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DRAFT
JMD/esr
March 1, 1963

B"7ORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEBARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION ‘,/////
//

COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR 3
THR DURDASE OF CONSTDRRTNG: . ! &

i
_ybr‘ CASE No. 2752

Order No. R Q{iﬁ

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING CALLED BY THE COMMISSION UPON
ITS OWN MOTION TO ALLOW ALL INTERESTED PARTIES TO APPEAR

AND PRESENT EVIDENCE TO DETERMINE THE PROPER LOCATION OF THE
SURVEY LINE DIVIDING SECTIONS 3, 10, 15, 22, 27 AND 34 FROM
SECTIONS 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, AND 25, RESPECTIVELY, TOWNSHIP

10 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM. LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO, AND TO
CONSIDER APPROVAL OF NON-STANDARD LOCATIONS RESULTING FROM
SUCH DETERMINATION.

OFDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 o'clock a.m. on
Februarv 6 , 1063, =2t Santa Pe, New Moavico, before Daniel S. Rutter
BExaminer duly appointed by the 0il Conservation Commission of New
Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the "Commission,"™ in accordance

with Rule 1214 of the Commission Rules and Regulations.

R i L ]

o L a o sy b e oo R Sk Ghisale Lt

NOW, on this day of March . 1963, the Commission,
a quorum being present, having considered the application, the
evidence adduced, and the recommendations of the Examiner,
Daniel S. Nutter . and being fully advised in the premises, 4

;  FINDS:
(1) That due public notice having been given as required by
law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the subject
matter thereof.
(2) That a discrepancy exists as to the proper location of
tine survey line dividing Sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 27, and 34 from
Sections 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, and 35, respectively, Township 10 ]
south, Range 32 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.
(3) That the Commission should determine the proper loca-

tion of said survey line in order to establish the correct loca-

tions of wells presently completed in this area, and in order to

in thke future.
(4) That several surveys have been conducted by registered

land surveyors in attempting to determine the proper location of
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the survey line i1n question.
(5} That all surveyors presenting testimony at the hearing -
iagreed that the survey line dividing Sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 27, .
fand 34 from Sections 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, and 35, respectively, %
éTownship 10 South, Range 32 Bast, NMPM, lea Cdunt&, New Mexico, i
%should be established as follows: i
!

I

!

Commencing at the standard GLO brass-cap corner

marker at the southwest corner of Section 35, Township

10 South, Range 32 Bast, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico;

thence due north a distance of five miles; thence
north two degrees two minutes #ast to the standard
GLO brass-cap corner marker at the northwest corner

§§ of Section 2, Township lp South, Range 32 East, NMPM,

Lea County, New Mexico.

(6) That the Commission should adopt the survey line set

. out in Paragraph 5 above. §
(7) That /] wells will not comply with the well localion

frequirements of the Commission Rules and Regulations upon adoption

-of the above-described survey line; that the /f wells will then

3 |

: be located as follows:

. /© M/‘-wgcn':ﬁ“ z2 &9 AM 'i‘f i
: - OPERATOR LEASE NO. LOCATION SECTION:
e Sunray DX State "K" 1 2105 feet from the 11

South line, 1604 feet
from the West line

Cabeen Sunray-State 1 761 feet from the 11
R South line, 2957 feet
from the West line

Cities Serivce Lane L 1 651 feet from the 14
North line, 1621 feet
from the West line

Cities Serivce State "“BL" 1 2006 feet from the 14
North line, 300 feet
from the West line

Cities Service State "AD® 3 366 feet from the 22
South line, 991 feet
from the East line

Cities Service State "AD" 4 329 feet from the 22
South line, 2315 feet
from the East line
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Socony Mobil New Mexicc "“B" 2 331 feet from the 27
. North line, 994 feet
from the Bast line

“Socony Mobil New Mexico "B* 3 334 feet from the 27 |
: North line, 2327 feet :
from the Bast line :

" Socony Mobil New Mexico “B* 5 1982 feet from the 27

§ North line, 1014 feet

4 from the Bast line

]

: Humble NM State "“AFP" 1 2336 feet from the 27
South line, 1922 feet
from the Bast line

Humble NM State "Ar" 2 2335 feet from the 27
South line, 1005 feet
from the East line

¥ '{8) That all of the above wells were drilled in good faith

ﬁwith reliance upon reasonable surveys and that non-standard loca-
i ;
itions should be approved for all of the above wells. :
y

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That the survey line for establishing well locations in:

n

PN T

‘Sections 2, 3, 10, 11, 14, 15, 22, 23, 26, 27, 34, and 3

{

'ship 10 South, Range 32 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico, shall :

;be determined as follows:
Commencing at the standard GLO brass-cap corner

marker at the southwest corner of Section 35, Township

thence due north a distance of five miles; thence
north two degrees twé minutes #ast to the standard
GLO brass-cap corner marker at the northwest corner
of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 32 East, NMPM,

Lea County, New Mexico.

{2) That the non-standard locations set out below are here-

by approved for the following-described wells:
o /v Qo Koo D2 sl A PN
’ —YWELL

OPERATOR LEASE NO. LOCATION SECTION

Sunray DX State "K" 1 2105 feet from the 11
South line, 1604 feet
from the West line
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Cabeen Sunray-State 1 761 feet from the 11
K South line, 2957 feet
from the West line

. Cities Service Lane L 1 651 feet from the 14 i
g North line, 1621 feet :
; £rom the West line

iCities Service State “BL" 1 2006 feet from the 14 |
I North line, 300 feet
from the West line

it
1

|
%Cities Service State ®AD" 3 366 feet from the 22
b South line, 991 feet

! from the Bast line

&Cities Service State “AD" 4 329 feet from the 22
i South line, 2315 feet
from the Rast line

?Socony Mobil New Mexico "B" 2 331 feet from the 27

North line, 994 feet : ]

from the East line | i j
i : i
Y Socony Mobil New Mexico "B" 3 334 feet from the 27

W North line, 2327 feet
i from the EBast line

i SBocony Mobil  New Mexico "B" 5 1982 feet from the 27
; North line, 1014 feet
i from the East line

! Humble NM State "AF" 1 2336 feet from the 27
i South line, 1922 feet
? from the Eacst line

 Humble NM State "AF" 2 2335 feet from the 27

South line, 1005 feet
from the Bast line

(#) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the

"entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary.

TN

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year herein-
above designated.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

JACK M. CAMPRELL, Chairman
E. S. WALKER, Member

\ A. L. PORTER, Jr., Member & Secretary

\\\‘ (3 Thet +he J(cnﬁéu7-0;u‘ﬂV';B Aertbsy ethorized approve
Ay sther nown- Stacdornd l0cetion [ thee area aruncfgzc:;k by
Hoa '},,,,.{,y HHhere ] Mok said W3 wiiv Srifled o was Jn'/Z}.;
on Yoo dafs Vher Orbo ctis tndsnll) | sk Vol scd now-shanlord
10ca¥iore rgsu/ts fora thi Aefermination. of ¥, Serces Ie
et Yot lZauurnijSJV)lﬁélvz- .
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OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
». C. BOX 871

SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO g %

212

Dear Joa:

7mis letterx will confirm ane L{sispuone conversation con-
cerning the bowndary disputa in Township 10 2awtl, Range 32 Zast,

Iaa Councy, Bew Mexico. It is my undarstanding that several wells

belonging to Cities Service may have been drilled on wnorthodox
locations accoxding tc a rsceat survey. It i= 2150 my wnder-
standing that these wells are omn oxthodox locatioms according to

a resurvey prepared by John W. ¥est Emgineering Company and dated
November 19, 1962.

