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Case No. / / 



PETROLEUM AND ITS PRODUCTS 

GULF OIL CORPORATION 
GYPSY 

DIVISION 

T U L S A • O K L A H O M A 

July 2, 1941 
R U S S E L L G. L O W E 

A S S I S T A N T A T T O R N E Y 

Oil Conservation Commission, 
Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Case #14 - Hobbs Division Order #329 
Hobbs Proration Plan 
Petition for Rehearing 

This acknowledges receipt of yours of the 27th of June 
and the Gulf Oil Corporation has no objection to withdrawing its 
petition for rehearing providing it will not be prejudiced by so 
doing and will be permitted to file petition for rehearing after 
the present order has been rewritten and clarified, in event the 
revised order is unsatisfactory. 

Our production records show during the period the order 
has been in force, Gulf Oil Corporation has lost approximately 
24,881 barrels in production and the areas in which additional 
allowables were granted have benefited approximately 58,233 barrels. 

It is evident from the figures above, the order as written 
is detrimental to the interests of the Gulf Oil Corporation and its 
lessors and results in drainage. 

Yours very truly, 

RGL.W. 



P. O. BOX 3128 

HOUSTON, T E X A S 

July 1, 19lH 

New Mexico Oil Conservation Commission 
Santa Pe, New Mexico 

Attn, of Mr, John M. Kel ly , Secretary 

Re: Case #lij. - Hobbs Division Order #329 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for 
Re-hearing 

Gentlemens 

We acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your l e t t e r 

dated June 27, 19^ > outlining the decision of the Commission 

on June 25th.. i n the above captioned case which is pending u n t i l 

issuance of a cla r i f y i n g order. 

Yours very t r u l y , 

THE OHIO OIL COMPANY 

General Superintendent 



N E W M E X I C O O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

H O B B S , N E W M E X I C O 

13 Cl 4 194! 

lb 
isfiell G. Lowe, Esq,, 
ulf Oil Corporation 

Tulsa, Oklahoma 
U 

Re: Case #14 - Hobbs Division Order #329 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for lie-
hearing . 

Dear Mr. Lowe: 

At its Executive session June 25th, in connection 
with the netition for re-hearing in the above captioned 
matter, tne Commission decided that In view of the fact 
that in tha promulgation of Order #329 the Coao&saion 
had made reservation of jurisdiction for further 
deteriiinatlon, I t 
jurisdiction by the 

would be advisable to exercise that 
issuance of a clarifying order. 

The Coramission further reached the conclusion 
in its Executive meeting to request the petitioner and 
a l l those joining in such petition to withdraw the 
petition until the final order and clarification Is 
promulgated. 

t'ery truly yours, 

Gil Conservation Comission 

rv 

Johzi G. Kelly 
Secretary. 



N E W M E X I C O O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

H O B B S , N E W M E X I C O 

June 27, 1941 

lb 
r. iu K. Foster 
Executive Vice President 
Landreth Production Corporation 
Fort tforth, Terns 

Re: Case #14 - Kobbs Division Order if 329 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for Re­
hearing. 

Dear Mr. Foster: 

i t i t s Executive session June 25th, in connection 
\ with the petition for re-hearing in the above captioned 

D ) matter, tne Commission decided that in view of the fact 
J that in the promulgation of Order #^9 the Coimaission 

had made reservation of jurisdiction for further 
u determination, i t would be advisable to exercise that 

jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifying order. 

The Commission further reached the conclusion 
in its Executive meeting to request the petitioner and 
a l l those joining in such petition to withdraw the 
petition until the final order and clarification is 
promulgated. 

Very truly yours, 

Oil Conservation Com!ss ion 

John G. Kelly 
Secretary. 

,'--•-7 



N E W M E X I C O O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

H O B B S , N E W M E X I C O 

June 2?, 1941 

Mr. I!. B. Hurley 
istant General Superintendent 

Texas-Hew Mexieo Division 
Continental Oil Company 
Fort Worth, Texas 

Re: Case #14 - Iiobbs Division Order #329 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for Re­
hearing. 

