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STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 
 

APPLICATION OF CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. 
TO REOPEN CASE NO. 24185 (ORDER NO. 
R-23684 (E.G.L. RESOURCES, INC.) AND 
CASE NO. 24186 (ORDER NO. R-23685 
PBEX, LLC) TO REQUIRE SUBMISSION 
OF A PROPER STATEMENTS OF WELL 
COSTS BY OPERATOR AND RECOGNIZE 
THE CONSENTING STATUS OF CHEVRON.           CASE NO. 25878 
 

PBEX, LLC AND E.G.L. RESOURCES, INC.’S  
MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF DEPOSITION SUBPOENAS 

 
Pursuant to NMSA 1978, § 70-2-8 (1977), 19.15.4.16.A NMAC, and Rules 1-026 and 1-

030(B) NMRA, PBEX, LLC (“PBEX”) and E.G.L. Resources, Inc. (“E.G.L.”) (collectively, 

“PBEX”), by and through undersigned counsel, hereby file this motion requesting that the New 

Mexico Oil Conservation Division (“OCD” or “Division”) issue the attached deposition subpoenas 

to Chevron U.S.A. Inc. (“Chevron”) based upon the following showing of good cause and 

extraordinary circumstances. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

On December 24, 2025, Chevron filed an Application with the Oil Conservation Division 

(“Division”) seeking to reopen Case Nos. 24185 and 24886 “to clarify and confirm Chevron’s 

voluntary joinder to participate in the costs of drilling, completing and equipping the wells 

authorized by the Division in those cases.”1 Chevron elected to participate in the Bond Wells but 

 
1 Order No. R-23684 approved an 640-acre, standard horizontal spacing unit within the Bone Spring 

formation comprised of the S/2 of Sections 33 and 34, Township 18 South, Range 32 East in Lea County and dedicated 
the unit to the Bond 33-34 Fed Com 104H; Bond 33-34 Fed Com 105H; Bond 33-34 Fed Com 106H; Bond 33-34 Fed 
Com 207H; Bond 33-34 Fed Com 209H; and the Bond 33-34 Fed Com 211H wells (“South Bond Wells”). Order No. 
R-23685 approved an 800-acre, standard horizontal spacing unit within the Bone Spring formation comprised of the 
NE/4 of Section 32 and the N/2 of Sections 33 and 34, Township 18 South, Range 32 East in Lea County and dedicated 
the unit to the Bond 32-34 Fed Com 101H; Bond 32-34 Fed Com 102H; Bond 32-34 Fed Com 103H; Bond 32-34 Fed 
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failed to timely pay its share of the estimated well costs and now asks the Division to intervene 

and remedy its failure. Specifically, Chevron is asking the Division to find that PBEX’s post-order 

well proposals were invalid based on: (1) a new requirement that operators must negotiate with 

Pooled Working Interests after a pooling order has been issued; and (2) new requirements for 

post-pooling order well proposals that are not found in any decision or order. Granting Chevron’s 

Application would allow working interest owners to challenge post-order elections based on 

concerns raised after the fact and thereby jeopardize the enforceability of the Division’s pooling 

orders. Thus, Chevron’s claims are extraordinary and this is not a typical Division proceeding.   

PBEX filed its pooling applications for the Bond Wells on February 5, 2024 in Case Nos. 

24185 and 24886. Chevron received notice of the applications and hearing but declined to enter 

an appearance in either case. PBEX’s hearing exhibits, which are publicly available, identified 

Chevron as a pooled working interest owner and included Chevron’s working interest in the Bond 

Wells.2 The Division issued Orders R-23684 and R-23685 (each an “Order” and collectively, the 

“Orders”) on February 19, 2025.3  

On August 7, 2025, PBEX sent Chevron proposals for the Bond Wells under the terms of 

the Orders.4 The letter included Authorizations for Expenditures (“AFEs”) for each of the Bond 

Wells, referenced the Orders, and stated “Pursuant to said Orders, if you wish to participate in the 

 
Com 201H; Bond 32-34 Fed Com 203H; and the Bond 32-34 Fed Com 205H wells (“North Bond Wells”). The Bond 
32-34 Fed Com wells and Bond 33-34 Fed Com wells identified in the orders are referenced collectively as “the Bond 
Wells.” 

2 Case No. 24185, PBEX Exhibit C-3 (Feb. 6, 2025) & Case No. 24886, PBEX Exhibit C-4 (Feb. 6, 2025), 
attached as Exhibit A-4. 

