STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE 0OIL CONSERVATION
COMMISSION FCR THE PURPOSE OF
CONSIDERING:

CASE NO. 6967
Order No. R-6446-B

APPLICATION OF AMQOCO PRODUCTION

COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF THE BRAVO

DOME CARBON DIOXIDE GAS UNIT AGREEMENT,
UNION, HARDING, AND QUAY COUNTIES,

NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for rehearing at 9 a.m. on October 9, 1980,
at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before the 0il Conservation Commission
of New Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the "Commission."

NOW, on this_ 23.4 day of January, 1981, the Commission,
a quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the
record, and the exhibits, and being fully advised in the premises,

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 with respect to prevention of waste and
protection of correlative rights.

(2) That the applicant, Amoco Production Company, seeks
approval of the Bravo Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit Agreement
(Unit) covering 1,174,225.43 acres, more or less, of State,
Federal and fee lands described in Exhibit A attached hereto
and incorporated herein by reference.

(3) That this matter originally came on for hearing before
the Commission on July 21, 1980.

(4) That on August 14, 1980, the Commission entered its
Order No. R-6446 approving said Bravo Dome Carbon Dioxide Unit
Agreement.
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(5) That the Commissiaon rteceived a timely application for
rehearing of Case No. 6967 from Abe Casados, =2t al {petitioners).

(6) That petitioners alleged, among other things, that the
application was premature, that the Commission's findings and
conclusions were based on insufficient evidence, and that addi-
tional findings concerning prevention of waste and protection of
correlative rights should be made by the Commission.

(7) That on October 9, 1980, a rehearing was held in Case
No. 6967 for the purpose of permitting all interested parties to
appear and present evidence relating to this metter, including
the following particulars:

(a) prevention of waste within the unit area,

(b) protection of correlative rights within the
unit area as afforded by the unit agreement,
its plan and participation formula, and

(c) whether the unit agreement and its plan
are premature.

(8) That the unitized operation and management of the pro-
posed unit has the following advantages over development of this
area on a lease by lease basis:

(a) more efficient, orderly and economic
exploration of the unit area; and

(b) more economical production, field
gathering, and treatment of carbon
dioxide gas within the unit area

(9) That said advantages will reduce average well costs
within the unit area, orovide for longer economic well life, re-
sult in the greater ultimate recovery of carbon dioxide gas
thereby preventing waste.

(130) That the unit area is a large area with carbon dioxide
gas potential.

(11) That at the time of the hearing and the rehearing some

areas within the unit boundary had experienced a long history of
production.
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(12) That at the time of the hearing and the rehearing a
number of exploratory wells had been completed in scattered
parts of the unit.

{(13) That the developed acreage within the proposed unit is
very small when compared to the total unit area and when viewed
as a whole, the unit must be considered to be an exploratory unit.

(14) That the evidence presented demonstrated that there
are two methods of participation which would protect the correla-
tive rights of the owners within exploratory units through the
distribution of production or proceeds therefrom from the unit;
these methods are as follows:

(a) a formula which provides that each
owner in the unit shall share in pro-
duction from any well(s) within the
unit in the same proportion as each
owner's acreage interest in the unit
bears to the total unit acreage, and

(b) a method which provides for the estab-
lishment of participating areas within
the unit based upon completion of com-
mercial wells and geologic and engineer-
ing interpretation of presumed productive
acreage with only those parties of
interest within designated participating
areas sharing in production. Such
participation would be based upon the
proportion of such owner's acreage
interest within the participating area
as compared to the total acreage within
the participating area.

(15) That each of the methods described in Finding No. (14)
above was demonstrated to have certain advantages and limitations.

(16) That there was no evidence upon which to base a finding
that either method was clearly superior upon 1ts own merits in
this case at this time.

(17) That the method of sharing the income from productiaon
from the unit as provided in the Unit Agreement is reasonable
and appropriate at this time.
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(18) That the evidence presented at the rehearing demonstratecu
a clear need for the carbon dioxide gas preoiected to be available
from the unit for purposes of injection for the enhanced recovery
of crude oil from depleted reservoirs.

(19) That approval of the unit and development of the unit
area at this time will not result in the premature availability
or excess capaclity of carbon dioxide gas for injecticn for
enhanced recovery purposes.

