
O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 
P. O . B O X 8 7 1 

SANTA F E , NEW MEXICO 

November 4, 1963 

j Mr. C. E. Caple 
3029 Perlita Avenue 
Los Angeles 39, California 

Dear Nr. Capiat 

•fr.- Reference ia made to your latter of November 2. 1963, objecting to 
tha application of Texaco Inc. for administrative authority to uti­
l i s e i t s Stata of Kev Mexico 'm< Wall Ko. J , located in tha MW/4 
8W/4 of Section 25, Township 11 South, Range 32 East, NMPM, Lea 

- County, Haw Maxico, for salt vater disposal. 

7 . Our records indicate that we received Texaco*s application October 
i ! 1, 1963, including a stateaent that a copy of the application had 
'r- been sent to a l l offset operators and to the State Engineer. The 

records further indicate that ve received waivers of objection froa 
the State Engineer and froa a l l offset operators except yourself by 
October 3, 1963. 

V Znasauch as no objection to Texaco'a proposal waa received froa any­
one within the prescribed 15-day waiting period, and since the pro­
posal appeared to our engineering ataff to be sound and reasonable, 
an order vas issued October 16, 1963, approving the salt water 
disposal. 

Very truly yours. 

DSH/ir 
DANIEL S. MUTTER 
Chief Engineer 

cct Texaco Znc. - Drawer 728, Bobbs, Rev Mexico 
State Engineer - Santa Wm, Hev Mexico 
SWD File 40 
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September 20, 1963 

C. L« Ce.le 
302? P e r i l Avenue 
Los Angeles 39, C a l i f . 

Re: Convert TEXACO Inc. State of 
New Mexico "BN" (NCT-1) Well 
No. 1 to Salt Water Disposal 
Well, Moore (Devonian) F i e l d , 
Lea County, New Mexico 

Gentlemen: 

TEXACO Inc. proposes to condition the subject w e l l , located 
i n the NW/4 of the SW/4 of Section 25, Township 11-S, Range 32-E, 
Lea County, New Mexico, f o r disposing s a l t water produced from the 
Moore (Devonian) Field i n t o the non-oil-or-gas bearing Glorieta and 
Tubb formations. 

Your signing the statement below w i l l serve as waiver to 
th i s proposal. TEXACO Inc. s h a l l greatly appreciate your signing 
the waiver and mailing one copy to each party concerned whose add­
ress i s contained on each of the attached envelopes. 

Yours very t r j 

WPY-bh 
Attachments 

W. B. Hubbard 
D i s t r i c t Superintendent 

I/we concur with the TEXACO Inc. proposal and the signature below 
v e r i f i e s t h i s waiver. 

\ 

\ 2 <r<: 

(Name of Operator or Lessee)^* ^ 

/ I (Signature) 

(Date) 
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Les an^eles 39, Cal i f ernia. 
'levember 2nd.19S3. 

New Kexico Oi l Conservation Commission, 
Santa Fe, tfew I'exico. 

State gn^ineer, 
attention; F rank a? Irby, 
Santa Fe, New Toxica. 

S i r s ; -

Yeu w i l l nate the attached what the Texaco Ina. wants me ta cla far 
free and when I bought theses leases I hare in New i exico, I done sa with purpose 
t » ciake seme Beney, and sinee I am n#t trespassing on any thing £hat the Texaco 
Inc.awns, I feel that they should nat ae allowed ta de sa ta me. 

I awn the lease that they describe in the attached papers and they want 
ta use ny lands that I pay far far free. I f they want ts use these/ lands, I 
want tV-em ta pay me the reantals that I pay far these lnnds which is f i f t y eents 
oer acre, and i t is naid up t? Lay 1S'*»4. I w i l l s e l l them the lease far 50 cents 
ner acre up te and including J/ay ISSfc. I feel i f they use these acres withtu t 
my permission and I find i t out,I feel they w i l l lse l iable to me fer whaterer I 
should ask, i f they use these acres without my per mission. 

I hope that the lay/ concurs. 

•erl i ta &ve, 
Los ingeles 3S, 

Cal i fornia . 



Les \n^eles 3 S , C a l i f o r n i a , 
•lever, er 7 t h . l 9 » 3 . 

O i l Conservation Cocmissian, 
S»nta Fe , lew 1'exice. 
Attention; Mr.Daniel 5.Nutter, 
Chief Engineer. 