3 Orders R-23684 & R-23685. 
4 August 7, 2025 Well Proposal, attached as Exhibit 1. 
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operations described above, please indicate so in the space provided, and sign and return the 

enclosed AFEs within 30 days of receipt of this correspondence.”5  

On August 27, 2025, Chevron executed the election letter and agreed to participate in all 

of the Bond Wells proposed under the Orders.6 Andrew Armpriester, General Manager North 

America NOJV and Royalty, signed the election letter on behalf of Chevron and specifically signed 

each AFE.  Chevron’s election letter was unconditional and did not raise any concern regarding 

the validity of PBEX’s August 7th Well Proposal.7 Chevron did not object that the well numbers 

differed from those included in the pooling order, that PBEX sent the proposal letter instead of 

EGL, or that the letter failed to include a reference to Chevron’s pooled working working interest 

and a application of that percentage interest to the estimated well costs. Chevron, a sophisticated 

oil and gas operator in New Mexico, did not claim it had insufficient information to complete the 

election, did not state it would not sign without a JOA, and did not execute the election letter under 

protest.8 Rather, Chevron unconditionally executed the election letter.     

While Chevron unconditionally elected to participate in the Bond Wells, was notified of 

the pooling orders, and had information regarding the Estimated Well Costs and its ownership 

interest, it failed to pay its share of the Estimated Well Costs by the deadline set forth in Paragraph 

25 of the Orders. Thus, as of September 26, 2025 (30 days after Chevron's August 27, 2025 election 

to participate in the Bond Wells), Chevron was deemed a “Non-Consenting Pooled Working 

Interest” under the Orders. It is possible Chevron chose not to pay the estimated well costs because 

 
5 Id. 
6 August 27, 2025 election letter, attached as Exhibit 2. 
7 See generally id.  
8 The sophistication of a party is relevant to its knowledge and understanding of OCD requirements. See, e.g., 

Case No. 25809, Order Denying XTO Holdings, LLC’s Applications to Reopen Riley Permian Operating Case Nos. 
25047-25049 at ¶ 15 (Feb. 25, 2026) (“XTO is a sophisticated party with a dedicated ‘Operated By Others"’(OBO) 
division responsible for monitoring pooling proceedings.”).  
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it did not wish to fund the wells in advance or that the missed payment was a consequence of 

Chevron’s negligence, but either way, Chevron’s failure did not result from any action by PBEX. 

To date, Chevron has still not paid any of the estimated well costs. Now, despite having signed the 

election letter and each AFE and thereby waiving its objections,9 Chevron seeks to reopen these 

proceedings by claiming fault with PBEX’s proposals under the Orders.   

This case is unusual in that Chevron raises novel theories that impact all operators in New 

Mexico and argues that PBEX’s post-order well proposals violated industry standards. In essence, 

Chevron seeks to retroactively amend OCD’s pooling orders and requirements through this 

proceeding and seeks to do so on an expedited basis. As a result, extraordinary circumstances exist, 

and there is good cause for the issuance of deposition subpoenas.  

II. ARGUMENT 

A. Legal Standard 

Commission Rule 19.15.4.16(A) directs the Commission to issue subpoenas for pre-

hearing witness depositions “in extraordinary circumstances for good cause shown.” The rule 

provides, in relevant part, that “[t]he commission and director or the director’s authorized 

representative shall issue subpoenas for witness depositions in advance of the hearing only in 

extraordinary circumstances for good cause shown.” 19.15.4.16(A) NMAC (emphasis added). 

Here, extraordinary circumstances exist and PBEX has shown good cause to depose Chevron 

witnesses and corporate representatives. As a result, the Division should promptly issue the 

attached subpoenas.  

 
9 Id. at ¶ 16 (“Waiver: By submitting formal elections to participate and signed AFEs, XTO demonstrated 

actual knowledge of the proceedings and waived any claims regarding procedural notice defects under established 
principles of waiver and estoppel.”).  
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B. Extraordinary Circumstances and Good Cause Support the Issuance of Deposition 
Subpoenas.  

