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Travis Peak
Type Log
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Zero Time Plot
Old vs. New Fracs
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Minden Field Challenges

A. Regulatory issues
B.  Keeping ahead of 3 Rigs
C.  Unexpected loss of  2 rigs
D.  Increase in development costs
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Cotton Valley Fields

Scale 1 mile
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Travis Peak Fields

Active Travis Peak Wells

Inactive TVPK Wells

Scale 1 mile
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Minden Gross Volumes vs. Rig Count

Minden Gross Volumes vs. Rig Count
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Historic AFE Cost
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Duck Creek
Log Section

DUCK CREEK SWDW ZONE
62’ Porosity > 15%

Average Porosity 22%
Perm 1.3 to12 MD

15%
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Duck Creek Thin Section

0.1mm

Depth 3946

Porosity 21.5%
Perm 9 MD
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SWDW Monthly Injection Rate

As of December 2007  Disposed of 3.2 MMBSW
Estimated saving @ .35/bbl  = $ 1,137,000

Viper 1A SWD
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El Paso Activity Map

Pre-acquisition wells
2005 wells
2006 wells
2007 wells
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