. g

“CASE 5486: . YATES PETROLEUM CORP.
FOR TWO UNORTHODOX GAS WELL LOCA=
TIONS, EDDY COUNTY, NEW MEXICO -

e ST BRI R PR T AT AT vz s Y




-~ tien, O
st N B

TS,

i




Page......... R —

S . BEFORE THE .
R ' NEW MEX1ICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
S ganta Fe, New Mexico ‘

May 28, 1975

B _ : EXAMINER HEARING
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CASE 5486
3

MR, STAMETIS: Call the next case, 5486, being

Application of Yates Petroleum Corp. for two unorthodox”

gas well locations, Eddy County, New Mexico.

MR. LOSEE: A.J. Losee, Losee & Carson, Artesia,

New Mexico, appearing on behalf of the Applicant. 1

have one witness, Mr. Ray Beck.

MR. STAMETS: Arxe there-any other appearxrances

in this Case? The Wiéness will stand and be sworn.

(Witness sworn.)
(Whereupon, & discussion
was held off the record.)

MR, LOSEE: Mr. Examiner, the Applicant at

e wishes to amend that portion of the Application

requesting an’ﬁnorthodox iocation in Unit’M,of Secfidn 31,

h, Range 26 East, and procee

this tim

Township 17 Sout d with the

ged unorthodox locations.

hearing on the other two adverti

MR, STAMETS: Unit M?

MR, LOSEE: Yes, of 31.

MR. STAMETS: Okay We will either dismiss

_ that part of the Application or otherwise properly han-
dle that.
i RAY BECK
having been first duly sworn, was

called as a witness,
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BECK-DIRECT

examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. LOSEE:

Q Would you state your name, residence, and

occupation?

A Ray Beck, Artesia, affiliated with Yates

" Petroleum.

Q In what capacity?
A Geologist.

Q Have you previously testified as a geologist

_before this Commission and had your qualifications made

part of the record?
| ,:A I have. |

1Q Would you explain the purpose of this modified
Application?

A 'Yetes Petroleum wou1d~request approval to drill
an uhorthodox’gas location in the Atoka West Morrow Gas

.ig iz the Yates-Jackson EM No. 1, 660,from»thev_

south and 1980 from the east, Section 25, 17 South, 25
East ‘Unit 0 dedicating the E/2 of the Section.

Q o;ld vou please refer to what has been marked

N
- X
// ’

\
as Exhibit 1 and explaiv what 1is portrayed by *his

Exhibit?
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I '= - BECK-DIRECT ‘ »v CASE 5486 - .
e : ' Page.. o S
| /73 A Exhibit 1 is a thickness map, oI isopach map,
llf o ~ taking into account the thickness of the Morrow clastics;
- that's the tdp of the Morrow clastics down to the
Chester 1imestone. Also on the map are structural con-
. ;ours. The wells colored in red are gas wells in the
| West Atoka Poél. I guess thatvthat!is generally what is
“ Cchown here.
: Q Mr. Beck, are the offset éperﬁtors to this §
location, with the ekception‘af the W/2 of the Section, %
Yatestetroleum Corporation? { %
A‘ Yes, they are. | i
§. {:} S Q Now; the W/2 of the Section is operated by E
% | what company? E
: _ A Western‘Oil Producers. ;
§ !j;%i ;i‘ “ | - > QK-~ And the well they have completed in it is an 4%f
. F  ‘ﬁ‘”l v fl‘ : undesignéted Ciéco>gas weli? E.
% : :4; L A qurect. | g ﬂ ~ : z
g :731; :% B ' Q - Does this map show the iocation of the axceég . %
é ™ | of thickening on top of the Morrow clasticé?, E
: ‘7’@ o “A Yes, it does. There is a gengral-thickening \
. “of the Morrow clastics from south to north in the Easken
f o T | Units Horabskar on up to the proposed location. | e
? {fg }“fi 5;3 : - ‘, ‘ MR, STAMETS: Could you identify the location of
‘ o | T e e
: 22% JOHNSON STREET
o o
Y ,é s




BECK-DIRECT

- that Fasken Hornbaker Well?

