term, other deepwater access ports such as Theodore and Mobile,
Alabama, and Pascagoula, Mississippi, could also support the 181 South Area.

For the 181 South Area scenario analysis, MMS estimates that there would be approximately 4 trips
per week by supply vessels to a facility during drilling and production, approximately 8 trips per week by
crewboats during drilling operations, and approximately 14 helicopter round trips per week to a
production facility.

Hurricane Impacts on Service Bases

While some service bases only suffered minimal damage from the back-to-back Hurricanes Katrina
and Rita in 2005, others did not fare so well. The Port of New Orleans and the Port of South Louisiana
both were able to resume limited operations shortly after Hurricane Katrina. The Port of New Orleans
suffered extensive damage, yet by the end of March 2006, approximately 70 percent of the Port of New
Orleans was operational and 85 percent of workers had returned. Officials at the Port of South Louisiana
assessed the damage at approximately $2 million (Louisiana Hurricane Resources, 2006). Port Fourchon
suffered both wind and water damage during both hurricanes. It took on 2-8 ft (1-2 m) of water in both
hurricanes and suffered $7 million in damage. However, within a week of the storm, the port was
approaching 35-45 percent of pre-Katrina activity, and after a month, it was at 90 percent (Russell, 2006).

Of the ports in Louisiana that service the offshore oil and gas industry, the Ports of Venice and
Cameron were the hardest hit and took the longest to return to near normal operation levels. However, as
of late August 2006, all of the U.S. Gulf Coast seaports impacted by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita have
returned their operations up to, at, or near what they were before the storms hit (Dismukes, personal
communication, 2006). Two years after the storms, all but two of the tenants had returned to the Port of
Venice, and only one site out of 61 was not leased. In addition to the improvements made at the port to
recover from the storm, Venice is planning $10 to $15 million in improvements during the next five years
(Russell, 2007).

The Venice Port Complex and officials in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana have been working together
to advance a project to deepen Baptiste Collette Bayou from its current authorized depth of 16-27 ft
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(4.9-8.2 m) to handle the large vessels needed to service the deep waters of the Gulf of Mexico. While
such a project can take about 15 years to even get started, the port and Plaquemines Parish officials are
pressing to get that time compressed into five years. The Parish is paying for a $250,000 reconnaissance
study, normally done by the USCOE, to determine whether dredging would be in the Federal interest.
After that study, a $3 million feasibility study will be necessary. The dredging itself is expected to cost
$30 to $40 million (Russell, 2007).

Although operations at both Venice and Cameron, Louisiana are nearly back to normal, as of January
2008, the surrounding communities still face challenges associated with normal day-to-day living
requirements. Housing opportunities near Venice have improved from a year ago, primarily through the
addition of trailers and other mobile homes, and some limited grocery and food service has been restored
close to the port facilities. However, there are still few restaurants open and hours of operation are
limited. The recovery near Cameron appears to be even slower than what is occurring in Venice,
particularly in terms of housing opportunities (Dismukes, personal communication, 2007). It is still
common for companies operating at the ports to provide housing and three meals a day while employees
work typical offshore schedules such as 7 days on/7 days off or 14 days on/14 days off to allow for long
commutes (Russell, 2007).

Navigation Channels

The analysis performed to identify current OCS service bases (Chapter 3.3.5.8.1 of the Multisale EIS)
was also used to identify relevant navigation waterways that support OCS activities. Table 3-36 of the
Multisale EIS identifies the waterways and their maintained depth, while Figure 3-17 of the Multisale EIS
shows their locations throughout the analysis area. No new navigation channels are expected to be
dredged as a result of a proposed action; however, a proposed action would contribute to maintenance
dredging of existing navigational canals.

3.1.2.2. Gas Processing Plants

Chapter 4.1.2.1.4.2 in the Multisale EIS describes gas processing plants that process raw gas to
remove impurities such as water, carbon dioxide, sulfur, and inert gases, and transform it into a sellable,
useful energy source. At present, there are 249 gas processing plants in the Gulf States, representing 58
percent of U.S. gas processing capacity (USDOE, EIA, 2006a). The distribution of these plants by state
is shown in Table 3-38 of the Multisale EIS.

More than half of the current natural gas processing plant capacity in the U.S. is located convenient to
Federal offshore Texas and Louisiana. Four of the largest capacity natural gas processing/treatment
plants are found in Louisiana, while the greatest number of individual natural gas plants is located in
Texas. Louisiana continues to lead the U.S. states in processing capacity, followed closely by Texas.
Between them, the two states hold more than 53 percent of the Nation’s natural gas processing capacity
(USDOE, EIA, 2006a).

The MMS projects that up to 14 new gas processing plants with a facility size of 1.75 billion cubic
feet per day (Bcf/d) could be needed, assuming average retirement and no expansions and/or the addition
of new capacity to replace what is physically depreciating over the next 40 years at all existing facilities
(Table 4-9 of the Multisale EIS). Of these, two are in Texas, three are in Louisiana, and nine are in the
Mississippi-Alabama area. In reality, it is likely that few (if any) new, greenfield gas processing facilities
would be developed along the Central or Western Gulf of Mexico. It is much more likely that a large
share of the natural gas processing capacity that is needed in the industry will be located at existing
facilities, using future investments for expansions and/or to replace depreciated capital equipment for a
variety of reasons. These reasons include lower development costs because of existing structures and
utility services; existing interconnections to pipelines, natural gas liquid lines, and fractionators;
incremental labor requirements that are low relative to new facility staffing; the advantages of existing
support, logistical and supply relationships such a vendors and maintenance support; and general
economies of scale (Dismukes, personal communication, 2007). An example of this likely gas processing
development scenario can be seen with the Venice Gas Processing facility in Plaquemines Parish, which
has expanded several times to a current maximum capacity of 1.3 Bcf/d since it was developed in 1996 as
an 810 million cubic feet per day (MMcf/d) facility (Dismukes, personal communication, 2007).
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At present, there is considerable excess gas capacity in the Gulf of Mexico. EXisting gas capacity is
sufficient to handle the additional 0.129-0.176 Tcf of gas projected to be produced over 40 years as a
result of the addition of the 181 South Area. However, near the end of the 40-year life of a proposed
action, 0-1 new facilities are expected to be constructed as a result of a CPA (including the 181 South
Area) or WPA proposed action.

3.1.2.3. Coastal Pipelines

Chapters 3.3.5.8.8 and 4.1.2.1.7 of the Multisale EIS discuss OCS pipelines in coastal waters (State
offshore and inland waters) and coastal onshore areas. The OCS pipelines near shore and onshore may
join pipelines carrying production from State waters or territories for transport to processing facilities or
to distribution pipelines located farther inland.

The MMS projected the number of Federal OCS landfalls that may result from proposed lease sales in
order to analyze the potential impacts to wetlands and other coastal habitats. In the Multisale EIS and
other previous EIS’s and EA’s, MMS assumed that the majority of new Federal OCS pipelines would
connect to the existing infrastructure in Federal and State waters and that very few would result in new
pipeline landfalls. Therefore, MMS projected up to one pipeline landfall per lease sale; however, recent
MMS analysis showed that even one landfall as a result of an individual lease sale may be unlikely
(USDOI, MMS, 2007g). Although there will be some instances where new pipelines may need to be
constructed, there is nothing to suggest any dramatic shifts in the trends in new Federal OCS landfalls
given the current outlook for Gulf of Mexico development, particularly in coastal Louisiana (Dismukes,
personal communication, 2007). While there are some opportunities for new pipeline landfalls from
increased production activity, many of those will be limited due to a number of factors associated with
basic pipeline economics.

As discussed in Chapter 3.1.1.4.1, no additional pipeline landfalls are projected as a result of the
addition of the 181 South Area. Production from the 181 South Area would likely begin eight or more
years after a lease sale. By that time it is anticipated that existing pipelines will have adequate capacity to
transport gas production from the 181 South Area. While it is not likely oil production from the 181
South Area would be transported by pipeline due to costs associated with heavier oil, there is sufficient
capacity in existing pipelines near Texas were heavier oil production would be transported.

3.1.2.4. Disposal and Storage Facilities for Offshore Operations

Chapters 3.3.5.8.7 and 4.1.2.1.6 of the Multisale EIS describe the infrastructure network needed to
manage the spectrum of waste generated by OCS exploration and production activities and returned to
land for management. The analyses of coastal infrastructure presented in the Multisale EIS and other
previous EIS’s and EA’s concluded that no new solid-waste facilities would be built as a result of a single
lease sale or as a result of the OCS Program. Recent research further supports these past conclusions that
existing solid-waste disposal infrastructure is adequate to support both existing and projected offshore oil
and gas drilling and production needs (Dismukes et al., 2007).

Although the addition of the 181 South Area resulted in some increases in the activity scenario for a
typical CPA proposed action, these minor increases in activity were not significant enough to affect the
long-term (i.e., 40-year) forecasts of waste disposal and storage needs to support either a typical CPA sale
or the OCS Program.

3.2. IMPACT-PRODUCING FACTORS AND SCENARIO—ACCIDENTAL EVENTS

Regulatory requirements have been established since the 1980’s to help prevent accidents and spills.
The MMS pollution-prevention requirements include features such as redundant safety systems, and
periodic inspection and testing protocols. Chapter 4.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses potential accidental
events (i.e., oil spills, losses of well control, vessel collisions, and spills of chemicals or drilling fluids)
that may occur as a result of a proposed lease sale, which are summarized below. Estimates of accidental
events that could result from activities associated with a proposed action have been updated to take into
account the addition of the 181 South Area.
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3.2.1. Oil Spills

Oil spills are unplanned, accidental events but their frequency and volume can be estimated from past
occurrences. Chapter 4.3.1 of the Multisale EIS analyzes the risk of spills that could occur as a result of
activities associated with a proposed action in the CPA or WPA.