(20) That the Commissioner of Public Lands and the United
States Geological Survey have approved the procosed unit with
respect to state and federal lands committed to thz unit.

(21) That the application is not premature.

(22) That this is the largest unit ever proposed in the
State of New Mexico, and perhaps the United States.

(23) That there is no other carbon dioxide gas unit in the
State.

(24) That the Commission has no experience with the long
term operation of either a unit of this size or of a unit for the
development and production of carbon dioxide gas.

(25) That the evidence presented in this case establishes
that the unit agreement at least initially preovides far develcp-
ment of the unit area in a method that will serve to prevent waste
and which is fair to the owners of interests therein.

(26) That the current availability of reservoir cdata in this
large exploratory unit does not now permit the presentation of
evidence or the finding that the unit agreement provides for the
lung term development of the unit area in a method which will
prevent waste and which is fair to the owners of interests
therein.

(27) That further development within the unit area should

provide the data upon which such determinations could, from time
to time, be made.

(28) That the Commission is empowered and has the duty with
respect to unit agreements to do whatever may be reasaonably neces-
sary to prevent waste and protect correlative rignts.
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(29) That the Commission may and should exercise continuing
jurisdiction oaver the unit relative to all matters given it by
law and take such actions as may, in the future, be required to
prevent waste and protect correlative rights therein.

(30) That those matters or actions contemplated by Finding
No. (29) above may include but are not limited to: well spacing,
requiring wells to be drilled, requiring elimination of undevelaoped
or dry acreage from the unit area, and modification of the unit
agreement.

(31) That the unit operator should be required to periodically
demonstrate to the Commission that its operations within the unit
are resulting in prevention of waste and protection of correlative
rights on a continuing basis.

(32) That such a demonstration should take place at a public
hearing at least every four years following the effective date of
the unit or at such lesser intervals as may be required by the
Commission.

(33) That all plans of development and operation and all
expansions or contractions of the unit area should be submitted
to the Commission for approval.

(34)- That in addition to the submittal of plans of develop-
ment and operation called for under Finding No. (33) above, the
operator should file with the Commission tentative four-year plans
for unitized operations within the unit.

(35) That said four-year plan of operations should be for
informational purpecses only, but may be considered by the Commis-
sion during its quadrennial review of unit operations.

(36) That the initial four-year plan should be filed with
the Commission within 60 days following the entry of this order,
and that subsequent plans should be filed every four years within
60 davs before the anniversary date of the entry of this order.

(37) That approval of the proposed unit agreement with the
safeguards provided above should promote the prevention of waste
and the protection of correlative rights within the unit area.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That the Bravo Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit Agreement
is hereby approved.
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(2) That the plan contained in said unit agreement for the
development and operation of the unit area 1is herecby approved 1in
principle as a proper conservation measure; provided, however,
that notwithstanding any of the provisions contained in said
unit agreement, this approval shall not be considered as waiving
or relinquishing, in any manner, any right, duty, or obligation
which is now, or may hereafter be, vested in the Commissian to
supervise and control operations for the exploraticn and develop-
ment of any lands committed to the unit and production of carbon
dioxide gas therefram, including the prevention of waste, and the
protection of correlative rights.

(3) That the unit operator shall Tile with the Commissiaon
an executed original or executed counterpart of the unit agreement
within 30 days after the effective date thereof; that in the event
of subsequent joinder by any party or expansion or contraction of
the unit area, the unit operator shall file with the Commission
within 30 days thereafter counterparts of the unit agreement re-
flecting the subscription of those interests having joined or
ratified.

(4) That the operator of said unit shall be required to

pericdically demanstrate to the Commission that its operations
within the unit are resulting in the prevention of waste and
protection of correlative rights on a continuing basis.
(%) That such demonstration shall take place at a public
hearing held at least every four vears following the effective
date of the unit or at such lesser intervals as the Commission
may require.

(6) That all plans of development and operation and all
expansions or contractions of the unit area shall be submitted
to the Commission for approval.

(7) That in addition to the submittal of plans of develop-
ment and operation required under Order No. (4) above, the operator
shall file with the Commission tentative four-year plans for
unitized operations within the Bravo Dome Unit.

