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-
, 2 MR. NUTTER: Call Case Number 7041.
» 3 cati
n MR. PLCARCE: Application of John Yuronkal
B i
4
for extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool,
5
¢ Lea County, New Mexico.
2 MR. BUELL: Mr. Examiner, Sumner Buell,
3 of Jasper and Buell, appearing on pehalr Ol tne Aapplicant.
9 We will have one witness.
10 MR. HUNKER: Mr. Examiner, George
1 Hunker of Roswell, New Mexico, representing an interested
12 .
party, D. L. Hannifin from Roswell, New MeXico.
13
MR. NUTTER: D. L. —=
™~ 14
i MR. HUNKER: Hannifin.
15
16 MR. NUTTER: Hannifin.
17 MR. KELLAHIN: Mr . Nutter, I'm Tom Kel-
18 1ahin of Santa Fe, New Mexico, appearing on behalf of Cities
; 19 Service Company .
20
21
d JOHN YURONKA
g 2
- being called as a witness and being duly sworn upon his ocath,
23
l; 24 testified as follows, to-wit:
25
26 DIRECT EXAMINATICN
< 27 BY MR. BUELL:
A d
28 o Would you state your name, please?




A John Yuronka.
3

0. Mr. Yuronka, where do you reside?
4

A Midland, Texas.
5
6 0. And what is your occupation?
7 A Consuliing petroleum engineer and inde-
8 pendent oil operator.
9 0 Have you previously appeared before the
10 0il Conservation Division or one of its examiners and testi-
1 fiear
12

A Yes, I have.
13

0. And have your qualifications been ac-
14

cepted?
15 i
6 A Yes, sir.
17 o) And are you familiar with what is
8 sought in Application Number 70412
19 A Yes, sir.
20 ) . .
MR. BUELL: Are the witness' gualifi-
21
cations acceptable?
22
MR. NUTTER: They are.

3
24 Q Would you briefly explain what is sought]
25 in this application and why it was filed?
26 A An extension of the vertical -- of the
27 vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool and contraction of

28

the Jalmat Gas Pool, Langlie Mattix 0il Pool, excuse me.
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Q Why did this application become neces-
sary?

A The Commission checked on the wells
that had overlapped into the Jalmat Pool from the Langlie
Mattix and my -- this one wéll was included.

0. Okay, referring to you what has Lbeen
marked for identification as Applicant's Exhibit Number One,
would you explain to the Commission what that shows?

A The Exhibit Number One is a land plat
with the well in question, my Thomas No. 1, located in the
northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of 17, Section 17,
Township 24 South, Range 37 East, that is in question at this
hearing.

0. And are there other Yuronka wells in
that section?

A Yes, sir. This is the only well on the
lease that is in guestion. The two to the west are not. And
then I also have a well three locations west of this well.

0 And they're Langlie Mattix wells?

A Yes, they are.

MR. NUTTER: Three locations east, you
mean.

A Excuse ne, yes, sir,

0. And what was the total depth that this

A R R B o e T i s SR
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Yuronka Thomas No. 1 was drilled?

A Approximately 3650. 3685.

0. Is there any activity immediately to
the west of this well that affects the production --

A There is a waterrioud. It was nnerated
by Reserve 0il and Gas that has been in operation for several
years. It has since been purchased by Getty 0il Company.

0. Where was this wzll perforated? The

Thomas No. 1?

A The well was perforated from 3408 down
to 3540.

Q Okay. Mr. Yuronka, I refer you to a
ten page document that has been marked as Applicant's Exhibit
Number Two, and would you go through that and briefly explain
to the Examiner what this exhibit and the ten pages reflect?

A The first page is the production on the
well after its completion in February of '77. The second
well was not drilled and completed and put into the tanks
until late October. So the production shown here is the
production the well made by itself for the first eight or
nine months it was in operation.

0. and referring you to page two of that

exhibit, would you explain?

A Page two is a compilation of the GOR
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surveys of the well taken from February 23rd of 1980 to Feb-
ruary the 25th, 1980, with the gas charts attached.
It shows that the average for the three
days for this well was 4 barrels of oil, 12.2 Mcf, and 53
barrels of water.
0 And the nea. tws naaes are merely the

charts that support this compilation --

A. Yes.

Q -- 1is that corréct?

A, Next three.

0 Next three. Now referring you to page--

it would be page five, would you explain what that is?

a That is a Form C-103 that I £iled to
set a bridge plug in the well at 3492. The -- that is to
where the packer was set, was ~~termined after a lengthy log
analysis between myself and the Welex man as to where we
might be able to shut off the water. This was filed in May
of 1280, May the 8th,

The next Form C-103 is the results of
the work done. The work was performed on May 20th and 21st,
and this form was filed on June the 5th, 1980, at the Commis-~
sion.

Q Now referring to the next page of that

exhibit, would you --

2 e
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?‘ 2 A This is an average of two GOR tests
E o 3 taken approximately one month after the work was done, and
I : the results of this UOR survey, 4.88 barrels of oil per day,
5 3.59 Mcf per day, and 56.12 barrels of water per day.
7 0. And the rest of the pages of that ex-
8 hiplt are mereiy the —--
9 A Are merely the charts to support my gas
10 figures.
1 Q. Okay, referring you to what has been
12 marked as Exhibit Three, would you explain to the Commission
B what this shows?
N 14
s A Exhibit Three is a compensated density
16 log on the well in question. The -- marked with red arrows
17 are the perforations. Shown, reading from the bottom up, we
18 have a plugged back TD of 2638. The Commission top of the
19 Queen -- top of the Queen pick at 2574; where the ditch plug
20 was set at 3492; and then the top of the Commission pick at
a 3456.
22
s 0 On that 3456 figure, are you sure that
24 that's the Commission pick?
25 A No, sir, that is the pick that I made
26 after consulting with Cities Service. They agreed with me tha
;: 27 that was a top of the Queen pick, and before they had a copy
28 of the log, and I called them about it and had a lengthy con-

i
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versation with them, and they agreed with me that that was the
top of the Queen pick.

0. And what is the vertical extent of the
Langlie Mattix Pocl?

A I believe the rules read the lower 100
feet of the Seven Rivers and all the Queen down to the Gray-
burg.

If -- by using the Commission top of the
Queen pick, the top of the Langlie Mattix Pool is 3474. You
can see my bridge plug is set at 3492, I have one perfora-
tion above it right now.

0. I believe that the Commission pick was
3574.

B, 3574. The top of the Langlie Mattix
Pool is 3474, which would leave only one perforation that I
would have left if the -- any ruling is made against the
vertical extension of the Langlie Mattix Pool.

0. Is this pick at 3456 as the top of the

Queen common within the industry?

A, Yes, sir.

0. And it was concurred in by Cities Ser-
vice --

A Yes, sir.

0. -— the owvmer of the rights in the Jalmat

i i Ay Bt o it G
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Pool?

A Yes.

0 And 100 feet above that, which would be
still in the Langlie Mattix Pool, then all perforations that

you have there wouia o8 within the Ianglie

Matiiv Panl §if
this application is granted?
A Yes, sir.
0. Now do you have any other logs available
to the Commission if they would like?
A I have a Forxo-Guard Log in case the
Commission --
MR, BUELL: Mr. Examiner, we'll make
this available if the Commission wishes.
MR. NUTTER: This log is sufficient.
0. Mr, Yuronka, do you believe that the

granting of this application will prevent waste and protect

correlative rights?