It s on

MR. BECK:

it -L there in 182
from éhe east.

BY MR, LOSEE°

is your Arco No.

A That's true.

o ‘ - Q How long has that

Have you f

We are.

5, Section 25, 1980 from the north and 660

Q Now, the closest producin

“A It has been completed, a

iled a coMpletion report on
A We' £iled a. completion report,

Are you selling gas fr

In what yvolumes?

The last 13 days has a

A
P | Q Now, did &o
I | A We did.
; é ~- Q “ Has that been filed wit
| T A Yes, it has.

CASE 5486
' 6

the south part of the map

g well to your offset

1 Well, is that correct?

been completed?

8 of yesterday, for

it?

yes.

om that well at this

veraged 18 million a

u ruﬁ a log on the well?

h the 0il Commission?

e T O
(R PR s o
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BECK-DIRECT
Page......... 7 ............
Q With a request that it be kept confidential
for 90 days? -
A That's true.
Q Now, you've got a cross section shown on this

large map., Would you refer té Exhibit 2 and explain this
cross sectiop?

A ‘Exhibit 2 is a cross section showing the bottom
part of the logs of four wells. The Cross section goes
more or less perpendicular to the axis of the thick
sociated with the West Atoka Pool. On Exhibit 1 it
goes from Coquino-Hare to the Fasken Vandiver 7 to the
Yates Vandiver DO to the Yates Ferguson. It's just

a third dimension of what is depicted on Exhibit 1
showing how we correlate the Morrow clastics and the
Chester limestone, It also shows that the better well
'i{s the well that penetrates.clean-channel sandstone

in the thicker portion of that thick

Q“ Do you feel like your proposed location is in

the thick portion of that?

_A f We do. ”

Q As 2 general rule, the wells-thatVQre out from

that thickening portion are not as good a Morrow well?

A -~ True, The wells that are in the thicker portion
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BECK-DIRECT CASE 5486

8

or alohg'or near thg thicker portion of the isopadh here
are the better wells, such as the Fasken-Brown Yates, -~
Mountain States McCall, C&k Vandiver, the Yates Vandiver
CN and the Yates Vandiver DO, v

Q Do you ﬁlso think your Afco Well is in the
thicker portion of the clastic?

A Yes, we do.

Q Kre there any other unor;hodoxlocation§>;ﬁ

this field that have been approved without penalty?
A I'm aware of 9 other uﬁorthddoxilocations that
have been approved without beﬁélty.

Q In thé West Atoka ﬁbrrow?

A In the Wesc’Atﬁka Morrow.

Q; ifﬁbroduction is 6btai§ed from ydur well at this
location, do you believe it-willAefficiently?drain the
£/2 of Section 257

A It's my opinion that it would. .

Q ﬁeré'EXhibits 1 and 2 prepared by f;u?

:A They were.

MR, LOSEE: We move the introdiction of Exhibits
1 and 2, |

MR, STAMETS: These exhibits will be admitted.

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
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BECK-CROSS CASE 5486

(Whereupon, Applicant 8 Exhibits
1 and 2 were admitted into evidence )

MR. LOSEE: 1 have no further questions on

CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. STAMETS:
Q  Mr. Beck, what acreage is dedicated to the

vates Arco Well in 36, 17, 257

A North half y ‘ )
Q So there will be the opportunity for the drilling

of a well in the south half‘of that sectionz

A Yes, sir.
Q Now, is the Yates Arco Well completed in this

~ vVandiver channel?
A This is a question I am anticipating'and I

cannot answer 1t. I'm not certain that it is for

reasons of pressure between this well and the wells

'already completed in the West Atoka. ‘1 think that it's

" not . rertain that it's actually the same reservoir yet.

; 62 ‘pid you get pressure substantially higher than

you had “in the West Atoka channel?

