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Docket No. 7084 

CASE 8055: (Continued and Readvertised) 

Application of Hanson Operation Corporation Inc. f o r downhole commingling. Lea County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks approval f o r the downhole commingling of Blinebry, 
Tubb, Drinkard and Granite Wash production i n the wellbore of i t s Gutman Well No. 7 located 810 
feet from the North l i n e and 880 feet from the West l i n e of Section 19, Township 22 South, Range 
38 East. 

CASE 8069: (This case w i l l be continued to the February 29, 1984, Examiner Hearing) 

Application of Anadarko Production Company f o r f i v e unorthodox w e l l locations, Eddy County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks approval of f i v e unorthodox w e l l locations i n i t s Burnham 
Unit i n the Square Lake Grayburg-San Andres Pool, a t the f o l l o w i n g locations a l l w i t h i n Section 2, 
Township 17 South, Range 30 East: 

WELL LOCATION 

#5-3 1310 FWL and 2630 FSL 
#2-4 2630 FEL and 2630 FSL 
#6-4 2630 FWL and 1310 FSL 
#2-5 2630 FSL and 1330 FEL 
#4-2 1310 FSL and 1310 FEL 

CASE 8070: Application of Robert M. Edsel Inc. f o r d i r e c t i o n a l d r i l l i n g , non-standard p r o r a t i o n u n i t , creation of 
a new o i l pool, and special pool r u l e s . Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, 
seeks approval of the d i r e c t i o n a l d r i l l i n g of i t s Scott Well No. 2 from a surface l o c a t i o n 2310 feet 
from the South l i n e and 1980 f e e t from the West l i n e of Section 1, Township 15 South, Range 36 East, 
to a bottomhole l o c a t i o n i n the Wolfcamp formation at an approximate v e r t i c a l depth of 10,800 feet w i t h i n 
a 100 foot radius of a po i n t 3370 fe e t from the South l i n e and 1670 f e e t from the West l i n e of said 
Section 1 and f o r approval of a non-standard 80-acre p r o r a t i o n and spacing u n i t consisting of the 
SE/4 NW/4 and the NE/4 SW/4 of said Section 1. Applicant f u r t h e r seeks the creation of a new Wolfcamp 
o i l pool w i t h special pool rules including a provision f o r 80-acre spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t s . 

CASE 8071: Application of Superior O i l Company f o r compulsory pooling. Lea County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling a l l mineral i n t e r e s t s i n the Bone Springs 
formation underlying the E/2 SE/4 and a l l mineral i n t e r e s t s i n a l l other formations from the surface 
through the Wolfcamp formation underlying the NE/4 SE/4 of Section 17, Township 19 South, Range 35 East, 
to be dedicated to a w e l l to be d r i l l e d a t a standard loc a t i o n thereon. Also to be considered w i l l be 
the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing said w e l l and the a l l o c a t i o n of the cost thereof as w e l l as actual 
operating costs and charges f o r supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the w e l l and a 
charge f o r r i s k involved i n d r i l l i n g said w e l l . 

CASE 8072: Application of Coastal O i l S Gas Corporation f o r an unorthodox o i l w e l l l o c a t i o n , Lea County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks approval of an unorthodox o i l well l o c a t i o n 990 feet from 
the North l i n e and 1300 f e e t from the East l i n e of Section 27, Township 14 South, Range 32 East, Tulk 
Pennsylvanian F i e l d , the NE/4 of said Section 27 to be dedicated to the w e l l . 

-CASE 8048: (Continued and Readvertised) 

Application of AMMEX Petroleum, Inc. f o r compulsory pooling, Eddy County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling a l l mineral i n t e r e s t s i n the Bone Spring 
formation, South Culebra B l u f f Bone Spring Pool, underlying the S/2 SE/4 of Section 28, Township 23 
South, Range 28 East and the pooling of a l l other formations from the surface to a depth of 8000 fe e t 
underlying the SE/4 SE/4 of Section 28, to be dedicated to a w e l l to be d r i l l e d at a standard l o c a t i o n 
thereon. Also to be considered w i l l be the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing said w e l l and the a l l o c a t i o n 
of the cost thereof as w e l l as actual operating costs and charges f o r supervision, designation of 
applicant as operator of the w e l l and a charge f o r r i s k involved i n d r i l l i n g said w e l l . 
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