A, Yes.
) Would you explain why?
A Well, there is a flood to the west, as

you can see from the results of the test, this well might not
even be worth the money being spent on a hearing up here, and
consequently, this is a protection of correlative rights that

I may be able to produce it. It has already been flooded out,
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apparently.
MR. BULLL: I would move --
Q. Oh, were Exhibits One, Two, and Three
prepared by you or under your supervision?
A. Yes, sir.
MR. BUELL: I would move Exhibits One,
Two, and Three.
MR. NUTTER: Exhibits One, Two, and
Three will be admitted in evidence,
MR. BUELL: I have nothing further, Mr.

Examiner.

CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. NUTTER:
o Mr. Yuronka, the lowermost perforations
that are shown on this log, anything below the bridge plug

at 3492 is not productive any more, is that correct?

A No, sir, not in our opinion. The ori-
ginal analysis -- Welex will run an analysis for you on a log
foot by foot -- and those perforations down there originally

had over 60 percent water in it, which is past the break
point of where you might be able to expect water-free pro-
duction.

0 But I mean they're nonproductive becauss
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they're sealed off, anyway, to the wellbore now.

A Yes, sir.

0. So all of your production is coming from
above 3492.

A Yes, sir.

0. And this -- all of these perforations

were made at the time of the original completion. There hasn'
been a workover with any more perforations.

A, No, sir, other than setting a bridge
plug, that's all we have done to the well.

0. Uh~huh. Now you talked to Cities Ser-~
vice when you were geiting ready to perforate this, but you
didn't talk to the Commission office, 1 presume.

A No, sir.

0 Are you operating this acreage on a
farmout from Cities Service?

A Yes, sir.

0 And there's no question as to -- or is
there a question as to who owns what in here?

A In what respect?

0. Well, the farmout, the terms of the
farmout, what were they for? Were they --

a The terms of the farmout are 100 feet

above the Seven Rivers ~- I mean -- yes, 100 feet above the
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top of the Queen.
0 Whose Queen?
A Yeah, that's a good guestion.
MR. NUTTER: Okay, are there further
questions of Mr. Yuronka?
MR. KELLAHIN: Yes, Mr. Nutter.

MR. NUTTER: Mr. Kellahin.

CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. KELLAHIN:

0. This well was originally drilled when,
Mr. Yuronka?

A In -- it was started in the latter part
of December of '76 and completed in February of '77.

Q And as I understand it, the nine per-
forations that occur on the log in Exhibit Three were all
made during the initial completion of the well.

A Yes, sir.

0. What was the -- when was the bridge plug
set? That was in 19 --

A May of this year.

Q May Qf '80? What was the purpose of
setting the bridge plug at the 3492 depth?

A We were hoping to seal off water pro-
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duction. We were unsuccessful,

0. I assume you've seen,Mr. Yuronka, the
study prepared by Mr. John Runyon, the geologist for the 0il
Conservation Division in Hobbs?

A. Yes.

63 You made ¢
that report of your Thomas No. 1 weil. iavc you seen that
report, Mr. Yuronka?

A Yes, I have it here.

0 Are you in agreement with Mr. Runyon
that the subject well is perforated up into the Jalmat,as de-
fined by the Commission Order R-520, some 66 feet?

A Yes, if the -- yes,

Q There's no disagreement, then, with whady
is in Mr. Runyon's report about the distance in which you are
now completed into the Jalmat, as defined by the Commission?

A This is the Commission's top of the
Queen pick, yes, sir.

0. Yes, sir, all right. You said that
you have a farmout agreement with Cities Service Company .
That farmout agreement, does it not, Mr. Yuronka, farms out
the Langlie Mattix rights to you?

A And it farms out the lower 100 feet of

the Seven Rivers and all the Queen.




—_ 1 15
5 2 4} Is that a similar definition as to the
’ i
a 3 one used by the Division in Order No. R-520?
4
! A I don't know.
f S
6 0. You said you talked to someone at Cities
7 Service concerning the pick of the top of the Queen. When
8 did that conversation take nlace, Mr_  Vironkaz
9 A Before I perforated the well.
10 0. And when was that? After drilling but
1 before perforation?
12
A. Yes.
13
Q. And this would have been sometime in
-~ 14
- February of 19772
15 '
16 A. It would be in February; probably the
17 latter part of January of '77.
18 0. Have you received other farmouts from
19 Cities Servic2 Company for Langlie Mattix wells?
20 A. No, sir.
21 , .
0. This was the first and only one you've
22
received?
23
L. Yes, sir.
24
25 0. Do you recall what employee or indivi-
26 dual with Cities Service Company that you discussed the per-
D 27 foration of this well?
"
28 A No, sir, I don't.

i
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individual?

A

Q.
telephone?

A

0.

16

How many contacts did you have with that

I don't know who the individual even was

Did you contact him in person or by

By telephone.

Did you receive any confirmation in

writing from Cities Service about the agreement of the per-

forations in this well?

A

0

No, sir.

Did you send Cities Service any kind of

written confirmation of the telephone conversation?

A

0

No, sir.

what has been the total cumulative pro-

duction on the well to date, Mr. Yuronka?

a

I don't have the exact figure available.

I would =ay it's in the neighborhood of 10 to 12,000 barrels

of oil.
0.
A,
0
gas,_doesn't it?
A

0.

10 to 12,000 barrels of o0il?
Yes, sir. Perhaps less, I don't know.

Yes, sir. The well does produce some

Very little.

Do you have an approximation for us of

o
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the cumulative production of gas?

A, No, sir,

") Base upon your experience in this area,
Mr. Yuronka, is there a difference between the Jalmat and the
Langlie Mattix concerning wnich fourmation produces gas aiid
which one produces 0il? Can you separate the two formations
based upon the fact that one produces gas and the other one
produces 0il?

A I don't gquite follow that question.

Q Does a Langlie Mattix well in this part-
icular area, if perforated in compliance with the Commission

Order R-520, will that well produce only 0il?

A. No.

o You find gas also in the Langlie Mattix
formation?

A Yes.

0. In this area. If a well in this area

is perforated only in the Jalmat Pool, as defined by the Com-
mission, will that well produce gas and oil or just one or
the other?

It depends on where you are.

In this particular area for your well?

It would produce some oil.

o PP P

Are you aware of any method by which




10

11

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

18
you could determine an allocation between the production pro-
duced from the Jalmat and the Langlie Mattix if we were using

the Division top of the Langlie Mattix formation?

A You w:2an in this particular well?
0. Yes, sir.
A, The only way it could be done would be

to isolate the perforations, and test them individually.
0. What is the acreage dedicated to the

well at this point?

A It's colored in on the plat in yellow.

0. Is that a 40-acre tract?

a. 40-acre, yes.

Q The northwest quarter of the southwest
gquarter?

A, Yes.

0. Langlie Mattix Wells are spaced on 40-

acre tracts here?

A Yes,

0. aAnd what is the spacing for a Jalmat
well?

A Well, there's a standard proration unit
of 160 -- well, the standard proration unit is 640 acres, but

the allocation is on 160.

MR. NUTTER: That's for the gas wells.

2 R R
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A Right.

0 In the south half of Section 17 are
there any of the wells depicted on your Exhibit Humber One

that are currently producing out of the Jalmat?

- -
H. i
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is in the southeast of the southwest quarter.

