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Incident Detail Cont’d
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Initial Response Efforts
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Initial Response Efforts
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Equipment required on-site and on
standby










WAlimrd cm ) maA Airactios moaemibndem TR a sl lubi
vy afd speed and direcli (] N e iy

L 5 0N I'|:|"|!|' 1

aak

IF Y. TaT, FrET e e T N LT | i | o Al Al B i
Notebook compubters that contain all relevant data o !
L
e ’ , .
TN an all Alperda’s ene By WCIteEs, Jred full BeEih-Speed

IALernel aloess










Mitigation measures to control
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Well control and eventual
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Initial Equipment Layout




Expansion of Lease
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Initial Assessment Locations
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Assessment Methodology
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Example - Staging Area
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Initial Sampling Summary
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Results Summary




Investigation after initial findings

* Areas of impact




Site Cleanup




Remediation Successes
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Remediation Successes
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Why not SST?

Chloride Concentration {mg/kg)
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Why not SST?

« Total Barite rangec
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