33

OCD Regular Docket September 17, 2026-
20260917_140531UTC-Meeting Recording

September 17, 2026, 2:05PM
59m 57s

Pecos Hall

Good morning. It is September 17. This is the 2nd regularly scheduled OCD docket of
the month. These are status conferences and we have a total of 18. So | think we'll be
able to get through this rather quickly and get Mr. Everhart on the road back up to
Colorado.

Let's start out with Matador Production. This is 3 cases joined together, 26289,
26290, and 26293. Agents of appearance, please. Good morning, Mr. Hearing,
Examiner Paula Vance with the Santa Fe office of Holland and Hart on behalf of the
applicant, MRC, Permian Company, Matador Production Company.

Good morning, Miss Vance. Good morning. Dana Hardy with Hardy McLean on
behalf of Marathon Oil Permian. Good morning, Miss Hardy. And your position? We
withdrew our objection yesterday. Oh, excellent. So you're ready to go to hearing?
We would love to do that. So why don't we get these on the, because these are kind
of older, why don't we get these on the October 8th, excuse me, October 8th docket.
So you'll continue them.

Would you send a message to Freya to make sure that they're in the beginning of
the docket so they don't get bumped? Yes. All right, excellent.

October 8th. Okay, anything else from the parties? No. No. Excellent. Well, good.
Okay, let's move on to, it looks like NSP Resources. And these are two cases. They
don't say that they're attached to each other, so I'll call them separately. 26329. Mr.
Examiner Jacob Everhart with Bating Wozniak, New Mexico, appearing on behalf of
NSP Resources.

Thank you.

Dana Hardy with Hardy McLean on behalf of Marathon Qil Permian. Thank you.

| was going to let Miss Bennett go.

Deana Bennett

Good morning, everyone. I'm stuck.
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34
Pecos Hall 24:40
36  Can't hear you, Miss Bennett. There we go.
37
Deana Bennett 24:43
39 I'm stuck in traffic, unfortunately, in Saint Francis, but Dina Bennett, on behalf of
40  Avant operating, and...
41
Pecos Hall 24:47
43 I've heard.
44 Yeah, I've heard Miss.
45 Sorry, Miss Bennett. | was just going to say yesterday it was also chaos on St. Francis.
46 |1 don't know. One lane closed seems to throw this whole town. Maybe you won't use
47 it anymore. But anyway, good to see you, Miss Bennett.
48
Deana Bennett 25:05
50  Yes, I'm on my way. | was one, oh, and just out of curiosity, would it be possible for
51  my next two status conferences to be a little later in the docket? Okay, thank you.
52
Pecos Hall 25:13
54 Yes, yes, which ones are yours? Which ones are yours?
55
Deana Bennett 25:17
57 The 2 avant cases.
58
Pecos Hall 25:19
60 | see them, I'll put them at the end.
61
Deana Bennett 25:21
63  Thank you so much. | appreciate it.
64
Pecos Hall 25:22
66  And while | have you speak, yes, go ahead. All right, perfect. And Miss Hardy? We're

67  also just monitoring. Monitoring. Thank you. Okay. Good morning, Mr. Hearing
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Examiner Paula Vance with the Santa Fe office of Holland and Hart on behalf of

Permian Resources Operating LLC, who entered an appearance and objected.

Deana Bennett
Now, we're just...

We're just monitoring, just monitoring. Thank you.

Pecos Hall

MRC Permian Company and MRC Delaware Resources LLC, who also entered an
appearance and objected. And then lastly, Mewburn Oil Company, and we just
entered an appearance in that case. And | will say that Mr. Everhart and | talked
briefly this morning, and just to give you an update, Matador plans to file their
competing applications.

We would like to have another status conference, and again, Mr. Everhart and |
discussed the possibility of doing that this morning. So of the clients that you're
representing, the only one that's filing competing applications is Matador. Correct.
But Permian also objected. Correct.

Okay. Just curious. Okay. Any other entries of appearance or are we good now?
We're good. Okay. Mr. Everhart. Yeah, we're agreeable to everything Ms. Vance has
just kind of talked about. | think we would request another status conference for next
month, leading to a contested hearing in December, either the 1st or the 15th.

Do we provide the 15th, Freya?

