
STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING 
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION 
DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
CONSIDERING: 

Case No>; 10,216 

RECEIVED 
APPLICATION OF CROSS TIMBERS 
OIL COMPANY TO AMEND ORDER NO. 
R-6849 TO INCREASE THE GAS:OIL 
RATIO FOR THE WEST NADINE-BLINEBRY 
POOL, AND TO CANCEL OVERPRODUCTION, 
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 

OIL CONSERVATION DWISlQflt 
PRE-HEARING STATEMENT ; > 

This pre-hearing statement i s submitted by A p p l i c a n t as 
r e q u i r e d by the O i l Conservation D i v i s i o n . 

APPEARANCES OF PARTIES 

APPLICANT ATTORNEY 

Cross Timbers O i l Company James Bruce 
810 Houston S t r e e t , Suite 200 Hi n k l e , Cox, Eaton, 
F o r t Worth, Texas 76102 C o f f i e l d & Hensley 
(817) 877-2336 500 Marquette, N.W. 
A t t e n t i o n : Edwin S. Ryan Suite 800 

Albuquerque, N.M. 87102 
(505) 768-1500 

OPPOSITION OR OTHER PARTY ATTORNEY 

STATEMENT OF CASE 

APPLICANT 

Ap p l i c a n t seeks an order i n c r e a s i n g the gas r o i l r a t i o i n 
the West Nadine-Blinebry Pool t o 10,000:1 (from the c u r r e n t 
4000:1), and t o cancel overproduction i n one of A p p l i c a n t ' s 
w e l l s . As reasons t h e r e f o r , A p p l i c a n t s t a t e s t h a t t h e r e has 
been a general increase i n GOR i n the pool over t h e past 
decade. I n a d d i t i o n , A p p l i c a n t has recompleted a w e l l i n a 
separate B l i n e b r y zone, which has le d t o increased p r o d u c t i o n , 
but a l s o increased GOR. I n order t o produce th e w e l l s i n the 
pool a t a reasonable, economic r a t e , t he GOR should be 
increased. The recompleted w e l l i n a d v e r t e n t l y became 
overproduced due t o a s u b s t a n t i a l l y increased p r o d u c t i o n r a t e 
and the higher GOR of the w e l l . As a r e s u l t , 
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Ap p l i c a n t requests c a n c e l l a t i o n of overproduction by the 
M c A l l i s t e r Well No. 4. 

OPPOSITION OR OTHER PARTY 

PROPOSED EVIDENCE 

APPLICANT 

WITNESS 

1. Edwin S. Ryan 
(Landman) 

2 . Lee Petersen 

3. John O'Rear 
(Engineer) 

EST. TIME 

10 minutes 

15 minutes 

3 5 minutes 

EXHIBITS 

(a) Land P l a t . 
(b) Notice l e t t e r . 

(a) Two S t r u c t u r e 
Maps. 

(b) Porosity isopach. 
(c) Type l o g . 
(d) Two cross-

s e c t i o n s . 

(a) Production map. 
(b) Two w e l l 

completion 
diagrams. 

(c) O i l Production 
P l o t . 

(d) Gas Production 
P l o t . 

(e) GOR comparison 
sheet f o r wells 
i n p o o l . 

( f ) GOR comparison 
f o r B l i n e b r y 
pools i n New 
Mexico. 

(g) Cumulative Pro­
d u c t i o n p l o t . 

OPPOSITION 

WITNESS EST. TIME EXHIBITS 
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PROCEDURAL MATTERS 

-None.-

R e s p e c t f u l l y Submitted, 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 
HENSLEY 

James Bruce 
500/ Marquette, N.W. 
Suite 800 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
($05) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r A p p l i c a n t 

By 
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