0. Is that the Late 0il Company well?

% And 1 believe -- no, sir, the Late 0il
Company well is a Jalmat gas well that is presently producing

only from the Yates formation.

Q. All right, let me talk about the Late
well first, Mr. Yuronka. That's the one identified on your
exhibit just to the left of the words "Late 0il'?

a. No, sir, that's a Doyle Hartman well.
The Late 0il Company well is just south of the "Late" name.

0. I see it. Was that well originally com-
pleted as a Jalmat gas well?

A Yes, sir. No. No, it was completed as
a Langlie Mattix well and it went back up to hit the channel.

Q To your knowledge, Mr. Yuronka, does
that well still produce from either the Langlie Mattix or the
Jalmat?

A It produces from the Jalmat from the

Yates formation. The entire south half of the section is de-
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dicated to that well.
0. Your well, the Thomas No. 1 Well, is
also perforated in the Jalmat Pool, but is it perforated in

the Yates formation?

A, No, sir.

0. What formation is it perforated in?

A The Lower Seven Rivers.

0 In this area, Mr. Yuronka, has the Com-

mission separated the Yates formation from the Lower Seven
Rivers formation?

A I don't quite understand what you mean
by that because the Jalmat Gas Pool is the Tansil, the Yates,
and all of the Seven Rivers except the lower 100 feet.

¢ My question is, the Late oil well,
although it's completed in the Yates formation, is still con-
sidered to be in the Jalmat Pool.

A Yes, sir.

0 And your well, the Thomas No. 1, althoug
it's completed in the Lower Seven Rivers formation, it is alsd
considered part of the Jalmat Pool.

A Depending on what top of the Queen you
use.

MR. NUTTER: Well, it's not considered

to be in the Jalmat Pool. It's classified as a Langlie Mattiy

h
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well, but it's got 66 feet of perforations --

A Yes, sir.

MR. NUTTER: -- into the lower portion
of the Jalmat Pool.

A, Right.

MR. NUTTER: It's classified as a Lang-
lie Mattix well, isn't it?

A Yes, sir,

0. Is the ownership common between the
Jalmat Pool and the Langlie Mattix Pool for your well, Mr.
Yuronka?

A I really couldn't answer that because
my title opinion was based on the o0il rights.

0. Was based upon what, sir?

A Based on the oil rights, oil and casing-
head rights in the Langlie Mattix Pool.

0 So you cannot testify to the Examiner
that if the vertical limits are increased of your well to
bring it all within the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix
Pool that the Commission would not thereby be adversely af-
fecting the correlative rights of someone else that owns a
different interest than you?

A Well, I'm sure that Late 0il Company

has an interest in the Jalmat gas and they were not involved

WS rerilition TS R o RS s
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in the farmout.

0. Does Late 0il Company have an interest

in the Langlie Mattix?

A I don't know, apparently not. They
weren't involved in the ascisonmont 1o .
0 Are there any other Jalmat wells in the

south half of Section 17, other than the Late 0il Well?

A No, sir.

o} You indicated that there was a Hendrix
Well?

A It's overlapping from the Langlie Mattix

0. Is that one of the wells on Mr. Runyon's

tabulation of wells that are not in compliance --

A Yes.

0 -- with the Division order?

A, Right.

0. Is that the Hendrix Thomas A No. 1 Well?
A Yes, sir.

0 Do you have any interest in that well,

Mr. Yuronka?
A No, sir.

MR. KELLAHIN: I bhave nothing further,

Mr. Nutter, thank you.




: 1 23
k- ™
;'b 2 MR. HUNKER: I had a question, Mr.
L 3
: Nutter,
! 4
y MR. NUTTER: Mi. Hunker.
5
6
7 CROSS EXAMINATION
8 BY MR. HUNKER:
9 0. Mr. Yuronka, your Exhibit Number Three,
10 being the log on the Thomas No. 1 Well, shows to have been
1 run on January 22nd, 1977.
12 _
A Yes, sir.
13
Q. Did you furnish a copy of this log to
14
< Cities Service?
16 A It was delivered the very next day, or
17 that day, by Welex to Cities Service, yes, sir.
18 0. Was your pick shown on that log --
19 A No, sir.
20 0. ~- at the time.
21 _
In order to earn an assignment of the
22
Cities Service rights, either in a lease or of a mineral in-
23
24 terest, did you have to complete a well as a commercial well
25 in order to earn the acreage?
26 A Yes, sir.
27 Q. And after you completed this well and
28 after it was perforated, did Cities Service furnish you with
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an assignment --

A Yes, sir.

0. -- and a lease?

A Yes, sir.

Q And that assignment covered the rights

in the Langlie Mattix Pool, as you had depicted them on thas
log, and in connection with your conversation with the Cities
Service geologist, is that correct?

A The assignment covers the lower 100 feet
of the Seven Rivers and all of the Queen formation. It does
not contain the specific area.

0 Cities Service did concur with the pick
that you made of the Queen at the time?

A Yes, sir, they did.

¢} You do not recall the name of the geolo-
gist that you talked to?

A No, sir, I don't. I -- I talked to Mr.
Motter about this in his office and he mentioned two names,
probably just either one or both of them, if I remember cor-
rectly. I called over there and told the man, I gave him my
top of the Queen pick and he said he'd have to get a log and
call me back, and there were two people on the phone at the
time. And I can't -- I did not write their names down.

But Mr. Motter said it had to be either

S R B M BT i e o
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25
Norman Eubank or Zeke Taylor.
0 Is D. L. Hannifin one of the non-oper-
ating working interest owners in this well?
A Yes, sir, he is.

MR, HUNKER: I have no furthar -

e b
e -

-

RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. NUTTER:

Q Mr. Yuronka, the question about that
Hendrix Thomas A Well that came uvp awhile ago, hasn't there
been some test or something made on that well that determined
that it was nonproductive from the Jalmat?

A I don't know of any. If one has been
made, I do, by word of mouth, I've heard that he has perfor-
ated the rights that were given to him by Cities Service. So
the fact that it goes up into the Jalmat Pool, he has those
rights from Cities Service.

0 It was originally on John Runyon's
list, the 0OCD list, and I have it marked here as okay, and 1
can't remember the exact details of why that was determined
to not need an exception in this hearing today.

A Well, I don't know either. I have
enough problems without working one up.

Q Without taking that one on. I asked

mewm‘ 5 e M A

-’

’
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26

because you did mention the well.

A all I can go by is what's on this form
right here. I haven't bothered checking all these wells.

0. 1've got enough of hese wells today, too
without asking for any more.

A That's right.

MR. NUTTER: Okay. are there any furtherx

questions of Mr. Hendrix —-- of Mr. Yuronka?

MR. KELLAHIN: 1 have a question, Mr.

Nutter.

RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. KELLAHIN:
o Mr. Yuronka, Yyou indicated a conversa-
tion with Mr. Motter of cities Service. pid that conversation
take place pefore or after Mr. Runycn jssued this list?

A It took place approximately a month -——

oh, I think it was during the month of august of this year.

Q. pDid you have any conversation with Mr.
Motter at the time these perforations were made pack in Januar
or February of '777?

A No.
MR. KELLAHIN: Nothing further.

MR. NIJTTER: Are there any further Jues-—

RS P S gt R St R
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tions? Go ahead.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. BUELL:

1) Mr. Yuronka, if you are required to go
in and sgueeze 0off the upper three sets of perforations in
this well, would that adversely affect production from this
well?

