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1\. '1 EMOI~AN. r1r,. J!\. '1 ../J. I tf. 2l\. :-)

l/\r'lL. f: ~
I::rom: Michael It Brotl\\tidi -

JUN 2 9 2Q1O

To: \-Valter Cmid.shank

Mary Küiher¡n(~ b;hei~
Rob~ri 1,aBie!le
Lars. Ilerbsi

Subj: l,IJJolin:iliQtl Gruhçring.ün Salel.~lId Enviromnenlal r~S.uc~

In order to ¡nfonn dcci:'iol' making on fumri~ actions 10 address safeiy and environmental
CCOlK'cms posed b)' offshon: oil and gas development. please prepare n,~sp()tlSCS to the following

questions. and id(~niify any docUllKmuuion and data from any soun;c ¡¡¡at SUI"p0rlyour n~sponsc:,,

I. What do the prelim.imiry and curn:nl. im'csiigaiìoiis. research. data. repo!1s. or oüier
infornHìlion on th(~ IhiCP Waier Horizon Explosk1n at the ~laC(Hldo Well H1owoul.
idenUly as poteniüil risks of deepwak~i," drillng with respect to the following factors:

n. Integrity of well ca¡;Îng;

b. Production seal assc:nibl~':
c. Iniegrity of casing ccmenl;

d. Casing hanger seal HsscnihHcs:

c. 111icgrity of tesling ICI idCrliiJy now pmh¡; for hydrocnrbons from reservoir If)
surface

f. Blowout prevent!,:r and Cni(~iw,mc'y system:

i. Testing 011 surfm:c

iÎ. Tesling in suhsea

iii. Adcl,¡UõlCY of activation of n:diiidmicy ~ysti.mi

1. Emergency discorilt~ct s)'stcni
2. Deadman switch failulC
3, Amo s.liøar ('apabìlity
,¡. Backgnmp

iv. BOP' act¡"iMloii sysicms.

2. Do we kmJ"'" i r ilies\~ risks or any olllt;~r rhìks aie prcs(~m on çiim;~ni (¡'PcI'm ¡O~l", ¡ l Sf)
which ones'!

,l. \Vould lrnplcnteniaiioii: of the 22 safdy measures idcntjned iii the 30.d~ly ri.pori reducc
the rbks identificd in items I a~l above? If so. describe how.

4. Whm is the estimated length of lime necessary 10 implement each Safei)i rccommi:ndaiioii
in the 30.du)' fCPUrI?'
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5. Describe BP's effm1s and any clialh:mgcs encountered lO stop the blowout of t.he
:1vhicorido wen since April 20, 2010,

6. Ho\\'can we aS5tm~ thai o¡icrators. faced with a blowçiui in the Gulf of Mexico could
handle well conlainmcri inorc eflccti\'c~y than ongoing cffort~ at ¡\'lacülido \vèll! Is well
containment affected hy depth of operations?

7. l\re Current oil spill rcspmis,e plans 1'01' det.~p\"later drìling oix~r¡¡Jions auequatt:' to pre\'(~ni

the typ,e of environmental COIIs,cqucm:cs resulting fri;m I.he !vl.acoiido well blowout'?

8. Wh;i .an.: the relmive risks, of f¡¡ihl1'ü of safciy and oíx~raiional equ¡pmt~nt at various
depihs? DOi:- the plw.:emem or blmvom prcv(:llleU al the mrfact~ or sub$ca atfcci the:
relative risk of faihirc'!

9. Are there aiiy iniprovcrncnis or changes, thm could bt~ rn:idc 10 l;urn:ni inspet'tion
pn.x:cdurcs and practices ¡hal would enhanc~ safety and envin:illnlt'lYtal prmcctiol1?

10. Doe.. thl., factili:il the rool cause of IheBP blowout remains unknown ha\'i~ any relt:vanc4:
in th¡; oversight and regulation of deepwater drilHllg Ollt~nii¡ons?

I I. Based on the torcgoìng qiiestìons and any other ideniÎfi(.:d risk factors. pi~ase provide
opiiotls for proposed ..Ièiioos, 10 CI1MUC sate and (~n\'ironmciiially protl'ctÎ\\.: dl'ming in the

OCS. indudil1g the viabilily of an Opl,ÎOll for addl'ts~hig these iSSUi~S on a \....lsc~by.casc

basis. P~C'asc rnakc sure each of your options. considers, tiie. following factors. if
nppHcahle:

· Justification and rationale for IWWn:: and Sl:OP(~ of proposi:d nctimi. i,c.. \.'lhm facts s.u.pport
ih(,~ prOll'lS(~tJ aciion.

· \\/tictlii:r the proposed action should be applied to rigs individually or more broadly,
· Jiistifkation for waleI' depth sdection. if rckvaiit. of pmpo:;,'d aciion.

· Nature of risk and ass.nciaicd harm in ~ibÍ!CI)("~ of pl'üpnscd action.
· Descriptìon of known safety hazards and liOW thos.e.will be nddress~:d by proposed action,
· Lenglli of iime iwccs.sriry 10 ìinpICI1Wnl proposed t1ciion.

· 13fr(~i:ls of proposed n~~lkUl 011 operators aiid assodaii.d i;(~rvkl.~ providi.n;.
" Wlicthcr 0pérations must be suspt:l1dcd to imp!cinem the proptJscd action. and if so. for

how long. lii ¡.ddhimi. are tlit:rc ttmm. Hnd!ol condîiìons tbm aii opcrmor could fullli ibm
would justify a lifting of tiie suspension for ihai. pmtïcular 0ix:rator'?
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