(8) That said four-year plan of operations shall be for
informational purposes only, but may be considered by the Commis-
sion during its quadrennial review of unit operations.

(9) That the initial four-year plan shall be filed with the
Commission within 60 days follaowing the entry of this order, and
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that subsequent such plans shall be filed every four years within
60 days before the anniversary date of the entry of this order.

(10) That this order shall become effective 60 days after
the approval of said unit agreement by the Commissioner of Public
Lands for the State of New Mexico and the Director of the United
States Geological Survey; that this order shall terminate ipso
facto upon the termination of said unit agreement; and that the
last unit operator shall notify the Commission immediately in
writing of such termination.

(11) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the
entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary.

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

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

ALEX J. ARMIJO, Member

ﬂ%//
ARNQL Wember
/./)

\

’ -4
Aty

~JOE D. RAMEY Member & Secretary
4

SEAL S

fd/



BDRAVU UUME LCAKBUN DIOXIDE GAS UNIT

UNION COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPH
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 35 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 36 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 37 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 19 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 19 NORTH, RANGE 35 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 19 NORTH, RANGE 36 EAST, NMPM
Section l6: All

Section 18: §/2

Sections 19 and 20: All

Section 21: W/2, W/2 NE/4 and SE/4 NE/4
Section 26: S/2 S/2

Section 28: W/2 and SW/4 SE/4
Sections 29 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All

TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 35 EAST, NMPM
Section 3: W/2

Sections 4 through 10: All

Section 11l: SW/4

Section 14: NW/4

Sections 15 through 22: All

Section 23: NW/4

Sections 27 through 34: All

TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM

Sections 1 through 36: All

Page 1 of 5
- Exhibit A
Order No. R-64446-B



TOWNSHIP

21 NORTH,

RANGE. 35.EAST, NMRM

Sections ! through 24 - Akl -—— 7T

Section 25:

N/2 and SW/4

Sectiaon. 26: All oL T
Section -27: NE/4 and N/2-NW/¢— 77757
Sections 28 through 33: All
TOWNSHIP. 22 NORTH, RANGE 30-EAST, NHPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 22 NORTH; -RANGE:31 EAST, NAPHM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 22 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 22 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 22 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All T
TOWNSHIP 22 NORTH, RANGE 35 EAST, NMPM
Section 5:. S/2 : ' oy
Sections 6 through 8¢ All .
Section 9: W/2 and SE/4
Section 10: S5/2.5/2
Sections--Lk5-thraugh-21: All -
Section 22: 'N/2
Section 27: SW/4 i,
Sections~28 through 33: "All N
Section 34: W/2
Section 36: All
TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH, RANGE 30 EAST, NMPM
Section 34: All :
TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH, RANGE 31 EAST, NMPML
Sections 1 through 36: All ‘
TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM
Sections. 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM
1 through 36: All '

Sections
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TOWNSHIP 23 NORTH,

RANGE 35

NMPM

Section 31:“All

TOWNSHIP

24 NORTH,

RANGE 31

EAST

NMPM

Sections

TOWNSHIP

"1 "through

24 NORTH,

36

RANGE K 32

ALL

EAST,

NMPM

Sectinons

TOWNSHIP

lLthrough

24 NORTH,

36: --AlL-

RANGE 33

EAST,

NMPM

Sections 1 through

TOWNSHIP

24 NORTH,

36

All

RANGE 34

EAST,

EAST,

NMPM

Sections.l. through

36

All-

HARDING COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

TOWNSHIP

RANGE 29

17 NORTH, EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 30 EAST, NMPH
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 31 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All =
TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM.
Sections 1 through 36: All o
TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 29 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 30 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All : S
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 31 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
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TOWNSHIP

'RANGE 29 EAST,

et
e

DAl

19 NORTH, NMP M
Sections 1 thrpugh 36 All A
TOWNSHIP 19 NORTH, RANGE }U'EESF”thPM
Sectlons 1 through“36~ ALl I
TDUNSHIP 19 NORTH RAVGE 31 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 th;ough‘ ,All W~W_,;5;
TOWNSHIP l9-NDPfH,'RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 ‘through 36: ‘All f’ff’ :
TOWNSHIP 19 NORTH,'RANGE 33 FAST, NMPM
Sections 1 throughw36 Allt T
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 29 EAST, NMPM
Sectiogns 1 through '36: All ] ;9AL;
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH,iPANGE 30 EAST,- NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All Lo
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 31 EAST,-NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST,  NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36° All
CTOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE" zé EASI NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 30 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 31 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 32 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 33 EAST, NMPM
Sections 1 through 36: All
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QUAY COUNTY NEW MEXICO