As an unorthodox location will heswe ¢o 2= Gooivoved fOr any
wall that 4223 550 comply with the Commission's standard well
location requirements, it is my opinion that this matter should
be determined by a haaring befcre the Commission or a duly
appointed examiner. It weounld Sosem that the only aoctw=! 2isiuie
involved in this situation will be between offset operators
concarning their correlative rights. As Section 65-3-11 (7)

Bew Maxico Statutes Annotated (1953 Compilation) spscifically
confers upon the Commission jurisdiction "To require wells to be
drilled, operated and produced in such manner as to prevent
injuxry o neighboring leases or propertiss” it is doubtful if -
& Ciatrict Court would assume jurisdiction over a suit to detar~
rine the boundary line until all adminiatrative remcdies havs
bean exhausted.

I thareforec suggest that Clties Service Company should
£1lz2 an application to have the Commigssion detcermine that the
walls in question are on orthodox locations or, in the alter-
native. raquesting the Commisaion tc spprove unorthodox



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
P. O. BOX 871

SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO

Novenberx 30, 1962

| "
i s ruling would them have the zight to
;;F appeal to the sewres.
W
3 N~ Plsase discuss this matter with the various parties iavolved
um-o!thud. .
!" ) Very truly yous:,
I
U
wZ JARS H. DURRSTT, Jr.,
Attorney
i
{f{,_, JMD/esx
\,\:\:‘.A/;’;/J
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CERTIFICATE OF
SURVEY DATA

The attached plat of Township 10 South, Réﬁée 32
East, is made to be used in re-establishing section corners
alongs the east boundary and interior section corners which
by long and exhaustive search have not been located from the

original survey by Geo. Brown in 1882, Thne north and west

boundaries of the Townshlp have well monumented corners

set by the USBLM in 1939.

The south boundary of the township has well monumented
corners set by the USGLO in 1911, The method used on this
plat for the esast boundary markers is to start at the southeast

coruer of Sec. 36, thence N.§° 20' E., setting a section corner
monument at every 80.00 chains for 5 miles, thence continuing

the same bearing to the northeast corner of Section 1.

All interior corners are set by starting at the south-

eust corners of Sections 31, 32, 33, 34, and 35, and traversing

trie Mow

g Morth sasbiing ifuberlor corners at 80.00 cheins for § miles

to the southeast corners of Sections 6, 5, 4, 3 and 2. The

~

Yorth-South distances and bearings of Sections 6, 5, 4, 3 and 2
are tnhe dlstances and besarines required to tie in to the

ronarents on the Torth boundary set by the USBLY in 1930.

ALY distareces and bearings from the U, S, Governrent

Yo e 1

Sloohe sl 19LY arnd 18539 are the criteria for tris reconstruc-

Lio: o thiis Lowrslipe

P
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BEFORE EX A MINER NUTTER

1L CONSERVATION COimi i3SION
,,Zg.;fj’:%:mn HO. .
CASE NO.__of 754,

e o D

TG 7. O SAGAN
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DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING ~ WEDNESDAY - FEBRUARY 6, 1963

9 A.n.
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

= OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION CONFERENCE ROOM,

The following cases will be heard before Daniel S. Nutter, Examiner, or
Elvis A. Utez, as alternate examiner:

CASE 2746:

CASE 2747:

s

%‘ E\ 2480:

CASE 2748:

CASE 2749:

ey ——t

In the matter of the hearing called by the 0Oil Conservation
Commigsion on its own motion to permit Continental National
Insurance Group and all other interested parties to appear
and show cause why the Kenneth V. Barbee Well No. 1, located
1980 feet from the South line and 660 feet from the East

line of Section 9, Township 11 South, Range 25 East, NMPM,
Chaves County, New Mexico, should not be plugged in accordance

with a Commission-approved plugging program.

Application of El Paso Natural Gas Cbmpany for cancellation
of a non-standard gas proration unit, San Juan County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks can-
cellation of a non-standard gas proration unit comprising
the SW/4 of Section 23 and the NW/4 of Section 26, Townskip
31 North, Range 7 West, Blanco-Mesaverde Gas Pool, San Juan
County, New Mexico, said unit having been established and
designated Block "N" by Order No. R-1066.

(Reopened)
In the matter of Case 2480 being reopened pursuant to the
provisions of Order No. R-2182, which order estabplished

temporary 80-acre proration units for the Henshaw-Wolfcamp
Pool, Eddy County, New Mexico, for a period of one year. All
interested parties may appear and show cause why said pool
should not be developed on 40-acre proration units.

2pplication of Ralph Lowe for approval of a unit agreement,
Eddy County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled
cause, seeks approval of the Indian Hills Unit Area, com-
prising 4,480 acres of Federal and State lands in Township
21 South, Range 24 East, Eddy County, New Mexico.

Application of Ralph Lowe to create a new pool for Upper
Pennsylvanian gas production, and for special pool rules,

Eddy County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled
cause, seeks the creation of a new gas pocl £or Upper Pennsyl-
vanian gas production in Sections 22 and 23, Township 21
South, Range 23 East and the establishment of temporary pool
rules therefor, including a provision for 640~acre spacing
units.

CRNGRTL AT e
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Application of Ralph Lowe to create a new pool for Morrow

gas production, and for special pool rules, Eddy County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the
creation of a new gas pool for Morrow production in Sectionm
22 and 23, Township 21 South, Range 23 East, and the estab-
lishment of temporary pool rules therefor, including a
provision for 640-~acre spacing units. '

Application of Gulf Oil Corporation for a triple completion,
Lea County., New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-~stvled
cause, seeke annroval of its W. A. Ramsay (NCT-C) Well No.
4, located in Unit M of Section 36, Township 24 South, Range
37 East, as a triple completion (conventional) to produce
oil from the Fusselman, Montoya, and Waddell Pools, North-
Justis Field, Lea County, New Mexico. .

