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BEFOIRE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISION

e ok A dral NI A TV N AR I LI A ¥y
THE STATE OF NEW MEXICC

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION .
COMMIS SION OF THE STATE OF

NEW MEXICO FOR THE PURFPOSE OF
CONSIDERING:

CASE NO, 1681
Order Ne, R=-966-D

APPLICATION OF THE IBEX COMPANY
FOR A CAPACITY ALLOWABLE FOR
ONE WELL IN THE PROJECT AREA OF
ITS ARTESIA WATER FLOOD FPROJEGCT
NO, 2, ARTESIA POOL, EDDY COUNTY,
NEW MEXICO

O O S 310

This cause came on for hearing at 9 o'clock a,m, on May 20, 1959. at
Santa Fe, New Mexico, before E, J, Fi scher, Examiner duly appointed by the

£ - fresrsy
Cil Conssrvatl on Commlssion of New Maxico, hersinafter referred & as the

"Commission," in accordance with Rule 1214 of the Commission Rules and
Regulations,

- NOW, on this ,Qzé day of May, 1959, the Commission, & quorum
being present, having considered the applicati on, the evidence adduced, and
the recommendaticns of the Examiner, E, J, Fischer, and being fully advised
in the premises,

FINDRS:
(1) That die public notice having been given as required by law, the
Commission has jurlediction of this cause and th ¢ subject matter thereof,

(2} That the Ibex Company was authorized by Order No, R-966, and
amendments thereto, to institute the Artesia Water Flood Project No, 2 in
the Arteslia Pool, Eddy County, New Mexico,

(3) That the Ibex Company is the owner of the Welch Duke State
Well No, 18, located 1,260 feet from the Norxth line and 1,380 fecet from the
West line of Section 28, Township 18 South, Range 28 Fast, NMPM, Eddy
County, New Mexico, which well i3 zituated in the project area of said
Artesia Water Flood Projsct Ne, 2, :

{(4) That the aforementioned Welch Duke State Well No, 18 has been
affected by the sald Artesia Water Flood Project No, 2 to the extent that it
is now capable of producing in excess of the top unit allowable for the Artesia
Pool, ‘
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Case No, 1681
Order No, R«966-D

{5) That there iz a reasonable probability that waste will occur if |
the producti on from the above-described well is curtailed,

That effective at 7100 o'clock a,m., Mountain Standard Time, May 20,
1959, the following-described well is assigned an allowable equal to its
capacity to produce:

Welch Duke State Well No, 18, located 1,260 feet from the
North line and 1,380 feet from the West line of Section 28,
Township 18 South, Range 28 East, Artesia FPool, Eddy
County, New Mexico, '

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and yeay hereinabove
designated, ,

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OlIL COMSERVATION COMMIS SION

//@LW

JOHN BURROGUGHS, Chairman

WA;V—

MURRAY E, MORGAN, Member

/ e / o ;’7

A, L. PORTER, Jr,, Member & becrctary
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OIL. CONSERVATION COMMISSION
P. O. BOX 871
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

May 32, 1959

Mr. Jack Camphell

P. O, Box 731 _

Boswell, Yew Mexico

Dear Mr. Campbell:

Oa behalf of ysur clisats, Graridge Corporation and
™he Idex Company, we enclose two copies of Oxrder No.

B-9073-% and twd cepies of Order R-988-D issued May
21, 1959, by the 011 Comservatioa Commission.

- Very truly yours,

A. L, PORTER, Jr.
' Secretary-Director

ix/

Eaclosures




OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION . S
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO : ‘
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Docket No. 20=59

",

CASE 16793

CASE 16803

R i U

\\CASE 1681:‘
”

1a/

Application of Western Oll Fields, Inc., for a non-standard gas proration
unit. Applicant, in the above-sgtyled cause, seeks the establishment of an
80-acre non-standard gas proration urit in the Blinebry Gas Pool consisting
of the M/4 SE/4 and the NE/4 SW/4 of Section 4, Township 21 South, Range

37 East, Lea County, New Mexico, said unit to be dedicated to the applicant's
Gulf Hill Well No. 1, located 1980 feet from the South and East lines of
said Section 4.

