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BEFORE THE

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Hobbs, New Mexico

: April 3, 1956

)
The application of Sunray Mid-Continent Qil )
o Company for an order granting permission )
2 : to drill a proposed well on ar unorthodox )
location in exception to Rule (a) and in com- )
pliance with Rule (b) of the Special Rules and )
Regulations for the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian )
Pool, Lea County, New Mexico, as set forth )
in Order R-69-D. ) CASE NO, 1049
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

= : Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks
1 an order granting permission to drill a well
on an unorthodox location; said location being
330 feet from the North line and 330 feet from

: the West line of Section 1, Township 12 South,
% ’ Range 33 East, Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Pool
. Area, Lea County, New Mexico.
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2 - BEFORE:

Warren W. Mankin, Examiner

TRANSCRIPT GF HEARING

EXAMINER MANKIN: The next and last case on the docket today is
Case No. 1049, which is the application of Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Company

for an order permitting applicants to drill an unorthodox location in the Bagley=
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i Siluro-Devonian Pool.
MR. GASSETT: John D. Gassett appearing for Sunray Mid-Continent
Oil Company, and we have as witness Mr. Clarence Sirmms, Jr.

CLARENCE SIMMS, JR.

called as a witness, having first been duly sworn, testified as follows:
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By Mr. John D. Gassett:

Q. Will you state your name, please.
A. Clarence Simms, Jr.
Q. By whom are you employed?
* A. By Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Company.
Q. In what capacity?
A. District Geologist in the Roswell District. In that capacity as of
July.
Q. Are you familiar with the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Field ?
N A, Iam.
Q. Have you previously testified before the Commission as ar expert
witness ?

A. I have.
Q. Are the witness' qualifications acceptable?

MR, MANKIN: They are.

Q. Will you explain to the Commission what Exhibit No. 1 is.

A. Exhibit 1 is a map contoured on the Siluro-Devonian horizon of the
Bagley ¥ield which indicates the producing Devonian wells which are indicated
iﬁ green and the double-circle wells are wells that have been drilled to the .

Siluro-Devonian formation.

Q. Does the well which is the subject of this application appear on there?

A. Yes, it does. 1t is located in the center of the SW/4 NW/4. It was
drilled as Mid-Continent No. 1-65 Stat=.

Q. What is the proposed location?

A. The proposed location is indicated in ;ed,

Q. What is that location, please?
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A. That location is 330 feet out of the North and West lines of Section 1,
12 South, 34 East------ 33 East.

Q. Is that proposed location within the defined boundary of the Siluro-
Devonian Field?

A. Yes.

Q. It is within one mile of the defined limits ?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, was this structure map prepared by you or under your
direction?

A. Under my supervision.

Q. Now, where is this proposed location from the regular location? In
other words, where would the regular location be for this unit? |

A. The regular locatior for this would be a 660 location out of the
North and West corners.

Q. I see by the structure map you have a fault bounding the field on
the east, right in the----slightly to the northeast direction. Would you exglain
how you arrived at that, please?

A. In explaining that, I would like to refer to Exhibit No. 2 which is a
cross-section of the Sunray Mid-Continent well in Section 1 and also a Texas
Pacific well located in the center of the SE/4 NE/4 of Section 2. You will notice
on the cross-section that the 8unray Mid-Continent well was bottomed at about
11------ about 10, 792 feet in the Atoka formation. We have used thicknesses

in the field and arrived at an estimated Mississippian top and Devonian top on

this well and have shown that it is 900 feet---there is 900 feet of dip between

the two wells. We have indicated a fault on the east side of this field for this




reason: We know the fault should be, or at least we feel that the Sunray Mid-
Continent well did not cut a fault. It may have cut one in the Pennsylvanian
formation. It it had, we would not be able to tell it. Therefore, we assume
the fault would be west of the Sunray Mid-Continent well and some control to
the south would indicate it would have to be east of the dry hole located in
Section 11, which is in the center of the SE/4 NE/4 of Section 11.

Q. Then according to your interpretation, could you make a Siluro-
Devonian well at the regular location?

A. We could not.

Q. Is this proposed location the closest location which you would
recommend drilling a well to the regular location?

A. This is the only location that I would recommend drilling to the
Siluro-Devonian section on the Mid-Continent lease here, which expires July
of 1957.

Q. And the only way in which you can recover the oil which is under
your lease in Section 1 then would be to drill a well atthis proposed location?