Chapter 4.3.1.1 of the Multisale EIS discusses spill prevention. Chapter 4.3.1.2 of the Multisale EIS
provides an overview of spill risk analysis including more information about the inputs to the spill
scenario and the trajectory and weathering modeling. Chapter 4.3.1.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses past
OCS spills. Chapter 4.1.3.4.4.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses the cause and volume of spills that resulted
from the hurricanes in 2005.

Oil also enters the Gulf of Mexico by pathways other than spills. These major sources of oil inputs to
the Gulf of Mexico include natural seeps, permitted discharges, and sources related to human activities
and are discussed in Chapter 4.1.3.4 of the Multisale EIS and Chapter 3.1.1.3 of this SEIS.

Chapter 4.3.1.4 of the Multisale EIS discusses the physical and chemical properties of oil. The
properties of the spilled oil can influence the persistence of the spill on the water’s surface and the success
of spill cleanup efforts. Qil discovered in the 181 South Area will likely be heavier oil, 20°-30° API, than
the oil represented in the Multisale EIS. A spill of heavier oil may present additional response challenges.
Heavier oils may have a higher viscosity and less dispersibility than lighter oils (Trudel et al., 2001). The
“window of opportunity” for dispersant application could be shorter and the heavier oils may also be
more likely to emulsify and form tarballs.

As spill size increases, the occurrence rate decreases and so the number of spills estimated to occur
decreases (Tables 3-6 and 3-7). In general terms, coastal waters adjacent to the CPA and WPA are
expected to be impacted by many, frequent, small spills (<1 bbl); few, infrequent, moderately-sized spills
(>1 and <1,000 bbl); and rarely a large spill (>1,000 bbl) as a result of activities associated with a
proposed action.

The following discussion provides separate risk information for offshore spills >1,000 bbl, offshore
spills <1,000 bbl, and coastal spills that may result from the proposed actions.

3.2.1.1. Risk Analysis for Offshore Spills 21,000 bbl
Methods

Chapter 4.3.1.5 of the Multisale EIS addresses the risk of offshore spills >1,000 bbl that could occur
from accidents associated with activities resulting from a proposed action. Spill rates (Table 4-16 of the
Multisale EIS) were calculated based on the assumption that spills occur in direct proportion to the
volume of oil handled and are expressed as number of spills per billion barrels of oil handled. A
published paper by MMS authors provides more information on OCS spill-rate methodologies and trends
(Anderson and LaBelle, 2000). A discussion of how the range of resource estimates was developed is
provided in Chapter 4.1.1.1 of the Multisale EIS and Chapter 3.1.1 of this SEIS.

The mean number of future offshore spills >1,000 bbl is calculated by multiplying the spill
occurrence rate for spills >1,000 bbl (1.51) by the volume of oil estimated to be produced as a result of a
proposed action. The median size of spills >1,000 bbl that occurred during 1985-1999 is 4,551 bbl, and
the median size for spills >10,000 bbl is 15,000 bbl (Table 4-16 of the Multisale EIS). Based on these
median sizes, MMS estimates that the most likely size of an offshore spill >1,000 bbl resulting from a
proposed action would be 4,600 bbl.

Probability Results

As shown on Table 3-6 and Figures 3-4 and 3-5, the mean number of offshore spills >1,000 bbl
estimated for a proposed action in the CPA is 1-2 spills (mean equal to 1.22-2.02) with a 70-87 percent
chance of one or more spills occurring. The incremental increase in oil production from the addition of
the 181 South Area is not expected to result in an overall increase in the number of oil spills >1,000 bbl
likely to occur as a result of a CPA proposed action. The mean number of spills estimated for a proposed
action in the WPA is <1 spill (mean equal to 0.37-0.62) with a 31-46 percent chance of one or more spills
>1,000 bbl occurring.
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Fate

Offshore spills >1,000 bbl are the most likely to persist long enough on the water’s surface to impact
the shoreline. The fate of an oil spill is influenced by many variables. Aspects that influence spill
persistence are discussed in Chapter 4.3.2.5.4 of the Multisale EIS and summarized below.

Tables 4-37 and 4-36 of the Multisale EIS provide a mass balance over time for a hypothetical spill
related to a proposed action in the CPA and WPA, respectively. The MMS estimates that an offshore
spill >1,000 bbl of a typical Gulf of Mexico oil would dissipate from the water surface in 2-10 days. As
mentioned previously, the API gravities of the oil from the 181 South Area may be heavier and would
therefore weather differently. Weathering processes include evaporation of volatile hydrocarbons into the
atmosphere, dissolution of soluble components, dispersion of oil droplets into the water column,
emulsification and spreading of the slick on the surface of the water, chemo- or photo-oxidation of
specific compounds creating new components that are often more soluble, and biodegradation.

Over time, if the slick is not completely dissipated, a tar-like residue may be left; this residue breaks
up into smaller tar lumps or tarballs that usually sink below the sea surface but not necessarily to the
seafloor. Not all oils form tarballs; many Gulf of Mexico oils do not (Jefferies, 1979).

The MMS uses the SINTEF model to numerically model weathering processes (Daling et al., 1997;
Reed et al., 2000; Prentki et al., 2004). Model results from the SINTEF weathering model are presented
in Tables 4-36 and 4-37 of the Multisale EIS. Four scenarios were modeled. Information on the SINTEF
model can be found in Daling et al. (1997), Reed et al. (2000), and Prentki et al. (2004).

Movement into the deep waters of the Gulf of Mexico increasingly relies on subsea production
infrastructure, possibly increasing the risk of seafloor releases. All evidence to date indicates that
accidental oil discharges that occur at the seafloor (e.g., from a loss of well control or a pipeline break)
would rise in the water column, surfacing almost directly over the source location. Additional
information about the fate of a seafloor release is presented in Chapter 4.3.1.5.4 of the Multisale EIS.

Chapter 4.3.1.5.6 of the Multisale EIS provides an estimate of the length of coastline affected by
offshore spills >1,000 bbl. The maximum length of shoreline affected by a representative spill >1,000 bbl
is estimated to be 30-50 km (19-31 mi) of shoreline, assuming such a spill were to reach land within 12
hours (hr). Some redistribution of the oil due to longshore currents and further smearing of the slick from
its original landfall could also occur.

Likelihood of Occurring and Contacting Environmental Resources

The MMS uses the Oil Spill Risk Assessment (OSRA) model to estimate the likely trajectories of
hypothetical offshore spills >1,000 bbl. The trajectories, combined with estimated spill occurrence, are
used to estimate the risk of future spills occurring and contacting environmental features. Chapter
4.3.1.5.5 of the Multisale EIS briefly summarized the OSRA model, while Ji et al. (2007) provides a
detailed description of the OSRA model.

A more complete measure of spill risk was calculated by multiplying the probability of contact
generated by the OSRA model by the probability of occurrence of one or more spills >1,000 bbl as a
result of a proposed action. This provides a risk factor that represents the probability of a spill occurring
as a result of a proposed action and contacting the environmental resource of concern. These numbers are
often referred to as “combined probabilities” because they combine the risk of occurrence of a spill
>1,000 bbl from OCS sources and the risk of such a spill contacting environmental resources. The
combined probabilities are provided for each resource of concern in Figures 4-13 through 4-31 of the
Multisale EIS.

To better reflect the geologic distribution of oil and gas resources and natural variances of
meteorological and oceanographic conditions in the computation of combined probabilities, MMS also
generated combined probabilities for smaller areas within the CPA and WPA. The MMS used a cluster
analysis to analyze the contact probabilities generated for each of the 4,000 launch points. For this
analysis, similar trajectories and contact to 10-mi (16-km) shoreline segments were used to identify
offshore cluster areas. The estimated oil production from a proposed action was proportionally
distributed to the cluster areas and the likelihood of spill occurrence was calculated for each cluster area.
The probability of spill occurrence was combined with probabilities of contact from the trajectory
modeling to estimate the combined risk of spills occurring and contacting various resources from spills in
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each cluster area. To account for the risk of spills occurring from the transportation of oil to shore,
generalized pipeline corridors originating within each of the offshore cluster areas and terminating at
major oil pipeline landfall areas were developed. The oil volume estimated to be produced as a result of a
proposed action within each cluster area was proportioned among the pipeline corridors. The mean
number of spills and the probability of contact of spills from each pipeline corridor were then calculated
and combined with the risk of spills occurring and contacting resources from OCS facility development
and production operations to complete the analysis.

Inclusion of the 181 South Area increased the estimate of oil production for a CPA proposed action
by 0.031-0.044 BBO, and the proposed CPA sale area by 4.3 million ac (6,719 mi?). For this SEIS, the
OSRA model was rerun due to the revised geographic area and increased oil production estimates in
comparison with those used for the Multisale EIS. Results from this OSRA run confirmed that the
revised geographic area and increased oil production estimates did not substantially affect probabilities in
comparison with those obtained from the previous OSRA run. Updated spill occurrence probabilities that
were computed based on these higher production estimates are shown in Tables 1a and 1b of Ji et al. (in
preparation). The additional oil production is not projected to substantially increase the probabilities for
occurrence of offshore spills >1,000 bbl (Table 3-6). Activity that would result from the addition of the
181 South Area would cause a negligible increase, if any, in the risk of an offshore spill >1,000 bbl
occurring and contacting environmental resources (Figures 3-6 through 3-11).