Dear S i r , 

abeut four years ago I haa a l i t t l e trouble with ones who w*nted 
to dump a lot of s a l t water into the eaTerns dawn de,es i n ny Gj.1 <?•- Gas 
Lease *nd I went to Santa Fe and met up with a Slifce ivir. by the n r̂ce of Utz 
or something l i k e that and i t was stopped and now when t h i s a l l ha \~>ened 
again I hmpened ta be in the Santa F e Hospi ta l , »2" So.St Leu i s Are . 
Los A n ~e le s and was operated on f s r a p a r t i a l removal af stomawh caused 
by l l c e r w and sc when I was able to t^ke care of ry correspendance i t 
get to be l a t e but again I say the Texaao I n e . did not hare my authority 
to use anything at J l l «beut my lease f a r I contracted f er t h i s lease to 
make sore money on i t but I went wreng^I l a t e r f ind'but i f there were 
twice as many caverns on ay lease th^r s t i l l weuliT^|ive any one any r ights 
tp trespass i n t h i s lease of mine which I paid t h i s year a renta l of 
eighty do l lars at the rate of f i f t y oents per acre . 

Maybe you can see that I was having some dealings with the 
Texaco Ino . i n Mobbs and also Keswel l , i<iew kexico and f i n n a l l y they \$(Alt9 
would not want these acres that I have i n Lea County which as I see i t 
gave them permission or something^ hut they could use to use my leased 
acres for the purpose to dump a lot of s a l t w a t e r , £ l s « i t could of been 
that another o i l »onoern oould be using me to keep the Texaco Ino.from 
dumping s a l t water into the oavernsin t h i s part of New Mexico for many 
reasons• 

some «ne 

A.11 I ..anted the Texaco Comapny to do each year they used 
these aores for a s a l t water dumping grounds was to pay me $*0.00 or 
f i f t y ceants per acre the money I have to pay to keep i t . The Texaco 
Ino. owes me #10.00 for t h i s aot they used for f ree whan I have to pay 
for these a c r e s , without f i r s t g t t i n g my permission i s an act of most 
•anything you can f ind i n the book for such trespass ings and I w i l l bet 
you i f they caught ae doing such to them without permission I might have to 
pay t r i p l y for the a e t , so i f you c».n I wish that you would stop them 
from dumping any s a l t water in my lease u n t i l they have something from me, 
I am ^ / 

Very lS\^f^j4urs, 

/' \fl f ^ ^ n J t e r l i t a 
J Jf# C a l i f o r n i a . 

Ave, 



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
P. O . BOX 871 

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 

May 19, 1964 

/ps Mr. c. a. c*pU 
3029 irerllte Avenue 
Los Angelas 39, California 

Re: Administrative Order Ŝ D-AO 
Dear Mr. Caple: 

/?\ Reference is mad* to tha letters recently received from you regarding tha applica* 
tion of Texaco Ine. for administrative authority to complete its State of New Mexleo 
"BM" Well No. 1 located in Unit L of Section 25, Township 11 South, Range 32 East, 
NMPM, Lea County, Naw Mexico, in such a manner aa to permit the injection of aalt 
water for disposal purposes into the Glorieta and Tubb formations froa approximately 
4790 feet to approximately 6400 through 3 1/2-inch tubing with a packet set at ap­
proximately 4530 ln the 5 1/2-inch casing. 

0 Our files indicate that Texaco's original application for this salt water disposal 
well was received In the Commission's office at 8:32 a.m., September 23, 1963. The 
application contains an affidavit that copies of the application were sent to you, 
McAlester fuel Company, Great Western Drilling Company, Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Com­
pany, L. C Harris, Tidewater Oil Company, Samedan Oil Corporation, and the New Mexico 
State Engineer, a l l on September 20, 1963. Commission rules require that we wait 
a period of fifteen days from the date of receipt of the application, and that if 
no objection is received to the conversion of any well to salt water disposal, the 
Secretary-Director of the Commission may authorise the same. No timely objections 
were received ln this case and thus Administrative Order SWD-40 was entered 
October 16, 1963. 

aim believe that our administrative procedures were adhered to and complied with in 
this Instance. If you wish to pursue the matter further, you can request that the 
Commission docket a case to reconsider Administrative Order SafD-40 at public hearing. 
X would remind you, however, that in such event, you would in a l l probability be 
expected to sustain the burden of proof why Texaco1s authority should be rescinded. 

Very truly yours, 

Daniel S. Nutter 
Chief Engineer 

DSN:sg 

cct SWD-40 Pile 
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Fe.-ru.ary -' t / . 1P.-.4. 

C i i Conversat ion Ccr jn i s s i cn . 
oanta F« , .few : .exice . 
\ t , t e n t i n ; - Dan ie l S ,Mut te r , 
Chief ^ n . i n e e r . 