A. Yes.

Q. Otherwise, yon will not be able to recover the 0il?

A. That is my opinion.

Q. Now, approximately how many productive acres are on this tract
on which the proposed location is ?

A. Well, it is less than 80. 40, more or less.

Q. The matter of allowable which will be governed by Para.giaph C of

Order R-69-C, will it not?

A. Right.




Q. I notice you have also shown a fault in making the boundary on
the Northeast of the Field. Would you care to comment on that?

A. This fault is drawn between a dry hole arnd a producer in the North
erd of the Field. We show the fault in the direction as indicated on the map,
if you would be running eastwest or most any direction in there. We do not
have enough well control to confine it, therefore, we question whether its
running in that particular direction or not. But we feel there is a fault in
there, inasmuch as you have close to 900 feet of throw between the two wells.

Q. That, then in summary you would state that the reason that you
are asking this exception be granted is to permit your company to recover
the oil which underlies this lease and thata well drilled at the regular location
might not do that, or probably would not, and that in order to protect cor-
relative rights and to prevent the confiscation of properties, do you feel
that this application should be granted ?

A. Yes, Ido.

G. Do you have anything further to add?

A. I might point out that in Exhibit 1, the contoured map of the
Field in the Siluro-Devonian formation could be shown in a little different
dire;:tion than what we have. We could crowd both wells, the Sunray Mid-
Continent Weil and also the well in Section 11, and swing the fault a little bit
more to include more acreage, however we did not try to indicate that here
and there ig no way of knowing exactly which way that goes.

MR, GASSETT: That is all.

MR. MANKIN: Your name again?

A, Clarence Simms.
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MR. MANKIN: Mr. Simms, I notice that your council indicated
something in regard to productive acreage, but I believe you will notice
the advertisement, in calling the hearing and your application, made no
particular reference to the allowable or the acreage that was to be assigned
to this particular well; therefore, this call to hearing only concerns itself
with the location, an unorthodox location, as yocu requested. Is there question
of the witness in this casc?

MR, CAMPBEL]: The Commission, please, Jack M. Campbell,
Campbell and Russell of Roswell, New Mexico, representing Texas Pacific
Coal and Oil Company. If the Commission, please, I would like to make that
point a little clearer in my own mind. It was my understanding from some of
the questions asked by the Council that they were relying upon the automatic
application of Section 'c' of Order R-69-D, in the event this unorthodox, off-
pattern location were appioved, that would automatically be entitled to a
40 -acre allowable. It is our position that this application, in the call of the
hearing, did not include such a request. It is further our position that the
teetimony offered at this hearing by Sunray Mid-Continent, itself establishes
that they are not, on their own interpretation, 40 productive acres within the
productive limits or assumed productive limits of the Bagley Siluro-Devonian
Pool which could be attributed to this well. And if Council could clarify that
for me, we have or would like to have the opportunity to prepare some
Exhibits and testimony in the event they are aésuming that-an order issued in
this case could grant a 40-acre allowable to this well. |

MR, GASSETT: Well, sir, that was not in the call of the hearing

and we do not wish to discuss it at this time, however, we -~--=----
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MR. CAMPBELL: We don't want to be in the position of hiding
behind the ball and having to spend the money to drill the well and then
come in and take the position that they are not entitled to even a 40-acre
allowable which we would be forced to do on the basis of our present infor-
mation and I just want to make that point clear so that in the ﬁture if the
well is drilled and completed and the information obtained i8 no more than
we now have, we want to reserve the right to take the position of what
allowable can be attributed on the basis of the then established productive
acreage on the edge of the pool.

MR, GASSETT: How would you propose to set the allowable for
this month ?

MR, CAMPBELL: We are not seeking to set it, but we don't
think it should be any greater than the proved productive acreage under your
lease. If I have made myself clear on that, as far as our position is con-
cerned, I would like to ask a few questions of the witness, if I may.

MR, MANKIN: Might I add before we go ahead on this that I have
repéated that the call of the hearing concerned itself with only the unorthodox
location and the position would be that setting of the allowable for this well
would concern itself with a separate hearing after the well is drﬂle&.

MR, CAMPBELL: Mr. Simms, do you have some information on
connection with your Sunray Mid-Continent Well 1-65 with you?
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MR, CAMPBELL: What was the total depth to which that well

was drilled ?

MR, SIMMS: This well was drilled 10, 793.




MR. CAMPBELL: And what do you establish the elevation tobe
at that location?

MR, SIMMS: 4240 is what we are using here,

MR, CAMPBELL: That would be 6503, approximately ?

