ELECTRONIC COMPLIANCE AND APPROVAL PROJECT
(ECAP)

Annual Technical Progress Report

Reporting Period Start Date:  July 15, 2001
Reporting Period End Date: October 30, 2002

Principal Authors:
Hope Morgan, Information Resources Manager
Richard A. Varela, ECAP Project Manager
Deborah LaHood, ECAP Management Team L eader
Susan Cisco, ECAP L ega/Records Management Team Leader
Mary Ann Benavides, ECAP Technical Team Leader
Donna Burks, ECAP Business Team Leader

Report Date: November 2002
DOE Award Number: DE-FG26-99BC15183
Submitting Organization:
Railroad Commission of Texas

P. O. Box 12967
Audtin, TX 78711



Disclaimer

This report was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an agency of the United States
Government. Neither the United States Government nor any agency thereof, nor any of their
employees, makes any warranty, express or implied, or assumes any lega liability or
responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any information, apparatus,
product, or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe privately owned rights.
Reference herein to any specific commercial product, process, or service by trade name,
trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise does not necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement,
recommendation, or favoring by the United States Government or any agency thereof. The
views and opinions of authors expressed herein do not necessarily state or reflect those of the
United States Government or any agency thereof.



Abstract

The Texas Railroad Commission (RRC), working in partnership with the United States
Department of Energy and the oil and gas industry it regulates, is implementing a strategy for
improving efficiency in regulations and significantly reducing administrative operating costs
through the Electronic Compliance and Approval Process (ECAP). The project will streamline
regulatory compliance and reporting by providing the ability to electronically submit, process,
and query oil and gas applications and reports through the Internet-based ECAP system.

Implementation of an ECAP drilling permit pilot project began September 1999 after funding
resources were secured ¥ a $700,000 grant from the U.S. Department of Energy and an
appropriation of $1.4 million from the Texas Legidature. The pilot project involves creating the
ability to file, review, and approve a well’s drilling permit application through a completely
electronic process. The pilot project solution will ultimately provide the infrastructure,
technology, and electronic modules to enable the filing of al compliance permits and
performance reports through the internet from a desktop computer.

The pilot project was conducted in three phases. The first phase, implemented May 2000,
provided the infrastructure that allows the electronic filing and approval of simple drilling permit
applications, associated fees, and attachments. The official "roll-out” of ECAP and the first
electronically filed drilling permit application occurred on May 11, 2000 in Dallas in conjunction
with an Internet Workshop sponsored by the Petroleum Technology Transfer Council. After the
completion of Phase |, the ECAP team conducted an extensive review of progress to date and
analyzed requirements and opportunities for future steps. The technical team identified core
infrastructure modifications that would facilitate and better support future development and
expansion of the ECAP system and work began on database structure modifications.

The second phase of the pilot project was implemented in October 2002. Phase Il was the
complete rewrite of the ECAP core system and included interna workflow processing
capabilities and the ability to process more complex new drill permits such as horizontal,
directional, pooled acreage and non-concurrent production restrictions all with additional
attachments and reports.

Phase 1ll, completed in August 2003, concluded the ECAP pilot project. It allowed the
processing of all types of drilling permits and completed the integration with existing geographic
information systems, mainframe and electronic document management systems as well as the
state payment portal.

This report contains detailed information documenting accomplishments and problems
encountered during the ECAP pilot project and plans for future steps.
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ELECTRONIC COMPLIANCE AND APPROVAL PROCESS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Railroad Commission of Texas, in partnership with the United States Department of Energy and the
oil and gas industry it regulates, is implementing a strategy for improving efficiency in regulations and
significantly reducing administrative operating costs. The solution is caled the Electronic Compliance
and Approval Process (ECAP). The ECAP project is the first effort to move beyond EDI reporting of
performance data to handle two-way electronic application and permitting. The pilot step for the project
creates the ahility to file, review, and approve a well’s drilling permit application through a completely
electronic process. The process encompasses all aspects of permit requirements including security,
authentication, fee collection, and transmittal of attachments. Over time, the electronic infrastructure
developed through this pilot will be expanded to include al processes in the full regulatory and
compliance life cycle of wells, leases, and fields.