Application of Graridge Corporation for capacity allowables for eight wells

in a water flood project. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an
order authorizing capacity allowables for eight wells situated in the
project area of its water flood project in the Caprock-Queen Pool in Lea

and Chaves Counties, New Mexico. —

Application of The Ibex Company for a capacity allowable for one well in

a water flood project. Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks an
order authorizing a capacity allowable for its Welch Duke State Well No. 18
in the project area of its Artesia Water Flood Project No. 2, Artesia Pool,
Eddy County, New Mexico.

- . -
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No. 20-59

' DOCKET1__ EXAMINER HEARING MAY 20, 1959

0il- Consexrvation Gommiesion, 9 aoMe, Mébry Hall, State Capitoi Santa Fe_ ’

CASE 1673

CASE 1674s

CASE 16751

CASE_1677:

CASE 16781

The following cases will be heaxd before E. J. Fischer, Examzner

Application of Standard Oil Company of Texas for an amendment of Order Nos.
R-1067 and R-1124. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an amend=
ment of Order Nos. R=1067 and R=1124 to permit the utilization of dump type
meters in lieu of positive displacement meters on certain leases in the
Atoka Pool, Eddy County, New Mexico. .

Applicatlon of Cont1nental 0il Company for a gas-oil dual completlon.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order authorizing the dual
completion of its M. E. Wantz Well Mo. 4=A locdtied in the SW/4 SE/4 of
Section 21, Township 21 South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexico, in .~

- such a manner as to permit the production of gas from the Blinebry Gas Pool

and the production of o0il from the Wantz-Abo Pool through the casing—tubing

~annulus and the tubing 1~espect1vely.

.Appllcatlon of.Hlll.and,Meeker for six non-standard oii proration units.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order establishing six non=
standard oil proration uniis for Delaware production on its State "3&" Lease
comprising all of partial Section 36, Township 26 South, Range 32 East, Lea
County, New Mexico, with each of said non-standard oil proration units to
consist of approximately 44 acres.

Application of Humble Qil & Refining Company. for pnermi cc{nn to vrodiuce more

=S vay i = WA a w ST alniadl i =V F¥ - ST ae Vil UV pra UL

than sixteen wells into a common tank battery and to commingle the production N

from two separate leases. Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks
permission to commingle the Gallup production from its Navajo "F" Lease
comprising Sections 3, 4, 9, and 10 with the Gallup production from its
Navajo "G" Lease comprising Sections 1, 2, 11, and 12, all in and adjoining
the Chimney Rock-=Gallup Oil Pool, Township 31 North, Range 17 West, San Juan
County, New Mexico. Applicant further seeks authority to produce more .than
sixteen wells into sajid common tark battery.

Application of The Texas Company for an oil-gas dual completion. Applicant,
in the above—styled cause; seeks an order authorizing the dual completion of

its V. M. Henderson Well No. 2 located in the NE/4 NE/4 of Section 30, Town—

ship 21 South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexico, in such a manner as to
permit the production of oil from the Paddock Pool and the production of gas
from the Blinebry formation adjacent to the Blinebry Gas Pool.

Application of Rice Engineering and Operating, Inc. for & salt water disposal
well. Applicant, in the above-styled cause;, seeks an order authorizing it

to recomplete its Gulf Oberholtzer Well No. 2 as a salt water disposal well
in the Devonian formation; said well is located 1980 feet from the North line
and 2310 feet from the West line of Section 7, Township 12 South, Range 38
East, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant proposes to inject the produced salt
water into the Devonian formation in the interval from 12,206 feet to 12,400
feet.
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LAW OFFICES OF

CAMPBELL & RUSSEL*'N

J. P. WHITE BU!LDING OFF[CE Occ

ROSWELL. NEW MEXICO

T JATK M. CAMFBELL ~ 7 e R e A et TELEPHONES
5 May 1959 AN 4 fi gi a3  mawaas
- N ) MAIN £-4843

Re: Artesia Water Flood
Project No, 2

New Mexico Oil Conservation Commission
P. 0. Box 871
Santa Fe, New Mexico

- Gentlemen:

As the direct result of a water flood project authorized by
your Order No. R-966, and amendments thereto, the Welch Duke
State Well No. 18 located 1260 feet from the north line and
1380 feet from the west line of Section 28, Township 18 South,
Range 28 East, Artesia Pool, Eddy County, New Mexico, has shown
an increase in production to the extent that it 1s now capable
of producing in excess of the top unit allowable.