Of which month? I'm sorry. Mr. Eberhard just said they would be open to a contested
hearing on December 1st or 15th, and | didn't know that we had offered the 15th.

| believe some parties have asked for later dates, and | did offer that date. | didn't
know. Thank you. Not for this docket. No problem. | understand perfectly. All right,
Mr. Everhard, what I'll do is, so Freya, will you please put notes that the next status
conference in October is the final status conference, and we're setting a contested
hearing at that time?

Yes. All right. And Mr. Eberhard, those dates are fine. The 1st or the 15th, they're fine.
| prefer the 1st, but you know, depending on your witness availability and your
witness availability, Ms. Vance will accommodate either. | will remind the parties that
yesterday we had

This is not the first time this has happened on this special docket. We had a case, Mr.

Hevard, you were involved in it, where one party raised a jurisdictional issue at the
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hearing. And to raise a jurisdictional issue at the hearing is...

is really too late. You're not giving the forum enough time to put some thought into
something that's super important and that would cut off a party's due process rights
if it was if it was decided badly. Instead, we did have a full argument on it and | did
draft a written order on it, but really it's

It's not fair to the forum to raise that type of an issue. If you're going to raise
standing, or if you're going to say that the forum doesn't have jurisdiction, do it in
advance. That's not an evidentiary objection. That doesn't count for two days before.
Okay, that being said, | just wanted to put that out there because we have to stop
that behavior.

Okay, Mr. Everhart, is there anything else on these cases? Not for me. No, sir. All
right, so you will continue them to the October, what is it, Freya? The 22nd. October
22nd docket. Thank you. Miss Matson. We, like | said, we plan to file our competing
applications. And then once we get them filed,

Motion. Yeah. Well, | mean, will they, I'm assuming Mr. Everhart will file an entry of
appearance and objection, but | can let Freya know for purposes of the next status
conference that those will compete and they can be lumped together. Perfect. So Mr.
Everhart, | didn't call the next case. They're separate. It is separate, so it's not. Okay,
very good. Yes, sir.

All right, good. So then, Ms. Vance, when you do file your cases, would you please
file a motion to consolidate? Well, | guess we haven't had a pre-hearing order yet,
and by then, okay, thank you very much. That's why | was saying I'll just e-mail her.
Thank you. You were ahead of me on that. | appreciate it. Okay, we're off the record
in that case.

Let's move on to another NSP case, 26330.

Mr. Examiner Jacob Everhart with Beatty Wozniak, New Mexico, appearing on behalf
of NSP Resources. Thank you. Mr. Examiner Dana Hardy with Hardy McLean on
behalf of COG Operating and Concho Oil and Gas, and we are just monitoring. Thank

you.

Kaitlyn Luck
And good morning, Mr. Examiner, Caitlin Lock appearing for Waterloo Resources,

and | am also just monitoring the objection.

136
1@ Pecos Hall
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Thank you. Good morning, Mr. Hearing Examiner Paula Vance with the Santa Fe
Office of Holland and Hart on behalf of Permian Resources Operating LLC, who
entered an appearance and objected, as well as MRC Permian and MRC Delaware
Resources LLC, who also entered an appearance and objected. And then Mewburn
Oil Company,

just entered an appearance, no objection there. And then just for your knowledge,
Permian plans to file competing applications in this case. Okay. And Mr. Everhart and
| discussed this morning, he knows our position. We would like for them to dismiss
and refile.

based on some nuances related to the subject acreage and but I'll let Mr. Everhart
take it from there. Thank you. Yeah, Mr. Examiner, there's a depth severance and a
small 40 acre section, 40 acre acreage and section 9.

and it's severed from above the second bone spring and then below for two parties
above and one party below. So if it's not an option to amend the existing application
and carve out the debt severance for the folks below and file an additional
application to have them combined now, then we will be open to refiling everything
separately.

All parties were noticed. There's time. | think we've discussed a contested hearing
potentially in the future, but so there would be time to cure application notice and
things of that nature. But if that's not an option, then we will refile.

| don't know if it's an option or not. So let's discuss it a little bit and see if we can
flesh that out. | know that the division always prefers dismiss and refile, right? So
that's always the preferred route. It seems like Miss Vance has something to say
about it, Miss Vance. Go ahead.