A Yes, sir.

Q Would the well probably be nonproductive
from then on?

2 With one perforaticn and the production

I have now, I think it's obvious I would not have a well.

Q Would hydrocarbdons then be left in the
ground --
A. Yes, sir.
0 ~-~ that would otherwise be recoverable?
A Yes, sir.
MR. BUELL: I have nothing further.
MR. NUTTER: Is there anything further
in Case -- or are there any other questions of Mr. Yuronka?

He may be excused.
Do you have anything further, Mr. Buell?

MR. BUELL: No, sir, I don't.

B I A
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. 2
2 MR. NUTTER: Dces anyone have anything i
' 3

o 4 to offer in Case Number 7041?

We'll take the case under advisement.

(Hearing concluded.)




i

Rt. | Box 193-B
Santa Fe, New Mexico 8750}

SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R.

Phone (505) 455-7409
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CERTIFICATE

I, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S§.R., DO HEREPY CERTIFY that
the foregoing Transcript of Hearing before the 0il Conserva-
tion Division was reported by me; that the said transcript
is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the kest of my ability.

.n;?f'f‘ ,/67/9‘? e 5?7

f‘““" f;<w</£éuﬂ\;¢*‘ zxaminer
Conserv ’

iicit Division




STATE OF NEW MEXICO

ENERGY ano MINERALS DEPARTMENT

OlL CONSERVATION DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 2088
STATE LAND OFFICE BUNLDING
N SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO 87501
Movember 17, 1980 {805) 827-2434

Re: CASE NO. 7041
Mr. Sumner 3Buell ORDER NO. R-6518
Jasper & Buell
Attorneys at Law
Post Office Box 1626 Aoplicant:
Santa Fe, New Meixiceo

John Yuronka

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced
Division order recently entered in the subject case.

Director

JDR/£fd
Copy of order also sent to:
Hobbs OCD

Artesia OCD X
Aztec OCD

Oother George Hunker, Thomas Kellahin
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JOHN YURONKA

CONSULTING PETROLEUM XNGINERR
102 PETROLEUM BUILDING
MIDLAND, TEXAS 79701

OFFICE 684-€223
RESIDENCE 083-48790
AREA CODE $13

John Yuronka - Thomas Well #1 - Unit L, 1980' from South and 660"
from West line of Section 17, T-24S, R-37-E, Lea County, N.M.

Completed 2—10-77

Production

Date 0il (Bbls) Water (Bbls)
1977
Feb. 91 183
Mar. 185 872
Apr. ' | 148 1190
May y 270 1120
June ) 249 1110
July B 308 980
Aug. 246 940
Sept. 232 660
Oct, 216 420

Exh. b1 2

Case 207/

Gas (MCF)

146=V

1754=V
279
430
462

1358
248
365
221
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{_“ 0. OF COPICE RECEIVED - Form C-103
Supersedes Old
_ DISTRIBUTION C-102 and C-103
SANTA FE NEW MEXICO Oll. CONSERVATION COMMISSION Elfective 1--65
FiLE
U.5.G.S. Sa. Indicate Type of Leane
LAND OFFICE State Fes m
OPERATOR 3, State Ol § Gas Lease No.
'
<] -
(00 NOT USK THIS POR SUNDR):HQ'I;LC'ESL voRouEuRoI§w N"v!‘E&.oL‘SN""“Y RESEAVOIR, \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
VBT SPARPLICATION FOR PERMIT o {PORM C+101) YOR SUCKH PROPOSALS.) N N
1. R 7. Unit Agtesment Name
o m sas
wELL wELL OTHER.

i ‘ 2. Name ol Qperator
John Yuronka

8. Fxxm or Lease {same

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO:

PLUS AND ABANDON D

O
O

" PEAFORM REMEDIAL WORR m

]

TEMPORARILY ABANDON

PULL OR ALTEN CABINS CHANEE PLANS

QTHER

3. Address of Operator ' - % '5.}1110&8 4
102 Petroleum Bldg., Midland, Texas 79701 ] 1
; 4, Location of Well R ) 18 Fiold =nd P, L Wildewt
| wxir Lesren L 1980 veer mome e S0uth 660 | Langlie Mat tix
: THE weSt — _GIME,8RCTION 17 TOWNSKIP 24—8 RANGK 37.E NP, \\\\\
| \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 15, Elevation (:s,’hzogznmﬁgb' RT, OR, eic.] :zic;:u \\\\\\ ‘

Check Appropriate Box To Indicate Nature of Notice, Report or Other Data

SUBSEQUENT REPQRT OF:

O

g

REMED 1AL WORANR ALTERING CASING

PLUS AND ABANDONMENY D

O

COMMENCE DAILLING OPNS.
CASING TESY AND CCMENT JQB

OYMER

17, Deacribe
work) SE% RULE 1103,

e o mem st B A R s So

Proposad or Completed Opol'lluou. {Clearly state all periinens dcaulc. and give partinent dates, including sstimated date of starting any proposed

It is proposed to.set a brldge plug at approx. 3490' to

, -+ effect a water-shut off on perforatxons at 3496' 3525
i and 3540 ! o
|
‘: -' ) . - ":- ] - -

18, 1 hereby, cortily that the information nbw. l; true and complete to the best of my knowlodp -nd bejief.

steneo 04%Ah~\uAMJJV01ﬂﬁ‘Oh——’ - Aﬁthorized*Agent\ oare 5-8-80

“,_f

Orig, Signed bR e
APPROVED BY Jerry Sexton TIvLE ATE l“['x :"‘L 1t

ConDITIONS OF A_MOVIE 17 ANy ’

o PR S i
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i NO. OF COPILS NECLIVED Form C-103
" . DISTRIBUTION scweuedu Old
SANYAFE NEW MEXICO OiL CONSERYATION COMMISSION s?:fu‘v:dxﬁ:‘a?
FILE
U.5.G.8, s$a. lndlcc!oJ'l-'ypo of Lease
LANDC OFFICE State D " Fes m
OPERATOR 5, State Oll & Gas Lease No.
i &
o0 wor ne vy 2 SHRDRLHOTICES AN REPORTSONHELLS . MRRRRRRY
1. . 7. Unit Agteemenl Name
:.ILI.L @ .W.l.\\. D OTHER.
2. Name of Operator j i 8, Faam or Lease lame
John Yuronka ; . Thomas
3, Addresas of Operatoc . 9. Well No.
102 Petroleum Bldg., Midland, Texas 79701 1
Ko besT@iidie wi wwii . 10, Fleld o?d Pool, ot Wlldcal
e verven L 1980 e e South e ane 660 vecr raom Langlie Mattix <
TH et —— weSt LiNE, IIC?ION___]i__—YOanNID 24—8 RANGE 37-E MO, \\\\\\\\\\
NN
18, Elevation (Show whether OF, RT, GR, etc.) 12, County
DAMMMMIIIDISN 394" DF NN

Check Appropriate Box To Indicate Nature of Notigce, Report or Other Data

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF:
PERFORM AEMEDIAL WORR D PLUS AND ABANROMN D REMEDIAL WORK m ALTERING CABING D
TEMFPORARILY ABANDON E . COMMENCE DAILLING OPKS, B PLUS AND ABANDONMEKRT D
PULL OR ALTER CARING CHANAE PLAMS D CARING TLSY AMD CLMENY Jom
’ OTHER . G
ormEn — D ’

17. Describe Propoasd or Completed Opmmcn- {Clearly state all pertinen: d-mdu. and give pertinent dates, inciuding essimated date of starting any propossd
wors) sER nun.: 1108,

Pulled rods, pump and tubin
3450"

Set Bridge.Plu; at 3492'. Reran tubing
and set at 1, -

Work per%ormed May 20 and 1980.