You are respectfully requested to issue an emergency order
granting an allowable equal to its capacity to produce to
this well and to set the matter down f£or regular hearing be-
fore the examiner for the Commission. :
Respectfully submitted,

CAMPBELL & RUSSELL

N
By:: \ECAI‘,»/\(‘(V m} Oﬂlungﬂmv.

E Jépk M. Campbe‘l

AttQEyLys for Applicant
JMC:bb -
cc: Mr. Harrison
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BBLS/DAY BY TEST

0iL & WATER PRODUCTION,

COGEX BOOI TOMPANY, (NG,  NORWQOQD., MARSACHUSKTTS

NC. 31121, FivE YEARS BY MONTHS X 2 3¢INCH CYGLEB RATIO RULING.
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OIL & WATER PRODUCTION, BBLS/DAY BY TEST
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4+ 0301L CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Santa "o, Now lMoxico

May 20, 1959

EXAMINER HEARING

IN THE MATTER OF:
" Case 1681

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
CENERAL LAW REPOR'I'_EIG
ALBUQUERQUE NEW MEexICO
Phone CHapel 3-6691
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, REFORE THE

L A OIL CCNSERVATION COMMISSION
S . Santa Fe, New lexico

e ' : May 20, 1959

EXAMINER HEARING

IN THE MATTER OF:

Application of The Ibex Company for a capacity
allowable for one well in a water flood project.
Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks an
order authorizing a capacity allowable for its
Welch Duke State Well No. 18 in the project area
of its Artesia Water Flood Project lNo. 2,
Artesia Pool, Eddy County, Hew Mexico.

Case 1681

N T e

Mr. E. J. Fischer, Examiner.

.- _ TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING

g f‘} . ' MR. FISCHER: The hearing will come to order, please,

: _ The next case on the docket will be Case 1681.

MR. PAYNE: "Application of The Ibex Company for a
* o capacity allowable for one well in a water flood project."
MR. CAMPBELL: Jack M. Campbell, Campbell and Russell,
Roswell, New Mexico, appearing on behalf of the Appiicant. I have
one witness to be sworn.
(Witness sworn.)
(Marked The Ibex Company's
Exhibits Nos. 1, 2, 3
and 4, for identifcation})

MR. CAMPBELL: I would like the record to show that

Graridge Corporation is now operating the project involved in this

application, and appropriate C-~110 forms bhave:been-:filed = = -

N - | indicating a change of operator.

e Py TN T T

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
. GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO
Phone CHopel 36691
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MR. FISCHER: All right.
B. J. HARRISON

4 ng a witness, having been previous

cairle
as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION .

BY MR. CAMPBELL:

Q  Will you stabte your name, please?

B. J. Harrison.

Where do you live, Mr. Harrison?
Breckeﬁridge, Texas.

By whom are you employed?

Graridge Corporation.

Manager of Secondary Recovefy.

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q In what capacity?
A

Q Have ycu testified previously before this Commission?
A Yes, I have. |
Q What is your profession, avre you an engineer?

A

Yes, petroieum engineer.

MR. CAMPBELL: Are the witness's qualifications accept-

able?
»MR. FISCHER: Yes, sir, they are.

Q Tn connection with your work, afe you acquainted with a
'atef flood project jdentified as Artesia Flood No. 2 in Eddy
County, New Mexico? .

A Yes, sir; 1 am. | '
Q ‘Are you acquainted with the application filed in the

name of Ibex Company in connection with this particular flood

thatts on hearing at this time?

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEeXICO

Phone CHaopel 3-6691
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A Yes, HMr. Campbell.
Q I refer you to what has been identified as Ibex Company

Exhibit No. 1 and ask vou to state what that is.

A This is a plat or map of the area of Artesia Pilot
Flood No. 2.
Q What do the symbols indicate? First, what are the red

symbols or red circles?