So I would like to say there's two reasons why these need to be refiled. One, this is a
material deficiency. This isn't a scrivener error where we're correcting a legal land
description. This is changing the spacing. | see. Because spacing is not just two-
dimensional, it is 3 dimensional and they're going from pooling the entirety of the
bone spring to

pulling a portion of the bone spring. Second, this will be their second amended
application. So this is 3 times they're filing an application under the same case. And
that is, you know, A, it's going to cause confusion and B, just as a preview, | think that
this is going to be a part of our argument that

you know, they're rushing into this. This is a half-baked application. They need to

dismiss, refile, and do their due diligence regarding the subject acreage and these
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debt severances and file when they are actually ready.

Thank you. So, Mr. Everhart, they are your, it is your case. Who is NSP, by the way?
North Star Resources. North Star. Yes, sir. Where are they located? | believe they are
out of Dallas. Oh, okay. All right. Do they have experience drilling wells? They're all
expats from other larger operators.

Yes, sir. But are they just like an investment group or actually? No, they're not
operating. Yeah, they're going to drill and operate the wells in the units. Yes, sir. Just
wondering. Okay. When did you file 263307 | can review that. | think it was in July,
but the first to Ms. Vance's

initial point about this being an amended application. The first amended application
was to include overlapping wells that were that were discovered, and this one is
obviously to deal with the depth severance. So, and yeah, | mean, unless you have
something else to add to what Miss Van said about the deficiencies in the
application,

| would think, | mean, if it's something to correct, you know, a wrong land description
or something like that, where the parties...

| would think it's better to dismiss and refile. That shouldn't be a big hurdle because
you should be ready, right? | mean, it shouldn't be that. That's right. They haven't
filed their competing applications either, so there's time. There's time. And yeah, |
didn't know if there was an option. | figured I'd shoot my shot. If not, yeah. But it
doesn't, this doesn't affect the earlier case. That's fine the way it does, right? Correct.
Very good. All right, so if you'll just file a notice of dismissal and then refile A
corrected application, | guess 2 applications, right? Right. It'll be two. That's right. Do
you think that they will be joined for the purposes of a contested hearing at some
point? The 2 new cases or the case before this one? The 2 new cases with the older
case? No, sir.

No, they'll always be separate. Yes. Okay. All right. That's your, that's fine. Is there
anything else, Ms. Vance? No. All | was going to say, just for coordination purposes,
once we file our applications, I'll coordinate with Mr. Everhart and we can just let the
division know that

Those are coming down the line for consolidation at the next status conference, as
I'm sure we will both enter an appearance and object to each other's applications.
Thank you. Thank you. That's great. Anything else, Mr. Everard? That's all. All right,
great. Is that does that finish your business today? Yes, sir. All right, good. Have a
good trip back. Thank you.
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All right, we're off that case now. Let's move on to Mewborn Qil. This is 263. There's a
bunch of cases here. 2634042434404142 and 43 inches of appearance, please.

Ann Tripp 36:04
Good morning, Hearing Examiner. This is Ann Tripp of Hinkle Shaner on behalf of
Urin Oil.

Pecos Hall 36:11

Okay, | guess we need to correct something because we had down Holland and Hart
as the...

Go ahead, Miss Vance. We withdrew our representation. We got that filed yesterday
in coordination with Miss Tripp and Hinkle Shaner. They are now, they have now
stepped into the shoes on behalf of Newburn representing them in these cases.
Thank you. Good morning, Miss Tripp. Did you file a substitution of?

Council.

Ann Tripp 36:38
We have filed an entry of appearance, but we can certainly follow up with a

substitution.

Pecos Hall 36:43

No, no, that's fine. That's fine. That's fine. It could be either, | guess. Freya, would you
note that? Yes, and | did receive a request to manually file on behalf of Hinkle
Shaner. They don't have permission as of yet to use the permitting system for this
operator.

I'm just haven't had a chance to do that, but | do have those filings ready to work to
process. Miss Tripp, why don't, before | call other council, why don't you have

permission to file?

Ann Tripp 37:18

Mr. Hangar examiner, we've requested it's just a matter of Mewburns administrator
adding.

Adding our emails to the address.

Pecos Hall 37:26
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Oh, | see. Okay, | see. So Mewborn can obviously file, but you have to get permission
from Mewborn. All right, | understand. Who else do we have on this case or these
cases? Jackie McLean with Hardy McLean on behalf of COG Operating, and we are
just monitoring. Thank you, Miss McLean. Mr. Examiner, I'm sorry, this is a last minute
ad that just came through. Jacob Everhart, Betty Wozniak, New Mexico.