3.2.1.2. Risk Analysis for Offshore Spills <1,000 bbl

Methods

Chapter 4.3.1.6 of the Multisale EIS addresses the risk of spills <1,000 bbl that could occur from
accidents associated with activities resulting from a proposed action.

Analysis of historical data shows that most offshore OCS oil spills have been <1 bbl (Figure 4-32 of
the Multisale EIS). Although spills of <1 bbl have made up 94 percent of all OCS-related spill
occurrences; spills of this size have contributed very little (5%) to the total volume of OCS oil that has
been spilled. Most of the total volume of OCS oil spilled (95%) has been from spills >10 bbl.

Likelihood of Occurring and Contacting Environmental Resources

The number of offshore spills <1,000 bbl estimated to occur over the next 40 years as a result of a
proposed action is provided in Table 4-35 of the Multisale EIS and has been updated to reflect the
addition of the 181 South Area (Table 3-6). The number of spills is estimated by multiplying the oil-spill
rate for each of the different spill size groups by the projected oil production as a result of a proposed
action (Table 3-1). As spill size increases, the occurrence rate decreases and so the number of spills
estimated to occur decreases. The average spill size is used for spills with size <1 bbl. For the larger spill
size ranges, the median spill size calculated for each category from MMS historical records is used.
During the 40-year analysis period, 97 percent of spills <1,000 bbl estimated to occur as a result of a
proposed action would be <1 bbl.

In the spill size range of >50-500 bbl, 6-9 spills are estimated to occur from activities related to a
CPA proposed action, and 2-3 spills are estimated to occur from activities related to a WPA proposed
action.

The number of spills >500 and <1,000 bbl estimated to occur is less than one for a CPA proposed
action. The number of spills >500 and <1,000 bbl estimated to occur is less than one for a WPA proposed
action. The chance of one spill between 500 and 1,000 bbl occurring is 26-34 percent for a CPA
proposed action and 11-17 percent for a WPA proposed action.

The incremental increase in oil production from the addition of the 181 South Area to the proposed
CPA sale area resulted in a slight increase in the estimated number of oil spills <500 bbl likely to occur as
a result of a CPA proposed action. The addition of the 181 South Area did not result in an increase in the
estimated number of spills >500 bbl.
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Fate

For an offshore spill <1,000 bbl to make landfall, the spill would have to occur proximate to State
waters (defined as 3-12 mi or 6-19 km from shore). If a spill were to occur proximate to State waters,
only a spill >50 bbl would be expected to have a chance of persisting long enough to reach land. Spills
>50 and <1,000 bbl size occur infrequently. Should such a spill occur, the volume that would make
landfall would be expected to be extremely small (a few barrels). These assumptions are supported by a
previous analysis of 3-day trajectory model runs, previous weathering analyses, and historical records of
spill incidents.

The persistence of slicks from spills <1,000 bbl ranges from a few minutes (<1 bbl original spill size)
to a few days (10-1,000 bbl original spill size) on the open ocean. Spilled oil would rapidly spread out,
evaporate, and weather, quickly becoming dispersed into the water column. Most spills <1,000 bbl are
expected to be diesel, which dissipates very rapidly. Diesel is a distillate of crude oil and does not contain
the heavier components that contribute to crude oil’s longer persistence in the environment. Because
spills <1,000 bbl are not expected to persist as a slick on the surface of the water beyond a few days and
because spills on the OCS would occur at least 3-10 nmi (6-19 km) from shore, it is unlikely that any
spills would make landfall prior to breaking up. Only spills >50 bbl have a chance of remaining a
cohesive mass long enough to be transported any distance.

3.2.1.3. Risk Analysis for Coastal Spills

Chapter 4.3.1.7 of the Multisale EIS addresses the risk of spills of all sizes that could occur from
accidents associated with activities resulting from a proposed action.

Spills in coastal waters could occur as a result of transportation and handling of OCS-produced oil as
it passes through State offshore waters and along navigation channels, rivers, and through coastal bays.
The MMS projects that almost all (>99%) oil produced in waters <800 ft as a result of a proposed action
will be brought ashore via pipelines while 50-100 percent of oil produced in waters >800 ft will be
brought ashore via tanker. Because piped oil is commingled at shore bases and cannot be directly
attributed to a particular lease sale, this analysis of coastal spills addresses spills that could occur prior to
the oil arriving at the initial shoreline facility. It is also possible that non-OCS oil may be commingled
with OCS oil at these facilities or during subsequent secondary transport.

Records of spills in coastal waters and State offshore waters are maintained by the USCG (USDOT,
CG, 2007), which does not identify the source of the oil (i.e., OCS and non-OCS). Several USCG
resources were used to estimate the number of coastal oil spills attributable to a proposed action,
including the USCG Polluting Incident Compendium and data obtained from the USCG. The estimated
number of spills in coastal waters that could be due to the proposed action is presented in Table 4-38 of
the Multisale EIS. More information on the estimated number and most likely sizes of coastal spills, and
the likelihood of coastal spill contacting with various resources is presented in Chapters 4.3.1.7.1 and
4.3.1.7.2 of the Multisale EIS.

The coastal spill rate is based on historical spills and the projected amount of oil production. For the
purpose of this analysis, coastal spills are assumed to occur where oil production is brought to shore.
Figure 3-12 shows major oil pipeline landfall areas. It is projected that the majority of oil production for
a CPA proposed action will be brought to shore in eastern Louisiana, from Atchafalaya Bay to east of the
Mississippi River. Based on this assumption the majority of coastal spills are projected to occur in this
area, including one spill >1,000 bbl (assumed size 3,000 bbl) estimated to occur as the result of a CPA
proposed action. Because the majority of oil production from a WPA proposed action is projected to be
brought to shore in the Galveston/Houston/Texas City Area, it is assumed the majority of coastal spills
from a WPA proposed action will also occur in this area.

3.2.1.4. Risk Analysis by Resource

Chapter 4.3.1.8 of the Multisale EIS summarizes MMS’s information on the risk to resources from oil
spills and oil slicks that could occur as a result of a proposed action in the CPA or WPA. The risk results
are based on MMS’s estimates of likely spill locations, sources, sizes, frequency of occurrence, physical
fates of different types of oil slicks, and probable transport. For offshore spills, the analysis presents
combined probabilities, which include both the likelihood of a spill from a proposed action occurring and
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the likelihood of the oil slick reaching areas where known environmental resources occur. The analysis
of the likelihood of direct exposure and interaction of a resource with an oil slick and the sensitivity of a
resource to the oil is provided by environmental and socioeconomic resource in Chapter 4.4 of the
Multisale EIS. The coastal spill risk is estimated from historic rate, not a probability.

3.2.1.5. Spill Response

3.2.1.5.1. MMS Spill-Response Requirements and Initiatives
To ensure that industry maintains effective oil-spill-response capabilities, MMS

e requires immediate notification for spills >1 bbl—all spills require notification to the
USCG and MMS receives notification from the USCG of all spills <1 bbl;

e conducts investigations to determine the cause of a spill;
e assesses civil and criminal penalties, if needed,;
e oversees spill source control and abatement operations by industry;

e sets requirements and reviews and approves oil-spill-response plans for offshore
facilities;

e conducts unannounced drills to ensure compliance with oil-spill-response plans;

e requires operators to ensure that their spill-response operating and management
teams receive appropriate spill-response training;

e conducts inspections of oil-spill-response equipment;
e requires industry to show financial responsibility to respond to possible spills; and

e provides research leadership to improve the capabilities for detecting and responding
to an oil spill in the marine environment.

3.2.1.5.2. Offshore Response and Cleanup Technology

Chapter 4.3.5.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses a number of cleanup techniques that are available for
response to an offshore oil spill. Open-water response options include mechanical recovery, chemical
dispersion, in-situ burning, or natural dispersion. Single or multiple spill-response cleanup techniques
may be used in abating a spill. The cleanup technique chosen for a spill response will vary depending
upon the unique aspects of each situation. The selected mix of countermeasures will depend upon the
shoreline and natural resources that may be impacted; the size, location, and type of oil spilled; weather;
and other variables. The overall objective of on-water recovery is to minimize the risk of impact by
preventing the spread of free-floating oil. The physical and chemical properties of crude oil can greatly
affect the effectiveness of containment and recovery equipment, dispersant application, and in-situ
burning. It is expected that oil found in the majority of the proposed lease sale areas could range from a
medium-weight oil to condensates. Although still a medium weight oil, the oil expected in the 181 South
Area and other extremely deep areas of the proposed lease sale area would tend to be a somewhat heavier
oil than is found elsewhere in the lease sale area, ranging from 20 t030° API.