The Railroad Commission and the oil and gas industry need to operate more efficiently due to rising
costs, lower staffing levels and increased budget restrictions. The ECAP project is ajoint initiative that
proposes a redlistic solution for streamlining regulatory demands through the implementation of a totaly
paperless workflow between industry and government.

During 1997, Texas operators filed nearly 150,000 permit applications with the Railroad Commission.
Fifteen thousand (15,000) of these were drilling permit applications. It is estimated that a savings to
industry of $200 to $400 per drilling permit can ultimately be achieved upon implementation of the
ECAP pilot project. This represents a potentia annual savings of $3-6 million for industry.

Initial startup of the pilot project began in September 1999 after funding resources were secured % a
$700,000 grant from the U.S. Department of Energy and an appropriation of $1.4 million from Texas
Legidature. The costs of the three-phase drilling permit pilot step, which also provides the infrastructure
and modules for future compliance processes, are estimated to be $1.4 million. Once the ECAP project is
expanded beyond the pilot step to incorporate al permit applications, the cost is estimated to be $3.1
million with completion in 2005. However, the resulting savings to industry and the state will be
substantial. Total annual industry savings in Texas, based upon only 25% utilization of eectronic filing,
is expected to be $17,500,000. Higher utilization of the system will obvioudy yield correspondingly
greater benefits.

Because Texas drilling activity is the largest and most diverse of any state, Texas and the Railroad
Commission are positioned to assume a leadership role in developing technology solutions that will
ultimately serve as a model for a paperless regulatory environment. The ECAP project is a low risk
solution that utilizes proven technology tools to implement electronic compliance processes. The result
will be regulatory efficiency and substantial savings for the oil and gas industry, for Texas, and for other
producing states.



EXPERIMENTAL
Methods for Research; Materials and Equipment Used

The continued need for the accessibility and availability of Railroad Commission data remains
the goal across al areas of the agency. The ECAP project was first concelved when Railroad
Commissioners and staff met with industry representatives to research ways to improve the
regulatory process and make it more efficient through information management strategies. The
ECAP project continues to rely upon the joint Industry/Railroad Commission staff work group
for critical decisions that impact the project approach and timeline.

This third annual technical progress report coincides with the completion of the ECAP pilot
project. Phase Il of the Railroad Commission project employed new methods for the
management and storage of information. Phase Il plans were to rebuild the foundation of the
ECAP project by implementing the four frameworks and applications outlined in the previous
technical report. Phase |11 plans were the deployment of additional filing capabilities through the
reuse of the frameworks built in Phase Il. The completion of Phase Il and Phase Il is addressed
in this report. During Phase 1ll several new technology issues were aso reviewed and their
findings are presented in this report.

Framewor k I mplementation

The implementation of Phase Il introduced a higher level of technical complexity to the project
than initially planned and additional time was needed to fully document the core operations of
the framework. The frameworks, although reduced in number, put in place processing
capabilities that were multi-faceted in order to support both internal and external requirements.
All of the frameworks required additional testing to support the flexibility needed to enhance the
approva process. This included automated checks for compliance with field rules, “locking”
features in the workflow, the implementation of several additional standardized components for
Phase Il and the continued adherence to statewide accessibility standards for Internet-based
applications.

With the resolution of the Phase Il issues, the ECAP project continued to meet the goals of
increased efficiencies for the permit filer and decreased turnaround time on the processing of
drilling permits. The technical team has been diligent in its efforts to ensure best practices are
followed for software construction and documentation and to ensure knowledge transfer to RRC
staff is complete.

Phase |11 -New Business Requirements

The internal business review analysis for Phase 111 requirements identified some issues that were
more complex than anticipated. In several instances the existing manua business process
resulted from a workaround of the shortcomings of the automated legacy system. The ECAP
team embarked on a thorough examination of the intent of the business process and implemented
a streamlined business process that was fully supported in the new automated system. The
efforts of this work eliminated the perpetuation of a less than optimal process and resulted in an



automated system based on clear-cut and improved business procedures for handling and storing
additional information and payments during the approval process.

New technical issues were identified and addressed through the integration of ECAP with data
from the Commission’s geographic information system (GIS) and electronic document
management system. In both instances the integration issues were addressed through the
development of standard browser interfaces. The GIS integration uses a java-based application
developed for viewing map data from an Oracle database using ArcSDE.