In the matter of the hearing called by the Commission upon

its own motion to allow all interested parties to appear

and present evidence to determine the proper location of the
survey line dividing Sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 27 and 34 from
Sections 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, and 35, respectively, Township

10 South, Range 32 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico. The
Commission also will consider the approval of any non-standard
location which might result from such determination.

g W
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LAW OFFICES OF

MODRALL, SEYMOUR, SPERLING, ROEHL & HARERIS

SiMMS BUILDING
W R.MODRALL

AUGUSTUS T SEYMOUR mﬁ X s8e
3 M fome .-
JAMES E.SPERLING ALB N p—r-l T
JOSEPH £ ROEKL UQUERQUE, Mexy i
GEORGE T. HARRIS TeLEPHONE CHAPEL 3-451 JOHN £, SIMM®? 11885 -1954)
DANIEL A SISK
LELAND 8. SEDBERRY February 1 ’ 1963

ALLEN C.DEWEY
FRANR K. ALLEN
JAMES A. BORLAND
JAMES P, SAUNDERS

New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission
State Land Office Building

P. O, Box 871

Santa Fe, New Mexico

Re: Case No., 2752 - Hearing called by
the OCC to determine Survey Line

GCentlemen:

This letter will serve to advise you inat Mobil 0il
Company may desire to enter its appearance in the
captioned matter at the Examiners Hearing to be held
February 6, 1963, and that although our office may
not make a personal appearance, we will be associated
with Mr. Jack T. Akin, Attorney for the office of the
General Counsel of Mobil 0il Company, Midland, Texas.

Very truly yours,

JES:nb N

CC: Mr. Jack T. Akin




BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSIORNR
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

‘I¥ TRE NMATTER OF THE HEARING '
CALLED BY THE OIL CORSERVAIION i
COMMINS1ION UF NEW MEXICO FOR
THE NURPCSE OF COMBIDBRING:

CASE No. 1732 |
Ozder No. R=-2442

“IN THE MATRTER OF THE HEARING CALLED BY THE COMMISSION UPON
CITS OWN MOTIOR TO ALIOW ALL INTERESTED PARTIES TO APPEAR

'AND PRESENT EVIDENCE TO DETERMINE THE PROPER LOCATIOM OF THE
‘SURVEY LINE DIVIDING SECTIONS 3, 10, 1%, 22, 27, AND 34 I'ROM
" SBECTIORS 2, 11, 14, 23, 28, am 2%, azs':—.c:’um, TORESRLY
'10 SOUTH, RANGE 32 BAST, NMPM, LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO, AND TO
~CCMBIDER APPROVAL COF m—srm LOCATIONS RESULTING FROM

' SUCH DETERMINATION.,

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

-BY COMRISSICN:

3 This cause came on for hearing at 9 o'clock a.m. om '
“February 6, 1963, at sSanta Fe, New Mexico, before Daniel S. Nutter,
‘Bxaminar duly appointed by the il Conservation Commission of New
‘Mexico, hereimafter referred to as the “Commission,™ in accordance
-with Bnle 12314 of the Commiszcion Rules and Regulations. ‘

FOW, on this__ 6th  day of March, 1$63, the Commission,
2 quorum deing ptesent, Laving considered the applicatiomn, the
‘evidence adduced, and the recommendat ons of the Examiner,
Daniel 8. Wutter, and becing fully advised in the premises,

EINDS:

{1} =rnat duc public astice having been given as raquired by:
law,; the Commission has juricdiction of this cause and the subject
matter thoreof.

{2) That a discrepancy axists as to the propgex locaticn of
tn: survey line dividing sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 27, and 34 fron
sections 2, 11, 14, 23, 24, cud 35, xospoectivoly, Towaship Lo
south, Range 32 Bast, WP, Lea Couniy, Hew hoxico.

{(3) That the Jompindion ghould doatiormine the proo:y losa~
tion of sald survey line in ordor o cstaplish ©hoe correct loca-
tions of wo2lls wrascntly comploeted dn Chis sresn, and in order to
provida a standarda survey Lins o agsurs waidorm will locations
in tha future.

‘4) That soawvoeral Lnrvs \" n'“, S AT (‘_'g'}n,‘u.j},g/ rﬂ) i 1 7Aoo
land surveyors in att: r*tlnﬁ 1.0 Q‘Cerﬂinu the propoer lozaticn of
The zurvey 4inc in guezcion,
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Order Bo. R=2442

{5) That all surveyors presentcing testimony at the hoasing |
j that the survey line dividing sectiems 3, 10, 15, 22, 27,
h.a 34 fxom Sectioms 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, and 35, xeapective ;
Mmm& mnm Y, Lea County, New eo.

:k should ho established as follows:

i Commencing at the standard GIO brass-cap cormer

markey at the southwest corner of Section 35, Township

10 south, Range 32 Bast, NMPM, lLe2 County, New Mexicop
thance dus nanrth a distance of five milea: thence nozrth

twe degrees two mimutes sast to the standard GLO brass~-

Cap cornar mazker a2t the northuost cornar of Sactiown 2.
Township 10 south, Range 32 East, NMPM, lLea County,

New Mexico.

- {6) That the Commission should adcpt the survey line set
,out in paragraph (5) abov=.

(3 {7) That 11 wells will not comply with the well location
' requirements of the Commission Fules and Regulations upom adoption
' of the above-described survey line; that the 1l wells will then

”he located as follows:

TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM, LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
WELL :
OPERATOR LEASE RO. LOCATION SECTION
Sunray DX state "K" 1 2105 £ect from the 11

South line, 1604 feet
from the Wegt line

Cabean Sunray-statce 1 761 feat from the i1
neen srarkh 1ina, 2987 €aat

£from the west line

Cities service Lane i 1 651 faet from the 14
North lin=, 1621 f=cet
from the West line

Sities service state B4 1 2006 tfeot £rom Che i4
morth line, 300 f£aet
from the Woot line

Cliies soervice  Statoe "aADT 3 3% fest from the 27
soutihh tins, 951 food
from the zast lines

Cities gervice Stata C“AD & 328 fZect £rom thoe 22

Jouth line, 2315 fz:t
Ffwnm tha faat 1ine

L e
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- CASE NMo. 27852
. Ordar Ho. R~2442

' 3ocony Nobil New Maxico “B" 2 331 feet from the 27

Noxth liime, Y94 feet
£27om the REast line
Socomy Mobil New Maxico "B* 3 334 feot from the 27

Noxth line, 2327 feet
from the Rast line

Becauy Mcbil New Moxico "B™ 5 1982 feet from the 27
Noxth line, 1014 fect
from tha East line

‘:‘ HRumble M State "ARH 1 2226 Faat Ffwowm tha 27
; South line, 1922 feet

; from the Bast line

'/ Ruable WM state "AF" 2 2335 feet from the 27

Socuth line, 1005 fseot
from the East line

(8) That all of the above wells werc drilled im good faiih .

uith reliance upon raasonable surveys and that non-standard loca-
;tinns shonld by arewersmod fax 211 of the above wells.

IT IS TEERSFORS ORDERED:

(1) 9hat the survcy line for establishing well iccatioms in
sactions 2, 3, 10, 11, 14, 15, 22, 23, 26, 27, 34, and 35, Town-

- ship 10 south, Range 32 East, EMPM, Lea County, RNew Mexicc, shall

.Ahe determined as follows:

Commencing at the standard GLO brass-cap corner
marker at the southwest corner of saction 35, Township
10 south, Range 32 Bast, NMPFM, Lea County, New naxicox
thence dua nnvrth 2 dictpnoa of £iex milzg; thaoncc aszth
two degrees two minutes cast to the standard GLO brass-
cap corner marker at the northwest corner of section 2,
Towusndp 10 south, Range 32 EZast, HMPM, o2 Jounty,

Kew Maxico.

