
  
 

RE: Environmental Information Request No: 201703477 
 

1 message  

Dave.Salmon@hse.gov.uk <Dave.Salmon@hse.gov.uk> To: xxxxxxx@xxxxx.com  

Mon, Jun 12, 2017 at 11:50 AM 
 
 

 
 

 

 
Dear	Xxxx,	
		
Hopefully	this	will	clarify	the	position	but	please	let	me	know	if	it	doesn’t.	
		
HSE	has	no	record	of	any	further	information	being	received	from	Angus	Energy	in	response	to	our	request	for	additional	information.	
		
The	‘live’	well	was	BR-X4,	which	was	abandoned	prior	to	drilling	the	sidetrack	well	BR-X4Z,	and	is	based	on	information	supplied	to	HSE	by	Angus	Energy	
prior	to	operations	commencing	on	this	well.	
		
Regards	
		
David	
		
		
		
From: Xxxxxxxx 
Sent: 10 June 2017 23:08 



To: Dave Salmon 
Subject: Re: Environmental Information Request No: 201703477	
		
Dear	David,		
		
Thank	you	for	your	letter	attached	to	email	dated	1	June	2017.	
		
It	does	answer	some	questions	but	doesn't	provide	fully	clarifying	answers.	From	this	letter,	I	am	concluding	the	following	(please	correct	if	I	
am	mistaken):		
		
1).	Angus	Energy	never	provided	any	additional	information	in	response	to	the	request	in	email	you	are	citing	below	responding	to	my	original	
question	2	c).	This	is	highlighted	in	yellow:	
		
I	haven’t	heard	from	Angus	Energy	yet,	but	have	sent	an	e	mail	requesting	additional	information	which	is	to	be	answered	by	tonight.	
		
2).	HSE's	understanding	that	the	well	that	was	discovered	to	be	'live'	and	needing	24-hr	working	pattern	was	well	BR-X4Z	is	based	on	
information	provided	to	HSE	by	Angus	Energy	before	the	incident	occured.	The	well	number	was	not	clarified	in	the	communications	relating	
to	the	specific	'live'	well	incident.		
		
If	these	statements	are	incorrect,	please	correct	me	asap.		
		
Best	wishes,	
Xxxxxx	
		
		
		
On	Thu,	Jun	1,	2017	at	2:52	PM,	<Dave.Salmon@hse.gov.uk>	wrote:	
Dear	Xxxxx,	
		
Further	to	your	communications	of	13	May	2017.	Please	see	attached	letter,	which	I	trust	answers	your	questions.	
		



Kind	regards	
		
Dave	
		
		
From: Xxxxxxxx 
Sent: 13 May 2017 18:38 
To: Dave Salmon 
Subject: Re: Environmental Information Request No: 201703477	
		
Dear	Dave,	
		
Thank	you	for	responding	to	my	request.	I	have	several	follow	up	questions.		
		
1.	Can	I	please	request	copies	of	the	kill	programme	and	IADC	reports	that	verify	the	operations	carried	out		during	the	24hrs	working	period.	
		

2.     You state in your response to my bullet 2.a that the well that was being worked on was BR X4. 

a.   On what basis did HSE believe it was well BR-X4Z?   

Angus Energy said in a regulatory note on 18th January (http://www.angusenergy.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/RNS-Angus-Energy-Brockham-operations-
update.pdf) that it was re-entering Brockham 1 and an email from Samantha Murphy, planning officer at SCC to myself on 18 January (please see attached a copy 
of the email) states that: 

“At this stage, the County Planning Authority understand that the activity at Brockham Wellsite is the maintenance works on the 
existing  Brockham 1.” 

  

3.     Regarding bullet 2.c: 

a.     It appears that HSE advised the SCC to allow 24 hour working for 7 days, (which is a major variation to the conditions of the permit they were operating under) 
on the basis of information that was not verified, and didn’t make much sense as the officer seems to admit in their email. Could you please clarify whether Angus 
Energy provided additional information as to the reason for 24 working, as requested in the email? What conclusion did the HSE come to with regards to the 



reasons for 24 working based on subsequent email exchange and/or the visit to the site on 26th January? Was the conclusion that 24 working requirement was due to 
the fact that Angus Energy were drilling a sidetrack? 

b.     Why did HSE not ask the SCC why there was a complaint about 24hr working ? Surely, if the firm had all the proper permissions in place, they would have 
been allowed 24-hr working pattern to allow for drilling operations, as these are normally carried out without stopping overnight I understand. 