Mechanical Cleanup

Generally, mechanical containment and recovery is the primary oil-spill-response method used (33
CFR 153.305(a)). Mechanical recovery is the process of using booms and skimmers to pick up oil from
the water surface. It is expected that the oil-spill-response equipment needed to respond to an offshore
spill in the proposed lease sale areas could be called out from one or more of the following oil-spill
equipment base locations: Corpus Christi, Aransas Pass, Houston, La Porte, Ingleside, Port Arthur, and
Galveston, Texas; Lake Charles, New Iberia, Belle Chase, Cameron, Cocodrie, Morgan City, New
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Orleans, Sulphur, Houma, Fourchon, Fort Jackson, and Venice, Louisiana; Pascagoula, Mississippi;
Theodore and Mobile, Alabama; or Pensacola, Ft. Lauderdale, Panama City, and Tampa, Florida.
Response times for any of this equipment would vary, dependent on the location of the equipment, the
staging area, and the spill site; and on the transport requirements for the type of equipment procured. It is
anticipated that equipment would be procured from the closest available oil-spill equipment bases. For
example, due to the location of the 181 South Area, it would be quicker to use equipment from
established oil-spill equipment bases located within the State of Louisiana.

It is assumed that 10-30 percent of an oil spill in an offshore environment can be mechanically
removed from the water prior to the spill making landfall (U.S. Congress, Office of Technology
Assessment, 1990).

Should an oil spill occur during a storm, spill response from shore would occur following the storm.
Spill response would not be possible while storm conditions continued, given the sea state limitations for
skimming vessels and containment boom deployment. However, oil released onto the ocean surface
during a storm event would be subject to accelerated rates of weathering and dissolution (i.e., oil and
water would be agitated, forcing oil into smaller droplets and facilitating dissolution of the high end
aromatic compounds present).

Dispersants

When dispersants are applied to spilled crude oil, the surface tension of the oil is reduced. This
allows normal wind and wave action to break the oil into tiny droplets, which are dispersed into the upper
portion of the water column. Natural processes then break down these droplets much quicker than they
would if the oil were allowed to remain on the water surface.

Dispersant use must be in accordance with the Regional Response Teams’ Preapproved Dispersant
Use Manual and any conditions outlined within a Regional Response Team site-specific dispersant
approval given after a spill event. Consequently, dispersant use would be in accordance with the
restrictions for specific water depths, distances from shore, or monitoring requirements. For a deepwater
(>1,000 ft or >305 m water depth) spill >1,000 bbl, which could include the 181 South Area, dispersant
application may be a preferred response in the open-water environment to prevent oil from reaching a
coastal area, in addition to mechanical response. However, the window of opportunity for successful
dispersant application may be somewhat narrower for some of these locations dependent upon the
physical and chemical properties of these deeper oils, which tend to be somewhat heavier than those
found closer to shore. A significant reduction in the window of opportunity for dispersant application
may render this response option ineffective.

Based on the present location of dispersant stockpiles and dispersant application equipment in the
Gulf of Mexico, it is expected that the dispersant application aircraft initially called out for an oil-spill
response to an offshore spill in the proposed lease sale area will come from Houma, Louisiana; Stennis,
Mississippi; or Coolidge, Arizona. The dispersants will come from locations primarily in Texas and
Louisiana. Response times for this equipment would vary, depending on the spill site and on the transport
time for additional supplies of dispersants to arrive at a staging location. Based on historic information,
this SEIS assumes that dispersant application will be effective on 20-50 percent (S.L. Ross Environmental
Research Ltd., 2000) of the treated oil.

Should an oil spill occur during a storm, dispersant application would occur following the storm.
Aerial and vessel dispersant application would not be possible while storm conditions continued.
However, oil released onto the ocean surface during a storm event would be subject to accelerated rates of
weathering and dissolution (i.e., oil and water would be agitated, forcing oil into smaller droplets and
facilitating dissolution of the high-end aromatic compounds present).

In-situ Burning

In-situ burning is an oil-spill cleanup technique that involves the controlled burning of the oil at or
near a spill site. The use of this spill-response technique can provide the potential for the removal of large
amounts of oil over an extensive area in less time than other techniques. In-situ burning involves the
same oil collection process used in mechanical recovery, except instead of going into a skimmer, the oil is
funneled into a fire-boom, a specialized boom that has been constructed to withstand the high
temperatures from burning oil. While in-situ burning is another method for disposing of oil that has been



Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario 3-31

collected in a boom, this method is typically more effective than skimmers when the oil is highly
concentrated.

Response times for bringing a fire-resistant boom onsite would vary, depending on the location of the
equipment, the staging area, and the spill site.

Should an oil spill occur during a storm, in-situ burning would occur following the storm. In-situ
burning would not be possible while storm conditions continued.

Natural Dispersion

In some instances, the best response to a spill may be to allow the natural dispersion of a slick to
occur. Natural dispersion may be a preferred option for smaller spills of lighter nonpersistent oils and
condensates that form slicks that are too thin to be removed by conventional methods and are expected to
dissipate rapidly, particularly if there are no identified potential impacts to offshore resources and a
potential for shoreline impact is not indicated. In addition, natural dispersion may also be a preferred
option in some nearshore environments when the potential damage caused by a cleanup effort could cause
more damage than the spill itself.

3.2.1.5.3. Oil-Spill-Response Assumptions Used in the Analysis of a Most Likely Spill
>1,000 bbl Incident Related to a Proposed Action

Tables 4-36 and 4-37 and Chapter 4.3.5.3 of the Multisale EIS present the estimated amounts of oil
that will either be removed by the application of dispersants or mechanically recovered for 4,600-bbl
pipeline spill scenarios analyzed in the Multisale EIS. The scenarios assumed oils of 30° and 35° API;
however, heavier oil (20-30° API) will likely be found in the 181 South Area.

3.2.1.5.4. Onshore Response and Cleanup

Offshore response and cleanup is preferable to shoreline cleanup; however, if an oil slick reaches the
coastline it is expected that the specific shoreline cleanup countermeasures identified and prioritized in
the appropriate Area Contingency Plans (ACP’s) for various habitat types would be used. The sensitivity
of the contaminated shoreline is the most important factor in the development of cleanup
recommendations. Shorelines of low productivity and biomass can withstand more intrusive cleanup
methods such as pressure washing. Shorelines of high productivity and biomass are very sensitive to
intrusive cleanup methods, and in many cases, the cleanup is more damaging than allowing natural
recovery.

Oil-spill-response planning in the United States is accomplished through a mandated set of
interrelated plans. The ACP represents the third tier of the National Response Planning System and was
mandated by OPA 90. The ACP’s cover subregional geographic areas. The ACP’s are a focal point of
response planning, providing detailed information on response procedures, priorities, and appropriate
countermeasures. The Gulf coastal area that falls within USCG District 8 is covered by the One Gulf
Plan ACP, which includes separate Geographic Response Plans for areas covered by USCG Sector
Corpus Christi, Sector Houston/Galveston, Sector Port Arthur, Sector Morgan City, Sector New Orleans,
and Sector Mobile. The Miami ACP covers the remaining Gulf coastal area. The ACP’s are written and
maintained by Area Committees assembled from Federal, State, and local governmental agencies that
have pollution response authority; nongovernmental participants may attend meetings and provide input.
The coastal Area Committees are chaired by respective Federal On-Scene Coordinators from the
appropriate USCG Office and are comprised of members from local or area-specific jurisdictions.
Response procedures identified within an ACP or its Geographic Response Plan(s) reflect the priorities
and procedures agreed to by members of the Area Committees.

The single most frequently recommended spill-response strategy for the areas identified for protection
in all of the applicable ACP’s or it’s Geographic Response Plans is the use of a shoreline boom to deflect
oil away from coastal resources such as seagrass beds, marinas, resting areas for migratory birds, bird and
turtle nesting areas, etc. If a shoreline is oiled, the selection of the type of shoreline remediation to be
used will depend on the following: (1) the type and amount of oil on the shore; (2) the nature of the
affected coastline; (3) the depth of oil penetration into the sediments; (4) the accessibility and the ability
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of vehicles to travel along the shoreline; (5) the possible ecological damage of the treatment to the
shoreline environment; (6) weather conditions; (7) the current state of the oil; and (8) jurisdictional
considerations.

Shoreline Cleanup Countermeasures

The following assumptions regarding the cleanup of spills that contact coastal resources in the area of
consideration reflect a generalization of the site-specific guidance provided in the ACP’s or its
Geographic Response Plans applicable to the Gulf of Mexico. As stated in Chapter 4.3.1.4 of the
Multisale EIS, for this analysis it is expected that a typical oil spilled as a result of an accident associated
with a proposed action would be within the range of 30-35° API. Since the following discussion is
intended to address the most likely spill scenario discussed in Chapter 4.3.5.3 of the Multisale EIS,
cleanup countermeasures for a medium-weight oil are all that are included in the following discussion.
The ACP’s applicable to the Gulf coastal area cover a vast geographical area. The differences in the
response priorities and procedures among the various ACP’s or its Geographic Response Plans reflect the
differences in the identified resources needing spill protection in the area covered by each ACP or its
Geographic Response Plans:

e Barrier Island/Fine Sand Beaches Cleanup: After the oiling of a barrier island/fine
sand beach with a medium-weight oil, applicable cleanup options are manual
removal, trenching (recovery wells), sediment removal, cold-water deluge flooding,
shore removal/replacement, and warm-water washing. Other possible shoreline
countermeasures include low-pressure cold-water washing, burning, and nutrient
enhancement. Responders are requested to avoid the following countermeasures: no
action; passive collection (sorbents); high-pressure, cold-water washing; hot-water
washing; slurry sand blasting; vacuum; and vegetation cutting.