Before: 4.8 BOPD, 53.1 BWPD & 14 3 MCFPD
After: 5.2 BOPD, 40 7 BWPD & 16,6 MCFPD

RECE’VED {1y 1 0 1980

18, 1 harsby certify that the meuonl.bwrh true and compiets to the best of my knowledge and belief. . T
sionto QQQ'\D’\ \})QV\&)'NQ"-O—/' TiTLE Al-lthorized Agent - DATE 6-5-80
l 1 S
. N ' ar
Outg Signed 1y . | | IUN 6 1930
ApPROVED AY Iarrz Sexton — T — oATE

T TN THIONS OF Amovmm .

P 4 el e e G AT D sy L e
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' A Vankes - .S pranidiy 20ch 12 0w ned - e 13

m\wm‘ Bk S mrunatles sod @ @ on el - Llea 12

(1Z+\ 3D x V3= 252 % |3 = 3276

(377G = 12,0991 = 0.9%0 = 16.03G 4.5 BOPD
16.0362%%24 = 16.036x0.0312S = O.SOMCF  42.07 QWP D
3271 MCFPD

Grid) x13=192x13= 2496
(730.G : 1571987 055G = 3R
13992+ 245 \3.89%* 09102 217 T

e ——— v

5.5% ROPD- 8% Ol GA.T RWPD
21 Ruches - %6 munulis 20eh B 10 sn aedl- Hloaa 13
SO \J\M/Qu- &&SMM@ ™ on andl- 4qu-u.e_ \3

0+ \32) % 3= 232x 13 = 301.5

\5.3877% 27724 =15.367% 0.09315 - 1AL MCE Ga.l BLPD. |
391 MCFPD

(T+\3.2)x\3= 202%\> = 202.6
(1676 * 16.7000 X056 = 4353
18355 Va7 \0 258 x0.4 1303 2.4 MNCE

0.53 QOPD SGIZ W PO 3.5 MCEPD
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STATE OF NFEW MEXICO
ENERGCY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
UIL CUNSERVATION DIVISION

CIN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
"CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
"DYIVTICTIAN F0R THF PIHRPOSE OF
 CUNSIDERING:

CASE NO., 7041
Order No. R-6518

+ AFPPLICATION OF JUHN YURONKA FOR
“ THE EXTENSION OF VERTICAL LIMITS
i OF THE LANGLIE MATTIX POOL, LEA
L COUNTY, NEW MEXICO,.

i ORDER OF THE DIVISION

1BY_THE DIVISION:
5 This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on October 29,
11980, at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel S. Nutter.

;i

v NOW, on this 17th day of November, 1980, the Division
thrector, having considered the testimony, the record, and the
irecommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised in the
ﬁpreuisea,

i FINDS:

ﬁ (1) That due publiec notice having been given as required
by law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the
aubj-ct matter thersof.

ﬁ {(2) That the spplicant, John Yuronka, seeks the contraction
iof the vertical limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward exten-
ésion of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool to a

depth of 3,408 feet, subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section
17, Township 24 Scuth, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea County, New
Me;ico, said tract being the locstion of applicant's Thomas

Well No. 1.

{(3) That the vertical limits of the Jalmat Pool as defined
by Order No. R-520, dated August 12, 1954, include the Tensill
'and Yates formations and all but the lowermost 100 feet of the
'Seven Rivers formation.

F

5 {(64) That the vertical limits of the Langlie-Mattix Pool,
fas defined by said Order No. R-520, include thes lowermost 100 ;
feat of the Seven Rivers formation and all of the {(ueen formation.




S -2
; ) Case No. 7041
| ‘Urder No. H-6518

(5) That thers has hean some disparity among some geologiotsl
as to the actual base of the Seven Rivers formation and the top
iaf the Qusen formation and hence as to the location of the 100-

N [ S QP LL.- 1-1....:. a—m & F o Y A& _ aa_ 2 as
BT AV R .nu;nu- WU MA ML A LW W AA i LY MY L RITYA AT 1A LLAA IUU.LU-

: (6) That as a result of this disparity, the subject well

and certain other wells in the general area which are clessified
‘a8 Langlie-Mattix wells have perforations extending across the
aforesaid 100-foot marker in the Seven Rivers formation and into
the Jalmat Pool.

@ (7) That such crossing over from one pool into the other
“in this case appears to ba an unintentional error.
o
| (8) TYhat to ractify the aforesaid error would regquire
; ;workover operations on the subject well whkich would be expensive
“ ‘and might endanger ths productivity of the subject well, and
twould actually serve no beneficial purpose, inasmuch as the

' Ao =S A
PO ‘ iproduction and ressrvolr characteristics of the pesrforetions

T ;innodiataly sbove and below the 100~foot marker are quite ainilar.g

i
Vi

; (9) That a reasonable solution to the problem is to con-
itract the vertical limits of the Jalmat Pool and to adjust the ,
§verticel limite of the Langlis-Mattix Pool upward to a depth of %
o :3 408 feet to accommodate the present perforations in the lower
L Sevon Rivers formation which ars actually within the present
: o ”Jolnet vertical lizits in the applicant'e Thomas Well No. 1.

: (10) That such adjustment will prevent waste and should not
impair correlative rights and should bs approved.

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

ﬁ (1) That the lowermost vertical limit of the Jalmat Pool ;
iunderlying the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range |
37 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico, is hereby contracted to i
,a depth of 3, 408 feet, subsurface, and the uppermost limit of 1
uthe Langlia-ﬂattix Pool underlying said tract is hersby extended
upuerd to the same subsurface depth, 3,408 fset. {

W (2) That the effective date of the aforesaid revision of §
ithe vertical limits of said pools shall be the date the John :
'Yuronka Thomas Well No. 1 was perforated between 3,408 fsst and f
“3 474 feet. ?
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o : Case Nao. 7041t
: Order No, R-s510

_ (3) That jurisdiction of this csuse is retained for the
centry of guch further orders ss the Division may deem necessary.

7 DUNE st Sants Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year herein-
‘sbove_designated.

SYATE OF NEW MEXICU g
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i JOHN YURONKA

OYFICE 684-82323
CONSULTING PETROLEUK ENOINERR

RESIDENCE 083-4579
102 PETROLEUX BUILDING ANXA CODE 018
X MIDLAND, TRXAS 7970X

. John Yuronka - Thomas Well #1 - Unit L, 1980' from South and 660"
a ‘ from West line of Section 17, T-24S, R=37-E, Lea County, N.M.

Completed 2-10-77

Production

Date _ 0il (Bbls) Water (Bbls) Gss (MCF)
1977 |
Feb. 91 183 146~V
Mar. 185 872 1754~V
Apr. 148 1190 279
May 270 1120 430
Sune 269 .. 1110 462
July 308 980 358
Aug. 246 940 248
Sept. 232 660 365
Oct. 216 420 221
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[ mQ. OF COPIES RELLIVED

Form C-103
QISTRIBUTION .