A The red circle wells indicate the present injection
‘wells. _ |

Q And ﬁhe black dots indicate producing wells?

A Yes, sir,

Q Will you go ahead and explain what the figures shown
on -the Exhibit No. 1 indicate?

A The figures in blue beside each of the well numbers
indicates the production of this well prior to effects of the
water flood, the upper figure indicating the o0il production, the.
lower the water production. |

The red figures on the left of the well location indicate

the present oil and present water production, the 0il being the
_top figure, the water the lower figurc in barrels per day.

Q Now, the well which is involved in this hearing is
Well Wo. 18, is it not, shown in the approximate center of that
secfion?

A Yes. It's located in Unit C of Section 28,

Q Your most reéent test on that well shows, what is its
producing capacity?

A This well has a producing capacity at the present tinme

of 70 barrels of oil per day and no water,

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO
Phone CHopel 3-6691
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Q Was that well recently drilled?

A Yes, this well was drilled, drilling operations were |

completed in the latter part of April. The well was completed at
f

PN T TN K RN ' 3
thnat time and a potential test o

72 barrels of oil per day was
taken on May 1lst.

Q I'm going to ask you to identify these exhibits and

then referring to them I'm going to ask you what you base your

application, indicating that this production is water flood pro--
duction, First, I'll hand you what has been identified as Tbex
Company Exhibit No. 2 and ask you to state what that is, please.

A This is a curve indicating the production, o0il produc-

. tion in barreis per month from the entire Welch Duke State Lease

which is a 160:acre lease. ‘

Q I now hand you what has been identified as Ibex Company
Exhibit No. 3 and ask you to state what that is.

A @his is a curve depicting well tests on Welch Duke State
Well No. 11, the curve indicating the o0il production, barrels
per day by test.

o

© 1 hand you what h&s been idenciii Thex Conm
¥

Jh I
U as aravo

(8}

Exhibit No. 4 and ask you to state what that is, please.

A ‘This is a curve depicting the o0il and water production
from Welch Duke State No. 9, the production being indicated in
barrels'per day by test,

Q Now, Mr. Harrison, you have obtained an emergency order
authorizing the production of the well here involved at a rate
in excess of the normal unit allowable, and in this application.
you are seeking to obtain an order authorizing you to continue

that. Is it your opinion that the oil being produced from this

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO
Phone CHapel 3-8691

HE
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well is water flood o0il?

A Yes, it is, Mr. Campbell.

Q Referring to Exhibits 2, 3 and 4, will vou state to the-| — ..

‘Ar First I would like to refer to Exhibif No. 2, the pre-
duction curve from the Welch Duke State Lease. We have some of
the primary production history in 1955, 1956 which shows a rather
steady decline from somewhere in the order of 500 barrels per day
to about 120 barrels per day at the time Welch Duke State No. 17
was completed in January of 1957, this well being located in Unit
E of Section 28, and lying approximately 900 feet Southwest of
Welch Duke State No. 18. -

At the time this well was drilled it had a natural production
of one barrel per day. Shortly after it was completed it was
fracture treated, which resulted in increasing the production from
one barrel per day to initial production of 18 barrels per day,
which declined rather rapdily. As can be seen from the lease
production curve, the maximum production following completing that

well was some 390 barrels per month, which would indicate that thip

f1s

[o]

well certainiy had to be producing less than an average
barrels per day.

This production then, the lease production steadily declined
until it was in the order of 100 barrels per day at the time the
water injection was initiated, and we had an increase in lease
production in March of 1958, all of this increase being due to the
water flood with no new drilling being involved.

This indicates that the area in which Welch Duke State No.

17 was drilled was easily a depleted area in that its production

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS -
-~ ALBUQUERQUE. New MexIco
Phone CHapel 3-6691
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ranidly declined O £he normal two Lo three barrels per day

’préductior-curveirer~test~curve,_fop,ﬂelch”DukerState No. 1l

flood.

that the other older wells were producing in the area.