The imaging system posed more technical problems since it stored documents internaly by
attaching a proprietary header record to the TIFF image records. The imaging system interface
required the use of a vendor supplied automated routine for removing the header record and
converting the TIFF image to a PDF. The ECAP system calls this routine and provides viewing
of stored documents with any standard web browser.

Phase |1l of the ECAP project was implemented following the staggered deployment of new
external application features initiated in Phase I1. A detailed outline of the Phase I1l time line is
provided below.

March 20 - ECAP integration with GIS alowed operators to view the area surrounding
their proposed well location including the neighboring well locations. This includes
identifying information about surrounding wells such as operator name, APl number,
field, etc.

April 12 — ECAP integration with Texas Online, the state payment portal, providing

secured, automated, real-time processing of drilling permit fees. Currently the payment
portal supports the processing of payments via MasterCard and Visa.

April 12 — ECAP integration with EDMS to use the interna electronic management
system, Visiflow, for the storage and retrieval of electronically stored documents.

April 24 — ECAP system supports the filing of new drill permits applications with
statewide rule exceptions. This includes SWR 37, 38 and 39 exceptions.

April 30 - New drills complete. New drills represented 75.5 percent of al drilling
permits filed in FY2002. Training on expanded ECAP capabilities was conducted
through a series of half-day electronic information seminars given by staff across the
state at no charge to attendees and during the Oil and Gas Forms and Procedures
Seminars in April and June and the Regulatory Expo in Austin in October.

June 17 — ECAP system supports the filings with recompletions, re-entries, field transfers
and re-classes. Recompletions accounted for 19.7 percent; re-entries accounted for 3.5
percent; field transfers accounted for 1 percent; and re-classes accounted for .2 percent of
all drilling permits filed in FY 2002.



August 28 — ECAP pilot phase is completed with the ability to support amended and
corrected filings. Of the total drilling permits filed in FY 2002, 15.2 percent had
amendments submitted and .4 percent had corrections.

Technology Tools Reviewed

There were no new technology tools implemented during Phase |11, however during this phase,
the Commission began the implementation of the new Oil and Gas Migration project that would
move the back-end legacy systems to the open systems environment. This change to back-end
processes would greatly impact the project. The ECAP project was envisioned as a web
interface that would alow data entry by industry directly into the Commission’s backend of
stable mainframe databases. This interfacing will provide speedier service and better access to
this data for both the public and RRC staff. The Oil and Gas Migration (OGM) project will
change the dynamics of ECAP as it is expanded beyond the pilot project by enabling the
Commission to better plan for a comprehensive suite of internal and external improvements.

Both projects include data migration, database redesign and business process re-engineering.
However, the primary focus of ECAP is to provide the front-end interface while the primary
focus of the OGM is to completely re-engineer and redesign the Commission’s business
processes and databases as well as migrate the legacy data to an open systems environment. Asa
result, the ECAP and OGM projects are being merged. As we found in Phase | and Phase |1 of
the ECAP project, basic database design is dependent on both the business rules and the
interfaces. Beyond the pilot phase, for both projects to be successful we must balance the needs
of the database design with the needs of the interface used both by the industry, public and our
own internal staff.

Decisions made by the OGM project will ultimately impact ECAP. For example, a common
thread in severa of the OGM vendor proposals was the role of the Web Objects development
tool in the migration effort. The Web Objects tool was selected over three years ago when it was
one of the few premiere web development tools. With the technological assessment that will be
conducted during Phase | of the OGM project, new web-development tools and techniques will
be introduced.

A merging of the projects brings several positive elements to the process:

Time Savings - the business process review and re-engineering can be performed once
with the results implemented in both the database design and the interface. This saves
both resources and time through joint process re-engineering, design and development
sessions as well as one set of user testing components.

Solution Consistency- it negates the possibility of each project team arriving at different

solutions to the same issue that could possibly require additional database and interface
rework or resources to arrive at a compromise solution.




