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SOMERS-DIRECT Y S

i«

MR. NUTTER: Case 5511.

MR. CARR: Case 5511. Applicatibn of Petro Lewis

Corporation for & non~-standard oil proration unit, Sahdoval

County, New Mexico.

MR. KELLAHIN: If the Examiner please, Jason
Kellahin,tKellahin and Fox, Sanﬁé Fe, appearing for the
Applicant.‘ We have one witness to be sworn.

| (Witnessrsworn.)

"JOHN SOMERS

[T

called as a witness.-hsving been first duly sworn, was
examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT 'EXAMINAT ION

BY MR. KELLAHIN:

i

Q  Would you State your name, please?

A H John Somers. | o

Q By whom'are you employed and in what position,
Mr. Somers? “

A Petro Lewis Corporatioh, Denver Division‘Manager._

Q In connection with your work as Denver Division
Manager, have you téétifiedlbefore‘the 0il Conservatidn

LAY

Commission as an expert engineer?
A Yes, I have.
‘MR. KELLAHIN: Are the witaess® guali

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
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CASE 5511

SOMERS-DIRECT | Page ..o o
acceptablé?
MR. NUTTER: Yes, they are.
BY MR. KELLAHIN:
Q Mr. Somers, are you familiar with the Application

of Petro Lewis Corporation in Case 55117

A Yes, I a. |

Q What is proﬁosed by the Applicant in fﬁis case?

A “ To establish a 140-acre non—standard'a;illing and
proratiOn’uhiﬁ in the southwest Media Field.

Q Now, referring to what has been marked as the
Applicant's EXhibit No. I, would you identify that exhibit,
please?

A This is an exhibit showing the Media and southwest
Media area with each of the preseﬁ£ proration units and
the non-standard proration unit shown.

Q The non-standard proration unit is outlined in

red, is it?
A That's correct.

‘Q * Now, the area to the north, you have a hatchéred

L 4

margin around the area. What is that?

A That is the tentative unit boundary for the

fMedia-Entrada Unit.

Q'. And it has been designated as the unit area by

THE NYE'REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
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y CASE 5511
SOMERS-DIRECT Page. o Do
e
o | Ai) 1 ' | the U,5.G.S., has it not?
| “A~ Yes, it has.
Q The other two units you have in the south portion,
one of them is the non-standard uwnit; what is ﬁhe other one? ?
A Thé”other/one is the northwest duarter of Section» ?
22 which is the one standard drilling broration uﬁit iqﬁ;hev/h E'
southwest Media Pdol.4 B
B - Q And that is dedicated to a producing well?
A Yes, it is. To two producing wells, actually.
; i  - ;‘( _ ‘Q And they‘argzin what has been described as the
; - ’vv~§' S southwest Media Pool? ‘
: ; C:é . | A~ That is correct.
| LJ . \ Q Noﬁ, has the area included ih your non—étandapd
: 2{ unit been placed in the southwest Media Pool, to your ' | §
: vqi:jw; ;‘ . knowledge? o ' - | %
2 ﬁ ) | A No, it has not. g
é-f Q In your opinion, should it be? ;
- A Yeé, it should be. ,
_ , i .
* Q And your testimony so shows?
§' S . A Yes. |
{ MR. NUTTER: What was that question?
; D | MR. KELLAHIN: The area involved in this non-
‘ | . —{ standard wnit —-
e THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
o N 226 SOHNSON STREET
: L o k20386 |
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-y , CASE 5511
pe SOMERS-DIRECT Pager G
D ) THE WITNESS: (Interrupting) A portion of the
unit. | - |

MR. KELLAHIN: A portion of it has not’ yet been
< | placed in the southwest Media.
MR. NUTTER: What are the boundaries-of the

southwest Media Pool? Can you'describe those, Mr. Somers?