Supersedes Old
Ce102 and C-103
SANTAFE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION Effective |--8§$
L A1
U,8.G.8. ' $a. Indicate Type of l.oau.
! LAND OFFICE

State D " Fee m
OPERATOR $, State Oil & Gas Lease No.

. N
1. .

. 7. Unit Agreemen! Name
:l:u. m fv‘t.u. OTMER.
. Name of Opsrator _ ' . 8., Fazm or Lease }lame
John Yuronka ; Thamas
3. Address of Operator . L . . i 9. Well No. _
102 Potrclcoum Didg., madiaud, Teaas 75701 ' i
4. Lecation of Well : R . 10, Fleld and Pocl, or Wildcat
UNIT LEYYER L N 1980 PEEY PAOM THE ._S_OH'EE____. LINE Ano___i6_0__.._ rECT FAOM Langl le Mat t13< \
n®E WESt e ————— N, SECTIOM __L TOWNSHIP 24—8 RANGE 37.E NMPM, \\\\\\\\
15, Elevaticn {(Show wAether LS, RT, GR, etc.) 12, County \ {
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 3754 DF PR NN

Check Appropriate Box To Indicate Nature of Notice, Report or Gther Data
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO: SUBSEQUENT REPQRT OF:

p—

PerroRm nEmEdIAL wonk | ) PLUS AND ABANCON D REMEDIAL WORK D ALTERING CASING D .
TEMPORARILY ABANDON COMMENCE ORILLING OPNS. PLUS ARD ABANDONMENY D
PULL OR ALTEA CATING CHANGT PLANS D CABING TEBT AND CEMENT JQ8

\
et

’ ’ OTHER . e M
OTHER D '

17, Describe Proposed or Completed Op«cuon. (Clearly state all pertinens daadc. aad give pertinent dates, including sstimated date of scarting any proposed
work) SEK RULE 108,

It is proposed to.set a brldge plug at approx. 3490" to

effect a water-shut off on perforatlons at 3496', 3525'
and 35#0'

18.1 hcubt certify thet the information above ls true and complets to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Q£LV»\J&LUNOWNQ”OL——J Authorized Agent

TITLE OATE 5"8"80
<Y —
L £
Orig S‘E“od b3 » vj o
ry Sexton . o vy
APPROVED BY ]er ¥ 1-Supe TITLE : save (0103 1als
CONDITIONS OF ABPRAV b ve Y o




N\ W

l | M. OF COPILS ARCLIVED Form C-10)
A DISTRIBUTION f:ﬁ;;'::;'c?::g
SANTA FE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION Etfective 1165
FILE
U.5.G.S. . Sa. Indicate Type of Lease
LAND OFFICE State f:] " Fae [X]
. OPERATOR 5. State Oll & Gas Lease No.

- ' N N
Ca | o vor v vy 1o SUNBRY NOTICES AND.REPORTSONHELLS, . MNNIMRR

l. 7. Unit Aqgreement Name
oL GAS
wLLL @ wELL D oTHER.

7. Name ol Jperator _ .

8., Form or Leass taome

John Yuronka ; Thomas
3. Address of Operator . 9. Well No.
102 Petroleum Bldg. , Midland, Texas 79701 1

4, Location of Well ToT 1eia ond Pool, o Wildcal .

L 1980 South , 560 Langlie Mattix

UMIT LETTER ' FELY FPROM THE (e e AN AND e PEEY 7ROM

Check Appropriate Box To Indicate Nature of Notice, Report or Other Data

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO: SUBSEQUENT REPORT OF:
PERVAM ATMEDIAL WORK D PLUS AND ABANOON D AEMED 1AL WORK @ ALTZRING CASING
YEussaLRILY ABANBON 1 ] COMMUIKCE ONILLING OPNE. B PLUK AND ABANDONMENT D
PULL OA ALTER CASINS tj CHANSE PLANS D CABIKG TEST AND CCMENT JQs ) .
' oTHER . D
OTHER . E]

17, Descrive Propoasd ot Conﬂo\-d Oponudu {Clearly state all pertinens detoils, and give pertinsnt dotes, including sasimared dase of starting any proposed
work) SEE AULE 1108,

Pulled rods ump and tubln% Set Bridge Plug at 3492'. Reran tubing
and set at .’Mg Work performed May 20 and 21, 1980. -

Before: 4.8 BOPD, 53.1 BWPD & 14 3 MCFPD
After: 5.2 BOPD, 40.7 BWPD & 16.6 MCFPD

RECEIVED "™ 1 1980

18, [ hereby certify that the information above is trus and complets to the best of my knowledgs and beliel,

A QQ-QW\}\MW\Q'L&,/ e Authorized Agent oare  0—5=80
A

Dig Sy o Co . NUR v igau
APPROVED BY Jerry Sexton T - DATE
emmptﬁmqv !

et
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13998 % 247 1399%2 009192 2 NMCF

—

0+ 132)* 3= 232%x 3= 201.%
(301G = 1. 3666x 0.9%C = \S.387 |
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1 Box 193-B

Santa F¢, New Mexico 87501

Ri.
Phoize (503) 455-1409

SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R.
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STATE OF
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NEW MEXICO

ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARIMENT
01l CONSERVATION DIVISION

STATE LAND
SANTA FE,

OFF1CE BLDG.
NEW MEXICO

g October 1980

COMMISSION HEARING

_-—._--u_-————--—.——_.«—..._-._.-—---_—._—

- —— - -

IN THE MATTER OF: )
)
Application of John Yuronka ) CASE
for the extension of vertical limits ) 7041
of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea )
County, New Mexico. }
)

..._.——.....-—---.._._-—-—---._—-.._._..._.—__...—

DEFCRE: Commissioner Ramey
Commissioner Arnold

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING

APPEARAN CES

For the 0il Conservation
commission:

D T 0 Prig o AT

ARSI i ST 2

Ernest L. Padilla, Esq.
Legal Ccounsel to the Commi
state Land Office Bldg.
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R.

Rt. 1 Box 193-E
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Phone (505) 455-7409

10

-d
-

12

13

Page .. _.2.“_‘ e

MR. RAMEY: The hearing will come to

order.

We'll call first this morning Case Number

7041.

MR. PADILLA: Apvplication of Jochn Yuronka
for the extension of vertical limits OI tTihie Lauyial

Pool, Lea County, New Mexico.

MR. RAMEY: This case will be dismissed

and rescheduled for hearing before an Examiner Hearing.

(Bearing concluded.)
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Rt. 1 Box 193-
Santa Fe, New Mexic) 87501

SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R.

Phone (505) 455-140%

10

1

12

13

Page

CERTIFICATE

I, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R., DO HEREPY CEPTIFY that
the foregoing Transcript of Hearing before the 0il Conserva-
+inn Nivision was reported by me; that the said transcript
is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the best of my ability.

ﬁm \b.&:g\ C.5.€
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Phone (405) 455-7409

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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MR. RAMIEY: The hearinag will core to
order.

we'll call first this mornince Case Murber
7041,

MR. PADILLRE: Apnlication of John Yuronka
for the extension of vertical limits of the Lanpulic Moreiw
reol, lLea County, New Mexico.

MP. PAMEY: This case will Lbe dismissed

and reschcduled for hearina before an Lxaminer Hearing.

(Kearing concluded.)
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Docket No. 34-80

Dockets Nos. 36-8C and 37-80 are tentatively set for November 12 and 25, 1980, Applications for hearing must
be filed st least 22 days in advance of hearing date.