RESULTSand DISCUSSION

The final phase of the ECAP pilot project used new processing framework developed in phase |1
to gradualy deploy filing capabilities needed for all types of drilling permits. This staggered
deployment resulted in a constant increase in utilization throughout Phase Ill. The additional
layer of information resulting from the geographica interface to ECAP appeared to be a major
incentive for new filers. The visua representation of existing well locations on a map proved to
be a signifcant aid to users of the ECAP system. In addition, the ability to file all new drills
eliminated a great deal of uncertainty regarding the types of drilling permit applications that
could be filed in the system. As more complex filings that addressed exceptiona issues became
available through ECAP, still another set of filers began using the system. Another factor that
greatly added to system utilization levels was the outreach and training provided by Commission
staff. All of these conferences and educational events were well attended and resulted in an
immediate increase in system usage that persisted inspite of a temporary decline in drilling
permit activity.

Current System Utilization Statistics

As of October 2002, the ECAP system has processed and approved over 1,200 drilling permit
applications. To date, there have been 169 companies and consultants with agreements on file,
allowing them to intiate the permit process at any point in time. Although there have only been
103 companies actually using the system, this represents almost a 200 percent increase in system
users from one year ago. This increase is the result of the new features added to the system and
it is expected that the number of users will grow as companies become aware of the added
capabilities. A monthly breakdown of ECAP filings statistics as of October 2002 is shown
below. The "Total Possible" column shows all permit applications filed that met the criteria for
the drilling permit type currently available through ECAP. These figures show that starting in
August there were significant increases in system usage. With the full functionality introduced
in August, ECAP filings increased from 9.9 percent of total monthly filings to 17 percent of total
filings in October.

Adjusted Possible | % Of Possble

Month | Year |ECAP W-1s| Possble W-1s Filings* filings

May 2000 1 430

June 2000 2 440 3% 0.51%
July 2000 13 440 3% 3.28%
August 2000 28 529 476 5.88%
September 2000 20 521 469 4.27%
October 2000 23 508 457 5.03%
November 2000 18 438 3A 457%
December 2000 21 455 410 5.13%
| |
January 2001 19 527 474 4.01%

February 2001 19 509 458 4.15%



Adjusted Possible

% Of Possible

Month | Year |ECAP W-1s| Possble W-1s Filings* filings
March 2001 28 578 520 5.38%
April 2001 34 485 437 7.7%
May 2001 27 596 536 5.03%
June 2001 24 655 590 4.07%
July 2001 2 537 483 4.55%
August 2001 2 575 o18 4.25%
September 2001 19 315 284 6.70%
October 2001 19 551 49% 3.83%
November 2001 34 499 6.81%
December 2001 28 473 5.92%
|
January 2002 37 454 8.15%
February 2002 36 429 8.39%
March 2002 36 405 8.89%
April 2002 45 548 8.21%
May 2002 67 723 9.27%
June 2002 66 666 9.91%
July 2002 87 884 9.84%
August 2002 108 889 12.15%
September 2002 149 834 17.87%
October 2002 163 913 17.85%
Total 1,215 16,806 7,793 7.23%

Prior to October 15, 2001 the Possible Filings was adjusted to 90% of the total. This was to account for the
Pooled and Non-concurrent production filings. As of 10/15/2001 these types were accepted therefore the
adjustment was discontinued.



How do we compare to other regulatory processes implemented over the Internet?

To date, the mgjority of oil and gas reglatory efforts utilzing the Internet have been primarily
informational. In our review of Internet-based regulatory efforts as of July 2002, only three
entities, including Texas, have implemented online permitting and reporting. The other two
entities are the states of Pennsylvania, and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). All of these
entities have implemented an interactive process that incorporate a redesign and reengineering of
the business processes. The BLM has implemented a well information system that alows
eligible operators to submit permit applications over the internet for wells on federal lands.
Penndyvania has implemented on line filing but currently serves a very limited population of
operators. Other states, like New Mexico, West Virginia and Ohio, have provided electronic
reporting capabilities using proprietary networks or e-mail but have not utilized the Internet as
the interface for processing data from regulated entities. Most states have utilized the Internet to
provide public access to data. Providing access to historical trend information and documents is
vital to promoting research and exploration of energy resources and it can be accomplished with
minimal complexity and security concerns.

Louisianais one example of a state that has developed an extensive online Internet-based energy
information system. The Louisiana SONRIS system provides quick and easy access to
frequently requested information inlcuding geographic map and historical document information.