Dear Kr. Hurley: 

At its Executive session June 25th, in connection 
with the petition for re-hearing in the above captioned 
matter, the Corraission decided that in view of the fact 
that in the promulgation of Order #329 the Commission 
had made reservation of jurisdiction for further 
determination, i t would be advisable to exercise that 
jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifying order. 

The Commission further reached the conclusion 
in its Executive meetinr to request the petitioner and 
a l l those joining in such petition to withdraw the 
petition until the final order and clarification Is 
promulgated. 

Very truly yours, 

Oil Conservation Corrrlssion 

John 'I. Kelly 
Secretary. 

-j i.. . .- A) 



N E W M E X I C O O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

H O B B S i NEW MEXICO 

June 27 j 1941 

lb 
Ur. Glean Msh 
General Superintendent 
Ohio Oil Company 
P. 0. Box 3013 
Houston, Texas 

Re: Case £14 - Iiobbs Division Order #329 -
Iiobbs Proration Plan - Petition for He* 
hearing. 

Dear Mr. 3ish: 

i t i t s Executive session June 25th, in connection 
with the petition for re-he&rlng in tbe above captioned 
matter, the Goamissioii decided that In view of the fact 
that in the promulgation of Order #329 the ConEsission 
had Dade reservation of jurisdiction for farther 
determination, i t would be advisable to exercise that 
jurisdiction by tbe issuance of a clarifying order. 

The Commission further reached the conclusion 
in i t s Executive steeling to request the petitioner and 
a l l those joining in such petition to withdraw the 
petition u n t i l the f i n a l order and clarification is 
promulgated. 

/ery truly yours, 

Oil Conservation Commission 

John Kelly 
Secretary 



N E W M E X I C O L i ^ S c C O M M I S S I O N 

H O f r = i J - S S 3 MEXICO 

lb 
Hŝ/**« I^Coy, Ssc. 
Cities f»«rvlc« o i l Company 
Bartlesv.tlle, (Oklahoma 

Rs: Case #14 - Hobbs Division Order #329 -
Iiobbs Proration Plan - Petition for Re-

Dear Mr. McCoy: 

At its Sxecutiva session Juno 25th, in connect ion 
. with the petition for re^haarin^ in tho above captioned 

Q ) mutter, tiia CanaJUaian deoidod that In view of the fact 
that in tho promulgation of Order #320 tha Casalssion 
had made rasarvatlon of jurisdiction for further 
determination, I t would ho advisable to oxercIoo that 
jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifying order. 

The C amission further reached the conclusion 
in i t s Executive meeting to request tha petitioner and 
a l l those joining in such petition to withdraw the 
petition until the final ordar and clarification Is 
proisulgfcted. 

Very truly yours, 

Oil Conservation Consuls si on 

TV* 

John ~. Kelly 
Secretary 
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SETH AND MONTGOMERY 

J . O. S E T H 

A . K . M O N T G O M E R Y 

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 
HI S A N F R A N C I S C O ST. 

SANTA FE.NEW MEXICO 

June 1 9 , 1941 

Mr. John Kelly, Secretary 
O i l Conservation Commission 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear ^ r . K e l l y : 

Re: Case #14, Hobbs Division, 
Proration Matters 

Please re f e r to the O i l Conservation 
Commission's l e t t e r of February 4 i n the 
above designation, addressed to J^r. A. 
M. McCorkle. 

The Stanolind O i l and Gas Company 
believes that Order No. 329 i s , i n a l l 
respects, r i g h t and proper and believes that 
any p e t i t i o n Tor rehearing or reconsideration 
of said Order should be denied without 
f u r t h e r hearing. 

We did not answer your l e t t e r e a r l i e r 
because we were one of the interested 
parties i n t h i s matter and did not see 
how there could be any doubt as to 
our views on the record made up. 

Very t 

Attorney f o r Stanolind 
O i l and Gas Company 

JOS/bf 
cc/ Mr. A. M. McCorkle, Houston, Texas 


