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EFP’s Pearsall Proposal
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Index Map of Pearsall Field
General Location Map
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Upper Cretaceous Fields
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The Austin Chalk is 
Divided into Austin “A”
through “E” zones. 
The “B” zones is the 
most favored target 
zone.
The lower chalk is 
more laminated and oil 
saturated. 

Type Log for the Field
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The Stratigraphic Section
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Pearsall Field’s Production History
A Tale of Two “Booms”
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But There are Difference in the Declines 
of the Two “Booms”
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A Linear-Log Plot Showing the Trends
Horizontal Wells” are Missing a “Tail”
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UPRC Model for Pearsall Chalk

Many small bed confined fractures and occasional large 
through-going fractures
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Decline of Individuals Wells Echo 
the Field’s History
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A Hypothesis Explains The 
Observed Facts

The horizontals are mostly “B” zone wells with large 
fractures and little matrix or micro-fracture support.
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Supporting Evidence

Core shows that there is increased 
saturation with depth
Core shows increased smaller scale 
fractures with depth
Vertical Wells tend to perforate the 
whole chalk and have a longer life
Horizontals tend to target the “B” zone 
and few have a long life
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Core Evidence for Matrix
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Core Evidence of Micro-Fractures
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A Decline Curve for the Eagle Ford 
Shale & Boquillas Flagstone Zones
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Conclusions
There could be large reserves remaining in the 
field – EFP estimates 90 million barrels
Depletion of the drive mechanism is a risk
There needs to be an effort to try new techniques 
for additional recovery enhancement
Solution: use additional laterals through the 
lower, using multiple hydraulic stimulations
We must reconstruct where the old wellbore was 
drilled by using horizontal navigation software, 
and then apply new fracturing techniques new 
laterals.
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