Go up on behalf of Devin. Devin, | don't see in.

We will file an entry of appearance for launching purpose only. So you just verbally
entering an appearance? Yes, sir. The e-mail just came through right now, so. Oh.

All right, so let me just write this down. So Devin, what's Devin's position?

We are currently just monitoring. Monitoring only. All right, who else do we have?
Mister Holiday.

Yeah.

Have you seen Mr. Holiday, Fred?

| have not.

Well, we will have to recall these cases. He represents several parties, and | don't
want to go on without him. Do you think you could send Mr. Holiday a little note?
Yes, | will. Sorry, thank you.

Miss Tripp will recall these cases as soon as maybe you can reach out to Mr. Holiday.

Do you have his contact?

Ann Tripp
But yes, | can do that. Not a problem.

Pecos Hall

All right, yeah, please reach out to him. And when we see him on the screen, I'll recall
these as we can. All right, we're in recess on these newborn cases.

Let's go to Avant operating now that Ms. Bennett's here. This is case 26354 and 80.
Well, | guess they're separate, right? They are. I'll just call 54 for now. Thank you. Dina
Bennett on behalf of Avant operating in case number 26354. Good morning. And Mr.
Examiner, Dana Hardy with Hardy McLean on behalf of PBEX Operations.

In your position, we did object. OK.

And PBEX is planning to, well, it doesn't need to pool. It has competing proposals
out, but it controls the acreage. So it's opposing the application and prefers it. Let
me see if | understand that. So you have, is there overlapping acreage between your

proposal and, well, not proposal, our proposal.
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And their proposal? Yes, there is. OK. However, you don't need to, | see, so, so...

So you would appear with your witnesses? Correct. Okay, very good.

| see. You would appear with your witnesses to show the division that that
overlapping acreage should not be awarded to Avant. Correct. Got it. Okay. Ms.
Bennett. Thank you. Avant would like to have this case set for a contested hearing.
Okay. And looking at the dates that

are available, Avant would like to set it for the December 1st contested hearing date.
Okay, we'll issue a pre-hearing order with the parties. Please confirm with their
witnesses that they're... Mr. Examiner, | think we have witness availability issues on
that date, and we would prefer December 15th if that's possible. | mean, it's possible.

Benjamin Holliday

It's been.

Pecos Hall

It's available. They have witness availability issues, Miss Bennett. Are you available on
the 15th? I'll have to check. We were, | know for sure we're available on the 1st, but
I'll double check while we're. Perfect. And Miss Hardy, depending on the availability
of their witnesses, what would you parties confer? But also, you know, December 1st,
like probably a Tuesday,

We could start Wednesday if the Wednesday is better and possible. Miss Bennett, |
am throwing that out there as well. | just heard from Avant and December 15th
works for them. Then we'll issue one for December 15th when everyone's available.
Thank you. Thank you. Okay, is that all for that case, Miss Bennett? Yes, it is. Thank
you. Very good. Okay, let's call Avant operating 26380.

Thank you, Dina Bennett, on behalf on behalf of Avant operating. Thank you.

Miss Vance, | think it's you.

| know it is. Good morning, Mr. Hearing, Examiner Paul Evans with the Santa Fe Office
of Holland and Hart on behalf of Marathon Oil Permian. And we entered an
appearance and we objected to this case. Perfect. What's your plan of action? So
right now, | believe, one, we wanted to ask for another status conference, primarily
because this is the same acreage that

is subject to previous contested hearing between Powderhorn and Marathon that is
now pending before the commission. | think they're having a evidentiary hearing

next month, October 15th, they're having a two-day evidentiary. That sounds correct.
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although I've been very busy, so | would have to check my schedule. But that's we
right now for just to sort of get the lay of the land. | believe the parties are in
discussion. But right now, as far as | know, also, it sounds like

Marathon has not received any notice from Avant regarding their proposed
development. But either way, the request here today is for a second status
conference. Hold on, Ms. Bennett. So you're suggesting that Avant did not send out
a proposal a month or two ago? That's my understanding right now. Just they have
not.

