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Quantity of oil qni]lx

Response time requirements
150 tones & honrs (for equipment o be deployed on-site )
1,000 tonnes 12 hours i for eqqupraent to be deploved on-site )
2 500 tonnes 1% hours (for equptoent to be on-site )

10,000 tonnes 72 hours (for equpree nt o be on-site )
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