{(2) 4nat itha non~-standard logaticons 5207 out below are hiroe-
by approved for the following-dezcribed wellss

TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RWNCE 22 LASY, Miibs, LSA SOGUHTY, HuW MAXICO

OPERATCR LuASH 0,  TOCATION __BESTIOY

sunray bX state I L 2105 Leet from the il
scuth line, 1004 foeot
from the i:ezt line

4
3
;

P R T G N N A
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. Cabeen Sunray-state 1 761 feet fxom the

o 4 South limne, 2957 feet
fxom thae West line

Citier Sezvice lane L 1l 65] feot from the
Norca iine, 1621 fest
from the Wast line

Cities Service State “BL" 1 2006 feet from the
Noxth line, 300 feot
from the West line

Cities Serxvice State "AD" 3 366 faeot from the

south iine, Y91 Zeet
from the zast linc

Cities Sexrvice State “AD" 4 329 fact from the
south line, 2315 feet
from the Bast l1ine

Socony Nobil Mew Mexico “"B" 2 331 feat from the
North line, 994 faet
from the East line

?f50cany Mobil Hew Mexico “B® 3 334 fest from the

. Socony Mob?? New Mexico ©

Horth 1linc, 2327 feet
From the =Zast line

i982 fect f£fyem thoe
North iins, 1014 feet
£rom the Bast line

U:!

Humbl:e M state AR 1 2336 fcot fzom the

south line, 1922 fzet
from the 2ast line

2335 ZLoot from ths
south line, 1077 f20t
Zrom thae 0 L. iinde

[&
o+
Y
c
T
¥
ALY

pasEbl s Fid

(3) That the ScCllLary-uireleor au fherely autbhorizod to

14

22

22

27

27

27

approve any other non-standagc ocation in this ares upon propor

showing by the cperator thiraeod that said wizll wus drilled or was

drilling on tho date thin ordor wss onbtored, and that said non
standaxrd location rasulis Irom thoe drerpinacion of Cho sarvoey
line set Forth in raracrarh

) That jurisdiction of this causo ls rataincd for thoe

epcey of such furthoer ordoers as Che CORMLISULON DY GOIm DECIIBALNY.

P T vy
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- CASE No. 27352
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i OXIL mmxm COMMISSION :
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$ E. S. WALKER, Member, : :
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L A. L. PORTER, Jx., & Secretary
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N, M,

FARMINGTON,
PHONE 325.1182

SANTA FE, N, M.
PHONE 983.3971

-MEIER REPORTING SERVICE, Inc.

1)

DEARNL

ALLLQUERGUE, N. M.

PHONE

243.65%91

!

BEFORE THE
OIL CCNSERVATION COMMISSION
Santa Fe, New Mexico
February 6, 1963

In the matter of the hearing called by the
Commission upon its own motion to allow all
interested parties to appear and present
evidence to determine the proper location
of the survey line dividing Sections 3, 10,
15, 22, 27 and 34 from Sections 2, 11, 14,
23, 26. and 35, respectively, Township 10
South, Range 32 East, NMPM, Lea County, New
lexicc. The Commission also will consider
the approval of any non-standard location
which might result from such determinaticn.

- - .- e - - = mm m e e e e e e e e = wm e o - - -

CASE 2752

S N N M N Nt N N Nl N N St

BEFORE: Daniel 5. Nutter, Examiner

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING

MR, NUTTER: We will take Case 2752.

MR. DURRETT: 1In the matter of the hearing called by

the Commission upon its own motion to allow all interested par-~

ties ftn aprear and present evidencs to determine the proper
location of the survey line dividing Sectioans 3, 12, 15, 22, 27

and 34 from Sectinrms?2, 11, 14, 23, 26, and 35, raspectively,

Township 10 South, Range 32 Efast, NMPM, lLea County, New Mexico.

MR NUTTER: We'll call for appearanceas in Case 2752,

i'm Jack Akin reprasentinc Mobile Ci1,

and 1 have a witness, Nr. J. {. Godfray,
w:  Jason Kallanin, representing Cities
Service Petroleum Conmpany,

MR,

NUTTER:  Are




KELLAHIN: We will have a witness.
MR. MNUTTEDN: Any other appearances?
MR. BRATTON: Howard Bratton, Humble Oil and Refining
KR Company.
Z3
8 MR, NUTTER: Will you have any witnesses, Mr. Bratton?
s 38 MR. BRATTON: 1 doubt it.
s : b .
= =~ MR. DURREIT: Let the record show that Mr, Akin is non-
B
g & resident counsel, and that Mr. Jim Sperling, Attorney at Law,
; - EE Albuquerque, New Mexico, has entered an appearance on his behalf
L. R .
{ v by written appearance.
- ¢
i i TN
5 - 55 MR. KELLAHIN: We have one witness we would like to
- : M~
£ o g; i> | have sworr, please.
3 b EE g8 (Witness sworn.).
! e "t (Whereupon, Cities Service Exhibit
% - o No. 1 marked for identification.
=
- ~ JOHN SHERMAN
= - 8
) = called as a witness, having been first duly sworn on oath, testi-
>
iﬂ fied as follows:
~
y DTRECT EXAMTMNATION
=,
-~ *z { BY MR. KELLAHIM:
T :
_
§Z Q Would you state your name, nlease?
3z
%g A John Therman,
G How do you spell that?
A E-h-¢-r-m-a-n,
G Yhat business are you engaged in?
- A 1'm ap independent sucveyor. -
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Where are you located?
A In Lovington, New Mexico.
Q Are you a registered land surveyor with the Office of

the State Engineer, State of New Mexico?

A I am, 1959,

Q Have you had any trzining zz 2 surveyor?

A Yes.

Q Where did you get your training?

A I attended the University of New Mexico, and then

practical experience.

Q How lnng have vou been a registered land survevor?
A Fourteen years, I think; thirteen years,
Q Has all of your time been confined to practice in the

State of New Mexico?

A It has primarily, State of New Mexico.
Q And 1n what area of the State of New Mexicn?
A Principally in southeastern quarter of the State.

oy KELLAHIN: Are the witness' qualifications accept-
able?
MR HUTTER: Yes, sit, they are.

Q (By Mr., Kellahin)} ¥r. Sherman, have you had any occa-
sion to make a personal chack into the situation as it affects
the survey of lownship 10 South, Range 32 East, New Mexico
Princibal Meridian in Lea County, New Mexico?

A Yes. I ran some surveys in October and November in

L

ot
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that township.

Q Would you describe what occurred in connection w
YOUTr surveys in October and November?

A Well, at the time I was staking some wel) locati
Wilmac O0i] Company, and in the process of setting their lo
and prior to that, I had worked north of +ha tewnship there
identified some existing corners., I found that my control,

Te-~established from existing Corners, differed somewhat from

ing locations and ‘apparent control of existing wells in the
Q What was your control in that survey?