Yeah, they Marathon has not received a proposal or a JOA copy of the JOA from
from Avant at this point. In this case, Miss Bennett was probably filed in what, June?
It was actually filed in July. Thank you, July. Okay, Miss Bennett. Thank you. I'm
checking with Avant about that.

the proposal letter situation. Thank you. But in any event, Avant would like to set this
case for a contested hearing. They did file their applications in July. The case was
originally set for an August hearing date, but was administratively continued by the
division to September. And so this is the first status conference that we're having, but
the case has already been on the books since July.

And Avant has, | want to say, something like 73% of the working interest control, and
Marathon has something like 14%. And while it is accurate that the lands at issue are
part of the Powderhorn Marathon dispute, this formation is not. The party Avant is
seeking to

pool an entirely different formation than what's at issue in the Oil Conservation
Commission de Novo review. So there's no reason to hold up this case while that
case moves forward. And | did just get confirmation from Avant that Marathon has
received the proposal letters.

OK, Miss Vance.

Two points. One, there's no threshold requirement for whatever a party owns in
terms of polling purposes or going to a contested hearing. So that's sort of
irrelevant. The second is | would have to, | would have to confirm, | understand what
Ms. Bennett is saying, but she's saying that that's from Avant side. | still want to
confirm with my client that they actually received

that Avant may have sent it, but it may not have been received. So | want to make
sure that my client has actually gotten a copy of the proposal or JOA, and if they
didn't get it in the mail, then | would ask that Avant at least reach out to the land

man to send an e-mail copy of both. Okay. Okay, all that's well and good, but
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It's A July case and we'd like to get it heard. It sounds like it's in a different formation.
And.

| mean, there can be another status conference between now and December, but I'd
like to get it heard before the end of the year. Then | would ask for the latest possible
contested hearing date, given the division's preference, and Ms. Bennett obviously
has an application pending here. But that being said, | think it would be appropriate
to have a second status conference, even if a pre-hearing order is issued.

And we would, again, | would advocate for the last possible, the December 15th
contested hearing date. Miss Bennett, are you okay with December 15th? No. No.
Avant doesn't see any reason to continue to delay this case. And certainly, | don't
disagree with Miss Vance that at a status conference, the

the ownership interests aren't necessarily that relevant, but it does go to the Avant's
desire to move this case forward, given their large working interest. And | understand
from Avant that these wells are on their near-term development plan. And so in
Avant's opinion, there's no reason to even delay to December. They're ready to go.
They'd like to have the case set for hearing on November 17th. And we're happy to
come back for another status conference

in October, but there's no reason to delay to December. Ms. Vance, is Marathon filing
competing applications? | am not aware that they are, but | will, what | can say based
off of our previous contested hearing is that they do have a JOA where they have
working interest control for

you know, at least a portion of the subject acreage. But beyond that, | would have to
confer with my client. Makes sense. So what I'm sorry, may | just say one more quick
thing? Avant has been reaching out to Marathon. Avant and Marathon have been in
discussions, but not about this acreage. That's part of the frustration from Avant's
perspective.

is that if Marathon wants to work something out, it needs to be about the Casino
Queen acreage, and that's not happening. So until there's actual discussions about
this acreage, there's no reason to hold this case up. | understand. Okay. Well, here's
what I'll do. I'll split the difference with the parties. I'll do December 1st. That docket
is

is still open. I'll do December 1st pre-hearing order. Miss Bennett and Miss Vance, if
your witnesses are not available on the 1st, then we'll fall back to the November 17th
docket. Is there anything further? Nothing further from me. Thank you. No. Thank
you. All right. Thank you. We're off the record in that case. Mr. Holiday, | see your
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initials on my screen, so I'm going to recall

the mu-borne oil cases, do you want to enter an appearance?

Benjamin Holliday

Yes, good morning, everyone. Benjamin Holiday on behalf of Permian Resources,
operating in Earthstone. Apologize about that.

Had impeccable timing, a call from the school nurse. Everything's okay.

But, uh, you know, eight-year-old boys, what are you gonna do?

Pecos Hall

Right. So, what's the position of your clients?

Benjamin Holliday

Yes, so this case is currently set for an October 27th contested hearing. Just want to
go real, just real briefly into the sort of the background. We had our first status
conference on the Muvern cases in August, so on August 20. That was the first status
conference cases. We had objected at that point.

but our applications were not right for filing. We were still in the process of good
faith negotiations with the parties. We have since filed competing applications and
assay to be consolidated. But that 10-27 date, because we didn't have standing at
the time, we weren't able to push back on it. And

We weren't able to confer with Mewburn in advance of that. And so we have witness
availability issues. We also have, it's a fairly complex case involving Mewburn's
attempt to exit a federal unit and pull in and out of it when they've had prior
discussions with the state, who has also pushed back on their ability to do that. So |
think

Pecos Hall
Mister Holiday, I'm confused. Mister Holiday, Mister Holiday, I'm confused. You're

talking on behalf of Mewbourne, but that's not your client.