MR. SIMMS: 6552.

MR. CAMPBELL: 65527

MR, SIMMS: Am I right? Must be a sub-sea, yes, sir?

MR, CAMPBELL: Now, at the time you abandoned that well, had
you yet reached the top of the Mississippian?

MR, SIMMS: We had not.

MR. CAMPBELL: What do you consider the average water table
to be in that area?

MR, SIMMS: I believe the water table is somewhere between a
minus 6700 and a minus 6750 which is taken from the records in our office.
You might say there that that was the water table at the time these wells were
drilled. Whether that's changed now or aot, I don't know,

MR, CAMPBEILL: Are you satisfied that you have sufficient infor-
mation at this time for an interpretation of a fault generally in the direction
and at the point that you have indicated on this contour ?

MR. SIMMS: I would say again that this fault could be closer in
to the dry hole in Section 11 and near the Sunray Mid-Continent dry hole in
Section 1.

MR. CAMPBELL: Is it possible that it could be nearer the dry hole
in Section 11 and further from the Sunray Mid-Continent Well in Section 11?

MR, SIMMS: Closer in. You mean closer to the west line?




MR, CAMPBELI: Closer to the west line, in other words,
more vertical------

MR, SIMMS: It could be any way.

MR, CAMPBELL: Until you drill this additional well, you won't
be certain about that.

MR, SIMMS: We won't know then unless it cuts a fault, but we will
have it pinned down a litlle closer.

MR, CAMPBELL: Is it possible that this could be a Devonian
structure with a very steeply dipping plank as has been encountered in some
areas in the Devonian formation, rather than an actual fault?

MR, SIMMS: It may be either one, but the results are the same.

MR. CAMPBELL: Does your company have any seismic infor-
mation to substantiate the possiblity of the fault or of the steeply dipping
plank here?

MR, SIMMS: Our company has shot in this area as crossed into
the Bagley Field. The record quality on the west side ~- on the east side
of the Bagley Fieid is very poor and very questionable,; indicating a disturbed
area or possible fault. Our seismic maps show or indicate the fault on the
east side of this field.

MR, CAMPBELIL: I believe that is all.

MR, MANKIN: Is there further question of the witness ?

MR, MONTOGMERY: Mr. Simms, in regard to the top of the
Atoka, I assume that this well ‘Qg.s and you stated that it was completed in the
Atoka at total depth?

MR, SIMMS: That's our interpretation of it.
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MR. MONTGOMERY: 1 notice you have 15 feet in the well of the

Texas Company's No. 1 wRY,

MR. SIMMS: That is an interpretation made on Schlumberger
and I would not argue that point with anybody, but it does not matter if it's
gone, you still have the Atoka and the Sunray Mid-Continent Well and it
certainly can be gone on top of the structure because it is very high structure
for the area.

MR, MONTGOMERY: Then it is your opiniion that the Atoka has
been eroded off portions of this structure?

MR. SIMMS: Or never was laid down. I‘d like to point out that
this Atoka pick is backed up by some fossil or bug information from the
Hollandsworth Laboratories.

MR. MONTGOMERY: I was wondering if you would explain the
difference between the two points which are 1320 feet apart where in the dry
hole of the Sunray Mid -Continent, you have an estimated thickness of the

Atoka of some 538 feet and in the Texas Pacific Coal and Oil No. 1 "B'' you

have oniy 15 ieet.

MR, SIMMS: Now that's based on a Schilumberger interpretation
and as I said before the T & P Coal and Oil you may go oﬁt of your earlier
Pennsylvanian into the Mississippian and may have not cut an Atoka Section.
It may be missing in that particular well. The average thickness that we
show here or the thickness we show of the Atoka to the Mississippian is
more or less taken from the well -in the general area off to the East as
we interpret the Atoka Section to or the top of the Section to the top of
Ranchera Mississippian Line.

MR, MONTGOMERY: What is the average in the area that we are

talking about?
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MR, SIMMS: Well, I would say around 500 feet would be a good
guess on that.

MR, MONTGOMERY: What was the environment during the Atoka
time? 1 am asking this for just general information.

MR, SIMMS: Well, I would say this: The Atoka formation is
principally made up of shales and sands and normally on most logs it is
a point which can be picked but may be not quite as good as some of the other
breaks.

MR, MONTGOMERY: Was‘ there erosion sometime during the
Atoka time that caused this thing to affect the structure?

MR, SIMMS: There could have been erosion during the Atoka
times or some of these structures may have been high enough that the Atoka
was not laid down.