A On that survey, my control was based on the stan

is a line between 2, 3, 10, 11, so on,

MR. NUTTER: That would he a six-mile lines

A Six-mile line, yes, sir, anproximately,

3

there was g3 variation from the appaient location of the oth

wells?
A I re-established 3 direct line between those, an
computed a reasonable location for an nil well, and consult

the Hobbs Office onf the 01} Conservation Commission. We ha

Iocation would pe compatible Gith either Survey within the

|
|

requirements,

e_ - e

ith

ons for
cations

and

as
exist=~

drea.

dard

Q (By Mr, Kellahin) What dig You do after you discovered!

er

ed with

d a

hearing there ang I staked these 0il wells in ; position that the

spacing

f
f
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Q Did you make any investigation into the official
governmental surveys in connection with this township?

A Yes, sir. I had a copy of the original surwey plat in
1882, a copy of their re-survey of the south line ¢f the township
in 1911, and a copy of the re~survey of the west and north lines
in 1939, and also a partial copy of the notes of the area that
was involved in the eurvey,

Q Did you, utilizing the notes, 2%ttcmpt (0o establish
any of the markers on the ground withir the interior boundaries
of the township?

A I spent considerable time trying to identify ccrncrs
tiat would correspond to the notes, and I found no evidence at
711 that was even close to corresponding wiih the notes, or any
evidence of the existence of corners set in the interior in the
particular area that I investigated there.

Q Now the re-surveys, as you referred to them, of 1911

bt
~3

and 1939, were they actuz c-s3uiveys or were they attempts to
locate on the ground the corners as established by the 1882 sur-
vey?

A The survey of '911, of course, was the south line of
the township in question., It was an attempt to re-establish the
line common to Townshin 10 South, 232, and 1! South, 32 East, and
wac done in the process of surveying the township south and it

el

was apparently an attempt to establish tihie south line of the town-

3 m

-~
i e
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The other surveys in 1939 were strictly for the west
line and north line of Township 10, 32, and indicated on the
notes and their plat, they did find two recognizable corners which
they based their survey on and were accepted by them as corners of
the township:

Q Then basically there is no chanae from the 1822 survey,
assuming it can be established on the ground, is that correct?

A Basically it's re«establishment of what the original
survey was, probably, on the ground.

Q Now, have you made a survey or a plat showing your
interpretation, based upon the corners as established by the
surveys of 1911 and 19397

A Yes, 1 have a plat prepared here, I believe you num=-
bered it Exhibit No. 1.

Q Yes. Will you refer to Exhibit No. 1 and discuss what
you have done in connection with that exhibit. and why vou tcok
that approach.

A This plat shows a location of the section lines, prin-
cipally the ones that are aifected by this one line between 2 and
3 and 34 and 35 we discussed a while ago, and it's based on a

practical solution of accepting a true north bearing for the line

and the distance of 80 chain, which is a standard mile, for the

north~south distance, and running that line approximately five

miles north. at which tima the 1in

P4 s

Y]

wiil of course vary and tie

into the established north section corners as set in 1939,
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Q You would start from a section corner at the south
boundary set in 19117?
A That 1s correct.
Q Is it your recommendation that a true north course be

utilized by the Commission in determining the well locations in

the area involved here?

A I would recommend this as the most practical solution
to it.
Q Would you recommend 2 uniform 80 chain distance for

each section until you geti to the north tier of sections?
A I believe this would be more satisfactory under the

r —
IS

any interior

(4]

condition that there is absolutely no evidzncs
corners; in my opinion, the fallow probably didn't even go out
there to make the survey,

Q Did you,utilizing his notes, attempt to locate ccrners
which he listed?

A I made several attempts to locate corners, roads,
bluffs, and the bluffs describad on the notes ~- the land is sort

of like this table.

Q Did you find any bluffs in the township?
A I found nothing that I would call a bluf{, no, sir.
G Assuming that the Commission approves your recommenda-

tion of using a true north course for the line dividing Sections
3, 10, 15, 22, and 27 and 34. from 2, 11l. 14. 23. 26 and 35. an

that assumption would there be some unorthodox well locationg

—e

T
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which have already been staked and drilled?
A There would be some in the area.
Q Would you list those and give the footage on the basis

of your interpretation of the survey?

The footage I will ylve nere is computed trom a variety

of three surveys. and there's a possibility that 5 exact check

at the time this line would be re-established would vary somewhat.

This wouldn't be an exact figure.

Q Would the variation be of any magnitude?

A It probably would be very small variation.

Q What do you mean, "small“?

A Ch, within -~ I'd say outside, it wouldn't vary over

15 to 20 feet.

Q Cn that basis, would you go ahead and give your inter=~

e

nratation of the well locations as they would appear under your
recommendation?

A There's Sunriy State "K" located in the Northeast of
the Southwest of Section 11. It would be in viclation. It would
fall 2195 from the south line and 1604 from the west line.cf the
section.

There would be a violation of Sunray State "K' Cabean,
T believe, in the Southwest of the Southeast of Section 11, It
would be 761 from the south line and 2957 from the west line.

All of these will be shown from the base line entirely.

There would be a violation of Cities Service Ztate "BLY

AN
TR
Sr it
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Lease Lane 1 in the Northeast of the Northwest of Section 14;
£51 from the north line, 1021 from the west line.

There would be another violation in the same lease,

Well No. 1 in the Southwest of the Northwest of Section 14;

There would be violations, Socony Mobile New Mexico
"BN"™ Well No. 2 in the Northezst of the Northwest of Section 27
would be 331 from the rorith line and 994 from the east line. The
same lease, Well No. 3 in the Northwest of the Northeast of Sectigd
27 would be 334 from the north line, 2327 from the east lirne.
Well No. 5 of the same lease, tne Southeast of the Northeast of
27, would be 1982 from the north line, 1,014 from the east line.

Ralph Lowe State 1-A in the Northeast of the Northwest
of 27 would be 1,002 feet from the north line, 3,006 feet from
the east line.

Humble State 1 in tho lorthwest of the Southeast of
27 would be 2336 from th2 south line and 1922 from the ecast line.
The same lease, VWell Mo, 2 in the Northeast of the Southeast of
27 would be 2335 from the south line, 1,005 from the east line.

The rest of the wells tn the area are within the
spacing requirements,

Q Would the recommendation you have made result in any

well being located on a guarter qguarter secction other than that
to which it is presently dedicated~

A No, it would be in the quarter quarter section it is

s

n
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dedicated, and the actual viclations are small,

Q It would just be a matter of 5 feow feet, relatively
speaking?

A A few feet, around 20 feet is the maximum violation.

Q Was Exhibit No. 1 prepared by you or under your super=-
vision?

A Yes.

MR. KELLAHIN: At this time we would like to offer in
evidence Exhibit No, 1.

MR NUTTER: Cities Service Exhibit No, 1 will be
admitted in evidence.

(Whereupon, Cities Service Exhibi
No. 1 admitted in evidence.)

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. PORTER:

Q Before we leave this axhihit = 4n slonife 5 yell numbed
hera, you read the Cities Service State B. L. Lane No. 1 in the

Mortheast of the MNorthwest.