Benjamin Holliday
We need more time and we'd like to push that date.
Correct. Permanent Resources has competing applications. These issues that | just

brought up are part of that case. We think we need both just to resolve our witness
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418  availability issues and to address these issues about

419 involving the state land office and things like that, that we need more time and

420  would like to defer this hearing to a November or December hearing date.

421

4 Pecos Hall

423 A missed trip?

424

4 Ann Tripp

426 Thank you, Mr. Hearing Examiner. So, October 27th is still six weeks out. Newborn's
427  applications, | don't see a reason that they should be held up. | know that there are
428  some conversations going on, but our preference is still to continue with that

429  October 27th date. Regarding relationships to federal units or the state land office, |
430 | admit I'm not apprised of those facts at this time. | am aware of a unit to the south
431  orinvolving some of the southern portion of the acreage. However, | don't see that
432 as an impediment to proceeding with the date that's been proposed and set.

433

4 Pecos Hall

435 Okay. All right. Thank you, Mr. Holiday. Thank you, Ms. Tripp. We're going to keep
436 the hearing scheduled for the 27th of October.

437 We're off the record in those cases. All right, so let's see. We've heard from Avan
438  operating. Let's move on now to FE Permian operating. This is 26384.

439  Good morning, everyone. Sharon Shaheen on behalf of FE Permian Operating. Good
440  morning.

441  Jackie McLean on behalf of Permian Resources operating and these cases actually
442  compete with the next three Permian Resources cases on the docket. Then I'll call
443 them at the same time. Thank you. Let me also call 26386, 26387 and 2638

444  Eight.

445

4 Kaitlyn Luck

447  And.
448
4 Pecos Hall

450  So Miss McLean, you're on all these cases. Correct. Miss Shaheen, are you entered on

451  all these cases as well? Yes, | have. Okay, very good. And who else do we have?
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Kaitlyn Luck

Caitlin Locke here appearing for Waterloo Resources. No objection, just monitoring.

Pecos Hall

All right. So let's see. Miss McLean, you were addressing Permian's position on the FE
Permian operating case. Why don't you continue? Okay, yes. We, so the FE Permian
Buckaroo Bonsai are competing with Permian resources shown up.

applications and we have conferred and | believe we would like together to request a
November 17th contested hearing date. Okay, we'll issue a pre-hearing order for
November 17th. Is there anything else? | don't think from our end. Okay, Ms. Sheen. |
realized, | should say we realized that in one of the cases, the Bone Spring South Half,
and | apologize, | don't remember

the number for that case. Flat FE Permian does not have an interest in the south half,
and so we are planning to withdraw our objection to that case. And maybe Miss
McLean can tell us what case number that is. Okay, thank you.

| would need to look it up. Okay, no problem. You don't need to look it up right now.
If you're going to withdraw your application, Miss McLean, why don't you just
continue that case to the October 8th hearing by affidavit docket, let Freya know to
keep it and not bump it to November so we can get this case heard.

OK, whichever one it is, and just to confirm, that was the south half of the spring.

It will continue whatever that case number ends to October 8th of October. And why
are there, why were there three cases competing with one case? | believe that there
are, well, obviously permanent resources bounce in the entire section. So we have, |
believe we have North Half and South Half.

Oh, | see. Okay. And Miss Shaheen, what formation is your case in? We have filed,
actually, that's a good question because we will be filing an amended application for
our Bone Spring application, which is 26384.

We will also be filing a Wolf Camp application on the 20th. | think we'll be able to file
that. And so | will ask for that. | will ask for that to be consolidated with the same
cases. But our Wolf Camp is only relates to the north half. It doesn't relate to the
entire section. | see. Okay. And you're

Hold on one second, Miss McLane. So you're going to have two applications in the
north half, one in the Bone Spring, one in the Wolf Camp, whatever it is. | think so. |

mean, | might retract that last statement about the Wolf Camp because I'm starting
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to get my applications mixed up and | apologize for that.