MR, MANKIN: Is there further question of the witness ?

MR. CAMPBELIL: If the Commission pleases, I would like to
comment for the record at this time and that is that the Commission records
will reflect that Texas Pacific Coal and Oil Company Well No. 1 D' in the
NE /4 of the NE/4 of Section 2 was completed as a producing Devorian Well,
but has been shut-in for a period of some 2 1/2 years in order to comply
with the spacing pattern in this pool. I make that comment only for future
reference in connection with any allowable hearing that may be held on a
well offsetting it on a 330 foot location.

MR. MANKIN: Further question of the witness ? If not the witness
may be excused. Is there any further statemenis t{o be made in this case?

If not, we will take the case under advisement, Oh, I am sorry, we will
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re-open as we wish to enter Exhibits 1 & 2 in evidence. Is there
any objection to entering Exhibits 1 and 2 in evidence in this case? If not,

. they will be 80 entered. We will take the case under advisement. The

2 . hearing is adjourned.

:"\
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO)
88

COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

I, Dora Serna, do hereby certify that the foregoing and
attached transcript of proceedings before the New Mexico Oil
Commission Examiner at Hobbs, New Mexico, is a true and
correct record, to the best of my knowledge, skill and ability.

Dated at Santa Fe, New Mexico on this 8th day of

August, 1956.
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE Oiil, CONSERVATION
\ COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:
CASE NO, 249
(Consolidated with Case No. 3i5)
Order No. R-69-D

THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
UPON ITS OWN MOTION FOR AN ORDER
DIRECTED TO THE OPERATORS IN THE
BAGLEY-SILURO-DEVONIAN POOL, LEA
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO, TO SHOW CAUSE
WHY SAID POOL SHOULD NOT BE PLACED

) ON 40-ACRE SPACING WITH ALLOWABLE
ADJUSTMENT, UPON EXPIRATION OF
TEMPORARY ORDER.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for hearing on May 19, 1954, at Santa Fe, New Mexico,
before the Oil Conservation Commission of New Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the
"Commission',

NOW, on this 30th day of June, 1954, the Commission, a quorum being
present, having considered the testimony adduced and exhibits received at said hear-
ings, and being fully advised in the premises,

FINDS:

(1) That due notice having been given and proper service had upon the
operators in said pool as required by law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this
cause.

(2) That originally the Commission issued Temporary Order R-69, effective
May 1, 1951, to and including May 1, 1952, authorizing the development and production
of the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Pool on an 80-acre spacing pattern with 80-acre pro-
ration units. ‘

(3) That thereafter and prior to the expiration of Order R-69, the Com-
mission after due notice and hearing issued Order R-69-A, which granted an extension
of Order R-69, as modified, for a period of one year from and after May 1, 1952.
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(4) That thereafter and prior to the expiration of Order R-69-A as modified
by Order R-69-B, the Commission after due notice and hearing issued Order R-69-C,
effective June 1, 1953, to and including June 1, 1954, which authorized the develop-
ment and production of the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Pool on an 80-acre spacing
pattern with 80-acre proration units.

(5) That for the prevention of waste and in the interests of conservation,
the provisions of said Commission Temporary Order R-69-C, as hereinafter modified

and set forth, should be made permanent.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(a) That 80-acre spacing of wells and establishment of 80-acre proration
units in the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Pool, Lea County, New Mexico, described as:

Township 1l South, Range 33 East, NMPM
All Section 34; NW/4 and S/< Section 35

Township 12 South, Range 33 East, NMFM
N/2 and SE/4 of Section 3§ all of Section £;
E/2 NW/4 and N/2 NE/4 of Section 11

be, and the same is hereby authorized; such proration units to consist of the E/2 and
the W/2 respectively of each governmental survey quarter section therein and the well
location thereon shall be in the center (permissive tolerance 150 feet} of the northwest
and southeast quarter sections thereof.

PROVIDED, HOWEVER, that the following described units do, and shall
constitute permissible exceptions to the spacing and proration unit plan aforesaid:

Township 1l South, Range 33 East, NMPM
N/2 NW/4 of Section 35; S/Z2 NW/4 of Section 35

Township 12 South, Range 33 East, NMPM

N/2 NW/4 of Section 3; S/2 NW /4 of Section 3;

N/2 NE/4 of Section 2; SW/4 NE/4 and NW/4 SE/4 of
Section 2; SE/4 NE/4 and NE/4 SE/4 of Section 2;
S/2 SE/4 of Section 2;

N/2 NE/4 of Section 11

(b) That no well shall be drilled or produced in said pool except it be in
conformity with the spacing and proration unii pattern hereinabove authorized unless,
after notice and hearing, a special order of authorization is had and obtained froim the
Commission.