A That should be the tMortheast, Lane "L" tMo. 1. That is
not State "BL", 7' surry.
MR. KELLAHTN: That'c a fre lease.
& (By Mr. Porter) Citiss Service Lane No. 17
A Mo, 1.
Q Yhai's Lne next nne?
A State "BL" No. 1,
U State "BL" Mo, |, %hat would be the situation in regard
e 7,

f&ot ./
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to Cities Service State "AD" No. 4 Well?

A State “AD" No. 4 would be 329 from the south line,
2313 from the east line of Section 22, That section is almost
three feet wide east and west, and if thgre's any violation there,
it probably would be within the casing,
Q You mean three feet wider than a normal section?
A Than a normal section, 2622.8, I believe, is the width,
MR. PORTER: That's all the questions T have of the
witness.
MR. NUITER: Any questions of Mr, Sherman?

BY MR. NUTTER:

Q As I understand it, there is an existent corner at the

southwest corner of Section 35, there's a monument there or a

markar?
A That is correct.
Q Is that monument or marker on the ariginal goverament

survey line?

A That has been on a re-survey line in 1911.
Q That marker was placed there on the survey of 19117
A 1911, which was re-surveyed for the purpose of survey-

ing the teownship to the south,
Q Now thevrs is 2 marker at the northwest corner of
Section 27

A Yag

.
~ Y -
» D )

Q And that marker was nlaced there in 1939 or 18827

B
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f A 1939, based on corners found from the 1882 survey,
according to their notes.
Q From the outside corners of the township?

A 1 believe the corners found were the northeast of

Section 1 and the southwest of Section 18, were the two corners

A Yes, there's three groups that have done surveys in
there, and there's a composite of different information from all
three of them,

Q Were all three of these groups starting at the south-

west corner of Section 3% and driving a line straight north?

ance as to the line north from there.

[

of 35. We were all in var
G Well, was the line being drawn towards the North Pole

by all of the pnarties?

thst were found to base tnal 15395 survey on,

Q The northeaet of Section 1 of this township, and the
southwest of Section 18 of this township =--

A | That is correct.

Q -~ were found in 19397

A According to their notes.

Q So they re-established the west line of this township
and the north line, -~

A On the basis of those two corners.

Q -~ based on those two corners. In preparing this plat|

A They were all starting from the corner at the southwest

- '4."— ‘]
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A 1 believe it would be better if I explained how I did
mine.

Q I would like how you did yours.

A My survey was based on a line projected from the south-

west of 35 to the corner at the northwest of 2. Then I computed
snd prorated ihe distance, and the line didn't end up, my iine
didn't end up a straight line; it ended up a variable line,
according to the adjustment of the distance shown to the original
survey.,

Q So you weren't attempting to go siraight north on
yours; you were going from the southwest of 35 to the northwest
of 27

A That's correct. That would be a method used on the
basis that the interior of this, one of the methods that could
be used, the basis that the interior of this had been surveyed:
and there was some evidence that there hsd bzan survey in there,
Lul there's several other ways.

Q You say that this composite here indicates a line
going from -- just for simplicity's sake, Mz, Sherman, if on your
exhibit there, if you would mark the southwest cornor of Section

3% as Point "A",

A (#Witness complies.)
Q 4rd the northwest corner of Section 11 as Foint "BY,
A {Witihess compiies, )
G And the northwest corner of Section 2 as Point "C",
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A Yés. sir.

Q You say that this composite represents a true north
line from "A" to "“B"“?

A From "A" to "B".

Q And then with a correction from "B" up to "C" to tie

A To tie into the 1939 corners.
Q What would be the bearing of "B"-"C" then?
A It would be, it would vary from east to west. The

east side would be north two degrees and approximately two minuted
east. On the line between Szctions 5 and 6, it would get down
slightly below two degrees and one minute north,
Q Between 5 and 67
A Yes. It would become less the farther west you go,
the angle would be less.
Q "BY to "C" is twa dogrecs 3od bwo wlinutes easts
A Roughly two degrees and two minutes east,
M. NMUTTER: Are there any other guestions of kir.
Sherman?
MR, KELLAHIM: I would like tn clarify that one pnint,

DEDIRECT EXAVINATION

i
{

) Ugihans ¢omisunderstoond you, Sr. Shorman, but in referd
Ting to ine direct norith linz2 from "A"™ to "B" which you hava just

been discussing, that line is not based on any composite of any




{ surveys, is it?
A No. This line has actually not been staked on the
ground at the present time.
. Q That's a calculated line?
<
Z -
Za A It's a calculated line as. a practical seolution to +ha
¢ 18 | establishment of that section line.
S U
MR. NULIER: But it is calculated from a composite of
: surveys?
:S: Y
& MR. KELLAHIN: Let me finish.
L ;
“ Q (By Mr. Kellanin) Now when vou referred to a comnog—
- 1te survey, was that utilized in locating the wells in relation
oy
g; 5 to the line that you have thus established?
. [
Ze
u . . < r
EE o A That is correct. It was a composite of two different
ki :3
R "a surveys, or three, that we spoited the wells in relation to this
EE computed line,
Lw- ) . . . .
-— Q In computing the line, vou tnok a direct wrth course
_—
P~ from the monument located a+ point marked "AW7
= .
— Yes.,
= s
S. MRONUTTER:  To Point "Rh,
- M. KELLAHIN: Yas,
2y M, NUTTES: A comrtited north linevy
) MR, KELLAML: Yos,
mie FORTER: Ny, Sherman, you say this whole arna ia |
tevel? |
1 A [t is level vn to a nnint there, |
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MR. PORTER:

survey there?

A There is a draw shown with the direction of drainage
to the southwest.
MR. PORTER:

Is that the way it actually is?

A No. the drainage in the area ig primarily to the southl
east, and the draw fits real well, if you hold the original plat

up and look at it from the back like a mirror; if you hold it in
front as a mirror.
MR. PCRTER: 1In other words, the draw exists in exactlJ

the opposite directior than what it's shown to the original sur-

vey?
A Almost opposite, and it's not on the notes as indicated
at all,
MR. PORTER: Tt's very shallow?
A Tt's very challow and 2 break-ctf from ecandy lzand, and
a drainage more than a draw.
MR, NUTTER: Any other questions of lr. Sherman® He
may pe excused,
(Witness excused. )
MR, KuLLAHTN: That's all we have.
MR. AKIMN: In view of the testimony offered by Mr.
Sherman, 7 believe we'll not ociter any evidence; but i would 1like
to Introduce a staiement that we concur with Cities Service as
to their recommendations, and we adopt their method and manner J
_gfﬁ
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plat introduced in | [ .

of construction as shown and reflected on the
evidence,

MR. NUTTER:

Mr. Akin, Mr. Sherman stated that his =--

he explained how he arrived at his line. Has your company drawn

3 line which entered into the composite that was entered into by

Mr.

Sherman?

MR. AKIN: We have done some surveying out there, and

if you like, I could qualify our surveyor.