- THE WITNESS:’ As it is established now by the ?
previous'Ordef of the Commission, it is just comprised o
‘ of the northwest quarter of Section 22.
: ; MR. NUTTER: Okéy. What are the boundaries of =
= ‘f o : . | the Media—Entrada‘Poql on that side of the pdol? )
| ,5;23 THE WITNESS: As fhey presently exist? g
: o MR. NUTTER: Yes.
Lo o | THE WITNESS: It would be the north half of the f_ SR
k‘ northeast quarter of Séétion 22. 7 i L
| 'i MR. NUTTER: The north half of the northeast
3'% _ : quafter?
 ;   i. o : tTHE WITNESS: Right.
| 5 MR. NUT?ER: So, part of tﬁis'hon¥sbahdard
5 proration unit that. you are talking about todéy is inwthe
; vgﬂ S Media-Entrada Pool?
6 % THE WITNEés: Right. . . - L

MR. NUTfﬁR: And none of it is in the southwest

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
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SOMERS-DIRECT ; | PAge oo Lo
Media-Entrada?
<<<<< ‘fTHE WITNESS: That is correct.
BY MR. kELLAHIN: S - 1
Q Now, referring to what has been marked as Exhibit

No. 2, would you identify that exhibit?

A Exﬁibiﬁ No. 2 is a isopach map of the Entrada
Sandstone showing the Media ?ool and the southwest Media
Pool as we have presentiy interpreted'it. ‘It als; shows
the proposed ndn—standard drilli@g proration unit which we
are applﬁing fér and the tentative unit’bounaary as
désignated by the U.S.G.S. This shows that the two pools
are separated. | f

I might add that on the previous exhibit, Exhibit

No. 1, that the Entrada Wells in thgée two fields are
désignaﬁed'by‘blue circles around the well spots. The
other wells are in other shallower zones. ’ h

Q Now, 6n;£he basis of your isopach map, in.your
opinion, dé those two aréas‘compfise separatg and distincy
sources-of sﬁppiy? |

A Yes, they do.

Q Was this‘tesﬁimony offered’in the case in which

ﬁhe Media, southwest Media-Entrada Pool was created?

A Yes., it was.
THE NYE REPOKTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 JOHNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87505
TEL. (505) 982-0386
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SOMERS-DTRECT TSP F—
i . ':} Q The séme evidence exactly?
A Yes.
B e ! Q. Now, refefring to what has beeﬁrmarked as Exhibit
No. 3, would you identify that exhlblt, please9 N
3 A Exhibit No. 3 is a structure map on the top of .
TR | the Entrada Formation. It also shows that these are two
L ) 'differeht‘structural highs, sepafated by a saddle that is A i -
% e caused by thickening of theAoverlﬁing'todilto~formétién;- ‘ o
% \;%; - | - Q Does that again'show separation of the two areas?
1 é_‘ A Xes;vitidoes. & J
; E - Q Did you also offer that in the preV1ous ‘case?’
é % ' A Yes, ‘we have. T
z C e :
: ~%‘~:9 Q Was that in Case 5262 the Application of Petro ;%
% AT Lewis Corpora?ion? ' ‘ g
§ » >}ff;L€ ,. 1: ‘L | A I am not Sure it was the southwest Media case ' é
i = “”i; that ;his particdlaf exhibit wis offered. Tt may have been (gu P
5 in one of the other cases. We have had a *aﬁber,éf cases. /| - % |
g » g Q T will rafresh your recollection andé point oubxon | f
g ‘ﬁﬁ-”;.e} ) - : Pagé ) of your testimohy in Case No. 5262 at the bottom of. 3
Qa R é the page where you jdentify the map and that you did then | | .
; i _“- testify thgp this did comprise twbﬂéeparate pools. |
' A Yes.
% é, B — Q  And should be‘separatédO ........
o o 't NYE REPORTING. SERVICE
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| CASE 5511 |
SOMERS-DIRECT

A That is correct.

Q And is it still your testimony that they should

_be.. separatved?w,,mA,,,,

A Definitely.

Q For what reasoh, now, are“ioﬁzaSRing to form a
non-standard 140~acre uﬁit?-

A | First of all, ther{SlG.S. hésprthested’that we
amendkand,contraqt the communitization agreéhent which’
covers the south half of the southeast“quarter>of“SectiOnfls
and the north half of the northegstdquarter of Section 22
to comprise and covef only that portion which is to be
unitized and included in the“Media;Eﬁtféda:hhit.