(c) That should any well be drilled off-pattern, under authority of any
-special order, then, and in that event, the same shall be entitled only to an allc .vable
equal to that of a standard 40-acre proration unit with deep pool adaptation as provided
by Commission rules. Nothing contained in this order shall be construed as requiring
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by the Commission the drilling of any wells at any location.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the Bagley-Siluro-Devonian Pool and the
80-acre proration units therein, hereby established and confirmed, be and the same
hereby are granted an allowable equal to the top allowable for wells in the Bagley-
Siluro-Devonian depth range, calculated by the use of the 80-acre proportional factor

as provided for in Rule 505 of the Rules and Regulations of this Cominission, together
with the acreage factor, if any there ve;

PROVIDED HOWEVER, that no well in such pool will be assigned an allowable
greater than the amount of oil produced on official gas-oil ratio tests during a 24-hour
period in compliance with Rule 301 of the said Rules and Regulations.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:

(a) That each operator in said pool shall take or cause to be taken bottom-
hole pressure tests of each producing well operated by him in said pool during the
months of July of each calendar year; the results of such tests shall be tabulated,
and reflect the pressure of each well; the same shall be filed on or before the 5th day
of August, of each calendar year, with the Commission at Santa Fe, New Mexico (with
copy to Hobbs office); it is further provided, that such bottom-hole pressure tests shall
be taken in conformity with the requirements of Rule 302 of the Commission's Rules
and Regulations as revised,

This order supersedes all previous temporary orders and interlocutory
orders heretofore issued in this case.

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove designated.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

EDWIN L, MECHEM, Chairman
E. S. WALKER, Member

R. R. SPURRIER, Secretary and Member

SEAL




BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATICN COMMISSICN OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
SUNRAY MID-CONTINENT OIL COMPANY FOR )
PERMISSION AND AUTHORITY TO DRILL A )
WELL LOCATED 330' FROM THE NORTH AND )
WEST LINES OF SECTIONl, TOWNSHIP 12 )
SOUTH, RANGE 33 EAST, BAGLEY FIELD )
ARFA, LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO )

APPLICATIOR

Comes now Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Company Apprlicant herein and
alleges and stetes:

1. That Applicant is the operator of an oil and gas lease which,
among other land, includes the Nw/h of Section 1-125-33E, lLea County, New
Mexico.

2. That by Order No. R-69-D, the 0il Conserveation Commission did, on
the 30th day of June 1954, establish Rules and Regulations concerning the develop-
ment of the Bagley-Silurc-Devonian Pool and said Order R-69-D provides, among
other things, that the permitted well location for each unit be in the center
(permits tolerance of 150%') of the Northwest and Southeast quarter section of
each governmental quarter section.

3. That Applicant desires to drill a well to be a Devonian test, and
to be located 330' from the North line and 330' from the West lice of said
Section 1-125-33E, Lea County, New Mexico.

4, That in order to permit Applicant to recover the recoverable oil
and gas underlying a unit consisting of the W/2 of NW/h of said sectiom, this
application should be granted.

Wherefére, Applicant prays that the Commission set this matter for
bearing that notice be given thereof as required by law and that upon hearing,
Commission will issue its order authorizing the drillirg of a well to the
Devonian Formation at a location 330' from the North and West lines of Section
1-125-33E, Lea County, New Mexico.

Dated at Tulsm, Oklahoma, this the /2 day of ‘YR pcsr , 195.

SUNRAY MID-CONTINENT OIL COMFPANY

By L Pnnet?

John D, Gassett
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March 12, 1956

New Mexico 0Oil Conservation Commission
P. 0. Box 871
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Gentlemen:

Attached, hereto, please find the application of Sunray Mid-Continent
0il Company for permission to drill & well located 330' from the North
and West lines of Section 1, Township 12 South, Range 33 East, Bagley-
Siluro-Devenian Pool Area, Lea County, New Mexico. It is requested
that this matter be set for hearing &t your earliest convenience.

It is agreeable to the Applicant that this matter be heard either
vefore the Commission itself or befcre the Commission's Examiner.