[, P
T30 0 ' p co 1 "!‘!

| 'Wn(

TOWNSHIP 16 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST NMPM
<+~ Secktiagn 3r Lots 3.-through 6141L wnd 12
TUoSéetion &: TLotsT 1, -2, 5 thraowgh 12,

N/2 SE/& and SW/4

'"TUWNSHI'P_“lS*NUIRTH——R'ﬁWGE 75 E?‘{STJ, NMPM
Sectlon 1: Lots 1 through 8, Nw/a SW/4

=~ v cmand SAZ SH/4 o =
"Secflon§—2 Ehrough” &+ T AIL .7,
Section 7: Lots I, 2, E/2 NW/4 and E/2

~+Sections 8 through&iO: All . '

TTTSection Il: TNW/Z4, N/2- SW7515584N/2 S/2
SW/4, and N/Z 5/2 5/2 SW/4

“"TUWNSHIP’I6'NORTH"“RKNGE 36 EAST~ NMPM
Section 5: Lots 4 and 5
Sectlon 6 Luts_L_Ehrpgghyﬁnahd 10
TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 34 EAST, NMPM
- = Sections 1 through }ér A{l =

TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 35 EAST, NMPM
aectlons l through 36:. All o

TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 36 EAST, NMPM
Ax'Sectlons l through 36: CAld <o T

TOWNSHIP 17 NORTH, RANGE 37 EAST, NMPM
: Sections 1 through 36: All :@ - = :
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
EMNERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
CIL CONSERVATION DIVISICHN

<% THE MATTER CF THE HEARING
SOLLIZ2 EV THE OIL CONSERVATICY
JLHIS3IUN FOR THE PURPOSE OF
{ LJIZERING:

82389
o. R-6416-C

o0
]

[ T
[oRn s}
20

Hy

T8 TETZ MATTER OF CASE 8289 BEING

BY THE OCIL CCNSERVATION
2320 ON ITS CWil MOTION PUR-
JJANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF DIVISICH
CTDER R-€446-B WHICH APPROVED THE
5xaW D DOIE CAREBGN DICKXIDE GAS UNIT

& ZZEMZINT, TC PLRMIT AMCOCCO PRODUCTICH
MZANY, THE OPERATCOR CF SAID UNIT,

0 REZVIEW OPERATICNS AND DEMONSTRATZ

Ty THE COMMISSICH THAT ITS OPERATIONS

w THIN THE UNIT ARE RESULTING IN THE

I ZVINTICON OF WASTE AND THE PROTECTICN
¢ CURRELATIVE RIGHTS ON A CONTINUING
E-5IS, HARDING, UNION AND (QUJAY COUNTIES,

sIs,
W MEIIICC.

CFDER OF THE COMMISSICN

T THE COMMISZION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on August 3,
1284, at Santa Fe, New Mexico, beiore the 0il Cons~ervation

Jommiesion oL New Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the
lommissicn.”

NOW, on this__ j34n day c¢f September, 1984, the Commis-
.n, a quorum being present, having considered the testimony,
record, and the exhibits, and being fully advised in the

o LiSeS ’

P

in ot

1

(i‘ ()

§o]

FINDS:

(1) That due public notice having been given as regquired
law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the
ect matter thereof.

(2) That on January 23, 1981, the Commission entered
Zrder No. R-6446-B which granted the application of Amoco
Production Cormpany, hereinafter referred to as "Amcco", for
~oproval of the Bravo Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit, herein-
zfter referrad to as "the unit", lccated in Union, Harding
and Quay Counties, New Mexico.
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(3) That Oxrder R-9446-B prcvided, am.ng other things:

(a) "That the cperatcr of said unit shall be
required to pericdically demcnstrate to
the Commissicrt that its operations within
the unit aras resulting in the prevention
of waste and the protection of correlative
rights on a cecntinuing basis.”