e Fresh or Salt Marsh Cleanup: In all cases, cleanup options that avoid causing
additional damage to the marshes will be selected. After the oiling of a fresh or salt
marsh with a medium-weight oil, the preferred cleanup option would be to take no
action. Another applicable alternative would be trenching (recovery wells). Shore
removal/replacement, vegetation cutting, or nutrient enhancement could be used.
The option of using vegetation cutting as a shoreline countermeasure will depend
upon the time of the year and will be considered generally only if re-oiling of birds is
possible. Chemical treatment, burning, and bacterial addition as countermeasures
under consideration. Responders are advised to avoid manual removal, passive
collection, debris removal/heavy equipment, sediment removal, cold-water flooding,
high- or low-pressure cold-water washing, warm-water washing, hot-water washing,
slurry sand blasting, and shore removal/replacement.

e Coarse Sand/Gravel Beaches Cleanup: After the oiling of a coarse sand/gravel
beach with a medium-weight oil applicable cleanup options are manual removal,
trenching (recovery wells), sediment removal, cold-water deluge flooding, and shore
removal/replacement.  Other possible shoreline countermeasures include low-
pressure, cold-water washing; burning; warm-water washing; and nutrient
enhancement. Responders are requested to avoid the following countermeasures: no
action; passive collection (sorbents); high-pressure, cold-water washing; hot-water
washing; slurry sand blasting; vacuum; and vegetation cutting.

o Exposed or Sheltered Tidal Flats Cleanup: After the oiling of an exposed or
sheltered tidal flat with a medium-weight oil, the preferred cleanup option is no
action.  Other applicable shoreline countermeasures for this resource include
trenching (recovery wells) and cold-water deluge flooding. Other possible shoreline
countermeasures listed include low-pressure, cold-water washing; vacuum;
vegetation cutting; and nutrient enhancement. Responders are requested to avoid
manual removal; passive collection; debris removal/heavy equipment; sediment
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removal; high-pressure, cold-water washing; warm-water washing; hot-water
washing; slurry sand blasting; and shore removal replacement.

o Seawall/Pier Cleanup: After the oiling of a seawall or pier with a medium-weight
oil, the applicable cleanup options include manual removal; cold-water flooding;
low- and high-pressure, cold-water washing; warm-water washing; hot-water
washing; slurry sand blasting; vacuum; and shore removal replacement. Other
possible shoreline countermeasures listed include burning and nutrient enhancement.
Responders are requested to avoid no action, passive collection (sorbents), trenching,
sediment removal, and vegetation cutting.

3.2.2. Losses of Well Control

A loss of well control is the uncontrolled flow of a reservoir fluid that may result in the release of gas,
condensate, oil, drilling fluids, sand, or water. Loss of well control is a broad term that includes very
minor up to the most serious well control incidents, while blowouts are considered to be a subset of more
serious incidents with greater risk of oil spill or human injury. Historically, most losses of well control
have occurred during development drilling operations, but loss of well control can happen during
exploratory drilling, production, well completions, or workover operations. Loss of well control may
occur during drilling between zones in the wellbore or may occur at the seafloor. One-third of the losses
of well control were associated with shallow gas flows. Most losses of well control last for a short
duration, with half lasting less than a day. Chapter 4.3.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses losses of well
control in detail.

Loss of well control may result in the release of synthetic drilling fluid, chemicals, or loss of oil.
From 1996 to 2005, 21 percent of losses of well control resulted in spilled oil or SBF, or released gas or
condensate. In addition to spills, the loss of well control can resuspend and disperse bottom sediments.

An additional 9-12 wells are projected to be drilled as a result of the addition of the 181 South Area
per proposed CPA sale. Based on the blowout rate of 6 per 1,000 well starts, no additional blowouts are
projected as a result of the addition of the 181 South Area.

3.2.3. Vessel Collisions

Safety fairways, traffic separation schemes, and anchorages are the most effective means of
preventing vessel collisions with OCS structures. In general, fixed structures such as platforms and
drilling rigs are prohibited in fairways. The MMS data show that, from 1996 to 2005, there were 129
OCS-related collisions. Approximately 10 percent of vessel collisions with platforms in the OCS caused
diesel spills. Fires resulted from hydrocarbon releases in several of the collision incidents. Chapter
4.3.3.3 of the Multisale EIS provides a more detailed discussion of vessel collisions.

Chapter 3.3.5.7.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses damage to platforms from recent hurricanes.
Platforms destroyed by hurricane force winds and waves become potential obstructions to offshore
operators and mariners in the Gulf of Mexico. To prevent any further collisions with submerged or
destroyed platforms, MMS, in December 2005, published a safety alert that provided the location of all
facilities that were destroyed by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita.

3.2.4. Chemical and Drilling-Fluid Spills

Chemicals are used to condition drill muds in completions, stimulation, and workover processes and
during production. Chemicals are stored offshore in quantities related to their uses. Table 3-8 presents
the number and volume of chemical and synthetic-based fluid (SBF) spills in the Gulf of Mexico during
2001-2005. Only two chemical spills of >1,000 bbl have occurred between 1964 and 2005.

Chemical Spills

Between 5 and 15 chemical spills are anticipated each year as a result of the OCS Program, with the
majority being <50 bbl in size. The most common chemicals spilled are methanol, ethylene glycol, and
zinc bromide. Additional production chemicals are needed in deepwater operations where hydrate
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formation is a possibility, but spill volumes are anticipated to remain the same because of advances in
subsea processing. Chemical and drilling-fluid spills are discussed in greater detail in Chapter 4.3.4 of
the Multisale EIS.

Synthetic-Based Fluid Spills

The SBF have been used since the mid 1990’s. Between 5 and 20 SBF releases are anticipated each
year as a result of the OCS Program, with the majority being <50 bbl in size (Table 3-9). An SBF spill of
1,061-bbl base fluid occurred in October 2007 due to a crack in the riser termination spool. This spill site
will be studied using funds set aside and titled Synthetic-based Fluid Spill of Opportunity Environmental
Impact and Recovery (Neff et al., 2000). The study explores recovery from a spill as opposed to recovery
from permitted SBF-wetted cuttings discharges where most of the field research has been conducted.
Resampling to document pollutant biodegradation and redistribution over time is presently not part of the
study. The hurricanes in 2004 and 2005 resulted in increased chemical spills and the loss of containerized
chemicals overboard. Mud slides and submerged and drifting rigs damaged pipelines and supply lines on
the seafloor. Hurricane-related chemical and SBF releases may occur during the hurricane or afterwards
when operations are brought back online.

3.3. CUMULATIVE ACTIVITIES SCENARIO

The following cumulative scenario includes all past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
human activities, including non-OCS activities, as well as all OCS activities (OCS Program). Non-OCS
activities include, but are not limited to, import tankering; State oil and gas activity; recreational,
commercial and military vessel traffic; offshore LNG activity; recreational and commercial fishing;
onshore development; and natural processes. The impacts of cumulative activities on biological, physical,
and socioeconomic resources are analyzed in Chapter 4.5 of the Multisale EIS and Chapter 4.1 of this
SEIS.

3.3.1. OCS Program

Chapter 4.1 of the Multisale EIS also describes the scenario for the OCS Program (i.e., activity
resulting from past and future lease sales). The OCS Program scenario includes all activities that are
projected to occur from past, proposed, and future lease sales during the 40-year analysis period. This
includes projected activity from lease sales that have been held, but for which exploration or development
has not yet begun or is continuing. Projected reserve/resource production for the OCS Program is 28.562-
32.570 BBO and 142.366-162.722 Tcf of gas. Tables 4-4, 4-5, and 4-6 of the Multisale EIS present
projections of the major activities and impact-producing factors related to future Gulfwide OCS Program
activities. Projected new coastal infrastructure as a result of the OCS Program is shown in Table 4-9 of
the Multisale EIS.

The MMS, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, Resource and Evaluation Office’s Modeling and
Forecasting Team has reevaluated the exploration and development activity scenario for the OCS
Program that was presented in the Multisale EIS. While the scenario for a typical CPA sale has been
revised for the expanded sale area, the Gulfwide cumulative scenario has not changed. Relative to CPA
and WPA sales, a very small amount of exploration and development activity is forecasted to occur as a
result of the addition of the 181 South Area. Therefore, despite the additional acreage offered, the range
of exploration and development activities forecasted to occur as a result of the OCS Program has not
changed. The level of activity is connected to oil prices, resource potential, cost of development, and rig
availability rather than just, or even primarily to, the amount of acreage leased. The impacts of activities
associated with the OCS Program on biological, physical, and socioeconomic resources are analyzed in
the cumulative environmental analysis sections of Chapter 4.1.

3.3.2. State Oil and Gas Activity

The coastal infrastructure that supports the OCS Program also supports State oil and gas activities.
Chapters 3.3.5.9 and 4.1.3.1 of the Multisale EIS discuss in detail State oil and gas activities. A summary
is presented below.



Impact-Producing Factors and Scenario 3-35

Offshore Oil and Gas Leasing and Production

Texas land extends 10.4 mi (16.7 km) offshore. The Railroad Commission of Texas is the agency
charged by the Texas Legislature with the regulation of the oil and gas industry in the State of Texas. The
Lands and Minerals Division of the Texas General Land Office holds lease sales quarterly in January,
April, July, and October. Sales are usually held on the first Tuesday of the month; however, the January
and July sales have been held in recent years on the second Tuesday of the month because of holidays.