’ A Substantially higher, yes, sir.

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPCSITION NOTARIES
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BECK-CROSS . CASE 5486

Q So you cduld have found another Morrow channelln
in there?

A xdbuld be, could be.

Q " That doesn't change the danger in missing a
Morrow_chqnﬁel if you step out too far, does it, even if

RN — -g bc.-__-_.n,

¢
t 8§ alrrerent ones

-9

A NS, sir, it doesn't. ‘

Q Looking'dcwn'chrbﬁgh the map, Exhibit No. 1,
I sce at least & couple of locations in there that
"appear to be #bout as close as the two yoq’have‘proposed
here. Does the proximity of these locations cause
any - drainage problems in the Morrow formation in the
types of chénhéling that you have here?

A Weil I'm not certain that I quite understand
what you 're asking. | |

:Q 7 Well 1t s obvious, if you have the wells too
close, essentially you're not really achieving very
good‘driinage from the’Mbrrowrand you wind up, basically,
with one wellbore and you just hAVe;the tw$ straws |
coming out to ‘thé surface. Is rﬁatfthe c#se with a
location sérh as you have here in the Morrow, or are

you Achieving pretty good drainage in the Morrow, con-

sidering the chenneling that is existent in this area?

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
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‘BECK’CROSS CASE 5486
' " Page.... S -

~ A Well, I believe that the drainage is good
between these wells.

Q So, the fact that these wells are as close
as theyhare should not have any harmful effect on the
drainage in the area? |

A No, sir,"i don't believe so. Thexe is an
example in Section 13 of 18, 25, the B & M or pennzoil
vandiver 2 Well and the offset weii in the gates vandiver
CN. just to the east. quh:of these wells are in the
channel. The-Vandiver‘Z Vell is not doing a very good
job of draining it; better drainage and efficient pro-
duction comeg from channels in Vandiver CN.

Q  So, if you get the channel you've got good

drainage and if yod don't get the chaﬁnelfyou'Veagot

poof drainage?

A That's right.

Q_Q ~ And to get the ¢hannel you need to be able

to locate your wells where it is the best possib}e .
place?

‘A The best possible place.

| MR. STAMETS° Any other questions of the

Witnese? He may be excused Anything further in this

case?

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
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‘MR, LOSEE:

CASE 5486
Page......... ... 1 2

Nothing further, Mr. Examiner.

MR, STAMETS: We will take the Case under

advisement.
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" ing before the New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission

CASE 5486
Pige......... A3

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
SS.

N S N

COUNTY OF SANTA FE

I, RICHARD L, -NYE, Court Reporter, do hereby cer-

tifyvthat the foregoing and attached Transcript of Hear-

was reported by me, and the same is a true and correct
record of thé said’proceedings, to the best of my know-

ledge, skill and ability.

o s gy oot s R e

I do hereby ¢ertify that the foregoing 1s
a2 complete record of the proceedings in

o the Examiner hearing of Case No.3 Z4& .
- r. 1z S s & W
neard._ )

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES

225 JOHNSON STREEY ) o

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501 S \
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(2) That “the appn jcan 'tes, petroleum Covp., seeks Egprova]
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T IN THE.MATTER OF THE HEARING S /
- \ CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION s
X COMMZSSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR P
1 THE PURPOSE OF CO\]SIDER..NG' ‘ /
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: CASE No. 5486
T - APPLICATION OF YATES PETROLEUM CORP. Order NOo R-_5036
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C | ORDER OF THE COMMISSION | | e

'BY rHE COMMISSION- :

g v 5
SR " phis cause came Oh for hearing at 9 a.w. on ”‘May 28, ' 1§Ei_ :

T at Santa Fe, New' ‘Mexigo, before Examiner Richard L. Stamets . B

i NOW, on this day of © 1§5 ¢ the. Commlssxon,la'b !

s gquorum ‘being. present, having considered the testimony, the recoxd, I

;f‘ . ‘and the recommendatlons of the Examiner, and being fully advised E

o in the premises, i

L FINDS: | : |

;';: (1) ‘That due -public notice having been given as réQuired by
T law, the Commxssxon has jurlsdlctlon of this cause and the subject - ¢
S matter thereof° _ ) S
) :v t’;,
!