Secondiy; thevacreage which is excluded from
the éreséﬁt communitization in thg north -half of the-
northeast»quartéﬁ is underlain, as you can éee from the
isdbach map,:by the southwest Media Pool, as is thg‘South
half-of the northeast quarter o£(Section 22. So,\;o fu11§7
develop the southwest Medié”Pool‘and{to drill a well in
Aghé‘ébﬁimum struCthral.ahd isgﬁach location, we want to

form a non—étandard,1h0~acre drilling and proration unit.

Q Now, does the Applicant propose to drill a-well
if ' ’

LTI s
in the non-standard unit?
A Yes, we do.

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE -
STATE-WIDE DEPGSITION NOTARIES
225 JOHNSON'STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501

TEL. (505) 982-0386




| | s o o CASE 5511
| o SOMERS-DIRECT Page......... 10 ...
; ™ Q At approximately what location?
: S , - A It would be approximately 2310 feet from the east
— c._ll.1ine_and 1320 feet_from the north _lin ev-'ro;~r~-;.ecvﬁien-f?.-zz : : A
. - 4
Q Would that place the well at the optimum locaﬁioh o
both structurally and isopach? .
e o A Yes, it would.
S . R Q In yourfopinion; would that be the logicalvpiace éa
t6 drill? | | )
. A Yes, it would. f
e f ’ | Q Would the formation of the non;standérd wnit as - |
“ ; proﬁoséd protect the ceorrelative rights of all of the z R
| é iZ} owners lnvolVéd? é
,g " A Yes, it would. %
| Q what is the wofking inegrest‘in that unit? é
Who owﬂslié? é
A The workingvintérest_is owned 50 percent by lg
- Petro Lewis Corporation;%et al, and 50 perqenﬁ by.Fluidi %
"?N;‘E R - || Power Pump Cbmpény. R ‘ N .
 Q‘.j‘éA' " ';‘“; ' - .Q‘: ‘So, the-ownership'is the same as in the Media-
- :%f | Entrada Unit, is it not? ’
| A That is correct.’
"if? S : o Q The only difference being thé overriding royalties?
L —_ A That is correct.
T T EAIDE SEoCRITION Mot ATIES
225 JOHNSON STREET
A L 506 aas 0306
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SOMERS-DIRECT | . 11
N Page........ Tl
Q In your£§pinion, will the deletion of the acreage

from the Media-Entrada Pool impair the correlative rights

of owners in that pool?
No, it will not.

Are they fully protected?

> O >

Yes.

Q Would all of the acreage involved, then, be
dedicated to é producing well, assuming you do complete a
producing well on e non-standard unit?

A Yes, sir, it wduld{

Q Do you have anything to add?

A No. |

Q ' Were Exhibits Nos. 1, 2 and B”prepared_by'you

!

or under your supervision?
“ A Yes, they were. .
MR. KELLAHIN: At ghié timeii‘would like to offer
~in evidence Exhibits 1, 2 and 3.
| MR. NUTTER: Pegro Lewis' Exhibits Nos. 1, 2
and. 3 ﬁill be admitted in evidence.
(Wheréupbn, Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 1, 2 and
3 were hérked for identification, and were
offered and admitted into evidence.)
MR. KELﬂhHIN: If ghe Examiner please, I am a_

THE -NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 JOHNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
TEL. (S0S) 9820386
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; CASE 5511
SOMERS- CROSS _ 12
little pf a loss to know why that particular acreage has
not heretofore been deieted from the Media—Entrada Pool.
We feel that the advertising was broad eﬂhdgh to permit
the Comﬁission to delete it at this time, however, if:the

Commission feels it is not, we would request that it be

’pht on the next nomenclature case for the pool delineation.

This particular testimony involving the separétion of these
two pools has been offered here not once, but three or

four different times in dlfferent cases, seeking dlfferent
Orders. I think it has been well established that there
is pool seperatioﬁ here, and the only logical thing is to

form this non-standard unit ahd(leave that smalI;portion

: left in the Media Pool.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NﬁTTER: B .
Q 'MP¢W§9§§§§J your Exhi%its 1, 2 and 5 all three
‘show the beundary of the proposed unit boundary which is
for the Media-Entrada Pool?
A Yes. |

Q Now, as I understand it, the acreage that would

be unltlzed would ‘be the three square l60=acre unlts,

i
\\, i

plus an odd—shaped proration unit ‘which would. have
approximately 100 acreés in it, is that correct?