But you're going to file another application for sure. Yes. And that would be for a
different formation. For the Wolf Camp, yes, that's correct. Oh, so it is for the Wolf
Camp? Yes. Okay, Miss McLean. Yes, | just looked it up. And case number 26387 is
Permian Resources South Half Bone Spring application. So we will continue that too.
October 8th. Perfect. And please send an e-mail to Miss Chance so she knows not to
bump it. Okay, perfect. All right.

Freya, do you normally go by application number as to date of the when you try to
set up set up your hearing by affidavit docket? Right. | don't continue older cases.
Okay, perfect. Typically just the brand new cases that get bumped. That makes sense.
Okay, good. So it probably wouldn't have been.

bumped anyway. All right. Is there anything else in these four cases that we're
discussing now? Not for me. Thank you. All right, very good. Ms. McLean.

Nothing from Permian Resources. All right. Good. Miss Luck. | guess you're gone. Or
maybe you're not gone. Anyway. Okay. All right. So let's move on to Spur Energy
Partners. This is 26395. Mr. Examiner, Dana Hardy with Hardy McLean on behalf of
Spur Energy Partners. Thank you.

Kaitlyn Luck
Nothing further, thank you.

Benjamin Holliday

Morning, Ben Holiday on behalf of Riley Permian.

Pecos Hall
And your position, sir?

Benjamin Holliday

So we've objected to these cases or case going forward. O'Reilly has competing
applications that's preparing to send out. And so we've asked that just not that it not
go by affidavit at this time.

Pecos Hall
So let me understand where you are in the process of filing a competing application.

Where are you again?
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Benjamin Holliday

My understanding, based on a phone call with Mr. Smith this morning, is that
proposals either have been sent out or they're preparing proposals. This acreage is
also part of a larger trade. And so we believe it would be best to set it for at least one
more status conference to give those both proposals and competing applications
time to mature, but also for these trade negotiations, which seem to be going well.
that could perhaps obviate all of this.

Pecos Hall

Ms. Hardy? Well, I'm a bit surprised because | thought the parties were very, very
close to agreement, and | was going to request that the case be set by affidavit on
October 8th. So this is news to me. But given that fact, | suppose that a status
conference in October would be acceptable, and then if an agreement is reached, we
can

proceed by affidavit on the 1st November docket.

And if not? Then we need a contested hearing date. Right. Okay, this will be a final
status conference. | guess this case was, I'm assuming July, filed in July. | believe
that's correct. | think so. Okay. And Mr. Holiday, please let your client know that if
they're just sending out proposals now, they need to move this along.

because we're going to set this for a contested hearing before the end of the year.

Benjamin Holliday
Yes, sir, understood. | will relay them.

Pecos Hall
All right, sounds good.
All right. Anything else, Miss Hardy? No, thank you. Mr. Holiday.

Benjamin Holliday
No, thanks, guys.

Pecos Hall
Thank you. We're off the record in that case. Let's move to Coterra Energy 26415.
Looks like it's joined with 16. And that might be the only case. Well, I'm going to call
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the other cases as well. 26243, 26244, and 264.

Well, | already got the 16. Okay. Good morning, Dina Bennett on behalf of Cotera
Energy Operating. Thank you. Good morning, Sharon Shaheen on behalf of NSP
Resources, which has the other three cases. Is it two cases?

Excuse me, yes, | think it is 2 cases. OK, so there are competing cases. Where are we,
Miss Shaheen? Are you?

Where are we with these cases? Those cases are set for a contested hearing on
October 27th, and | believe Ms. Bennett agrees that these should be consolidated for
that same October 27th contested hearing. | think they are. They are, yes, and so
They're already on the October 27th pre-hearing order. And | probably should have
just filed A continuance to get these off of this docket for today. And | apologize to
the division for not doing so. Well, | mean, it's fine. | mean, this is a good time to let
us know if negotiations have been successful and we don't need a contested hearing
if that's the case. Negotiations are progressing.

But we're not to the point yet of not of saying we don't need a contested hearing. |
followed up with Cotera yesterday to see if there was any update that | could
provide, and that's the information | received. Okay. All right. All right. October 27th,
it'll remain. And that seems to conclude our business for today. Is there anything I'm
missing?

Not hearing anything, so we're off the record. Thank you, everyone. Thank you.

Thank you.

579 Pecos Hall
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