MR. NUITER: I would like to hear from him, please.

MR. AKIN: I ask that Mr, Godfrey be sworn in,
(Witness sworn.)

J. F. GODFREY

called as a witness, having been first duly sworn on oath, testi=-
fied as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINAT ION

BY MR. AKIN:

Q ¥r, Goalvey, have you ever testified before this
Commission before as to your qualifications?

A No, I have not.

Q Would you give us a brief resume of your background;

for instance, what school did you attend and what year?

A Texas A & U, graduated in 1947, B.S. in Civil Engineer

ing.
Q of

How many vyests esperience have you had as a profes-

sional engineer and surveyor?
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A Fifteen,

Q Are you a registered Surveyor and have done Surveying
work in the State of New Mexjco?

A Yes,

Q Are you familiar with this area in Questicn, being

this Township 10?

A I am.

Q Hzve you done S0me surveying out on the ground with

respect to establishing wel] locations for Mobile 0i1 Company?

A Yes, in 19592,

MR. AKIN: 1Ig the witness qualified, Mr. Examiner?

MR. NUTTER: Yes, sir.
Q (By Mr. Akin} Would You briefly explain to the CommisH
sion what work You have done oyt in this area, what 1t consisted
of, and what well locations YOou were attempting +o ostablish?

A In staking the Ny, 3 New Mexico "pn Mobile Nell, the

lease lines were established on the intention of being on 2
meridian that is due north from the south boundary of the town-
ship. The meridian jg slightly in BITOT, due to the fact they
didn't stay out after dark and shoot flares. Wa turned an angle
off the correction line., 1tr1- Perpendicular to the south boundar%

of the township, which is five or six minutes jn error in bearing,

1

That would throw our wel] IPPTOXimataly fFisr . . feet west ip ]

relation to the boundary as gat up by Cities Service,

Q #3s the method of SUrveying that youy dgig out there,
e e
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and the construction that

g

and other work that you did out there, substantially in accord
with that presented by Cities Service, insofar as it's reflected
on this plat introduced in evidence?

A Yes.

MR. AKIN: No more questions,

A I would like to enter one thing., I believe in mentiond4
ing the east-west excess that Mr. Sherman gave that fiqure as
three feet, I believe that on his plat it's a little more than
that, possibly twelve or thirteen feet.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NUTTER:

Q That's within the width of the section?

AppicoAimaiely iwenty-itive teet within the section,
twelve or thirteen in a half mile.

Q As I understand it, you drew a perpéndicular line to

y
4

the south boundary cf the township

A Yes, sir,

Q The south boundary is six minutes off?

A Yes, east-west.

Q So if you draw a perpendicular . you would be six minuted

off on your south line?

A Yoea.
Q Which was the first well vou staked?
A No. 1 Mow iexico YB",
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7 Q  That would be in the Northwest Northeast of 27?
Q So you came up this section line and then turned a
lateral directly west?
A Well, actually parallel to the south boundary of the

township, which is approximately six minutes off east-west.

Q Yas ycur survey uced in drawing thils composite nortin-

south line from "A" to "B"?
A No, sir.

MR. NUTTER: Are there any other questions of this
witness? He may be excused.

(Witness excused)

MR. KELLAHIN: We do have present another surveyor who
has done a considerable amount of work in connection with this,
if you would like toc hear him.

MR. NUTTER: Since this line has not actually been
n na T would 1ike tn astablish
farther the method of drawing this line on paper.

Mk, KELLAHIN: I would like to call Mr., VWest, please.

(Witness sworn,)
JCOHN V. WIEST
called as a witness, having been first duly sworn on cath, testi-
fied as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. KELLAHIN:

tt—t- scm!
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Q State your name, please.

A John W, West.

Q By whom are you employed and in what position?

A I'm a consulting engineer and surveyor in Hobbs, New
Mexico.

Q How long have ycu been engaged in the businece of ccn=

suliing engineer and surveyor in Hobbs?

2 S

.

Pt

nce 1546. 1 have appeared before this Commission.
MR. KELLAHIN: Are the witness' qualifications accept-
able?
MR. NUITER: Yes, they are.

Q (By Mr. Kellahin) Have you made any surveys in connecH
tion with the location of wells for Cities Service in the area
that is the subject of this hearing?

A Yes, sir, I have.

Q Would vyou describe to the Commission what was done in
connection with theose wells?

A The surveying in that area has been very dif{ficult
ever since we first started up there. Thore ace no corners
within the interior of the township; and unfortunately my book
that I used, the field book that I used to survey originally in
1952 or '3, I don't have, and don't have those exact notes; and
I'm quoting from memory on that but I am of the opinion [roum what
recent surveys have shown that I did very similar to what the

surveyor with Mobile said, that T turned 90 degrees off of the

P
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south line and worked north and staked them. Now at later days,
we made a little bit farther search in the area and we run onto
some people that had been in the area for years and years and
years; and they told me, they sald, "Now my father was Mr,
Hedgcoxe, that the fence up that line or that approaches that ling

PN vedbA

A smdawda - — - -~ -~
L ILva .o + Vi LT v dLncas

th

of 35" -- which you a while ago referred to as Point "A". It
starts from that point and it goes in a northerly direction, and
that fence was rebuilt by Mr, Lane and Mr. Hedgcoxe as a common
boundary between their ranches to separate the sections. The
State land on the west belonged to Mr. Hedgcoxe and the State
land on the east, that is, the lease of such belonged to Mr, Lane
so they had a surveyor come out and establish this line for them
and they built that fence and it has bean used as a fence, as a
section line under the theory that it is a section line and the
fence coincided, from 1931,

In 1939, the survey by the Government was put along
the top line, which the surveyor in 1931 didn't have to go to
like Mr. Sherman said that he did when he first started out here.
As a result, the surveyor in 193}, working for the two ranchers,
got this fence considerably to the west as he went north, but
usad the theory that tnat f2nce was on a common boundary between
the two ranches and could be used; and in later days, 1 staked
the wells for Sunray in Section 11 and the wells to the north

there, I belileve, in Secticn 14, for Citles Service, using tnis

map. Then at the time that Mr. Sherman got out and worked

@_“- . ;q‘i;;'.\.!
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his line between the two corners which you called "A" and "C% a

while ago, and found out there was a difference, we all got
together and presented our information to Mr. Ramey,and Mr.
Porter was down there at the time, so we had an informal meeting
and agreed, to keep anybody from getting into serious trouble,
that for the time being they would let Mr. Sherman stake a loca-
tion 1n Section 15, which we haven't even shown on here because
it was a dry hole, using the fence method and making a 320 loca~
tion; and then if he'd used the method that he started from, it
would be very close to 660 location and we would be legal in eithéd
event;and at the time we proposed to have this hearing and see if
we couldn't get some sort, something worked out that everybody
would use so that there wouldn't be a half dozen different theorig
about the way the darn thing should be worked up there.