Now I would like to refer to Bxhibit No. 3 which is the oil

the rvate of two-barrels per day in the early part of 1959 prior .

toibeing affected by the water injection program. Shortly after
Welch Duke State Well No. 16 and L were placed on injection, this
well received a water flood increase. At the timé the curve was
drawn, had reached a production of 42 barrcls per day. 3ince that
time we have a subsequent test which indicates the well to be
producing 5k barrels of oil per day and one barrel of water.

this is one of the wells I had reference to being én old
well in a depleted area producing at a normal rate for the area

of two barrels per day prior to being stimulated by the water

Exhibit No. 4 is a similar curve for Welch Duke State No. 9.
Here we had a production of some one to two barrels per day

prior to the increase caused by water flood in March of 1958. Thi

(2]

well also indicates that the production for the area was low and
in a depleted arsa.i .
initiated this well was peaked at some 165 barrels per day prior
to a water breakthrough, and is now declining with a present pro-
ducing rate of some 89 barrels of oil per day and 94 barrels of
water.

We have run an interference test between Well No. 16 and

ﬂell No. 9 in that we shut injection Well Ho. 16 in for a short

=3

period of time, a period of three or four days, and took productio

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO
Phone CHopel 3-6691
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_the percentages of the total volume éntering the various zones.

“the production we found that location of Welch Duke State Well

~analysis indicated we should have a water flood increase at

19,000 barrels toward this five spot, and I feel like that this is

tests on Well No. 9 and determined that we were gettiﬂg sub-
stantially less water production with the lo. 16 shutin with
approximately the same amount of 0il production. We have, follow-
ing the interference tést, run an ice flow or radioactive tracer
survey which indicates the zome s of water entry into the produc~-

ing formation in the injection well, and also gives an idea of

In this particular well we determined that 75% of the water was
entering a three foot interval in the water flood pay. We feel
like that this thin zone being flooded has contributed somewhat

to the water production in No. 9 and also has helped to stimulate

No. 18.

Q Do you have any information in connection with No. 17
with reference to a core that was taken that would tend to confirm
your opinion with regard to this production from Well No. 18?

A Yes. At the time<Well No. 17 was drilled, a core of the
first Grayburg was taken and some core analysés were run and we hag
an average porosity of 20% for this area; using this with a sand
thickﬁess found in Wells MNo. 10, 16 and No. 18, the volumetrick
vhe locabion ol Well Ko. 18 with an injcetion of some 17,500
barrels into this particular five spot.

At the time we drilled Ho. 18 we had contributed some

well within the bounds of reasoning on this well that we should
have a water flood kick.

Q So that all of this tends to confirm your opinion that

DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIAYES
GENERAL LAW REPCRTERS
Arouguerque, New Mexico

Phone CHapel 3-6691




To. 10 is water flood production”

E i ‘ & the producbion from Wwell Moo
® . A Yes, sir.
} Q As a result of the water flood project?
A Yes, that is right.
Q In your opinion, if you aren't permitted to produce this

well at capacity, might it result in waster -

A . Yes, we believe that we should produce this well at

capacity to obtain the maximum amount of ultimate production.
MR. CAMPBELL: I would 1ike to offer Bxhibits 1, 2, 3
: and L in evidence. o
- MR, FISCHER: Without objection they will be accepted.
MR. ChMPBELL: Thatts all the questions I have at this
time. |
MR. FISCHER: Any questions of Mr. Harrison? Mr. HNutter;
CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NUTTER:

Q ¥Mr., Harrison, you stated that you used radioactive

tracers, wete those injected in Well No. 167

A Yes, they were injected in Well No. 16.

Q Have you encountered any of those tracers in Well No.

18 to date?

i A ﬁo, we have no water production in Well No. 18 to date.
ﬁé : This radioactive materlal was injected with the injection water.
%% We dontt feel .like we'll see any of the radloactlve material at
{i the producing well. Tt has a rather short life.
;? Q So you think the radioactivity will be spent by the time
9;' the water comes in at Well No. 187

o _{ ® A Yes, we do.

k3
L  DEARNLEY - MEIER & ASSOCIATES
GENERAL LAW REPORTERS
ALBUQUERQUE. New MEXICO
Phone CHapel 3-6691




Y w—

£

/
& f‘

N e SR o
e R

N

TS
;. ie:,v

R R R
Wi ".‘.. R "“".‘«.RA?X &

it
(1%

1 g b T,
e

LTy, s 2
A s

.entering the hole. Since that time the well has

Q Haﬁe you drilled any other wells In this arca?