Extraordinary circumstances exist here because: (1) Chevron raises novel issues of first 

impression that will impact all operators in New Mexico; and (2) this case has been set for hearing 

on April 21, 2026 at Chevron’s demand and over PBEX’s objection, which does not allow time 

for the parties to exchange in multiple rounds of written discovery that might otherwise be 

available.10   

In this case, Chevron claims that PBEX violated industry standards with respect to the post-

order well proposal and Statement of Estimated Well Costs for the Bond Wells and has 

acknowledged that it is asking the Division to address significant issues of first impression that 

will affect all operators in New Mexico.11  Specifically, Chevron is asking the Division to impose 

a previously unrecognized obligation on operators to negotiate with Pooled Working Interests after 

a pooling order has been issued and a party has elected to participate and to find that a Statement 

of Estimated Well Costs does not comply with a pooling order when: 

• An operator makes any adjustments to well names and locations for 
wells included in a pooling order, even if the adjustments do not rise to 
the level of a material change under OCD’s policies; 
 

• Final title information is not provided to the division following issuance 
of a pooling order; 
 

• A Statement of Estimated Well Costs does not include the Pooled 
Working Interest’s final ownership percentage (even if the percentage 
is communicated in writing prior to the election deadline); 
 

• An operator under a pooling order is an affiliate of the applicant and the 
pooling documents submitted to the Division included both parties; and  
 

 
10 The April 21, 2026 hearing date is subject to the availability of PBEX’s witnesses, which has not yet 

been confirmed.  
11 See Chevron’s Response to PBEX’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing at 2-3 and Exhibit A-2. 
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• A post-order election letter and Statement of Estimated Well Costs 
references the publicly available pooling orders but does not expressly 
state that estimated well costs must be paid within 30 days of the 
election.12 

 
To obtain information that will allow it to respond to Chevron’s allegations in a meaningful 

manner, PBEX intends to propound written discovery and seeks to depose Chevron witnesses as 

to these allegations.  Specifically, PBEX seeks to depose a Chevron corporate representative on 

the following topics, which directly bear on the allegations above: 

1. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, or directives, including those 
given orally, for responding to well proposals submitted to Chevron 
under OCD Pooling Orders; 
 

2. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those 
given orally, for reviewing and evaluating elections to participate in 
wells under OCD Pooling Orders; 

 
3. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those 

given orally, for paying estimated well costs following Chevron’s 
election to participate in wells under OCD Pooling Orders; 

 
4. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those 

given orally, for drafting well proposal letters to working interest 
owners under OCD Pooling Orders; 

 
5. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those 

given orally, for amending well proposal letters submitted to 
working interest owners under OCD Pooling Orders; 

 
6. Chevron’s internal rules, polices, and/or directives, including those 

given orally, for preparing statements of estimated well costs for 
submission to working interest owners under OCD Pooling Orders; 

 
7. For the time period January 1, 2022 to the present, the total 

percentage of well proposal letters issued to Chevron under OCD 
Pooling Orders in which Chevron elected to participate;   

 
8. In reference to topic No. 7, following Chevron’s election to 

participate in wells under OCD Pooling Orders, the percentage of 

 
12 See Chevron’s Response to PBEX’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing at 2-3 and Exhibit A-2; see 

also March 10, 2026 Hearing Transcript at 14-16.   
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wells for which Chevron timely paid its share of the estimated well 
costs;  

 
9. Chevron’s internal deadlines regarding the submission of elections 

to participate in wells under OCD Pooling Orders;  
 

10. Chevron’s internal deadlines regarding the payment of estimated 
well costs following Chevron’s election to participate in wells under 
OCD Pooling Orders;  

 
11. Internal written and oral communications regarding Chevron’s 

elections to participate in the Bond Wells;  
 

12. Internal written and oral communications regarding Chevron’s 
payment of estimated well costs for the Bond Wells; and 

 
13. The basis for all allegations included in Chevron’s Application in 

this proceeding.13 
 
Given the nature of Chevron’s allegations and the short timeframe allowed for discovery in this 

case, extraordinary circumstances exist that support the need for a corporate representative 

deposition, and PBEX’s request for the deposition is supported by good cause.  

PBEX also seeks to depose Chevron Land Representative Scott Sabrsula, who was 

involved in the discussions with PBEX representatives concerning Chevron’s election in the Bond 

Wells and submitted an affidavit in support of Chevron’s Response to PBEX’s Motion to Dismiss 

for Lack of Standing.14  Mr. Sabrsula argues that PBEX’s post-order well proposals did not comply 

with industry standards, and PBEX should be allowed to question him regarding the basis for his 

statements. Written discovery is insufficient, particularly given that the short timeframe allowed 

for discovery in this case.  