(b} "That such demonstration shall take place
at a public hearing held a- least every
four years following the effective date
of the unit or at such lessar intervals
as the Commissicn may reguire."

(4) That the unit became effz=ctive on November 1,
19890.

{5} That since the effective date of the unit, Amoco,
as unit operator, has:

(a) drilled 269 additicnal wells within the
unit arza;

{b} located the new wells which it has drilled
throughout tae unit area; and

(c) conducted adiitional flow tests to assist
in determining the optimum methods of
developing the unit;

(d) has constructad a dehydraticn and com-
pression faciiity:

(e} installed gathering lines; and

(f) drilled salt water disposal wells within
the unit area.

(6) The evidence shcowed that at the time of the
nearing, Amoco had:

(a) commenced the installation of additional
dehydration and compression facilities;

(b) commenced the installation of additional
gathering lines;
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(c) commencsd i-illicyg £ 32 atditionzl wells;
and
(d) a czoital cutlay ia the pro-act i1 2xcess
of $§150 millic . decllars.
(7) Thz*" the evidence showed prcductisn conmmenced from
the unit t -1e Rosebud Piveline on April 2, 1384 and that

Bravo Pipeline System, a common carrier lins, had commenced

constructing an additional pipeline to transrccrt additional

carbcn dioxid: to markets in the Permian Basin in Scutheast
2w lMexico and West Texas.

(8) -hat the evidence showed that unit croerations
have:
(a) reduced the number cf surfac= Fzcilities
required to procduce cazbon cicxide in the

un_Lt,

(b} resulted in efficient central facilities
design and gathering systzm location;

(c) recduced well cperating ccsts whic
r=2sult in a longer economic ‘:Ll life for
the wells in the unit therebv maximizing
recovery of carbon dioxide t:c; the unit area.

n should

(9) That unit operations have resultsd in efficient,
criesly and economical exploration of the unit area and eco-
romical production, field gathering and tr=satment of carbon
icxide within the unit thereby preventing surface and under-
ground waste of carbon dioxide.

(14 [N

(10) That Order No. R-6446-B found the methcd of sharing
the inccme from production from the unit to be reasonable and
azcropriate at that time and further found that approval of
the proposed unit should promote ths protection of correlative
righz-s v:thin the unit ' rea.

(11) ~hat for the interest owners in the unit area to
derive the benefits of unitization and for their correlative
ric s to be protected, Amoco, as unit operator, must
develop the carbon dicxide throughout the vnit area in a
rrudent and expeditious manner.

(12) That the evidence established that since unitiza-
tion became effective, numerous wells have been drilled
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a and that the present plans for
11liny cf additional wells.

=z

a )’, [oal NN
B PEBES

in additicn to the drilling done sinca

has m=rformed substantial amc.ints cf

at 500 miles of adiiticral seismic lines
ed within the unit area.

snizization, Em
selsmil work Aar.
have bz2en autho

oL O

{(14) That as the additional drilling, seismic work and
core analysis is performed by Amoco, the interpretation of
tnhe Tuks rese=rvoir in this area continues to change.

Amoco is carrying out its duties as unit
Bravo Dcme Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit in a
ed._tious manner and that its actions within

e resulting in the protection of the

ts 0oi interest owners within the unit on a

|«
H (D
{0
Sl
'_l
<
[

(1Y Tha* in acccrdance with crdering paragraphs (4)
n1 (5) 5f said Crder No. R-6446-B, this case should be
. .:renad for addit.onal testimony at a hearing during or
tefore Rugust, 1983.

$_1| (oD

IT IS TEEZFEFORE ORDERED:

(Z Tha% the operations of Amcco Production Company,
25 urit operatcr of the Bravo Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit
lczated in Harding, Union and Quay Counties, New Mexico,
arz2 reheoy fcind <o be resulting in the prevention of waste
57 carkbon dicxide gas and the protection of correlative
rignts < intz=rest owners within the unit on a continuing

)
n\

d
W

i -t 2 -

(2) That this case shall be reopened fcr additional
zestimony at a hearing during or before August, 1983.

(?‘ That jurisdiction of this case is retained for the

necessary.
DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year
nersinabove designated.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSICN

JIM BACA Member

f¥fman and Secretary