  

4.     Regarding bullet 5: according to EA’s compliance assessment report from 26th January, drilling of the side-track stated on 21 Jan. By 26th January, drilling was complete. 

a.     Does HSE HSE believe that 5 days was sufficient to drill the well to a depth of 1,391.5m in a proper manner? 

b.     In addition, HSE’s report from 26 Jan specifies rig on site as PW Well Services Moor 400. According to the company’s website this is a workover rig (the firm 
doesn’t seem to supply drilling rigs at all: http://www.pwwellservices.com/equipment/workover-units/) Is this rig capable of drilling? 

5.     Regarding bullet 7: could you please clarify the deviation of the sidetrack, which direction was it drilled in, and what is the total length of the sidetrack (presumably if the well is 
deviated, it is much longer than the depth that it reaches)? 

Best wishes,  

Xxxxxxx 

		
On	Tue,	Apr	11,	2017	at	11:11	AM,	<Dave.Salmon@hse.gov.uk>	wrote:	
Dear	Xxxxxx	

Please	ignore	my	previous	email	which	was	sent	with	an	incorrect	reference	number.	Apologies	for	any	inconvenience	caused.	

Environmental	Information	Regulations	Reference	No:	201703477	

Thank	you	for	your	request	for	information	about:	

Brockham	Oilwell	Site	1	Feltons	Farm,	Old	School	Lane,	Brockham,	Betchworth,	Surrey	RH3	7JP	

Your	request	was	received	on	24	March	2017	and	I	am	dealing	with	it	under	the	terms	of	the	Environmental	Information	Regulations	2004.	



I	have	separately	answered	each	of	the	questions	you	have	raised	in	turn	below:	

1.					I'd	like	to	request	a	copy	of	the	HSE	approval	granted	to	Angus	Energy	in	November	or	December	2016,	as	reported	here	at	the	link	below.	
Was	the	approval	to	drill	a	side	track	well?	

http://www.angusenergy.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/RNS-Angus-receives-OGA-approval-and-commences-operations.pdf	

The	Health	and	Safety	Executive	do	not	grant	approvals	for	borehole	drilling	operations.	Borehole	site	operators	are	required	to	notify	the	HSE	
of	certain	work	activities	under	the	requirements	of	the	Borehole	Sites	and	Operations	Regulations	1995.	

HSE	inspect	notifications	against	regulatory	requirements,	industry	standards	and	good	practice	to	ensure	that	the	proposed	operations	are	
such	that,	so	far	as	is	reasonably	practicable	there	can	be	no	unplanned	escape	of	fluids,	and	that	the	risks	to	people’s	health	and	safety	are	as	
low	as	is	reasonably	practicable.	If	HSE	are	not	satisfied	that	this	is	the	case,	they	may	take	enforcement	action.	

The	well	notification	submitted	by	Angus	Energy	was	for	the	partial	abandonment	of	the	Brockham	X4	well	and	to	drill	a	sidetrack	from	the	
partially	abandoned	well.	

2.					I'd	like	to	request	clarification	on	communications	between	the	Surrey	County	Council's	planning	authority	and	the	HSE,	and	between	
Angus	Energy	and	the	HSE,	exchanged	between	January	16	and	18.	This	regarded	night	time	working	at	the	site,	which	constituted	a	breach	of	
the	existing	planning	permission	under	which	works	were	taking	place	(Ref.	MO	06/1294).	According	to	an	email	from	the	council	to	myself	
dated	18	January,	the	council's	planning	team	allowed	night	working	to	continue	for	a	further	6	days	at	the	advice	of	the	Health	and	Safety	due	
to	maintenance	work	taking	place	on	a	'live'	well.	This	was	later	on	clarified	by	the	council	as	hydrocarbons	bypassing	isolation	plug	within	the	
well.	Could	you	please	clarify	the	following:	

a)					There	are	several	wells	on	site,	could	you	please	confirm	which	well	was	being	worked	on	and	'live'?		

