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PETROLEUM AND ITS PRODUCTS

GULF OIL CORPORATION

TULSA: OKLAHOMA
GYPSY
DIVISION July 2, 1941

RUSSELL G. LOWE
ASSISTANY ATTORNEY

01l Conservation Commission,
Santa Fe, New Mexico.

Gentlemen:
Re: Case #li - Hobbs Division Order #329

Hobbs Proration Plan
Petition for Rehearing

This acknowledges receipt of yours of the 27th of June
and the Gulf 01l 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 0il 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 01l Corporation and its
lessors and results in drainage.

Yours very truly,

ez

RGL.W.
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V;VV‘P. 0. BOX 3128
HOUSTON, TEXAS

July 1, 19l

New Mexlico 011 Conservation Commission
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Attn. of Mr. John M. Kelly, Secretary
Re: Case #1l, - Hobbs Division Order #329 -

Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for
Re-hearing

Gentlemens
We acknowledge with thanks the recelpt of your letter
dated June 27, 1941, outlining the decision of the Commission
on June 25th. in the above captioned case which 1s pending until
issuance of a clarifying order.
Yours very truly,

THE OHIO OIL COMPANY

” éZZ&Wmé«% >

General Superintendent
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NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

HOBBS, NEW MEX!ICO

tussell G. Lowe, Esq.
fulf 0il Corporation
Tulsa, Dklahoma

Le: Case £14 - Hobbs Division Order #3290 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for fe-
hearing.
Dear Mr. Lowe:

At its BExaecutive se:sion June 25th, in connectlion
with the petitlon lor re-hearinaz in the above capticned
satter, the Commlssion decided that in view of the rfact
that in the promul;ation of Order {329 the Commission
had made reservation of juriadlction for further
deternination, it would be advisadble to axercise that
Jjurisdiection by the issuance of a clarifying order.

The Commission further reached the conclusion
in its Exeoutive meeting to request the petitioner and
all those joining in such petition to withdraw the
netition until the final order and clarification is
promulated.

very truly yours,

1Y Conservation Commission

Joh o, %\Gll}’
Lecretary.
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NEW MEXICO DIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

HOBBS, NEW MEXICO

June 27, 1941

".r. li. He Foster

oxecutive Viece President
Landreth Production Corporation
fort Vorth, Texas

Re: Case #14 ~ Hobbs Division Order 3528 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for le~
hearin;.

Dear i{r. Foster:

At its Executive session June 25th, in connection
with the petition for re-hearing in the above captioned
matter, the Commission decided ?hat in view of the fact
that in the promul;ation of Irder #329 the Coumission
Lad made reservation ol jurisdiction for further
determination, it would be advisable to exercise that
Jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifyin; order.

The Commission further reached the conclusion
in its Ixecutive meetinz to request the petitioner and
all those joining in such petition to withdraw the
petition until the final order and clarification is
promulated.

Very truly vours,

21l Conservation Cormalssion

L3

Jokn ‘I, Felly
Secretary.

]
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NEW MEXICO DIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

HDBEBS, NEW MEX!CO

June 27, 1941

Ur. Y. B. Hurley
sssistant General Superiatendent
Texas-ew Mexico Division
Continental 0il Company

Yort Worth, Texas

Re: Case #14 - 'lobbs Division Order #3297 -
Hobbs Proration Plan - Petition for Re-
hearing.

2,

Dear Yr. Hurley:

At its Ixeculive session June QSth, in connection
with the petition for re-haarxn in the above cantloned
matter, the Comlssion cecided thust in view of the fact
tiat in the promulzation of Order #3209 the Commission
had made reservation of jurisdiction for {urther
determination, it would be adviseble to exercise that
jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifying; order.

The Commission further reached the concluslion
in its Executive meetin; to request the petitioner and
all those joining in such petition to withdraw the
petition until the final order and clarification is
promul ated.

Very truly yours,

71l Conservation Comriission

John M. Kelly
acretary,

PR

(WIS F3-E0S



—= 9 (= @G>

NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

HOBBSG, NEW MEXICD

r_?.r—-i

June 27, 1944

tp. Glenn Bish
Ganeral Superintendent
Shio il Compeng

P, 7. Box 3013
"ouston, Texas

Kes Case (14 - Hobbs Division Order #3290 -
Tobbs Proration Plan - Petition lor Re-
hearing.

Dear Yr. Bish:

At its Zxecullve sussion June 23th, in connection
with the petition for re-hearing in the above ca?tionad
natter, the Comnission decided that in view of the fact
that in the promulgation of Order #3290 the Commlasion
had made reservation of jurisdiction for further
determination, it would be advisable tc exercise that
jurisdiction by the issuance of a clarifying order.

The Comnission [urtler reached the conclusion
in its Executive meetin; to request the petitiomer and
all those joininz in such petition to withdraw the
petition until the {inal order and clarification is
promul;ated.

Jery itruly yours,

711 Conservation Commission

low

John . Kelly
oecrelary

RN s
4 D -
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NEW MEXICO L8, C_».QEE/ATIDN COMMISSION

HOpS#RES MEXICD

Ciiles Service NI
Harilesville, 0k
Fe: Case £#14 - Ilobls Diviaion’arder #3295 -

Tobbs Proration Plan - Petition for Re=-

oy S ey s
SBRT LIl e

-, ’ :’.‘ Y d
Deéar Mr. :e%ﬁuﬁ;:

AL Lts Sxecutive sension Juna 25%h, In comnectlion
witi. the petition for re~lizaring In the adove captioned

Metter, the Camission decidad Ehat In view of the faot
that in the promulgation of drder #329 the Comission
had made rasarvation of jwrisdietlon for [urthaer
detarmination, 1t would be advisable *o oxercise that
Jwrisdiotlon by the issuance of a clarifying order.

The Commission further reached the conclusion
in its Executive meeting to raquest the petitioner and
ail those jeinigg in such petition to wi aw the
petition until the final ordar and slarification is

promlgated.

Very truly yours,

011 Conservation Commission
Ty

Secretary
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SETH AND MONTGOMERY
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW
11l SAN FRANCISCO ST.

J. 0. SETH
SANTA FE,NEW MEXiCO

A.K.MONTGOMERY

June 19, 1941

Hr, Jomn Kelly, Secretary
0il Conservation Commission
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Dear lir. Kelly:

Re: Case #14, Hobbs Division,
Proration Matters

Please refer to the 0il Conservation
Commission's letter of February 4 in the
above designation, addressed to iir. A.
l. McCorkle.

The Stanolind 0il and Gas Cornpany
believes that Order No. 329 is, in all
respects, right and proper and believes that
any petition for rehearing or reconsideration
of said Order should be denied without
further hearing.

Wle did not answer your letter earlier
because we were one of the interested
parties in this matter and did not see
how there could be any doubt as to
cur views on the record made up.

Very t Yy yours,

Attorney for Stanolind
0il and Gas Company

JOS/bf
ce/ Lr. A. Ii, IlcCorkle, Houston, Texas