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING -~ WEDNESDAY - OCTORER 29, 1980

. 9 A.M. ~ OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION CONFERENCE ROOﬁ,
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

The foliowing cases will be heard before Daniel S. Nutter, Examiner, or Richard L. Stamets, Alternate Cxaminer:
CASE 7055: (This case will be continued to the November 25 hearing.)

Application of Union 0il Company of California for a unit agreement, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-sivied canas eenbe coccovz) for il Tueves-Lea unit ArTea, comprising 2209
acres, wmore or less, of State and Faderal lands in Township 21 South, Ranges 32 and 33 East,

CASE 7056: Application of Getty Oil Company for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool.
Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vertical
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
to a depth of 3540 feet, subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 3, Township 24 South, Range 36
East.

CASE 7057: Application of Doyle Hartman for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea

County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause. seeks the_contraction of the vertical
lirits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool

to the following depths underlying the following 40-acre tracts in Township 24 South, Range 37 East:
SE/4 SE/4 of Section 30: 3364 feet; NE/4 SE/4 of Section 30: 3385 feet; and SE/4 SW/4 of Section .
20: 3390 feet.

CASE 7058: Application of Tahoe 0il & Cattle Company for downhole commingling, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, iun the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Jalmat and Langlie
Mattix production in the wellbores of its Harrison Wells Nos. ! and 2 located in Units A and R. respec-
tively, and its Judy Well No. 1 located in Unit C, all in Section 7, Township 25 South, Range 37 East.

CASE 7059: Application of Culf Cii Corporation for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool,
Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vertical
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
to a depth of 3406 feet under the W/2 SW/4 of Section 30, Township 24 South, Range 37 East.

CASE 7060: Application of Mobil Producing Inc. for downhole commingling, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Jalmat and Langlie
Mattix production in the wellbores of its Humphrey Queen Unit Wells Nos. 13 in Unit I of Section 4 and
16 in Unit K of Section 3 and its Langlie Mattix Queen Unit Well No. 10 in Unit C of Section 15, all in
Township 25 South, Range 37 East.

CASE 7061: Application of Bettis, Boyle & Stovall for downhole commingling, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause. seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Jalmat and Langlie
Mattix production in the wellbore of its Justis B Well No. 8 located in Unit G of Section 20, Township
25 South, Range 37 East. ’

CASE 7062: Application of El Paso Natural Gas Company for downhole commingling, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Jalmat and Langlie
Mattix production in the wellbore of its Carlson Federal Well No. 2 located in Unit N of Section 23,
Township 25 South, Range 37 East. '

CASE 7063: Application of Lewis Burleson for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vertical limits
of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langiie Mattix Pool to a
. depth of 3150 feet under the SE/4 NW/4 of Section 22, Township 25 South, Range 37 East.
e

< CASE 7041: (Continued from October 8, 1980, Comiission Hearing)

Application of John Yuronka for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vercical
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
to a depth of 3,408 feet, subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37

. East, ' - .

CASE 7064: Application-of El Paso Natural Gas Company for an unorthodox lncation and zizultanccus dedication, Lea
County. New Mewics, Agplicautc, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the simultaneous dedica-
tion of a previously approved 440-acre proration unit comprising the $/2, S/Z NW/4, and NW/4 NW/4 of
Section 33, Township 25 South, Range 37 East, Jalmat Gas Pool, to its Gregory Fed. Well No. 1 located
in Unit J and its Gregory Fed. A Well No. 2, at an unorthodox location in the center of Unit L of said
Section 33,

-
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CASE 7065: Application of El Paso Natural Cas Company for twelve non-standard prorstion units, Rioc Arriba County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sceks approval for the establishment of eight non-
standard proration units for Pictured CLiff5 Lzlls Lo Le driiled in the W/2 of partial Sections 6, ?,
: 18, 19, 30 and 31 of Township 30 North, Range & West, and four non-standard prorstion nnits for
: Pictured Cliffs wells in partial Sections 7, 8, and 9 of Township 28 North, Range 4 West,

CASE 7066: Application of Conoco Inc. for a dusl completion, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks spproval for the dual completion of its Britt "B" Well No.
27 located in Unit G of Section 15, Township 20 South, Range 37 East, to prcduce oil from the Weir-
Drinkard or an undesignated Blinebry pool and an undesignated Abo pool.

CASE 7067: Application of Conoco Irc. for a dual completion, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the abave--tyled cause, -eeks approval for the dual completxon of its Dagger Diaw Com.
Well No. & locarsd im Vnis 3 o€ 0oonio 20 Tuwasiisp 15 Svuih, Rauge <4 East, to produce oil from the
Borth Dagger Draw-Upper Penn Pool and gss from an undesignated Morrow pool.

CASE 7068: Application of Conoco Inc. for a dual completion and an unorthodox well location, Eddy County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the dual completion of its Penny
Federal Com. Well No. 2 at an unorthodox location 1650 feet from the North line and 1980 feet from
the East line of Section 23, Townshis 20 South, Range 24 East, to produce 0il from the South Dagger
Draw-Upper Penn Paol and gas from an undesignaced Morrow paal.

CASE 7069: Application of Anadarko Production Company for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of a Morrow test well
to be drilled 650 feet from the South and East lines of Section 4, Township 19 South, Range 25 East,
the S/2 of said Section 4 to be dedicated to the well.

CASE 070: Application of Tesoro Petroleum Corporation for a pilot caustic flood project, McKinley County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks authority to institute a one-acre pilat caustic
flood project in the Hospah Field by the injection of caustic fluid into the Seven Lakes Sand of the
Upper Kospah Field at an approximate depth of 300-500 feet through four injection wells in Unit K of
Section 1, Township 17 North, Range 9 West.

CASE 7071: Appiication »>f Jake L. Hamon for an unorthodox well location and simultaneous dedication, Lea County,

. New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the simultaneous dedication of
a &40-acre proration unit comprising all of Section 17, Township 20 South, Range 36 East, North Osudo-
Morrow Pool, to its Amerada Federal Well ¥o. 2 located in Unit F and its Amerada Federal Well No. 3,
to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1650 feet from the South line and 660 feet from the Ezst line
of said Section 17.

CASE 6668: (Reopened and Readvertised)

In the matter of Case 6668 being reopened pursuant to the provisions of Order No. R-6139 which order
promulgated temporary special rules and regulations for the South Culebra Bluff-Bonme Sprimg Pool in
Eddy County, New Mexico, including a provision for 80-acre spacing units. Operators in said pool may
appear and show cause why the pool should not be developed on 40-acre spacing units.

CASE 7005: (Continued from September 17, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Sol West III for an NGPA determination, Eddy County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks a new onshore reservoir determination in the Morrow
formation for his Turkey Track-Morrow Sand Well Mo, 1 in Unit I of Section 26, Township 18 South,
Range 28 East.

CASE 7072: Application of Enserch Exploration, Inc. for pool creation and special pool rules, Roosevelt County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the creation of a new Fenngylvanian oil pool
for its Enserch Amoco State Well No. 1 located in Unit L of Section 16, Township & South, Range 33
East, and the promulgation of special pool rules therefor, including a provision for 80-acre spacing.