Sc we tied in all the locations that we had -- I mean
the wells that were drilled,to our survey, which was the fence
iine. We tied them in. Then after consulting and quite z bhit of
conversation about the thing, we finaliy sgreed that if we would
use this system of a true north line it would get away from our
fence a little bit., It would not exactly folleow the line that
tr. Sherman had originally worked, but it would let everybody's
wells be within a maximum of 30 feet., I believe the Stats "BL"

~

of Citios Servics, wnicn 1s 330 feet from a line which in

T

S

all due faith was staked in good faith to be the proper distance.

We thought that maybe wo could got ail of thesz wells chown tn
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you folks, that they were done in good faith; but if we accept
this policy they will be slight encroachments, but since they werd
done in good faith, that we wouldn't have to be penalized for
their being slight;y ocout of this system; and then in our hopes
that you would put out some sort of an order that all future
locations in that area be staked on this mecthod and we would ail
be uging the same exact method and there will not be any argument
as to, "Well, you are too close," or "I'm too close." If you
use this system I'm not, but if you use this system, you are.
We would have something very definite to go on and we

would all use it by virtue of the fact that when ~- well, most
of the people that are in the area will know about this, and Mr.
Sherman and I did most of the work except possibly lNobile and
Humble which have the': own engineers and surveyors, and when an
application is brought in to the Hobbs District Office to drill,
Mr. Ramey can ask them/What system did you use,"and if thev used
this thern we zre all on the same footing and you and all of the
pparatovs know exactly where we're goling, and we'll keep from
having any irreqular iacatinns, That 1s the history, as 1 see 1it,
of this entire thing.

o Yiell, now, Mr, West, 1f yvou ao [vom Point “"AY to U'nint
"CY oand stake a well like down in Cection 1H, if vou go by the

tence you'll be 230 foetr

A No, sir, you wiil he ARD font,
O 660 faet?

-4 AN
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A Yes, right in there.
Q If you go from the fence, you'll be 6607
A Tes.
Q If you go from the projected line from “A" to ‘C',

you will be 3307

A No, sir. I don't know exactly what you would be. It
would be possibly 318 or comething like that. The exact relationd

ship between those lines I can't tell you, but the straight line
from "A" to "C" will be slightly west of the true north line.

Q If you went from"A" to "C" you would be approximately
300 feet. If you projected a well 660 fzet --
A No, we

would npnssibly be a little less than 300, very

slightly, but a little bit.

Q Well, I'11 give or take 15 or 20 feet.

A Yes, sir. But we are not talking about any more than
that.

Q 1f you go off the fence line, you would be approximated

ly 600 feet off7

A Yes.
2 If you went from the line "A" teo "C", you would be

approximately 390 feet off7?

A That is conrrect.

= If you go ahead and draw a straiqght line from "A" 1o
"B", being a true no-rihy ting --

A Yoo,
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. P Q -~ and then make the correction from "B* to "C", then
,‘; you'd be just a matter of a few feet off that line?
- A That's correct.
. i Q In staking a well, if you wanted a 660-foot location,
E ;é you might come up with close to 660 then if you were going from
% ; o é% that line?
»§ -~ = N I A Thai’s correct. Our reason for stating that we would
AT
% - %5 take the north line up five miles and then tie back into their
§ h ;E corner, this is the method that the United States General Land
{: LC;Z Office would do if they were staking this out the original time.
¢
; r %2 In other words, the General Land Office, the general procedure
?’ E; zé on new land is to survey the outside boundaries and then start
e z .
té; Ei §§ at the bottom sections and go north on a bearing five miles,
. > Z
' ke E; 22 and then correct in to the north line and that is what we are
U
i - gf doing here.
: Paen
- o ES Q That's what T wanted o establish,
: . -
a ; ié A Bul there’s nothing inside there; in other words, if
ES we could find some good corners inside there, even though just
* ES . two of them, we would have to go to them and accept them and
e prorate out any error that we find on the ground between the
5 <
g% 1882 and our survey. That would bte prorated nut  hut cince wo
< find nothing inside this interio: thail we think our expression
* is, we think the surveyor in 1882 went around thes outside possibly
or did a little bit of work, and then went to the Green |
Lantern in Roswell and wrote up his notos, That's about what

o,

¢
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happened on the inside, that's our opinion; but the General Land
Office accepted it and it is official notes so far as the

Government's concerned. But if it were a new survey, they would

'do the method that we have outlined for you here.

Q Was the Green Lantern in existence in 18827
A That's what I've been told. 1 wasn't there.
Q In oiher words, you are attempting here on paper *o

draw a true north-south line for five miles and reserve all the
correction for the sixth mile?

A Yes, sir.

Q Is there any plan to set any kind of markers on the
ground for this line "A%-"B"?

A Our plan is this: The surveyors that are involved
here, that any of us have any work to be done out there, we will
set these corners as we need them. Ng company ihait I know of is
planning on having us go 2nd re-survey the whole area. But if
a plan ic derived {ur any location that T'm asked -- in  other
words, if we adop*t this vlan, you follows adopt this plan and put
it out in the order so that Mr., Kamey can say, "Did vyou follow
this plan?", whether it's I, Mobhile, Humble, or NMr, Sherman with
sone of the differznt companies that he represents, we all
would follow this plan and would come out the <ame way, give or
take two ur tnree teef, which is the human error »f surveying a
mile, and two or three feet in bearing, which is the difference,

we might take the Polaris at the particular time of day and correg

t
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f»for it.
G But Point *B¥, which is ene of the points you depend
on for staking a new location, does not exist anywhere except on
this plat?
A That's absolutely correct. And these well locations

that we have shown on here were tied to a different line and

poe

computed to fit this, so you would see how if thie rplan ic
adopted, how the wells c¢n the ground would be, how no one would
be in too bad a shape.

MR. NUTTER: Any further questions of Mr, West?

MR. UIZ: Yes, I would like to clarify one point,
BY MR. UIZ:

Q I believe you stated that if the G.L.C. wera to run
this survey, they would run *this line from "A"™ to "B" directly
north, as you have?

A Yes, sir,

Q And they would ighore the bearings of the west side of
the section and the east side of the section?

MR. NUTTER: Township, you mean.
G (By Mr. Utz) Or township?
A Yes, sir,
MR, UTZ: That's all I have.
MR, WUTTER:  If no further questions of Mr. West, he
may be excused,

(Witness excused.)

Voo 2
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28 mosapn om

iR. NUTTER: Does that conclude your part of the case,
Mr. Kellahin?

MR. KELLAHIN: It dces.

MR. NUTTER: Does anyone have anything to offer ir
this‘case?

MR. BRATTON: 1If the Commission please, we hawe Mr,
Westfield, a surveyor for Humble, present here. I don't believe
we propose to offer anything additional. We would concur in
the proposed solution to the problem as suggested by Mr. Sherman.
I believe in surveying our locations we used the same method
described by Mobile. We don't necessarily concur with the exact
ootages as shown on Mr. Sherman's map here, but we would concur
this is a reasonable solution to the problem and we have no objec
tion to it.

M. NUTiER: Thank you. DLUoes anvone have anything
further they wish to offer in Case 27527 If nothing further, we
will take the case under advisement.

* X ¥ ¥
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