De^r r "luttetf , 

I %v. the r-ivner c f 1-30 cres i n Lea County, '.rv: Mexico and my lafet 
l e t t e r t o /ou shows ' iovemer 7 th .1963 . This i s SE^.Jec .25 . T w n . U j .R s©. ?2 East 
snd l a s t September 15th.1P03 I was i n hoss i t .n l v. i^h less than a. 50-50 ehanoe 
to su rv ive the n p r ^ t i e n and I d i d net knpw f o r ssr ;e f i v e v/eeks t o t se a j « e 
ef my u^ck l o ; o f correspondence o f i l l k inds c f r---.y - h i n ; s , and ..'ovenoer 
:ind . 1 *.ot t o t h i s request o f the Tecaoo, I n c . and y n r e f f a c e answeredas c f 
\*o veir.be r 4 th . IS63 and I t e you Aovem'oer 7 t h . b u t yov ve not made a r e i l y . 
I /."is i n the handl ing c f a Aeal v ; i t h the Texaco, I n c . n t / o u r Ccto.er 1 « t h . 
out a sto-mer on the deal and t h a t company as o f October f'Stb . srys they have t<3-

- considered the o f f e r on ny ler.se a id cance l led sane. 

vr-rk } r . M u t t e r , These or any others have any r i g h t s whatsoever t o eo any 
under the surface s f these gores,and. I am sure th--t the otate o f New Kexico 

T would not l e t any ©nes t respass on t h e i r lands nr an r i n e ar ether readies 
so I o n ; as they acceat the cash r e n t a l s t h a t I gay the;-.. I said 50 cents per 
acre t o the Sta te e f Nev i e x i c o f o r 1963 -nd the Texeog.Inc was t o pay me 
loO.OO f o r t h i s permiss ion but your o f f i c e i>te->iped i n on Oct ober l o t h , 
and i n t ha t l e t t e r they gbt what they wanted, sa I an short t h i s -50 .Hp 
snel I s u r e l y wanted f o r I need i t . d t e . l i k e mast any one e l s e . I s t i l l own 
600 acres i n New l e x i c e and i f your o f f i c e wh© took i t cn t h e i r own 
t o j i v e the Texaco , Inc . f o r ffcee, the right-) ta^aur.a t h e i r s a l t water sludge 
f rom t h e i r w e l l s i n t o my lease which hasNcaverns dee- dev.n, I would l i k e 
f o r your o f f i c e t o r e p l y t o mine e f ^ o ^ p f s e r 7 t h . I an 

i s l e , 
) 2 9 - P e r I i t a i v e . 

^Los *.ngeles 39, 
C a l i f o r n i a . 
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L«3 \n ries 39, Cali fbr nia. 
'..arch 31stJ9S4 . 

Mr.Daniel £ .Nutter , 
Chief Engineer, af 

Oil Censervatkn. 

Sata Fe, New liexice. 

Dear S i r , -

I f inithat I wrote yeur offices dated, February 4th.l9S4, and i m no 
reply from your of f ice . 

I see by the actions of a l l concerned in this aatter,that , I wool d not 
amy aetiens in suchmatters, that i f I taak any actions in such matters that I 
would be a tresspasser, in , on or «.beve any ones leaedd lands I would have to 
pay for i t . Also some ones has taken position of my leases in Lea County, 
while I was in an apparent transaction of some kind fer a sum of some |S0.00 
and maybe a sale whatever i t was to fee, and so some one awes the undersigned 
this amount. 

I ar. he •! -v tc hear fram your office as soon as you have ti*B to do 
so. When the Texaoo Company got what they wanted they afterwards re-considered 
and so I am entitled to a reply as I see i t , I am 

C.S.Caple, 
3029- Perlita Ave. 
Los Angeles 39, 



Les Angeles 39, California. 
Lay Sath.l9«4. 

Mr. Daniel S. Nutter, 
Chief Engineer, 

Dear Kr.Nutter, 

F i r s t , we w i l l leek at yeur para, ene ef ysur letter ef May lSta . 
wherein, i t states, reference i s cade ta the let ters reoently reeefcfed freayeu 
regarding the appliaatien ef Texaee Ine. ete. Mr. Nutter, My NevIJtth. 
letter yeu never did answer, e lse the letter ef Feb.4th. and again Mar eh 51st . 
aut ary letter te Mr. B.S,Johnny Walker ef May 9th. seems ts sail ysur 
attention ts what you/ are trying te explain, aut I hare notified Mr. Walker 
that I w i l l give this lease up and you and The Texaoo Ino. oan do as you al l 
please about these acres. 

I took leases on on acres in New Kexico to make some money but that 
is not possible, in sueh handling that I got in your a-nswering my letters 
when my letter of November 7th. is answered by yours of ISay 19th. so when 
my tin e very short sinee the lease was up May 20th. 

The reason that I could not take aare of the protest that I would 
not give the Texaoo Ine. pernissien to dump salt water,etc. was that I had M 
less than 50 per cent ohance to survive the operation that I had in t h? 
Santa Fe Hospital here in Los Angeles, on September ISth.lSSo. When I was 
able to handle my businesses, you took advantage ©f my ownership in th i s 
lease, and then the Texaee Ino. on Oct.29th. cancelled the deal as theysay i n 
thiers of that date. I am 

J I - • 
<~ C. S. Caple, 

/ .' '. 3029-Periita We. 
Los Angeles 39,California. 90039 . 

0 