The Oklahoma Corporation Commission has also developed a system that provides easy browse
capabiltiy of Well, Operator, UIC information. The state of Kansas has also implemented a
system for online viewing of reservoir characteristics.

The results of the review of energy producing states indicated the maority of the 19 energy
producing states included internet-based permitting processes as part of their five-year plans.
Currently, in many states the Internet is used to distribute electronic copies of forms that can be
used to file information with the regulatory entities.

The architecture used for Internet-based systems varies from state to state. An example being
followed by many of the states is the Risk Based DMS systems being developed for California.
The implementation of this system was delayed as a result of technology enhancements; the new
RBDMS will use the .net platform instead of the initially planned active server pages platform.
Louisiana's implementation will be based on its current system architecture, which uses Oracle
forms and database products.

The Texas ECAP project is currently using Apple's Web Objects software development tools and
Oracle database, which although proprietary in some aspects, alows for full standard Java
connectivity. Future expansions of ECAP will be based on a standard implementation of the
J2EE technology and continue with the reuse of applicable frameworks design developed during
the pilot project.



The state of Texas has implemented a web site for the sharing of programming code between
governmental entities. The purpose of the site is to maximize the utility of the state's investment
in technology by facilitating the sharing of technology solutions. The site used to inform others
of these solutions is called GovernmentDomain.com. This site outlines technology solutions
developed by governmental entities that can be reworked rather than re-invented. The ECAP
project will provide access to its code, framework design, database structure and documentation
through this site. This will maximize the ability of other energy producing states to leverage the
ECAP investment.



CONCLUSION

The ECAP pilot project is providing the Commission and other entities with a roadmap to follow
from both a procedural and technological standpoint. The project is utilizing best practices in
implementing electronic government processes with benefits to both the regulated entities and
government.

The pilot project has incorporated business process redesign throughout the development phase.
Moving the internal and externa processes from paper to online was more than putting a form
design on the Internet. In fact, without reengineered business processes, the submission of data
on web—enabled templates that mirror the paper form may actualy inhibit the current internal
business process. ECAP initiated system modifications resulted in processing changes that also
streamlined the paper process. Additiona benefits include providing the public with rea-time
access to drilling permits approved through ECAP. The future internal challenge will be
utilizing the ECAP system to process drilling permits that are filed through the paper process.

The continued communications with stakeholder groups and educational outreach sessions have
really helped to promote ECAP use. The timesavings to the business unit have proven
themselves through continued increases in system utilization in spite of changes in the economic
climate. The implementation of solutions to the issues identified by the regulated community
group has proven to be one of the core reasons utilization continues to increase.

ECAP was developed with understanding that the customer business process is essential in
designing and building a system that is truly Government to Citizen (G to C). The anaysis
included an in-depth review of the current process from both the regulatory and customer
perspective and identified several reengineering and redesign opportunities. These opportunities
included:
1. Eliminating certain data requested from the customer due to changes in the regulatory
process.
2. Making historical data that was difficult to access, available on line.
3. Eliminating the need for the customer to re-submit the same information more than once.
4. Implementing an on-line process that mapped to industry’ s business process during the
submittal of adrilling permit application.

Structured design and standards simplify the transition to newer technologies. The framework
approach implemented by the ECAP team followed an object-oriented design simplifying the
integration with other functions in the open systems environment. This approach will also
facilitate the conversion of certain processes developed to newer technologies when required.

The geographic information system (GIS) interface provided through ECAP supports the
common belief that visual aids contribute to a better understanding of a process. The easy access
to maps over the Internet complements the filing process and encourages system usage. With the



integration of the Commission’s GIS, the locations of existing wells, water and roads are readily
available. GIS data provides the ECAP filer with additional information about the application
permit area. This adds to the filers' ability to proactively identify potential filing irregularities
before the submittal of the drilling permit application.