 
13 See Exhibit 3 (Subpoena for Deposition Duces Tecum of Chevron U.S.A. Inc. Corporate Representative).    
14 See Exhibit 4 (Subpoena for Deposition Duces Tecum of Scott Sabrsula); See Chevron’s Response to 

PBEX’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing at Exhibit A-2.    
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Recently, in Order No. R-22869-A, the Commission ordered depositions of corporate 

representatives, and a corporate representative deposition is similarly appropriate here.  In that 

case, the Commission specifically found that its interest “in full development of factual and expert 

testimony to be presented at the merits hearing in this matter outweigh the interests of parties in 

avoiding allegedly undue burden and expense,” and that pre-hearing depositions were therefore 

appropriate under 19.15.4.16(A) NMAC.15  The Commission further noted that the “parties are 

ably represented by sophisticated teams of lawyers with more than adequate resources to multi-

task and prepare for the upcoming hearing as well as participate in depositions” and that allowing 

for depositions would not prejudice either party in preparing for hearing.16  Additionally, the 

Commission specifically found that it has the authority to subpoena corporate representative, fact, 

and expert witnesses for depositions, as is reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence.17  

Depositions are similarly appropriate here, where Chevron raises novel issues that will 

impact all operators in New Mexico and there is very limited time available for discovery.18 If 

Chevron’s Application is granted, any pooled working interest owner will be able to challenge a 

post-order election based on post-hoc claims regarding the election letter. Extraordinary 

 
15 Order R-22869-A at ¶ 2.   
16 Id.   
17 Id. at ¶ 3. 
18 Dente v. State Tax'n & Revenue Dep't, Motor Vehicle Div., 1997–NMCA–099, ¶ 8, 124 N.M. 93, 946 P.2d 

1104 (“[I]n some cases, due process might require that depositions be allowed in order to afford a party a meaningful 
opportunity to prepare.”); overruled on separate waiver issue by State Tax'n & Revenue Dep't, Motor Vehicle Div. v. 
Bargas, 2000-NMCA-103, 129 N.M. 800; see also Archuleta v. Santa Fe Police Dep't ex rel. City of Santa Fe, 2005-
NMSC-006, ¶ 31, 137 N.M. 161 (“Administrative hearings that affect a property or liberty interest must comply with 
due process.”).  
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circumstances exist, and PBEX’s request for depositions is supported by good cause. Counsel for 

Chevron was contacted regarding this motion and opposes the relief sought.  

III. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, PBEX respectfully requests that the Division expeditiously issue the 

deposition subpoenas attached hereto, and for such other and further relief as the Division may 

deem appropriate and necessary. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HARDY MCLEAN LLC 
       

/s/ Dana S. Hardy    
      Dana S. Hardy 
      Jaclyn M. McLean 
      Jaime R. Fontaine 
      Yarithza Peña 
      125 Lincoln Ave, Ste. 223 
      Santa Fe, NM 87501 

     Phone: (505) 230-4410 
     dhardy@hardymclean.com  

jmclean@hardymclean.com 
jfontaine@hardymclean.com  
ypena@hardymclean.com 
  
Counsel for PBEX, LLC and E.G.L. Resources, Inc.  

 
 

  

mailto:dhardy@hardymclean.com
mailto:jmclean@hardymclean.com
mailto:jfontaine@hardymclean.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
  

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the following 
counsel of record by electronic mail on March 13, 2026. 
 
Earl E. DeBrine, Jr. 
Deana M. Bennett 
Jeffrey H. Goodwin 
MODRALL, SPERLING, ROEHL,  
HARRIS & SISK, P.A. 
Post Office Box 2168 
500 Fourth Street NW, Suite 1000 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103-2168 
Telephone: 505.848.1800 
earl.debrine@modrall.com 
deana.bennett@modrall.com 
jeffrey.goodwin@modrall.com 
 
Attorneys for Chevron U.S.A. Inc. 
 
 

 
/s/ Dana S. Hardy   
Dana S. Hardy 

 
  

 



August 7, 2025 

Chevron USA Inc. 

6301 Deauville Blvd 

Midland, TX 79706 

Attn: Land Department 

Re: Bond 32-34 Fed Com 101H, 103H & Bond 33-34 Fed Com 104H, 106H 

Bond 32-34 Fed Com 201H, 205H & Bond 33-34 Fed Com 207H, 211H 

Bond 32-34 Fed Com 301H & Bond 33-34 Fed Com 304H, 306H 

Sections 32, 33 & 34, T18S-R32E 

Lea County, New Mexico 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

PBEX Operations, LLC, on behalf of PBEX, LLC ("PBX"}, hereby proposes under Compulsory Order Nos. R-

23684 and R-23685, respectively, the drilling of the following wells located in Sections 32, 33 & 34 of T18S­

R32E, Lea County, New Mexico. Please review the attached Authority for Expenditures ("AFE"} with the 

gross estimated total cost to drill and complete each of the referenced wells. 