“of tno unorthodox gas W e1l 1ocat1 ne ‘ -

Gas Poo1,‘gngxi;¢nt j 1ocated 1 the center of Un1t 0- of Sect1on 2&, %
é %% ex.co, -
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Case NO.
Order No.

5486 % /’"/’”“{
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Township 17 South, Kange 26 East, ehe—hia

lldox locations.

Unit M of Section 31,

7‘¢f~/ooc <
(40 That®wellp, at saé unorthodox location® will better

enable applicant to produce the gas underlying the proration unit.

uff That no offset operator ‘objected to the prOpoéeﬁ unorthd-

. () That approval of the subject application will afford
the applicanf the opportunity to produce its just and equitable
ehare of ihe gas in the subject pool, will prevent the ecqﬁoqjc
loss caused by the drilling of unnecessary wells, avoid the
augmentation of risk arising’ from the drilling of an eXCeseiye
number of we1js, and will othe}wise prevent waéte and protect |

correlative rights.

.

(7‘) ;hZ:;)‘; ’7{f f/‘;”’ /§¢:co4a.’r/’ ,/}/"é:; Se /4:.~L
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designated.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
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LerEd Ko ser/
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pnor%c[dw .5 w—e// /cay‘?éé"- s

in the center of Unit M of SPCtIOﬂ 31 Townsh1p 17 South, Range 26

)Nﬂﬂ”: 78 “f“ d’,‘n" R
East, . r—dedicatadto the well.

(ﬁ That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for thy \

entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary. |- -

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabovq
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1. R. TRUJILLO
O11. CONSERVATION COMMISSION CHATRMAN
A . LAND COMMISSIONER
STATE OFONEW MEXICO PHIL R. LUCERO
P. 0. BOX 2088 - SANTAFE - MEMBER
87501 . >
STATE GEOLOGIST
A. L. PORTER, JR.
SECRETARY — DIRECTOR
Mr. A. J. Losee Re: CASE NO. 3486 (
Losee & Carson ORDER NO. R=3036 '
Attorneys at Law - - y |
Post Office Box 239 A o 5 ; a
Artesia, New Mexico 88210 ' App]_j_cm{t‘; . . : L
T —vates Petrclaum Covporation.
Dear Sir:
Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-réferenced %' (
Commission order recently entered in the subject case. %
purs very tru ;
AT N
/ ' .
JDR/ £d .
Copy of order also sent to:
. Hobbs OCC %X
- Artesia - 0CC._ . %X . :
Aztec 0OCC R .
i I
Other
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:

CASE NO. 5486
Order No. R-5036

APPLICATION OF YATES PETROLEUM CORP.
FOR: TWO UNORTHODOX GAS WELL LOCATIONS,
EDDY COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

' ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
BY THE COMMISSION:

_ This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on May 28, 1975,
at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner ‘-Richard L. Stamets.

NOW, on this __ 10th day of June, 1575, the Commission, a
quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the
record, and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being
fully advised in the premises,

. PINDS:

(1) That due public notice having been given as required
by law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the
subject matter thereof.

(2) +‘That the applicant, Yates Petroleum ‘Corp., Seeks
approval of an unorthodox _gas well location within one mile
of the West Atoka-Morrow Gas Pool, to be located in the center
of Unit O of Section 25, Township 17 South, Range 25 East,
Eddy County, New Mexico, with the E/2 of said Section 25 to be-

‘ dedicated to the well.

(3) That applicant seeks dismissal of that part of the
application: which deals with a proposed unorthodox location
in Unit M of Saction 31, Township 17 South, Range 26 East.