The	well	that	was	being	worked	on	was	Brockham	X4	(Well	reference	LR/24-X4)	

b)					What	was	HSE’s	understanding	on	Jan	16-18	of	the	nature	of	the	works:	were	these	maintenance	works	on	existing	well	or	drilling	of	a	
new	borehole?	



The	well	notification	submitted	by	Angus	Energy	was	for	the	partial	abandonment	of	the	Brockham	X4	well	and	to	drill	a	sidetrack	from	the	
partially	abandoned	well.	

c)					I’d	like	to	request	to	see	a	copy	of	the	communications	between	the	SCC	and	HSE,	and	between	Angus	Energy	and	the	HSE	regarding	the	
reasons	for	night	time	working	and	HSE’s	advice	to	allow	it?	

HSE	were	contacted	by	SSC	planning	on	the	17th	January	2017	and	advised	that	Angus	Energy	had	informed	them	that	the	Brockham	X4	well	
was	live	and	asked	for	advice	on	if	the	events	constituted	an	emergency	requiring	24	hour	operations.	Our	response	is	copied	below.	

[						]	

Thanks	for	sharing	your	e	mail	last	night	–	it	asks	more	questions	than	it	gives	answers	

I	haven’t	heard	from	Angus	Energy	yet,	but	have	sent	an	e	mail	requesting	additional	information	which	is	to	be	answered	by	tonight.	

In	answer	to	your	questions	

1. We are unsure as to the actual conditions at the site but generally speaking there was no reason why the well could not have been closed back in and any 
well kill operation conducted in daylight hours 

2. Again we are unsure of the actual conditions but if the well has been circulated to kill fluid then the well is no longer “live”. It would appear though that there 
has been a recharging of the hydrocarbon producing zone which is bypassing the isolation plugs resulting in hydrocarbons in the well and initial pressure 
at surface.  It may be prudent to allow Angus Energy to abandon this section of hole in the most efficient manner if they have all the necessary equipment 
on site i.e. allow 24 hour working. 

	 
I	hope	this	is	of	some	help.	

Please	contact	me	if	I	can	be	of	assistance	

Regards	

[						]	



3.					Working	on	a	‘live’	well	for	over	a	week	and	hydrocarbons	bypassing	isolation	plug,	both	sound	like	potentially	dangerous	situations.	Did	
the	HSE	visit	the	site	as	a	matter	of	urgency	after	these	reports?	

Working	on	any	well	requires	appropriate	measures	to	be	put	into	place	to	control	risks	and	avoid	danger.	HSE	were	satisfied	that	measures	
were	in	place	to	control	risks	and	inspected	the	site	on	the	26th	of	January	2017.					

4.				When	did	the	HSE	visit	the	Brockham	site	during	the	months	of	Dec	2016	and	Jan	2017?	Is	it	possible	to	see	any	reports	from	these	visits?	

HSE	carried	out	an	onsite	inspection	on	the	26th	of	January	2017.	This	report	can	be	partially	disclosed	and	a	copy	is	attached.	Some	personal	
Information	is	being	withheld	by	virtue	of	regulation	13(1)	(personal	data).	

5.				I	understand	that	the	HSE	have	inspected	the	site	with	colleagues	from	Surrey	County	Council	and	the	EA	on	26	January.	What	was	the	
HSE’s	understanding	of	the	nature	of	the	works	carried	out	at	the	site	at	that	time?	

The	HSE	were	always	of	the	understanding	that	the	Brockham	X4	well	was	to	be	partially	abandoned	and	side	tracked	–	these	operations	
would	at	some	stage	involve	the	drilling	of	a	new	formation.	On	the	26th	of	January	drilling	had	been	completed.	

