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DATE: April 5, 1995 

a: 
RE I Competing Forced Pooling Applications 

It has come to our attention that during the next few months the 
Di

1
ision will receive numerous competing forced-pooling 

applications. In an effort to reduce the presentation of 
unnecessary evidence and testimony, and to clarify the types of 
criteria that the decisions in these cases should be based upon, 
I ~m presenting to you some suggested guidelines to be utilized 
by \Division Examiners in deciding these issues. In addition, I 
am presenting some criteria that should llQt. be utilized in 
deaiding ' these issues. It should be noted that these criteria 
ar·J in no particular order of • importance and may be used singly 
or lin any combination thereof. 

I 
· RELEVANT ·AND PERTINENT EVIDENCE 

a) Any information related to pre-hearing negotiations conducted 
between the parties; 
b) : Will ingness of operator ( s) to negotiate a voluntary 
aglieement; 
c) ! Interest ownership within the particular spacing unit being 
sotight; · . . 

·-· ···~_--, ·::~ d'}- [,-;~eoiog~:11,,-.~~dtiric~~mar.1d · · e·es~·~rnG,~y .::as.~ t:~/ ~ni'l~#~t)::'P ·-t'F:~P.?s·ed · · 
- · ._, we~1-.sil01!:atl.0i\,(!i3J\,._ · e.spee'!l..-al:l:y .- i ·f ·, P>'opos:e~-·w~.;i.:i l~.r-:~:~;-9p.::f" ar~ 

· . ~ •.:-1 ~ dj.fifsrent:; •· -~ · ' · • . . · ·· . ,. 
· -n· .e) \ · rn·fS~ina.ti.on ·r$-r~ng d~~es ·1p;t·os~~.5:t \•ti~.g1 ·:q;~i;~Jiop.~tf;' ·'?rop-osed/ 

et.._. ; 

g) Proposed r-i·:s!ft; ·penaL:ies; ·. · ·. fr. 
; ', .J ! } \ ©v~-rheao.' · -r-~e!:3"' ·fo-r.: ... sl:Ipervis ion; ··· · 

h) :.S ignifican,t.~'€1~-ffe-i!'.•~ic~s in ~~-i!!, ~ ---( W~tl f:_~ qst:s·V; 
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a) Insignif_].,ga!ft-'; ?iifoferei'1ces t~. hl-~E"?-s;·:;c,;.r~i-3: co_.s~g:) , 9·y~rhead 
rates ·and risk pen.~lties; . . ·.--:: , . . . 
b) Subjective judgemei'!t~· -ca1.:J.:s: 0n,_~ a.n-:-ot:,13:C~t;~"~ ~~ ~P:tlJ;y co: drill 
a r·1ell; . , 
c) I Subj eC'tive judgement-·-aal-1:s on - ah- .' ope:t:·at:or 1 ~ cipj,.lttY to~:.;, 
proruc~ and/or operate a well·;'. 
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d ) Subjective judgement calls on an operator's ability to market 
o ~ l and gas from the subject well, or dispose of waste products; 
e Incidence and description of previous disagreements between 
t h e parties; 

rl those cases where the differences in relevant evidence are not 
sufficient to make a clear and fair determination of 
operatorship, the Division should institute a policy and/or 
procedure whereby operatorship is awarded on an alternate basis. 
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