The territorial waters of Louisiana extend Gulfward for 3 nmi (5.6 km). The Office of Mineral
Resources holds regularly scheduled lease sales on the second Wednesday of every month. As in Texas,
the State of Louisiana’s offshore oil and gas leasing program is conducted on a regular basis irrespective
of the Federal OCS mineral leasing program.

In recent years, oil and gas production in the State of Louisiana, as in Texas, has been declining. The
MMS projects that the State’s offshore production would continue this trend over the analysis period.
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita (2005) also affected State oil and gas production. As of March 2006, 85.5
percent of the daily oil production capacity of a 38-parish region had been restored, and 97 percent of the
daily gas production capacity had been restored (LADNR, 2006c¢).

The territorial waters of Mississippi extend Gulfward for 3 nmi (5.6 km). The State of Mississippi
does not have an offshore oil and gas leasing program. The MMS does not expect the State to institute
such a program in the near future.

The territorial waters of Alabama extend Gulfward for 3 nmi (5.6 km) and its shoreline extends 52 mi
(84 km). Alabama has no established schedule of lease sales. The limited number of tracts in State
waters has resulted in the State not holding regularly scheduled lease sales. The last lease sale was held in
1997. The MMS does not expect the State to institute such a program in the near future.

The State of Florida has experienced very limited drilling in coastal waters. In 2005, Florida’s
Governor Jeb Bush and the Florida Cabinet signed a historic settlement agreement to eliminate the
potential for oil drilling in State waters.

State Pipeline Infrastructure

The existing pipeline network in the Gulf Coast States is developed and extensive, with spare
capacity. Expansion is projected to be primarily small diameter pipelines to increase the interconnectivity
of the existing network and a few major interstate pipeline expansions. Pipeline companies are taking
steps to reduce impacts from future hurricanes by adding new interconnections to their pipeline networks
to create alternate routes in case of damage to one part of the network (Federal Trade Commission, 2006).
Any new larger diameter pipelines would likely be constructed to support onshore and offshore LNG
terminals. However, as discussed in Chapter 4.1.3.2.6 of the Multisale EIS, there is spare capacity in the
existing pipeline infrastructure to move the regasified natural gas to market, and deepwater ports can
serve onshore facilities, including intrastate as well as interstate pipelines.

3.3.3. Other Major Offshore Activities

Dredged Material Disposal

Chapter 4.1.3.2.1 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail disposal of dredged material. Dredged
material is described at 33 CFR 324 as any material excavated or dredged from navigable waters of the
U.S. Virtually all ocean dumping occurring today is dredged material, sediments removed from the
bottom of waterbodies in order to maintain navigation channels and berthing areas. The USEPA, COE,
and other interested parties are working to identify appropriate uses for dredged material rather than
disposing of the material offshore. These uses may include beach nourishment or wetland habitat
development.

Non-energy Minerals Program in the Gulf of Mexico

Chapter 4.1.3.2.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail MMS’s Marine Minerals Program, which
provides policy direction for the development of marine mineral resources on the OCS. The Program
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continues to focus on identifying sand resources for coastal restoration, investigating the environmental
implications of using those resources, and processing noncompetitive use requests.

Numerous restoration projects have used sand resources from borrow areas on the OCS that were
identified by the highly successful MMS-State cooperative offshore sand program that was in place from
the mid 1990’s to 2005. Sand deposits identified and evaluated by the cooperative program have been
used for three beach nourishment projects in Maryland, five projects in Virginia, and four in Florida.
Sand sources identified through the MMS cooperative effort with Louisiana will likely serve as the major
source of material for the restoration of the entire barrier island chain located in the southwestern and
central Louisiana coastal area, identified in the Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration Plan.
Although funding to continue the MMS-State cooperative program has been discontinued, MMS did
receive earmark funds in 2005 to conduct offshore sand studies in support of coastal restoration efforts in
the Gulf Coast States of Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, and Mississippi. The funds are currently being used
to investigate available sources of OCS sand for the restoration of portions of coastal areas that were
damaged by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. The Louisiana Dept. of Natural Resources (LADNR) and
Louisiana State University (LSU) are undertaking a joint effort to identify potential sand resources in the
Trinity and Tiger Shoal complex, located in the Vermilion and South Marsh Island lease areas.
Meanwhile, the General Lands Office in Texas is collecting new geologic and geophysical data to
describe potential resources in buried Pleistocene Sabine and Colorado River paleochannels, located
offshore Jefferson and Brazoria Counties.

The OCS sand and gravel resources must be wisely managed to ensure that environmental damage to
the marine and coastal environments is minimized, mitigated, or does not occur. The MMS has focused
on integrating the collected sand resource data with environmental studies to provide needed
environmental information to make decisions regarding the use of OCS sand for future coastal restoration
activities. A number of projects are in progress with the State of Louisiana and LSU to examine the long-
term effects of dredging sand on Ship Shoal, a large potential borrow area offshore central Louisiana, as
well as on Trinity and Tiger Shoals and Sabine Bank, along the central and west coasts of Louisiana. The
State, LSU, and MMS are also cooperating to provide real-time wind, wave, and current data in support
of numerical modeling exercises to determine the physical effects of dredging offshore, as well as
providing invaluable information for actual dredging operations.

Since the dredging of OCS sand and the associated activities of oceangoing dredge vessels could
present some use conflicts on blocks also leased for oil and/gas extraction, MMS initiated a regional
offshore sand management program in Louisiana in 2003, which over the course of 4 years and several
meetings has developed options and recommendations for an orderly process to manage OCS sand
resources in areas of competing use. The Louisiana Sand Management Working Group is currently
assisting MMS in developing guidelines for sand resource allocations, maintaining a master schedule of
potential sand dredging projects, developing procedures for accessing sand under emergency conditions,
and establishing environmental requirements for the use of offshore borrow areas.

To date, two sand leases have been issued (and subsequently terminated) in the CPA (i.e., the Sabine
Pass/West Cameron areas, offshore Holly Beach, Cameron Parish, Louisiana; and the South Pelto area,
offshore Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana), whereas none have been issued in the WPA. The Holly Beach
lease provided 4.2 million yd® of OCS sand from Sabine Bank and the buried Peveto paleochannel. The
MMS is negotiating an agreement with NOAA and the State of Louisiana for a major coastal and
wetlands restoration project at Pelican Island in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana. The negotiated
agreement is expected to be finalized and issued in early the spring of 2008. The project involves the use
of approximately 5,500,000 yd® of OCS sand from the buried Sandy Point paleochannels (West Delta
Area) in a planned shoreline stabilization and marsh creation project, authorized under the Coastal
Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA). The project, at a total cost of $60
million, is the largest funded CWPPRA project to date and will create 800 ac (1.25 mi?) of beach and
marsh habitat that will help protect Louisiana’s coastal communities and infrastructure from the
devastating effects of wind, waves, and flooding. The project is of exceptionally high importance and
priority to the State of Louisiana and has had major support from both Governor Jindal and Senator
Landrieu.
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Marine Transportation

Chapter 4.1.3.2.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses the extensive maritime industry that exists in the
northern Gulf of Mexico. Marine transportation within the analysis area should grow linearly based on
historical freight traffic statistics given current conditions. The estimated number of vessel trips that
would occur as a result of a proposed action is presented in Tables 3-2 and 3-3. Because this would
represent a small percentage of marine transportation in the Gulf of Mexico, marine transportation is not
expected to significantly change as a result of a CPA or WPA proposed action.

Military Activities

Chapter 4.1.3.2.4 discusses in detail the extensive use of the offshore Gulf of Mexico for military
activities. The air space over the Central and Western Gulf of Mexico is used by the Department of
Defense (DOD) for conducting various air-to-air and air-to-surface operations. Nine military warning
areas and five EWTA are located within the Gulf (Figure 2-2). The 181 South Area is located within two
EWTA’s. These warning and water test areas are multiple-use areas where military operations and oil
and gas development have coexisted without conflict for many years. Based on that past experience,
several military stipulations are planned for leases issued within identified military areas. All of the
available CPA acreage identified for leasing consideration is west of the critical military mission zone of
Eglin Air Force Base (i.e., a zone to the west of 86°41' W. longitude) (Figure 2-2).

Artificial Reefs and Rigs-to-Reefs Development

Chapter 4.1.3.2.5 and Appendix A.4 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail artificial reefs and rigs-
to-reefs development in the Gulf of Mexico. Artificial reefs have been used along the coastline of the
U.S. since the early 19th century. Stone (1974) documented that the use of obsolete materials to create
artificial reefs has provided valuable habitat for numerous species of fish in areas devoid of natural hard
bottom. Stone et al. (1979) found reefs in marine waters not only attract fish, but in some instances also
enhance the production of fish. All of the five Gulf Coast States—Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Alabama, and Florida—have artificial reef programs and plans.

All OCS platforms have the potential to serve as artificial reefs. Offshore oil and gas platforms began
providing artificial reef substrate in the Gulf of Mexico with the first platform installation in 1942,
Historically, approximately 9 percent of the platforms decommissioned in the Gulf OCS have become
used in the Rigs-to-Reefs (RTR) program. It is anticipated that approximately 10 percent of platforms
installed as a result of a proposed action would become an RTR after decommissioning. For the OCS
Program over the next 40 years, projections are that about twice as many platforms will be removed than
those installed. This factor is prompting increased public attention on the ecologic value of oil and gas
structures for their reef effects. Ongoing studies aim at evaluating the ecology of offshore structures and
may lead to a greater emphasis on creation of artificial reefs through the RTR program.