Finally, the framework construction approach resulted in consistent on-time delivery of new
functionality. This clearly illustrates the benefits of standards-based design and technology. The
ability to reuse components significantly shortened the development timeframe for new permit
types. This same approach ssimplified the integration with the state payment portal as well as the
back-end legacy systems. These techniques will be leveraged with the ongoing migration of al
of the legacy systems to the new open systems environment and will strengthen further
enhancements and improvements in the overall regulatory framework.
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ACRONYMS & ABBREVIATIONS

Mainframe |IBM Multiprise 2003 - 116 Oracle |Relationa Database (RDBMYS) used

CPU at the Commission

L egacy Mainframe Screen Scraping TIFF Tagged Image File Format

Objects Software

Web Web-based applications TCP/IP  |Transmission Control

Objects development tool Protocol/Internet Protocol

E- Conducting business transactions |RRC Railroad Commission of Texas

Commerce |over the internet

Arclnfo ESRI GIS data management and  |[UNIX An Open Systems Operating System
analysis software

ArcSDE ESRI Spatial Data Engine GIS MEFA  |Master Electronic Filing Agreement
Software

DBA Data Base Administration MCFA |Master Consultant Filing Agreement

DEC Alpha |Digital Equipment Corporation
Midrange Processor

ECAP Electronic Compliance and RDBMS |Relational Data Base Management
Approval Process System

ESRI Environmental Systems Research [SAD Security Administrator Designation
Institute

EDMS Electronic Document Solaris  |Version of the UNIX Operating
Management System System Running on the Sun

Microsystems Computers

J2EE Java 2 Platform, Enterprise SONRIS |Strategic Online Natural Resources
Edition Information System

GIS Geographic Information Systems [NASIRE |National Association of State

Information Resource Executives
IP Internet Protocol OGM Oil and Gas Migration Project
IMS Information Management System |UIC Underground Injection Control

— Mainframe Database
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Appendix 1. Initial ECAP Project Plan
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Appendix 2. ECAP Phasel Detail Project Plan
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Appendix 4: ECAP Phaselll Detail Project Plan
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Appendix 5: ECAP Field Rules Query Screen

FIELD RULES QUERY
THIS SCREEN REFLECTS THE RESULT OF A QUERY FOR CURRENT RULES GOVERNING

THE SPACING AND DENSITY REQUIRED FOR THIS SPECIFIC FIELD AND RESERVOIR.

T Texas Radvoad Commizsinn - Field inlomation Query - Mecrosolt Intesmet Eeplores

| Fle Edl Vew Faoiss Took  Hep ;
],Mh-lg‘l 3 1. ket g e Otpscts /D B R “ Bk = b - -]]uhg]mn-ﬂmqﬁm@ E]ECAP Teskhdmn
|
h WEHIFillifg Permit Applicatio
Field Rules Tor Field: CARTHAGE
Field Number; 16032001  District Name: 06
il Field Rules:
County Regalar: 1 Salt Dome: H
Field Loeation: LAMD Don't Permt: B
Sehedule Remarks:
Camments;
Rule Type | Depth Lease Sparing Well Spacing Acres per Unit Tolerance Acres Diagonal Code Diagonal Max Length
Specsal rules |All Depths 467 | 1320 40,00 20.00 | 2,300,00
Gas Field Rules:
County Regular: [7 Salt Dome: b
Field Location: LAND Don®t Permit: I
Schedule Remarks:
Comments:
Rule Type | Depth Lease Spacing Well Spacing |Arres per Unit Tolerance A.cralel'a@tmul Code Diagonal Max Length
Specaal :'u.d.esIA.IJ Diepths 1320 3760 &40.00 &4.00 iCnmer b Cedner 5,280.00
Eeturn to Fricr Page Eestart Field Information Cheery
Aoyt This System Texas Badroad Commession Home Page
|




Appendix 6: ECAP GI S Information Screen

L5 £ - CEEneEs

GISINFORMATION

This picture shows wells in abstract 21 in Fayette county, Texas. Each colored spot depicts a
well. The different colors reflect specific well types. The lines running from the well spot to the
open polygon reflect a horizontal drill hole with the colored spot being the bottom hole, the
polygon reflecting the surface location, and the line depicting the actual drainhole.

Intro | Layers | Legend | Search | Help S @] active lager | Surveys =
- _
3 4 e 61

Introduction ﬁw '5153& W .