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 SOHNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
TEL. (505} 982-0386




CASE 5511
SOMERS-CROSS Page........ 13
A That is correcst.
Q And the remaining acreage in the existing pro-

ration unit would be combined with the south half of the

northeast -quarter of Section 22 to ‘form a non-standard

unit in the southwest Media Entrada Pool?

A That is correct.

Q  So, when you get a well drilled atfthe location
or some other location that you mentioned a while ago
for this nonfstandard proratioh unit, it would be encumbant
upon the CommiééiOn, then, to call a homentlature case
fop pﬁe extension of the southwest:Media—Entrada Pool to
include'ﬁhfs acreage and at that time, it could also delete
certain acreage from the Media—Enfrada Pool?

A TYes.

Q But it would probably be best to wait until you

got a well there? ' e

A Yes, it would, or it could be deferred until

that time.
‘Q When will this be completed, do you haveyany idea?
A ‘Well, as soon as we have approval for the pro-

ration unit, we intend to proceed to get a contractor and
drill the well, so we would hope to drill the well in July.

Q When do you expect to have your uniy agreement

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE '
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 JOHNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
TEL. (505) 982-0386




T . CASE 5511

' " ’ SOMERS-CROSS ' Page......... 1 l" ..............
;sfﬁvﬁ 73 approved?
g o o MR, KELLAHIN: If the ‘Examiner piease, I think I

can answer that. The unit agreéement was -- the area has
already been designated by the U.S.G.S. as an appropriate
area for unitization, and a unit agreement was approved
by the ﬁos@ell office. The Denver‘office‘of the U.S.G.S.
. L requireé some cnanges in the unit agreement which héve
now been made and it will be presented to the U.S.G.S.
éééin not latér than tomorruw. We’anticipate auvery quick
»; R | action on it. P
| MR. NUTTER: VWill there be or has there been a
:D . Commission.ﬁearinégSn the unit? f
| | MR. KELLAHIN: There has.

MR. NUTTER: There has been a Commission Hearing?

MR. KELLAHIN: And it has been approved.

MR. NUTTER: What was the area at that time?

[ EE 7

JJ&R. KELLAHIN£ The area was the same as wevéré’ ‘
talking about. |
N 'MR. NUTTER: With this deletion?
MR. KELLAHIN: Aﬁd £hat was approved by the | =

Commission.”

MR. NUTTER: I see. Are there any further

et o A Y 1 B v .+

questions of Mr. Somers? He’maylbe excused.

'
THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
' 225 JOHNSON STREET
. B SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
Ed ST » TEL. (505} $82-0386
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SOMERS-CROSS “ 15

(Witness dismissed.)
- MR. NUTTER: Do you have anything further,
Mr. Kellahin? |
MR. KELLAHIN: No, sir.
. MR. NUTTER: Does aayone have anything they
wish to offer in Case No. 55117 |
MR. REIMER: I have.
MR. NUTTER: Mr. Reimer?
MR. REIMER: Normally, Mr. Hunker would be up

here o représeﬁt me and Mr. McKenzie. We didn't know

‘of this case until early Friday mornihg, I guess it was,’

¥

so we had no opportunity to put anything toé;tﬁér or to

know exactly what was happening, so to conserve on |

Mr. Hunker's time and my QXpenSes a little bit, ne asked

ne to please read the following Sﬁatemént'intb’the Midutes

of this Hearing. h ’
(Reading),_John K. Reimer, and R. E. McKenzie, Jr.

overriding royéitf oéners of a single United States of

America Cil and Gas Lease‘covering an 80-acre tractvupon

'which the Federal Media Wells Nos. 1 and 2> are located

in the Media-Pntrada Pool,arQIVér§ apprehensive of the

actions veing taken by‘Petro Lewis Corporation in Case

No. 5511 for the reason that they do not know ot this

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 JOKNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
TEL. (505) 982-0386
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time whether their rights under the unit agreement approved

"by the Commission in Case 5464, Order R-5015 will be

adversely affected, and as a consequence, reserve the right
to appeal any decision or-ask for a de novo hearing when
they have ascertained the facts concérning the unitization

of the Media-Entrada Pool proposed in this hearing. (End

7

of readings)
d .
© 'MR. NUTTER: Thank you, Mr. Reimer.