PHASE 1 

BOND 32-34 FED COM 201H 

NE4 Sec. 32, N2 Sec. 33, & N2 Sec. 34, T18S-R32E 

SHL- Sec. 32: 1726' FNL, 2465' FWL, or a legal location in Unit F 

FTP- Sec. 32: 330' FNL, 2540' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit B 

LTP- Sec. 34: 330' FNL, 100' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit A 

BHL- Sec. 34: 330' FNL, 10' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit A 

Formation - 2BS TVD -9,320' MD - 23,320' 

BOND 32-34 FED COM 205H 

NE4 Sec. 32, N2 Sec. 33, & N2 Sec. 34, T18S-R32E 

SHL- Sec. 32: 1726' FNL, 2445' FWL, or a legal location in Unit F 

FTP- Sec. 32: 2200' FNL, 2540' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit G 

LTP- Sec. 34: 2200' FNL, 100' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit H 

BHL- Sec. 34: 2200' FNL, 10' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit H 

Formation - 2BS TVD-9,320' MD -23,320' 

BOND 32-34 FED COM 301H 

NE4 Sec. 32, N2 Sec. 33, & N2 Sec. 34, T18S-R32E 

SHL- Sec. 32: 1726' FNL, 2405' FWL, or a legal location in Unit F 

FTP- Sec. 32: 1640' FNL, 2540' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit G 

LTP- Sec. 34: 1640' FNL, 100' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit H 

BHL- Sec. 34: 1640' FNL, 10' FEL, or at a legal location in Unit H 

Formation - 3BS TVD -10,150' MD -24,150' 

PBEX, LLC I 223 W Wall St, Suite 900 I Midland, TX 179701 

EXHIBIT 1
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

APPLICATION OF CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. 
TO REOPEN CASE NO. 24185 (ORDER NO. 
R-23684 (E.G.L. RESOURCES, INC.) AND
CASE NO. 24186 (ORDER NO. R-23685
PBEX, LLC) TO REQUIRE SUBMISSION
OF A PROPER STATEMENTS OF WELL
COSTS BY OPERATOR AND RECOGNIZE
THE CONSENTING STATUS OF CHEVRON.       CASE NO. 25878 

SUBPOENA FOR DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM OF CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. 
CORPORATE REPRESENTATIVE 

To: Chevron U.S.A. Inc. 
c/o Earl E. DeBrine, Jr. 
Deana M. Bennett 

       Jeffrey H. Goodwin 
MODRALL, SPERLING, ROEHL, 

       HARRIS & SISK, P.A. 
Post Office Box 2168 

       500 Fourth Street NW, Suite 1000 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103-2168 
Telephone: 505.848.1800 
earl.debrine@modrall.com 
deana.bennett@modrall.com 
jeffrey.goodwin@modrall.com 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED pursuant to NMSA 1978, § 70-2-8 and Rule 

19.15.4.16(A) NMAC to produce for a deposition to be taken by counsel for PBEX, LLC 

(“PBEX”) and E.G.L. Resources, Inc. (“E.G.L.”), the person or person(s) identified below and 

designated by Chevron U.S.A. Inc. (“Chevron”) at a mutually agreeable time and place. The 

deposition(s) shall be completed before a certified court reporter. 

EXHIBIT 3



2 

The deposition testimony may be used at hearing for any and all purposes permitted by the 

New Mexico Oil Conservation Commission, the New Mexico Rules of Civil Procedure, and the 

New Mexico Rules of Evidence.  