6.					Angus	energy	reported	on	3	March	that	the	works	involved	drilling	of	a	new	sidetrack,	this	was	without	the	Surrey	County	Council’s	
planning	permission.	It	was	reported	on	BBC	1	London	on	Thursday,	9	March.	If	the	HSE’s	understanding	in	mid-January	was	that	the	works	
were	maintenance	of	existing	well,	can	the	HSE	guarantee	a	proper	design	of	the	new	sidetrack?	On	what	basis	was	your	understanding?	

HSE	has	assessed	the	design	of	the	abandonment	of	Brockham	X4	and	the	new	sidetrack	and	have	no	concerns	over	its	design.	

7.					The	locals	observed	that	between	13	and	25	January,	most	of	the	work	at	the	site	was	taking	place	at	night,	and	we	can	now	safely	
assume	this	was	drilling	of	a	new	borehole.	Given	the	short	period	between	the	visits	from	authorities,	and	the	fact	Angus	seem	to	have	
worked	hastily	and	largely	under	floodlights,	I	am	seriously	worried	about	the	integrity	of	the	well.	Is	the	HSE	planning	on	inspecting	the	site	
and	the	newly	drilled	borehole	to	ensure	things	are	safe	for	the	local	residents	or	the	workers.	

HSE	have	assessed	the	information	provided	by	Angus	Energy	for	the	well	operation	and	drilling	of	the	sidetrack	and	have	found	no	concerns	
over	the	integrity,	and	as	such	inspections	will	be	based	on	future	work	activities	at	this	well	site.	

8.		Lastly,	is	there	any	way	that	the	HSE	can	stop	further	development	at	the	site	until	planning	permission	from	the	council	is	in	place?	



HSE	inspectors	have	powers	of	enforcement	which	can	be	used	if	there	is	a	breach	of	health	and	safety	legislation,	which	can	include	
prohibiting	work	activities.	To	date	HSE	has	found	no	breach	of	health	and	safety	legislation	and	therefore	would	have	no	reason	to	take	
enforcement	action.	

Prior	to	production	(or	testing)	of	hydrocarbons,	Angus	Energy	will	need	to	submit	a	notification	for	the	completion	(and/or	testing)	of	the	
Brockham	X4Z	well.	If	the	submitted	notification	is	compliant	with	health	and	safety	legislation,	then	the	HSE	would	have	no	reason	to	take	
enforcement	action.	

The	information	supplied	to	you	continues	to	be	protected	by	the	Copyright,	Designs	and	Patents	Act	1988.	You	may	re-use	this	information	
(not	including	logos)	free	of	charge	in	any	format	or	medium,	under	the	terms	of	the	Open	Government	Licence.	To	view	this	licence,	
visithttp://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/doc/open-government-licence/	or	write	to	the	Information	Policy	Team,	The	National	Archives,	Kew,	
London	TW9	4DU,	or	e-mail:	psi@nationalarchives.gsi.gov.uk.	

If	you	have	any	queries	about	this	letter,	please	contact	me.	Please	remember	to	quote	the	reference	number	above	in	any	future	
communications.	

If	you	are	unhappy	with	the	decisions	made	by	HSE	you	may	ask	for	an	internal	review	within	two	calendar	months	of	the	date	of	this	letter	by	
writing	to	me.	

If	you	are	not	content	with	the	outcome	of	the	internal	review	you	have	the	right	to	apply	directly	to	the	Information	Commissioner	for	a	
decision.	The	Information	Commissioner	can	be	contacted	at:	

The	Information	Commissioner’s	Office	

Wycliffe	House	

Water	Lane	

Wilmslow	

Cheshire	

SK9	5AF	

Tel:	01625	545700	



Fax:	01625	524510	

Email:	mail@ico.gsi.gov.uk	

Website:	http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk	

		

Yours	sincerely	

David	Salmon	

FOI	Officer	

		

***************************************************************************************************************** 

Please note : Incoming and outgoing email messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use of electronic communications and may be automatically logged, monitored 
and / or recorded for lawful purposes by the GSI service provider. 

  

Interested in Occupational Health and Safety information? 

Please visit the HSE website at the following address to keep yourself up to date 

  

www.hse.gov.uk 

  

***************************************************************************************************************** 
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