MR. REIMER: Yes, sir.

'MR. NUTTER: I think the record should note
that anyone that is affected by the Order of the Commission

would have the fight, certainly, to a de novo hearing.

-

However, there is a time limit on that and that is 30 days

from the date of the entry of the Order.

‘.

“Are there any further statements to be madé.in

‘Case No. 5511, or appearances?

If'not, we will take the case under advisement.

THE NYE REPORTING SERVICE
STATE-WIDE DEPOSITION NOTARIES
225 JOHNSON STREET
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
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g ‘ before the-New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission was
% N ) - ’ | |
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o of the said proceedings, to the best of my knowledge,
o , skill and ability.
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B Vi
e . , "
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BEFORE THE OII, 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. 5511
Order No. R-5051

APPLICATION OF PETRO LEWIS
CORPORATION FOR A NON-STANDARD
OIL PRORATION UNIT, SANDOVAL
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. o

. ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE counxssrou.'

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on June 10, 1975,
at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel S. Nutter.

NCW, on this day of June, 1975, the Commission, a
quorum being present, Eaving considered the testimony, the
racord, and the recommendations of the Examinexr, and being
fully adviaed in the premises,

FINDS:

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

(2) That the applicant, Petro Lewis Corporation, seaks
approval of a l40-acre non-standard oil proration unit in the
Southwest Media-Entrada 0Oil ‘Pool, comprising the 8/2 NE/4,
NW/4 NE/4, and S/2 NE/4 NE/4 of 8ection 22, Township 19
North, Range 3 West, NMPM, Sandoval County, New Mexico,
to be dedicated to a well to be drilled on said unit.

(3) That the proposed non-standard proration unit can
be efficiently and economically drained and developed by said
well.

(4) That apprcdval of the subjeot applipation will prevent
the aeconomic loss gaused by the drilling of unnecessary wells,
avoid the augmentation of risk arising from the dxilling of an
excessive number of wells, and otherwise prevent waste and
protect correlative rights.

IT IS THEREFORE QRDERED:

I
(1} That a l40-acre non~standard oil proration unit in
the Southwest Media-Entrada 0il Pool comprising the S/2 NE/4,
NW/4 NE/4, and S8/2 NE/4 NE/4 of Section 22, Township 19 Noxth;
Range 3 West, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled on said
unit. g -




.? .
i -2-
: Case No. 5511
¢ Order No. R-5051
(2) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the |
entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem
necessary. : o
. " DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year
b P hereinabove designated.
54 STATE OF NEW MEXICO |
5 0IL CQNSERVATION COMMISSION
%
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; | ' O11. CONSERVATIOM ) EDOMMISSION CHAIRMAN ‘