Chevron must designate and produce at the deposition(s) one or more employees to testify 

on its behalf regarding the following topics: 

1. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, or directives, including those given orally, for

responding to well proposals submitted to Chevron under New Mexico Oil Conservation Division 

(“OCD”) Pooling Orders;1 

2. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those given orally,

for reviewing and evaluating elections to participate in wells under OCD Pooling Orders; 

3. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those given orally,

for paying estimated well costs following Chevron’s election to participate in wells under OCD 

Pooling Orders; 

4. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those given orally,

for drafting well proposal letters to working interest owners under OCD Pooling Orders; 

5. Chevron’s internal rules, policies, and/or directives, including those given orally,

for amending well proposal letters submitted to working interest owners under OCD Pooling 

Orders; 

6. Chevron’s internal rules, polices, and/or directives, including those given orally,

for preparing statements of estimated well costs for submission to working interest owners under 

OCD Pooling Orders; 

1 For purposes of this subpoena, “Pooling Orders” means any order issued by OCD under Section 70-2-17 of the Oil 
and Gas Act that pools a working interest held by Chevron or a Chevron entity into a unit for development by an 
operator other than Chevron.   
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7. For the time period January 1, 2022 to the present, the total percentage of well

proposal letters issued to Chevron under OCD Pooling Orders in which Chevron elected to 

participate;   

8. In reference to topic No. 7, following Chevron’s election to participate in wells

under OCD Pooling Orders, the percentage of wells for which Chevron timely paid its share of the 

estimated well costs;  

9. Chevron’s internal deadlines regarding the submission of elections to participate in

wells under OCD Pooling Orders; 

10. Chevron’s internal deadlines regarding the payment of estimated well costs

following Chevron’s election to participate in wells under OCD Pooling Orders; 

11. Internal written and oral communications regarding Chevron’s elections to

participate in the Bond Wells;2 

12. Internal written and oral communications regarding Chevron’s payment of

estimated well costs for the Bond Wells; and 

13. The basis for all allegations included in Chevron’s Application in this proceeding.

The deponent(s) are also commanded and requested to bring with each of them for 

reference, review and duplication the following documents: 

1. All documents the deponent reviewed or relied upon to testify on the topics listed

herein. 

Please produce the documents electronically to counsel for PBEX and E.G.L. 48 hours 

prior to the deposition(s). 

2 For purposes of this subpoena, the “Bond Wells” refers to the wells addressed in Chevron’s Application in this 
proceeding.  
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This subpoena is issued on application of PBEX and E.G.L., through its attorneys, Dana S. 

Hardy and Jaclyn M. McLean, of Hardy McLean LLC. 

DATED: March --, 2026 

NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

BY: _______________________________ 

DATE: __________________ 



STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

APPLICATION OF CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. 
TO REOPEN CASE NO. 24185 (ORDER NO. 
R-23684 (E.G.L. RESOURCES, INC.) AND
CASE NO. 24186 (ORDER NO. R-23685
PBEX, LLC) TO REQUIRE SUBMISSION
OF A PROPER STATEMENTS OF WELL
COSTS BY OPERATOR AND RECOGNIZE
THE CONSENTING STATUS OF CHEVRON.       CASE NO. 25878 

SUBPOENA FOR DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM OF SCOTT SABRSULA 

To: Scott Sabrsula 
Chevron U.S.A. Inc. 
c/o Earl E. DeBrine, Jr. 
Deana M. Bennett 

       Jeffrey H. Goodwin 
MODRALL, SPERLING, ROEHL, 

       HARRIS & SISK, P.A. 
Post Office Box 2168 

       500 Fourth Street NW, Suite 1000 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103-2168 
Telephone: 505.848.1800 
earl.debrine@modrall.com 
deana.bennett@modrall.com 
jeffrey.goodwin@modrall.com 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED pursuant to NMSA 1978, § 70-2-8 and Rule 

19.15.4.16(A) NMAC to appear for a deposition to be taken by PBEX, LLC (“PBEX”) and E.G.L. 

Resources, Inc. (“E.G.L.”) at a mutually agreeable time and place. The deposition(s) shall be 

completed before a certified court reporter. 

The deposition testimony may be used at hearing for any and all purposes permitted by the 

New Mexico Oil Conservation Division, the New Mexico Rules of Civil Procedure, and the New 

Mexico Rules of Evidence.  

EXHIBIT 4
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 The deponent is also commanded and requested to bring for reference, review and 

duplication the following documents: 

1. All documents the deponent reviewed or relied upon in preparation for the 

deposition. 

Please produce the documents electronically to counsel for PBEX and E.G.L. 48 hours  

prior to the deposition(s). 

 This subpoena is issued on application of PBEX, LLC and E.G.L. Resources, Inc., through 

its attorneys, Dana S. Hardy and Jaclyn M. McLean, of Hardy McLean LLC. 

 DATED: March --, 2026 

 

     NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

     BY: _______________________________ 

     DATE: __________________ 

 

 
 


