
Frcm: Fleece. Trent J
Sent: Tue Ocl27 01:39:20 2009
To: Shaughnessy, John M.
Subject RE: BOP tesling
lmportancer Normal

Alright, I lalked to a couple people...maybe this is be-* ro be leff ambigous witb tlre MMS.

You are correcl the PPFG is equivalent MW, I consider EMW the same as DHEMW where yor add in the
comprcssibiliy to thc MW sllrvc to rnatch thc EMW PP curvc.

Agree on permits, although, IVe typically asked for exemption of 0.3 ppg MW below LOI value...so margin on th
other side of the MW (vs some amount over PP). I have the Nakika H-2 exempion and approval for reductioa in MW
toLOT.

Usually this isnl an issue for me, but on this exploration well our PP is higlr, oru LOT is low, so iB come to a head
over the last 24 hrs...maybe wonh siuing dovm with a couple DE s from different groups and discussing before
talking rvith the MMS.....

Thanks
Trent

--0riginal Message---
From: Shaughnessy. John M.
Senf . Monday, Octob€r 26, 2{fr9 1:42 PM
To: Fleece. Trent J
Subjcct: RE: BOP tcsting

Thc PP/lvtWFG cuwe is equivalent MW, not surface or downhole.

If the pore pressure is | 2 ppg equivalenl and llre cornpressibilily is 0.2 ppg, I think we should consider | 2.3 ppg
SURFACE to be 12.5 downhole.

We should be able to conr"ince the MMS that compressibiliy exists and is constanily msasured, tierefore we ktrow
Uat ignoring the compressibility will result in additional overbalance.

I'll talk to Gavin about bringing this up tomorrow.

Meant to mention before that our permits say nay at least 0.5 above PP. I know Cobalt was told by Houma to gay
0.6 over PP.

---Original Message---
From: Fleece, Trent J
Sent: Monday. October 76,2'd{l9 7:08 PM
To: Shaughnessy, John M.
Subject: RE: BOP lesting

You'rc thc wcll ctrl guy...what do y'ou rccommcnd-.....

All the pore pressure is dor*nhole equiv, why wouldn't we always seld DHEMW? Thc surface suffis just the mud
guy so he can mix some$ing in the pits.....

---0riginal Message---
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From: Shaughnessy, John M.
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 6:26 PM
To: Fleece, Treot I
Srrbject: RE: BOP resing

We are goitrg to talk about the &ops rnodel. Where ne thought the casing nould fall, oonrpared to *'here it actually
fell.

Inok at yor permit. Ours spells out to have MW no less than 0.5 ppg more Oan pore pressue. We did get
approval to gel within 0.3 last week when we thought we'dbe losing mud if went to 0,5 over.

We really need lo get our story straight on this surfae vs. downhole MW.

---Original N{essage--
From: Fleece, Trent J
Scnt: Monday, October 26,20fl9 6:21 PM
To: Shaughncssy, John M.
Subject RE: BOP testing _

What are you guys going to review?

Had 2 things oome up on this rvell that I'm curious about - not that you have to aslq but ifyou can slip it into tlrc
corryersation -
- horv much mud weight do'iation from the APD/program can we do without MMS notification. 0.5 ppg isnt vritten

anywhere but people have talked about that as a value
- how de the MMS view the 0.5 ppg margin...ie, different rearns quote srface and downhole ltlues for PP, FG,

LOT and MW....soilre tearns quote Surface MW (SMW) and use DHLOT per tlrc DW LOT sandard.....I don t
knorv..may want to aroid talking about it mighl draw attcntion to it. I would aszume. that you should al*ays use the
samc 2 numbcrs. ic. quotc cvcrJthing in surfacc (ircluding ttrc PPFG curvc frorn G&G). I pcrsonally always usc
DHEMW, MW, LOT & PPFG. Not have exdoration does it.....

---€riginal N{essage--
Fronr: Shaughnessy, John M.
Sent: Monday, Octob€r 26, 2009 6:1 I PM
To: Fleece, Trent I
Subject: RE: BOP testing

No, I hadnt seenthat. Thanks.

Actually, going to see MMS tomorrow. Houma $strict.

John

---Original Message---
From: Fleece. Trenl J
Scnl: Monday. Octobcr 26. 2009 6:07 PM
To: Shaughnessy, John M.
Subjecr: FW: BOP testing

I'rn sure Jiou saw lhe nole below...MMS 2l day...

--Original Message---
From: Gray, George E
Sent: Monday, October 26,2W9 3:52 PM
To: llalle, Mark E; Fleece, Trent J; Morel, Brian P; Littlq lan; Sims, David C
Subjea: FW: BOP testing
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FYI

---Original Message---
From: Douglaq Scherie D
Sent Friday, October 23, 2009 12:14 PM
To: Hill, Perr-v L; Guidg John; Gray, C*orge E
Cc: Halverson, Teri; Grant. Janres R
Subject: BOP tcsting

I just spoke rith Mike Saucier aboul the meeting MMS had ,'esterdat' to discuis gnnting departwes for a 2l day
testing period. They have decided therv will not grant any departures at this tinrc, ht Bitl HaBser is going to start
u'orking on a trial period and what that u'ould look like.

The feeling nas, ritl a nerr administraiion, MMS is hesitant to jump to 2l days withort thc trial period in case
something happened ard what the ramifications of that wonld bc.

Mike felt like Bill would start r*orking on putting, together a rrial right aw.ay but he didnl know any exact lime frames.
I tbink it will happen eventually, but it is going to lal@ sorn€ time.

Irt me know ifyou have any questions,

Scherie Douelas
Sr. Regulatory Specialist
BP Arnerica

'CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This mcssagc is intcndcd only forthc usc of thc individual or cntity to which it is
addressed and may contain information tlut is cortrrdential. Ifyou have received this message in error, please notif'

rhe sender immediatety and delele the E-mail and any anachments from your computer and files. Tbank you."
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