R ﬂ% %1200 Mﬂg .
Welcome to the ECAP Geographic : ﬂﬁi
Information System (GIS). This system 1o 203 - Y0333
provides mteractive search capabiities and a7 334 .31 22%1 i72 % %14&2 78
viewing of survey and wel location data ¢{5 -
RRC well Jocation data changes daily, and the 064 1685 -.31 mzigm,ztam!mm "
data found on this site is updated nightly. Due '3'5'53'%1505 .,
to the dynarnic nature of this data, the well Loty s‘fﬁf& Efa!a {797
information found on this site is not Bty . 4 564, ka 1537
necessarily current. %48

, ’%%%smum Ko S
To see what map layers are avallable, click  [ghoda#?? 3% 15? ‘i"' -
“Layers". A list of available layers that you Gaih E& ETTE Qﬂ 13203
can tun on and off will appear in this 0E0T
window. "Search” will present the search |= *3035503'3?5%%13 -%-ﬁf o= i 1207
options currently available on this system. a7 a N
1036
The cursor tools above the map area allow %&1 1554215? : Y1278 B e
for interaction with the map, Zoom in, Zoom % '2'53 & Sygra
out, nrp@ntu]ucatrfthnama of mterest. li&m sl ;
Mowe, select an "active laver" from the drop 03 %ﬁgi? %1 206 %0910 %9343 3
down menn. Then, choose “identify" from g o % 125
the cursor tools and click on one of the oy 1214 bk :
selected feature in the map, For more ° W 31 2. '
complete instructions, click on Help abowve. i %355 '8:
k=5
“* S15g%e e "




Appendix 7: ECAP Payment Screen

Payment Portal
The next two screens reflect the ECAP connection to the State of Texas' payment portal.

This screen advises the filer of certain browser requirements and details the actual cost of the
permit application.

¥ Texas Railroosd Commizsion - W-1 Driling Pesmits. Syatem - Portal Page - Microsoft Intemet Exploner

| Fie Edt View Fawosles Took Hep

2
Op #0000 - RAIL ROAD COMMISSION PAN AM - Well #11 Status #512830
DISTRICT 01 ; . API #003-33969
Crested DEZR02 005927 A ANDEREWS - Rttmhh@ﬂ mED} = 'Plndnu.ﬁpprwal Expiras: 0872072004
Total Payment Amount: 302.00
£300 |T1:u'g i8 a basic fee for 2 W-1 application to drll a well at a depth greatar than 9000
.52 |Pamm:anmTa] tnnﬁmtt fre.
NOTICE:
Touneed an Internet Browser that supports 128-hit secarity n order to enter thes area of the s watheatt errars. The State Fayment Fortal requres
this hagh level of secunty to help protect your personal and Enancial nformation. The sarkest browser versions from Microsoft and Ietscape that support
thits bevel of secunty are
Microgalt Internet Explover version 4.0 or greater
i
Netscape Navigator versiom 4.0 or greater.

To determume the version of Microsoll or Metscage browser that vou hawve, click on the Help tab on the too] bar at the top of your browser page and
select either. "About Internet Explorer” or "About Commumeator ® IF you wash to upgrade your browser to a version that supports 128-bat secunty, you
may also st either of these websites to download the current version of the browser you wish to use: werw.netscape.com  Or  www.microsoft com

To ensure a completed transaction please wait for verification of payment processing before proceeding.
Pressing the Make Payment button wall transfer you to the State Payment Portal secure sste for processmg your payment. Upon completion of the
transaction you will recenre a retum page with a trace momber and anthorization information il




Appendix 8: Texas Online - State Payment Portal Screen

) ePay — Comdit Cand Hoguest - Miciosoll Intesned Explores
| Fi= Edf View Favoies Took  Hel

|tk D 4] ek Steon P ffors

i# TexasOnline

Customer 10

"Mame as it appears on the card
ling Addrass for Cradit Card

"City, "State, "Fostal Code

Email Address

Home Phone ' Work Phone

Card Information

* Card Mumber | *Cradit Carnd Typs

*Expuration (Mongh'aar)

* & rmaunt

Mote: " indicates Required Fields

Submit | Cancel I

ast

[JE:‘IH

[? mith

[Quiman | Texas izl a7

[Fravrearen

Joanuary = EE'.IIZIE 'I

$302

| PmsterCard 5

For fechnical assmstance, you can contact us 24 hours a day, 7 days a week toll frea a8 1-577-452.9080

S 2002 KPWG Consuling inc, ALL RIGHTS RESERVED
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