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1. The carbon content of April, May and June 2004 in the monthly gas composition data at the Rang dong oil field (appendix
9-1 of the monitoring report) shows 0.683, 0.796 and 0.682 respectively. Further clarification is required on how the DOE
verified the value of May 2004.

2. For the parameter “Gas composition of recovered gas at Point A” the monthly gas composition data at the Rang dong oil
field (appendix 9-1) did not present the monthly data from October to December 2003. The values for the measurements
prior to the gap are systematically higher (average 0.76 with deviations of less than 0.01) than those after the gap (average
0.71, except the April 2004 value of 0.796 all values are around 0.68 with deviations of less than 0.01). In the verification
report, there is no convincing explanation about this systematic shift in carbon content of 7% (even 9% if the unusual
value of April 2004 is not considered). The DOE shall provide evidence that the shift is not a consequence of two differing
measurement techniques used before and after the gap and further clarify how the measurements were cross checked and
verified.

3. The DOE states that that the composition of the recovered gas at point X (W carbon X,y) was stable (and thus 3-monthly
measurement instead of the monthly measurement specified in the monitoring plan is sufficient) “since the average during
the period 2001 until 2005 is 0.755 and standard deviation is 0.0131 corresponding to 1.74% of the average”. However, thete
are variations between one monitoring point to the next of up to 5% (see p. 23 of the monitoring report, difference between
March and June 2003). Appendix 9-1 of the monitoring report shows that carbon content of associated gas in the Rang
Dong field varied by as much as 16.5% between one month and the next (April and May 2004). Further clarification is
required.

4. The DOE shall further clarify whether and how it has verified that the appropriate approved monitoring plan has been
applied.
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