{4) That a well at the proposed unorthodox location will

vbetter enable applicant to produce the gas underlying the

..... 24~ cnend

&~
y&u&cu..n.vu Riisace

(5) That no coffset Operator objected to the proposed un-
orthodox locations.

(6) That approval of tno subject application will afford
‘the applicant the opportunity to produce its just and equitable
share of the gas in the subject pool, will prevent the economic
loss caused by the drilling of unnecessary wells, avoid the
augmentation of risk arising from the drilling of an excessive

vt m s ) B YO AT
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Case No. 5486
Order No. R-5036

number of wells, and will otherwise prevent waste and protect
correlative rights.

IT IS THDREFORE ORDERED :

(1) That the applicant, Yates Petroleum COrporation, is
hereby authorized to drill a well at an unorthodox location in
the center of Unit O, Section 25, Township 17 South, Range 25 .
East, NMPM, within one mile of the West Atoka~Morrow Gas Pool,

Eddy County, New Mexico.

(2} That the E/2 of said Section 25 shall be dedicated
to said well. :

{(3) That the application for an unorthodox gas well loca-
tion in the center of Unit M of Section 31, Township 17 South,
Riange 26 Fast, NMPM, is hereby dismissed.

(4) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the
entry of such further orders as the COmmission may deem necessary.

ﬁDONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year herein-
above designated.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

I. R. TRUJTILLO, Chairman

fo_.. I)J/

/%)E D. RA@W%: & qecretary
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 COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
STATE OF NEW MEXICO
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

YATES PETROLEUM CORPORATION FOR AN
UNQRTHODOX GAS WELL LOCATION, EDDY

’%240

Case No.

e oo s0 s

* APPLLCATION

COMES YATES PETROLEUM CORPORATIGN, by'its attorneys,

and in suppori hereof, respectfully states:

e

1. That,applicantfis the operator of the Pennsylﬁénian

'formatlon underlylng the E/2 Section 25, Townshlp **** 17 south, Range

S

25 East, N.M.P.M., Eddy COunty, New Mexico, and proposes to

drill a well»loCated 660 feet from the South line and 1,980~fee£

from the East line of said Section 25,
2, @ppliéént seeks'an exception to the well location
requiremehts"of;Rﬁieb104 Cc-IT(a) of the 0Oil CoﬁserVé@ion'Commis—

sion to permit the driiling of the well at the above mentioned

;ggg;tﬁp@gg»iopaeionutp a depth suffiéient to adequately test

the-Mbrgow formation in the Pennsylvanian system.

3. That a standard 320-acre gas proration unit com-

‘prising the E/2 of said Section 25 should be dedicéted to such

‘well or such lesser portion thereof as is reasonably: shown to.

'béwﬁfaaﬁcfiVe'df:gas.

4. .The approval of thisaépplication will afford
applicant the opportunity to produce its just and equifable

- AVOL

DOCKET MAILED

oo 5”/4‘/5 ./\75
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from the dfilling of an excessive number -of wells, and will
otherwise prevent waste and protect cofrelative riéhts.

WHEREFORE, applicant prays:

A. That this application be set for heariﬁg befére
an examiner and that notice of said hearing be given as required
b? law. |
0 ' " B. That upon hearing thé Commission enter its order
~granting to appiicant permissibn to drill a well 660 fee; from
_the South line and 1,980 feet from the East line of said section
25, and to dediéaté that portion of the E/2 of said Section 25
which is reasonablyvpresgmed to be productive of;@és.

C. And for suéh other relief as may be just in thé'
ﬁremiSes.; | |

YATES" PETROLEUM CORPORATION

Drawer 239
Artesia, New Mexico 88210 -

OSEE £ CARSON, P.A.
0.