STATE OF NEW MEXICO » LAND COMMISSTONER

. PIIIL R. LUCERO
Co P. 0. BOX 2088 - SANTA FE MEMBER
. . e 87501

5 , STATE GEOLOGIST =~ -
I June 17, 1975 A.L.PORTER,JR. .
i | SECRETARY — DIRECTOR |
2 Re: CASE NO. 5511 _
S ' "Mr. Jason Kellahin  ORDER NO._R=505T [
R - Kellahin & Fox ’ - ( |
‘ ~ _ Attorneys at Law ' : : g .
Post Office Box 1769 Applicant:
- Santa Fe, New Mexilco ‘
: Petro Lewls Coxporation
B " Dear Sir:
! - 7
Enclosed herewith are two copies of the. above-referenced
~~~Ccmmission order'recently entered in the subject case. §
{3‘0 '-.(’.;-—
R JDR/ £d ' - g
Copy of order also sent to:
s It o « i
L T I Hobbs 0OCC X N 15
R Artesia 0OCC ' [ .
Aztec OCC x_ ' " ?
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BEFORE THE }Lcugswﬁ“\v

N ~ OIL CONQERVATION COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO

ra
i )
e o s b e i A e et i o 8

IN THE. MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF PETRO LEWIS CORPORATION FOR .
APPROVAL OF A NON- STANDARD DRILLING
AND- PRORATION UNIT, SANDOVAL COUNTY,'
~ NEW MEXICO -

5 APPLICATION
' COMES NOW PETRO LEWIS CORPORATION and applies to the
011 Conservatlon COmm*SSlOn of New Mexico for approval of
a non-standard spacing and proration unlt in the Southwest
Mediz~Entrada 0il Pool, Sandoval County};&ew'Mexico} as an

exception to the provisions of Order No. R-4822-A, and in

suppPoft thereof would show the Commission: ’ - :

1. Applicant pfoposes’to drili to the Media-Entrada
- formation and dedicate to the well the following described

lands: , ’ | . ;

Township 19 North, Range 3 West, N.M.P.M
Secfion 22 - S/2 NE/4, NW/4 NE/4, S/2 NE/4 NE/4
consisting of 1490 acres, moré or less.
| 2. The N/2 of the NE/4 NE/4 is located within the

boundaries of the Media—Entrada Pool,‘and dedicated to

the Petro—Lewie Media-Entrada Unit. | 3
3. The remaining acreage properlyepelongs in the
Southwest Media-Entrada Pdol. o
4, BApproval of the non—standard unit as requested

would insure uniform development of the Southwest Media-

- mpm e




5 - " Entrada Pool, and the correlative rights of interests
' owners un&erlying the non-standard unit will be protected.
- No waste will occur as a result of drilling and developing v : e

the proposed l40-acre unit.

WHEREFORE, applicant prays that this a"pplication»bew

B = set for hearihg before the Commission's duly appqinted'
- . o R

- ; 3i>vA examiner at the regularly scheduled hearing on June 11,

1975, énd that after notice and hearing as required by law

the Commission ehterAits(order approving the ncn—standard

Vunit’as applied for. - o v ‘ ' |
 Respectfully submitted,

" PETRO-LEWIS CORPORATION

St TR bt BN

LLAHLIN s FOX
Post Office Box 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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BFFQRF TWL OXL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
- ' oF THE STATE OF NEW E"EX"(O

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OXYL CONSERVATION
. COMMTISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDLR*NG°

" CASE No, __ 5511

Ordec No., R- & '0’54_.:'

APPLICATION OF PETRO LEWIS CORPORATION
FOR ‘A NON~-STANDARD OIL PRORATION UNIT,
SANDOVAL COUNTY NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

"BY THE COMMISSION:

Thls cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. On June 10 ‘ 7>
at Santa Fe, New Mexigo, before Examiner Dan1e1 S. Nuttex

NOW, on this day of _Jupe .« 195, the Comm1541on, a
quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the record,
‘and the recommendations of the Examiner, and beJng fully advlsad
in the .premises,

V.

‘FINDS:

(l)- That due -public notice having been given as reguired by
1aw, the CommLSSLOn has jurlsdlctlon of this cause and the subject

matter thereof
(2) ‘That the applicant, Petro Lewis Corporation, seeks apPrOVa1~'g'
of. a 140~-acre non—standard oil proration unit in the SOuthwesthedia-
Fntrada ‘01l Pool, compr1s1ng the S/2 NE/4., NW/4 NE/4, ‘and S/2 NE/4 NE/4
. of Sectlon 22, Township 19 North, Kange 3 West, NMPM, Sandoval Count
on said umv"
New Mex1co, to be dedlcated to a well to be drilled ab—a-standaxd

ngaagea-ﬁos-saad—poel. ' o O,
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(3) That the proposed non-standard proration unit can be
efficiently and economically drained and developed by éﬁ%ﬁgébéeet
well.

(4) That approval of the subject é plication will prevent

the economic loss caused;by(the dfilling of unnecéssary wells,
avoid the augmentation of rlsk arising from the drllllng of an
.exce551ve number of wel]s, and otherwise prevent waste and

protect.correlaﬁive rights.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEKED:
(1) That a l40-acre non-standard oilyproration’unit in the
‘Southwest Medla—Entraﬁa 0il" Pool comprising the S/2 NE/4,

NW/4 NE/4, and S/2 NE/4 NE/4 of Section 22, Township 19 North,

Lspetion—fomusiiiessol DN 33!3 “M“}

{2) That jurisdictidn of this cause is retained for the
entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary «
DONE at Santa Fe, New MeXlCO, on the day and year herelnabove

designated.
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Range 3 West, to be dedicated to a well to be dr¢lled ge—acrstandas]
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