
From: Ronald Sweatrnan
^Sent Mon Jun 28 09:46:37 2010

lo, Thomas Roth
-Subject RE. Conversation with Jeff Moss of ExxonMobil

lmportance: Normal

THANKS

From: Thomas Roth
Sent: Monday, June 28,2070 B:57 AM
To: Ronald Sweatman; Roland Chemali; James Bement - Vp Sperry pSL
Cc: Anthony Badalamenti
Subject: RE: Conversation with Jeff Moss of bo<onMobil

Ron:

BP has yet to recognize top sand identified in SDS Log al 17,720' in any of their reporting.

Spacer pumped ahead for sea water displacement of SBM from riser is the source of difficulties with negative test and
likely flawed interpretation of successful test.

I agree. Foam cement is the best engineered solution to the conditions presented.

6,500 PSI stated is l ikely 6,900 PSl, pressure of burst disks instalted in 16" casing. lf you shut in 13,000 psi dry gas kick
with hanger failed, 16" ruptures and you have flow on outside of all containment...Tommy

From: Ronald Sweatman
Sent: Monday, June 28, 2010 8:33 AM
To: Roland Chemali; James Bement - VP Sperry PSL

afc: Thomas Roth; Anthony Badalamenti
Iubject: RE: Conversation with Jefl Moss of bc<onMobil-

Roland,

Jeff is on the BOP and Rig Equipment JITF ("Equipment").

Last month, the Well Operations Procedures JITF ("Procedures") briefly discussed an upper HC zone (HP gas) not having
the required 500' of cement above it. For some unknown reason, this didn't get inlo the May 17 JITF (Equipment &
Procedures) report to DOl. The May 27 DOI report to the White House also didn'1 mention it. Ditto in the Congressional
and MMS/CG hearings. lt appears that the SLB log data hasn't been released by BP. Jeff l ikely knew about i i from XOM's
people that were called in to BP's office to help them deal with the incident.

The idea that foam cement was an issue was dismissed by Procedures JITF due it being the best solulion to control gas
flow. Foam cement has a long, successful track record and was a natural choice for the Macondo hole conditions
(potential losses & influxes). API RP 65 says it is a best practice for same. The Procedures JITF recognized that both
foam and non-foam cement had litt le chance for success based on the lack of hole cleaning, mud degassing, centralizers,
etc.

This is the first t ime I have heard about the 6500 vs 13000 lb rating. Do you know what specific part of the "top
equipment" has lhis low rating?

Thanks and regards,
Ron

Ronald (Ron) Sweatman
Chief Technical Professiona I
Global Business & Technical Solutions and CCS
Halliburton
10200 Bel la i re Blvd.  3NE14E
Houston, T exas 7 7 07 2-5206
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Office Phone: 281.575.4389

From: Roland Chemali
Senh Monday, June 28,2010 7:36 AM
To: James Bement - VP Sperry PSL; Ronald Sweatman
Subject: Conversation with Jeff Moss of bo<onMobil

James,  Ron,

This is  being sent  to  you only for  d is t r ibut ion as you see f i t .

I  had a non-conf ident ia l  conversat ion wi thJef f  Moss at  the opening recept ion at  the SPE Forum on Ceosteer ing

last  n ight .  Jef f  s tated that  there were many "red herr ings"  in  the invest igat ion of  the BP wel l  b low out .  These

red herr ings inc luded h is  ear ly  d iscussion wi th a few of  us last  Apr i l  o f  a problem wi th the spacer.  He

dismissed that  as pure unsubstant ia ted speculat ion.  He d id howeverquest ion twovery important  issues:

'| 
. Why was there only 300 ft of cement above a known hyd rocarbon producing zone? That cement was

foam cement  to boot .  ( l  presume that  the cement  heightwas speci f ied by BP).  Please note thatJef f 's

speci f icat ion of  the "hydrocarbon producing in terval"  is  probably based on Schlumberger  MDT data,  to

which we have no access.

2.  The wel l  top equipment  could only  contro l  6500 lbs when in real i ty  the requi rement  should have been

for  13000 lbs.  Therefore he bel ieves that  i f  the BOP had worked there was a chance of  the ent i re BOP

l i f t ing up and potent ia l ly  an even b igger  mess.

Best regards
Roland Chemal i
Chief  Petrophysic is t
Hal l ibur ton Sperry Dr i l l ing
3000 North Sam Houston Parkway
Cell: + 7-281,-684-9349
Office : + L-281,-87 I- 4257
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