Yours very truly,
SURRAY MID-CONTINENT OIL COMPANY"

A s’

John D. Gassett
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CABE NO. 1049
Order No. R-818

ORDER OF TRE CONNISSION
BY THE CONMIAS ION:

This canse came on for Maring at 10 o'clock a.m. en
April 3, 1888 at Nohds, New Nexico, before Warrem ¥. Manmkin,
Examiner duly appointed by the 0il Conservation Commission of
¥ow Mexioo im accordamos with Bule 1214 of the Rules and Regulations
of the New Mexico 0il Comservation Commission.

WOW, on this */ 4ay of June 1956, the Commission, a
quorun being present, considered the appliecation, the
evidanna sddused the rooicmeadations of the Exsmioer, Warrea W.
Mankin, asd beiag fully advised in the premises,

FINDS :
4
R

(1) That due notioce of the time and place of hearing
and the purpose thereof bhaving besa gives as reguired by law,

the Commission has jurisdictioa of this case and the subject matter
thereot.

(2) That due to the faulted condition of the pool,
applicant will be deprived of its fair share of oil and gas in the
Bagley-Silure-Devonian Pool unless he is allowed to drill the
unorthodox location as requested.

(3) That there were no objections entered to the
granting of this application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
The application of Suaray Mid-Continent Oil Company




-3~
Oxrder No. R-816

for an oxder graatiag permission te drill a well iz an

unorthedox lecatien, to be lecatsd 330 fest fwom the Nerth
lins and 330 feot frum the Vest line of Sectiesn 1, Township
13 South, Range 33 East, Bagley-Silure-Devonian Pool, WM,
lea County, New Nexice, bo and the same is hereby granted.

DONE at Saanta Ve, Nev Nexieo, an the day and year
hereinahove desigmated.

STATR OF NEW NRXICO

SUNRBEIENAN A GIAP SLNE M St
Il CORTARVALIVR VOmBLDS A0N

Clt. 7 e

JONKE ¥. BINNS, Chairman
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Rough \
draft ‘ :
JWG/ir | ’ i
June 5 |

| ,ﬁ]; BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION i
1A ()%/V/f OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

i IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
tCALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
'COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF NEW

MEXICO FOR THE PURPOSE OF
il CONS IDERING:

CASE NO. 1049
Order Nof R- 8/

THE APPLICATION OF SUNRAY MID-CONTINENT 67
OIL COMPANY FOR AN ORDER GRANTING AN , \/_, 1
EXCEPTION TO PARAGRPH (a) OF THE SPECIAL )A 5 \\

RULES AND REGULATIONS FOR THE BAGLEY~
SILURO~-DEVONIAN POOL AS SET FORTH IN .
ORDER R-69-D IN PERMITTING THE DRILLING (y e
OF A WELL ON AN UNORTHODOX LOCATION. o
SAID WELL TO BE LOCATED 330 FEET FROM
THE NORTH LINE AND 330 FEET FROM THE
WEST LINE OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 12 SOUTH, -
RANGE AST ,~BAGLEY SILURO DEVONIAN

pooL /] couu%\ NEW MEXICO.

\%—R OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

]©

This cause came on for hearing at_# o'clock am.
on April 3, 1956 at Hobbs, New Mexico, before Warren W. Mankin,
Examiner duly appointed by the 0il Conservation Commission of New
Mexico in accordance with Ruie 1214 of the Rules and Regulations
of the New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission.

NOW, on this day of desg% 1958, the Com-
mision, a quorum being present, having considered the application,
the evidence adduced, the recommendations of the Examiner, Warren
W. Mankin, and being fully advised in the premises,

FINDS:

(1) That due notice of the time and place of hearing
and the purpose thereof haviug been given as required by law,

the Commission sjggjégzgft’on of this case and the gsubject matter
thereof . : Clvqu;‘h
iaad ,B,ze.
Tha

(2} , applicant will
be deprived of its fair share of o0il and gas in the Bagley Siluro

Devonian POOI‘\.L ‘t>/
unless he is allowed to

$io

drill the unorthodox location as requested.

(3) That there were no objections entered to the

granting of this application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

The application of Sunray Mid-Continent O0il Company

éfor an order granting permission to drill a well in an unorthodox

| e
ilocation, \lJocated 330 feet from the North line and 330 feet from

! ' - Devwnisn Bk, Nns,
ithe West line of Section 1, Township 12 South, nge 33 Easga‘Lea

ﬁbounty, New Mexico, Bagley—SiturePeveanian-Rexl: be and the same
%ﬁs hereby granted.

i DONE