Some of the 113 platforms destroyed by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita have been accepted into the
RTR program. Louisiana has created numerous “Special Artificial Reef Sites” that use downed
platforms. Due to the extreme water depths of the 181 South Area, it is not anticipated that any platforms
installed in the 181 South Area would become RTR’s.

Offshore Liquefied Natural Gas Projects

Chapter 4.1.3.2.6 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail offshore LNG terminals projected,
approved, and existing in the Gulf of Mexico. At present in the Gulf of Mexico, the only existing
offshore LNG terminal is Gulf Gateway located approximately 116 mi (187 km) offshore Louisiana.
There have been an additional three licenses issued, three applications are under review, and three
applications have been withdrawn or closed (USDOT, MARAD, 2008).
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3.3.4. Other Major Influencing Factors on Coastal Environments

Submergence of Wetlands

Chapter 4.1.3.3.1 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail the submergence of wetlands. Other major
factors contributing to submergence of wetlands along the Gulf Coast are eustatic sea-level rise and land
subsidence. Eustatic sea-level rise is caused by the reduction of the volume of water stored in the polar
ice caps and expansion of ocean waters because of global warming. Land subsidence is caused by a
variety of localized natural and manmade events such as down-warping or horizontal movement of the
earth’s crust; weighted surface compression; oxidation, consolidation, settling, and dewatering of surface
sediments; and depressurization of subsurface reservoirs during oil and gas production (Swanson and
Thurlow, 1973; Morton, 2003; Morton et al., 2002). In localized areas, subsidence and sea-level rise can
be offset by sedimentation, placement of dredged material, and peat formation.

During the past century, the rate of eustatic sea-level rise along the Louisiana coast was relatively
constant at 2.3 mm/yr (0.9 in/yr or 23 cm/century), although the rate has varied from a sea-level decrease
of 3 mm/yr (0.12 in/yr) to a maximum increase of 10 mm/yr (0.39 in/yr) over decade-long periods
(Turner and Cahoon, 1988; Williams and Burkett, 2002). Submergence in the Gulf is occurring most
rapidly along the Louisiana coast and more slowly in other coastal states. Depending on local geologic
conditions, the subsidence rate varies across coastal Louisiana from 3 to over 10 mm/yr (0.12 to over 0.39
infyr). One of the major factors causing greater submergence rates in Louisiana is reduced sedimentation,
resulting from deltaic abandonment, flood control, and channelization of the Mississippi River. There is
scientific consensus that sea-level rise will continue and is likely to increase into the next century. The
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)’s currently estimates the global average sea level
will rise between 0.6 and 2 ft (0.18 and 0.59 m) in the next century (IPCC, 2007).

Subsidence or sinking of the land surface in southern Louisiana and the entire south-central U.S. is
mainly attributed to the weight of Mississippi River mud that makes up the geography of the region,
drainage and oxidation of organic soils, natural compaction and dewatering of surficial sediments, and
tectonic activity (geosynclinal downwarping and movement along growth faults). The problem is
aggravated in Louisiana by flood protection measures and disruption of natural drainage ways that reduce
sediment deposition to the Deltaic region. Fluid withdrawal, including groundwater withdrawals and oil
and gas production, can cause localized subsidence in the aquifer system and above the producing
reservoirs. In coastal Louisiana, about 400 km? (98,842 ac) of wetlands have a subsidence potential
greater than 10 cm (4 in) because of fluid withdrawal (Turner and Cahoon, 1988). Morton (2002) used
geodetic releveling surveys to identify historical subsidence rates of 9.4 mm/yr (0.62 in/yr) and averaging
6.4 mm/yr (0.25 in/yr) along Bayou Petit Caillou in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. The average
subsidence rate for Terrebonne Parish over the last 5,000 years is calculated at <3 mm/year (0.12 in/yr)
(Roberts et al., 1994). Thus, hydrocarbon production can induce local subsidence rates sufficient to result
in significant landloss.

River Development and Flood Control Projects

Chapter 4.1.3.3.2 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail river development and flood control
projects.

In recent decades, alterations in the upstream hydrology of the rivers draining into the northern Gulf
of Mexico have resulted in a variety of coastal impacts. Dams and reservoirs on upstream tributaries trap
much of the sediment load in the rivers. The suspended sediment load of the Mississippi River has
decreased nearly 60 percent since the 1950’s, largely as a result of dam and reservoir construction
upstream (Tuttle and Combe, 1981; Turner and Cahoon, 1988).

In a natural system, over-bank flooding introduces sediments into adjoining wetlands. Flood control
on the Mississippi and other rivers has largely eliminated flood-borne sedimentation in the Gulf coastal
wetlands, contributing to their deterioration.

Channelization of the Mississippi and other rivers in conjunction with flood control levees has also
contributed to wetland loss and has interrupted wetland creation around the Gulf by preventing
distribution of alluvial sediments across deltas and flood plains. Prior to channelization, the flow of rivers
was distributed among several distributary channels that delivered sediment over a broad area during high
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river stages. Today, sediment from the Mississippi River is primarily discharged through the main
channel directly to the deep waters of the continental slope. The only significant exception to this
scenario is the diversion of approximately 30 percent of the Mississippi River flow to the Atchafalaya
River; this diversion does not capture 30 percent of the sediment flow, however, since most of the
sediment is restricted to the deeper river channel.

Dredging

Chapter 4.1.3.3.3 of the Multisale EIS discusses dredging in detail.

Dredging operations include sediment and gravel harvesting; pipeline installation; canal installation,
maintenance, and modifications; harbor installation and maintenance; and stream channelization.

Numerous channels are maintained throughout the onshore cumulative activity area by Federal, State,
county, commercial, and private interests. Proposals for new and maintenance dredging projects are
reviewed by Federal, State, and county agencies as well as by private and commercial interests to identify
and mitigate adverse impacts upon social, economic, and environmental resources.

Materials from maintenance dredging are primarily disposed within existing, confined, dredged-
material disposal facilities. Additional dredged-material disposal areas for maintenance or new-project
dredging are developed as needed and must be evaluated and permitted by COE and relevant State
agencies prior to construction. Some dredged sediments are dispersed into offshore waters at established
offshore disposal sites. Materials may also be used in a beneficial manner to restore and create habitat,
beach nourishment projects, and industrial and commercial development.

Dredged materials from channels are often contaminated with toxic heavy metals, organic chemicals,
pesticides, oil and grease, and other pollutants originating from municipal, industrial, and vessel
discharges and nonpoint sources, and thus can result in contamination of areas formerly isolated from
major anthropogenic sources (USEPA, 1979). The vicinities around harbors and industrial sites are most
noted for this problem. Hence, sediment discharges from dredging operations can be major point sources
of pollution in coastal waters in and around the Gulf. In addition, inland and shallow offshore disposal
can change the navigability and natural flow or circulation of waterbodies.

In 1989, USEPA estimated that more than 90 percent of the volume of material dumped in the oceans
around the U.S. consisted of sediments dredged from U.S. harbors and channels (USEPA, 1989). As of
February 1997, in response to the Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972, USEPA had
finalized the designation of eight dredged-material disposal sites in the cumulative activity area. Another
four sites in the Gulf are considered interim sites for dredged-material disposal. These sites primarily
facilitate the COE’s bar-channel dredging program. Generally, each bar channel of navigation channels
connecting the Gulf and inland regions has 1-3 disposal sites used for disposal of maintenance dredged
material. These are usually located in State waters. Some designated sites have never been used.

Installation and maintenance of any navigation channel and many pipeline canals connecting two or
more waterbodies changes the hydrodynamics in their vicinity. These changes are typically associated
with saltwater intrusion, reduced freshwater retention, changed circulation patterns, changed flow
velocities, and erosion. When these channels are permitted for construction through sensitive wetland
habitats or when sites are permitted for dredged-material disposal, measures are required to mitigate
unavoidable adverse environmental impacts. Structures constructed to mitigate adverse hydrodynamic
impacts and accelerated erosion includes dams, weirs, bulkheads, rip-rap, shell/gravel mats, and gobi
mats.

Typically, little or no maintenance is performed on mitigation structures. Without maintenance,
many mitigation facilities, particularly in regions where the soil is poorly consolidated and has a high
organic content, are known to become ineffective within a few years of construction. The number of
mitigation structures associated with navigation and pipeline channels is unknown.

3.3.5. Coastal Restoration

Chapter 4.1.3.3.4 of the Multisale EIS discusses coastal restoration efforts and funding by State.

The coastal infrastructure that supports State and OCS oil and gas activities would benefit from
coastal restoration. Coastal erosion could have a significant negative impact on this coastal infrastructure,
including pipelines, navigation channels, and supply bases (U.S. Dept. of the Army, COE, 2004c). The
extensive pipelines traversing coastal Louisiana are affected by coastal erosion as barrier islands and
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coastal wetlands erode and as open water scours away land-protecting pipelines. Exposed pipelines, once
buried, are at increased risk from failure or damage because of lack of structural stability, anchor
dragging, and boat collisions. Navigation infrastructure is also already being impacted by coastal erosion
as shown in three areas of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW). In those areas there is increased
shoaling, causing traffic moving on the waterway to slow down, increasing the time and cost of moving
commodities. Annual dredging maintenance cost has increased to keep the channel at authorized depths.
Supply bases servicing offshore OCS oil and gas activities are also impacted by coastal erosion. These
bases provide necessary supplies and maintenance services to the offshore platforms and serve as
“jumping-off” points for employees that work on offshore platforms. If one of the important supply
bases, such as Port Fourchon, was severely impacted by coastal degradation, the operational cost of
offshore production could go up significantly.