T Ty T
CCOLNREys 1o




Docket No. 12-75-

Docket No. 13-75 is tentatively set for hearing on June 11, 1975. Applica-
< . ~tions for hearing must be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING -~ WEDNESDAY - MAY 28, 1975

| 9 A:M.. - OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION CONFERENCE ROGM,
i ' : STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING — SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

< N B The following cases will be heard: before Richard L. Stamets, Examiner, or
: : - Daniel S. Nutter, Alternate Examiner:

; : = CASE 5468 (Continued from. the April 30 1975 Examiner Hearing)

In the matter of the hearing ca]led by the Oil Conservation
Commission on its own motion to permit Kenneth M. Hankins, Great
_ American Insurance Company;.and:all other interestéd” parties to

: SR o “', .. appear and show cause why the Virginia Branch Wéll No. 1, located
% a C in Unit D of : Section 9, Township 10 North ‘Range 25 East,

; T Cuadalupe County, New Mexico, should not be plugged ‘and abandoned
: S . R _in accordance with a Commission-approveo plugging ‘program.
B Ly

i v v 3 ek Bt 16

CASE_S&BS Application of Yates Petroleum Corporation for'a dual completion,

‘ ‘ Eddy County, New Mexico.  Applicant, in the above-styled cause,

2 ERTE S ‘seeks. approval for the -dual- completion - (conventional) of its ) i

2 L : Tidwell ED Well No. 1, located in Unit P of Section 22, Township f

o B 1T South, Range 26 East, Kennedy Farms Field; Eddy Couiity, New
§ ER Mexico, in such a manner as to produce gas from the ‘Atoka and

. P Morrow formations through the tubingwcasing annulus and tubing,
L 5_,f{¢ L respect1ve1y.- : .

,,,,,,

S <§\FASE 5486. Application of: Yates Petroleum Corp. for two unorthodox gas well

:é locations, Fddy County, New Mexico.- Applicant, in thé above-styled

> Lok \\\ cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox gas well locations for two
L e ~proposed wells adjacent to the Atoka-Pennsylvanian Gas Pool, Eddy:
' t_ingT“_ _; Countv..New Mexico, the. first to "be located in the center of Unit

A

Vi 2y e e

NN S

, . SR ' '. Section 25 to be dedicated to the well ‘and the second’ to be located -
T Sl o 4n the, center of Unit M of Section 31, Township 17 South, Range 26
BN I SO East, the W/Z of sald Section 31 to be dedicated to” the well

CASE 5487 Application of J.- 1. 0 Neill Jr., for salt water disposal Roose~-

velt County,. New-Mexico. - Applicant; in" thie' above-styled cause,
5 s 4 seeks approval for the disposal of produced salt water by injection
i 5 into the San Andres formation :through -thé perforated: {nterval), from
k 3 4852 feet to 5001 feet in his State L Well No. 2, located in Unit e ~
' o "N of Section 16, Township 8 South, Range 36 East, South Prairie- ] R
- San Andres Pool, Roosevelt County, New Mexico.
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Application of Texas Pacific 011 Co. for pool contraction and exten-
sion, Lea Countv, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled

cause, seeks an order contracting the vertical limits of the Jalmat
Gas Pool underlying the N/2 NE/4 and the SE/4 RE/4 of Section 4,

“Township 23 South, Range 36 East, Lea County, New Mexico, by the

deletion- therefrom of ‘the lowérmost 160 feet of ‘the Seven Rivers
fo“mation, and the concéiirrent extension of the vertical’ limits of
the Langlie Mattix Pool underlying sald lands to include therein
the said 1owermost 160  feet of ‘the: Seven Rivers’ formation, further
to similarly contract the vertical’ 1imits of" the Jalmat Gas Pool
underlying the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 2, Township 23 South \ange
36 East, by the deletion of the: lowermost 135 feet ‘of the’Séven -
Rivers and the concurrent extension of the Langlie Mattix Pool to

_include the 1owermost 135 feet of the Seven Rivers.