A Yes, we havo drilled Mcliutt State Wells No. 9 and HNo.
10 wnich are in Section 21 =~

Q What was the’potential on these wells?

A Those wells have not been potentialized. Well
has been perforated and following the perforating we had no fluid
acid treatment, but we don't have a ‘test on the well.

Q Let me put it this way, have you taken potentials on
any newly completed wells in this area except 18 and 177

A No, we have not. Well No. 301, which is in the corner
of Unit A in Section 28 was completed as a water injection well
in accordance with the authorization from the Commission, but was
not tested at the time it was completed. It was completed as a
water injection well and water injection was commenced.

Q Now, No. 18, this 70 barrels of oil and no water, is
that the initial potential on that well?

A We had an initial potential of 72 barrels with sub-
sequent test of 68 and 70 barrels. 7

Q 30, since the initial, it has come down slightly and
gone back up slightly?

A Thatts right.

Q What do you think the future production from the well
- will be?
A We feel like that this well will peak out at somewhere

in the order of 175 to 200 barrels of oil per day.

; Q Do you think it will c¢limb from this 70 up te that rate?
. A Yes, sir.
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T vbelieve thatts all.

MR. NUTTER:®

MR, FISCHER:S Any other questions?

BY MR. PAYNE:Z P
Q Does this emergency
The 5th day ©

order expire today, IMre Harrison?

MR. CAMPBELL: £ May, 1959, effective 7:00

AM. May 5th, 1959.
A No, it does ot expire todaye.

Q Tt should have expired at seven otclock this morning,

shouldn't it?
MR. CAMPBELL:
g would be the expirat

Wwhatts the date, the 20th? 7300 A. M.

ion hour on it. 1t was dated

this mornin

Thatts the case with poth of these

the 5th at 7:00 A. M.

emergency orders.
MR. PISCHER: Is that all?

MR. PAYNE: TYes.

By MR. FISCHER?
Q " Do you happen to kn

n on this MNo. 8

ow what the productio

g, Unit C is, ,lir. narrison, which is surrounded by

7, 10 and 157
cifically the producti

in'chtion 2
injectioﬁ Wells 5,
A 1 don't recall spe on from that.
e 20 barrels per day.

tts in the order of som

T believe 1
Tw barreis & 4ay at this time?

Q Twenty

Yes.
Is that pumping OT flowing?

A1l of these wells are pumpinge.

1 us whereabouts it

A
Q
A ftts pumping.
Q did you tel

This three foot section,
nht be in this well?

1t evidently is a more

Lwink it mig

is or where you v

w ﬁ ‘ A 1t is within a sand body.
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* ) permeable sand stringer, 1t occurred in this parcicular well in ’
| ’ £ : the interyal of 2,000, seventeen to two thousand and twenty.
i ' - “Q And the acid treatient on the No. 9 or No. 10; was that -
} an acid job or just an acid fract?
} R EE R A It was what""iVé""tém""'a ‘ball acid job in order to be sure
| that we have all ocur perforations open we inject bali sealers
i . f along with the acid to seal off the first perforations that are
| ‘; opened so that we'll get acid into more perforations. . |
? MR. FISCHER: Any other questions of Mr. Harrison?
? You may/be excused,
; : . (Witness excused.)
% Any statements?
? MR. CAMPBELL: No statements.
8 % : c MR. FISCHER: The case will be taken under advisement
i e TR and the hearing is adjourned.
; g- | . (Whereupon the hearing was adjourned.)
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- COUNTY OF BERWALILLO )
' I, ADA DEARNLEY, Court Reporter, do hereby certify that the
Vfb;‘egoingv énd attacvhedtranscrlpt Ndrfr prroceedings before the New
l} 7 Mexico 0il Conservation Commission at Santa Fe, New lMexico, is a
| true and correct record to the best of my knowledge,ﬁ skill and
‘ ability. ,
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have éffixed my hand and notarial seal
this jM day of June, 1959,
{ Notary Public - CourtZieporter
s My Commission Expires:
% € June 19, 1959.
:
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