In December 2007, the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) published a report on lessons
learned on coastal restoration in Louisiana (GAQO, 2007). The GAO reviewed the CWPPRA program,
and the following is a summary of its findings.

Over the next 50 years, Louisiana is projected to lose almost 17 mi? (10,880 ac) of coastline each year
due to storms, sea-level rise, and land subsidence. Coastal wetlands are an important wildlife and
commercial resource, and provide a natural buffer against the storm surge that accompanies storms and
hurricanes. Recently, Congress made billions in new funding available over the next 20 years for coastal
Louisiana.

Under CWPPRA 147 projects have been designed and/or constructed to restore and protect over
120,000 ac (188 mi?) of coastal wetlands (about 3% of the Louisiana coast). Projects have included large-
scale efforts that reintroduce freshwater and sediment to declining wetlands, as well as smaller projects
such as shoreline barriers and vegetation plantings to protect and restore the coastal landscape. As of
June 2007, half have been completed. Costs can vary from about $9,000 per acre to plant marsh plants to
almost $54,000 per acre to restore barrier islands. The estimated cost to complete all 147 projects was
$1.78 billion. There are additional costs to maintain projects over their expected life spans, which, in
most cases, is about 20 years.

The GAO identified the following issues that will need to be addressed as coastal restoration becomes
larger and more complex:

e Increasing project costs can delay individual projects, as well as the overall
program—currently 10 CWPPRA projects are on hold waiting for funds because
estimated construction costs exceed funds available.

e Without an integrated monitoring system, officials cannot determine whether goals
and objectives are being met—even after 4 years such a system is not fully
implemented for CWPPRA.

o Identifying and addressing private landowner issues is critical in the project design
phase—in some instances, these issues have led to costly project modifications or
construction delays for some CWPPRA projects.

e Some projects simply fail to perform as designed due to landscape, structural, or
other causes beyond the designers’ control—some CWPPRA projects were
terminated because such problems were not anticipated or could not be resolved.

e Storms and hurricanes can result in significant setbacks to projects—Ilarge areas of
both naturally occurring and restored wetlands can be destroyed in just a few days if
hit by a powerful storm.

3.3.6. Alternative Energy

Chapter 4.1.3.3.5 of the Multisale EIS discusses in detail alternative energy.

On August 8, 2005, President George W. Bush signed into law the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (the
Act). Section 388 (a) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 amended Section 8 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (OCSLA) (43 U.S.C. 1337) to authorize DOI to grant leases, easements, or right-of-ways on
the OCS for the development and support of energy resources other than oil and gas and to allow for
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alternate uses of existing structures on the OCS lands. The MMS is developing a comprehensive program
and regulations to implement the new authority. As a part of this process, MMS has published an
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPR) in the Federal Register on December 30, 2005, and
seeks comments on alternate energy-related uses on the OCS. In November 2007, MMS published the
Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the OCS Alternative Energy and Alternate Use
Program and the Request for Information and Nominations of Areas for Leases for Alternative Energy.
The MMS also announced an interim policy for the authorization of the installation of offshore data
collection and technology testing facilities in Federal waters.

Two wind farm projects are currently going through the permitting process in the U.S. The Cape
Wind project is located on Horseshoe Shoal in Nantucket Sound, Massachusetts, and the Long Island
Power Authority project is located off the south shore of Long Island, New York. In January 2008, MMS
published a draft EIS on the Cape Wind Energy Project. The MMS is awaiting the official decision from
the Long Island Power Authority on the disposition of the Long Island Offshore Wind Park project.

The wind resource potential of the Gulf of Mexico is not very well documented. Archer and
Jacobson (2003) conducted a study of U.S. winds and wind power at 80 m (256 ft) height. Their study
concluded that the Gulf of Mexico has a higher potential of wind resources than previously thought.
These unexpected levels of wind velocity have led to interest in wind energy generation in the Gulf of
Mexico. On October 24, 2005, the Texas General Land Office announced that the State of Texas has
signed an agreement with Galveston-Offshore Wind, LLC, to allow the first offshore wind energy project
on the Gulf of Mexico.

In October 2007, the State of Texas awarded the U.S.’s first competitively bid leases for offshore
wind power (Texas General Land Office, 2007). Four leases were awarded to Wind Energy Systems
Technology, which allow work to begin |mmed|ately on the construction of meteorological testing
towers. The four tracts total 73,098 ac (114 mi®) and are located near Jefferson, Calhoun, Brazoria, and
Cameron Counties. The company already holds the U.S.’s only offshore lease for wind power and is
collecting data for a wind farm off the coast of Galveston, Texas.

Until MMS promulgates the regulations under which these projects will operate, MMS will accept no
proposals for alternate energy development or for alternate uses of the existing oil and gas facilities
located on the Federal OCS. Once MMS finalizes appropriate regulations, the demands for projects of
this type are expected to grow on the OCS. Evaluation of meteorological data collected in Texas State
waters would also tell us in the near future about the possibility of siting wind farms on the Gulf’s OCS
for generating electricity.

3.3.7. Natural Events and Processes

3.3.7.1. Physical Oceanography

A detailed description of physical oceanography can be found in Appendix A.2 of the Multisale EIS.
The following is a summary of the information presented in the Multisale EIS, incorporating new
information found since publication of the Multisale EIS.

The Gulf of Mexmo is a semi-enclosed, subtropical sea with an area of approximately 1.5 million km?
(about 600,000 mi®). The main physmgraphlc regions of the Gulf Basin are the continental shelf
(including the Campeche, Mexican, and U.S. shelves), continental slopes and associated canyons, abyssal
plains, the Yucatan Channel, and Florida Straits. The depth of the central abyss ranges to approxmately
3,700 m (12,139 ft). The water volume of the entire Gulf is 2.3 million km® (over 0.5 million mi®).

Gulf of Mexico physical oceanographic processes include the Loop Current (LC), Loop Current
Eddies (LCE’s), Topographic Rossby Waves (TRW’s), and vortex-like and wave-like features underneath
the LC and LCE’s that interact with bottom topography. Infrequently observed processes include a
limited number of high-speed current events, at times approaching 100 cm/s (39 in/s), were observed at
depths exceeding 1,500 m (4,921 ft) in the northern Gulf of Mexico (Hamilton and Lugo-Fernandez,
2001; Hamilton et al., 2003), and very high-speed currents in the upper portions of the water column
observed in deep water by several oil and gas operators. All of these processes are described in the
Multisale EIS (USDOI, MMS, 2007b). Generally, current speed in the deepwater Gulf of Mexico has
been observed to decrease with depth. Mean deep flow around the edges of the Gulf of Mexico circulates
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in a cyclonic (counterclockwise) direction at ~2,000 m (6,562 ft) (Sturges et al., 2004) and at ~900 m
(2,953 ft) (Weatherly, 2004).

Mean seasonal circulation patterns of inner-shelf and outer-shelf currents on the Louisiana-Texas
continental shelf, the northeastern Gulf of Mexico shelf, and the West Florida shelf are described in
Appendix A.2 of the Multisale EIS. These currents are primarily wind driven and also influenced by
riverine outflow. Cold water from deeper offshelf regions moves onto and off the continental shelf by
cross-shelf flow associated with upwelling and downwelling processes in some locations (Collard and
Lugo-Fernandez, 1999). Wind events such as tropical cyclones (especially hurricanes), extratropical
cyclones, and cold-air outbreaks can result in extreme waves and cause currents with speeds of 100-150
cm/s (39-59 in/s) over continental shelves. Waves as high as 91 ft (28 m) were measured under Hurricane
Ivan (Wang et al., 2005).

General Gulf of Mexico physical oceanography is discussed further and at greater length in Appendix
A.2 of the Multisale EIS.

Although physical oceanography of the 181 South Area is consistent with that of adjacent Gulf of
Mexico regions, it was not specifically covered in the Multisale EIS. Circulation in the 181 South Area
and adjacent regions is highly influenced by the Loop Current, a circulatory feature of the southeastern
Gulf of Mexico. Spatial frequency of the LC water mass throughout the Gulf of Mexico is illustrated in
Figure 3-13. In the 181 South Area, spatial frequency of the LC water mass ranges from 20 to 70 percent
(Vukovich, 2005), and when the LC is in this area, it is the dominant circulatory feature. Loop Current
domination of circulation in the 181 South Area has been observed in surface and deep drifter data
(Weatherly, 2004; Sturges et al., 2001). Preliminary mooring results from the Eastern Gulf of Mexico
Circulation Study that is being conducted by Evans-Hamilton for MMS agree, and observational data
collected for this study in 2006-2007 show multiple incidents of currents being affected by the Loop
Current, LCE’s, or passing storms in the area. Loop Current or LCE intrusions generated the strongest
upper layer currents. The Loop Current or LCE generated currents also penetrated deeper into the water
column than storm-induced currents (Cox, in press).

3.3.7.2. Hurricanes

Cycles in tropical climate patterns near the equator typically last several decades (20-30 years or even
longer) (USDOC, NOAA, 2005). As a result, the North Atlantic experiences alternating periods (20-30
years or even longer) of above-normal or below-normal hurricane seasons. There is a two- to three-fold
increase in hurricane activity during eras of above-normal activity. It is assumed hurricane activity from
1995 to 20