‘Application of Texas Pacific 011 Co.," Inc. for ‘a waterflood expan-

sion; Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the® above-styled

- cause, :seeks, approval for the expansion of its Jalmat State "A"
~and/or its Langlie Mattix State A" Waterflood projects, Jalmat

and Langlie Mattix Pools, by the ifijeétion'of watef into the Seven
Rivers and Queen formations through its State "A" Wells Nos. 47 .
and :63. located, :respectively, in Units K and 'I of’ Section 3 and its

"~ State A" Well No6. 84, located in Unit G of Section 23, all in
: Township 23 South Range 36 'East, Lea County, New Mexico.

Application of Tenneco 0il Co. for salt water: disposal Eddy County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above—styled causé,. seeks alithority

'nto dispose of ‘produceéd salt ‘water by injection ‘{fito the Strawn for-

mation through the perforated interval from 11,164 feét to 11,470
feet in its Jones Federal "D" Well No. i, located in Unit E of
Section 24, Township 19 South Range 31 East, Lusk-Strawn Pool

- Fddv (‘mmrv ‘New Mexico, ' .

Application of : Murphy H. Baxter for-an unorthodox oil well location

- -and an'administrative procedure, Lea® County, New Mexico, Applicant,

boVe—styled cause, seeks approval for ‘the unorthodoxroil

::fweilllocation for a well to be drilled 1980 feet from the North line
~and 1460 feet from the East 1ine of Section 1, Township 18 South,

Range 33 East), North EK-Queen Pool, :Lea’ County, New Mexico, "Appli—
cant further seeks the establishment of an administrative procedure

- whereby additional wells at unorthodox ‘locations in the North EK-

Queen Unit-Area could be approved without notice and hearing.

,(Continued and Readvertised)

CASE 5480:
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CASE 5469:
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;eApplication of Read: & Stevens for an unorthodox: gas’ well location,
‘Chaves County, New Mexico.. 'Applicant, in the above—styled cause,

seeks -approval for the unorthodox gas well location of a well to
be drilled at a point 990 feet from the South and West lines of

Section 7, Township 15 South, Range 28 East, Chaves County, New

Mexico, in exception to the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian Gas Pool
Rules. ‘

B
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CASE 5492: Applicarion of David Fasken for downhole commingling, Eddy County

New Mexico. Applicant in the above-styled cauce, seeks approval
for the downhole commingling of Canyon and Morrow production in the
wellbore of his El Paso Federal Well No. 2, located in Unit M of
Section 2, Township 21 South, Range 26 Eaét, Avalon Field, Eddy
County, New Mexico.

Application of ‘Texas West 0il & Gas Corporation for compulsory :
pooling, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above- -styled
cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral’ interests in the

-Petinsylvanian’ ‘formation underlying the E/2 of Section 5, Township

24 South, Range 34 East, Bell Lake Field, Lea County, New Mexico,
to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an orthodox location
for said unit in Unit G-of said Section 5. Also to be considered
will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the
allocation of the ¢ost thereof, as well as actual operating costs
and charges for supervision. Also to be considered will be the
designation of applicant as operator of the well and a charge for
the risk involved in drilling said well.

Application of Burleson and Huff for compulsory pooling, a non-
standard gas proration unit, and an unorthodox location, Lea County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the' above—styled cause, seek8 an order
pooling -all mineral interests in- the Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the
NW/4 of Section 35, Township 25 South, Range 37 East, Lea County;
New Mexico, and in the Langlie Mattix Pool underlying the NW/4 NW/4

- of said Section 35 to form a non-standard 160-acre Jahmat gas
‘ proration unit and a standard®40-acre’ Langlie ‘Mattix oil proration

unit, each to be dedicated to applicant’s Dabbs Well No. 2, located
at.an unorthodox Jalmat gas well location 330 feet from the.North
line and 990 feet from the West line of said Section 35 Also to
be considéred will be’ the. cost of re-entering, drilling, and
completing ‘sald well and the allocation of such costs ‘as well as
actual operating costs and charges for supervision. Also to be-
considered will be the designation of the applicant as operator of
the well and a charge for the risk involved in re-entering, drilling,
and completing . said well.
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