CASE 7073: Application of Enserch Exploration, Inc. for pool creation, temporary special pool rules, and assign-
ment of a discovery allowable, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks
the creation of a new Fusselman oil pool for its J, G. O'Brien Well No. 1 located 1980 feet from the
North line and 660 feet from the West line of Section 31, Township 7 South, Range 29 East, with special
rules therefor, including provisions for 80-acre spacing, a limiting gas-oil ratio of 3000 to one and
special well location requirements providing for the drilling of wells within 150 feet of the center
of a quarter-qusrter section. Applicant further seeks apprcval of a 74.24-acre proration and spacing
unit and a discovery allowable for said J. G. O'Brien Well No. 1.
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CASE 7074: Application of Enserch Exploration, Inc. for pool creation, an unorthodox gas well location, and non-
standard proration unit, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks, the
crestion of a new Fusselman gas pool for its J, G, O'Brien Well No. 2 located at an unorthodor location
660 feet from the South and West lines of Section 30, Township 7 South, Range 29 East, to be dedicated
to a )08,96-acre non-standard unit comprising the W/2 of said Section 30.

CASE 6822: (Continued from October 1, 1980, Examiner Hearing)
In the matter of Case 6822 being reopened pursuant to the provisons of Order No. R-6293 which order
created the West Double X-Wolfcamp Gas Pool as a rerrograde gas condensate pool and set special pro~
duction limitations therein., Operator(s) may appear and present evidence to establish the true nature
of the reservoir and proper rates of withdrawal therefrom.

CASE 6648: (Continued from October 1, 1980, Examiner Hearing)
In the MACCer OI Lase 0045 Deiug CeUPEUEd PUISUSHL LY L€ pluvioavia vi ciwcs ws. D-512% whiszh =odar
promulgated temporary special rules and regulatione for the North Caprock-Mississippian Pool in Lea
County, New Mexico, including a provision for 160-acre spacing and a 4000 to one gas-oil ratio
limitation. Operators in said pool may appear and show ceuse why the pool should not be developed
on 40=-acre spacing with a 2000 to one GOR.

CASE 7045: (Continued from October 15, 1980, Examiner Hearing)
Application of Texas 0Oil & Gas Corp. for downhole commingling, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Atoka_ and Upper
Morrow proZuction in the wellbore of its Superior Federal Com. Well No. 1 located in Unit G of Sec-
tion 8, Township 20 South, Range 29 East.

CASE 7024: (Continued from October 15, 1980, Examiner Hearing)
Application of Southland Royalty Company for compulsory pooling, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling 211 mineral interests in the Pennsylvanian
formation underlying the E/2 of Section 35, Township 18 South, Range 29 East, to be dedicated to a well
to be drilled at a standard locgtion thereon. Also to be considered will be the cost of drilling and
completing eaid wall and the allocation of the coct thereof ae well as actual operating costs and
charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well, and a charge for risk in-
voived in drilling said well. ’

CASE 7038: (Coutinued from October 15, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Natura Energy Corporation for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the San Andres
formation underlying the NE/4 NE/4 of Section 6, Township 19 South. Range 39 East, to be dedicated
to 2 well to be drilled 2t a standard location thereon. Also to be considered will be the cost of
drilling and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating
costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well, and a charge
for risk involved in drilling said well.
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Docket No. 35-80

DOCKET: COMMISSION LEARING - FRIDAY — OCTOBER 31, 1980

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION'- 9 A.M. - ROOM 205
STATE LAND CFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

CASE 7075:

A Wit LB i s e

Application of Benson-Montin-Greer Drilling Corporation for the amendment of pool rules, Rio Arriba
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the amendment of the Special Rules and

Regulations for the West Puerto Chiquito-Mancos 0il Pocl as promulgated by Order No. R-2565-B and amended

by Order No. R-6469, to require that the locations of wells in said pool be at least 1650 feet from the
outer boundary of the spacing and proration uait, and that the drilling of wells be controlled so as

to allow no more than a 330-foot horizontal deviation from the surface location. Further, that the lo-
cation of wglls on certain specified non-standard proration units approved by Order No. R-6469 should
be no closer than 660 feet to the outer boundary of the non-standard unit nor closer than 330 feet to
& quarter section line or 10 feet to a quarter—quarter section line. Said aperified nom—arandard wnits
are the two 640-acre uaits in Township 24 North, Range 1 West; the two 480-acre units in Township 24
North, Range 1 East; tke four 640-acre units in Township 26 North, Range 1 West; the 640-acre unit in
Township 26 North, Range 1 East; and the two 640-acre units, the three 600-acre units, and the 400-acre
unit, all in Township 27 North, Range 1 West. Applicant further seeks an administrative procedure
whereby unorthodox locations could be approved upon receipt of written waivers from all offsetting
operators being "crowded" by the unnrtbodox location.

|




Docket No. 31-80

Dockets Nos., 33-80 and 34-80 are tentativély set for October 15 and 29, 1980. Applications for hearing
must be filed at least 22 days in sdvence of hearing date.

DOCKET: COMMISSION HEARING - WEDNESDAY - OCTOBER 8, 1980

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION - 9 A.M. - ROOM 205
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA [E, NEW MEXICO

S CASE 7041:

Rp—

CASE 7043:

cAsE 7042:

Application of John Yuronks for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled csuse, seeks the contraction of the vertical
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix
Pool to a depth of 3,408 feet; subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 17, Township 24 South,

Range 37 East.

1-2e. € atb. v---l - u.--.- Banl Tan

Application of Doyle Hartman for the extension vi veitieas oiiils 2f the z
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contractxon of the vettxcal

limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix
Pcol to the following depths underlying the following 40-acre tracts in Section 19, Township 24
South, Range 37 East: NW/4 NE/4: 3446 feet; SE/4 WE/&4: 3408 feet; SW/4 NE/4: 3419 feer;
SE/4 SE/4: 3402 feet; and NE/4 SE/4: 3387 feet.

Application of Cities Service Company for dowmhole commingling and simultaneous dedication, Lea
County, New Mexicc. Applicaat, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole comming-
ling of Jalmat and Langlie Mattix production in the wellbores of the following Doyle Hartman wells
in Section 19, Township 24 Scuth, Range 37 East: his Adele Sowell Wells Nos. 1 and 2 located in
Units I and P, respectively, and his Cities Thomas Wells Nos. L, 3, and 4 in Units B, H, and G,
respectively. Applicant further seeks approval of the simultaneous dedication of the E/2 of Sec-
tion 19 for Jalmat production from the above Hartman wells and from its Thcomas "A" Wells Nos. 1

and 2, located in Units O and G, respectively.
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Docket No. 32-80

DOCKET: COMMISSION HEARING - THURSDAY - OCTOBER 9, 1980

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION - 9 A.M. - MORGAN HALL
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

CASE 6967:

(Rehearing}

Application of Amoco Production Company for a carbon dioxide gas unit agreement, Union, Harding,
and Quay Counties, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, secks approval fcr the Bravo
Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit Area, comprising 1,174,225 acres, more or less, of State, Federal,
and fee lands situate in all or portions of the following townships: in Union County: Township
18 North, Ranges 34 thru 37 East; Township 19 North, Ranges 34, 35, and 36 East; Townships 20 and
21 North, Ranges 34 and 35 East; Townships 22 and 23 North, Ranges 30 thru 35 East; Township 24
North, Ranges 31 thru 34 East; in Harding County: Townships 17 thru 21 Nortl , Ranges 29 thru

33 East; and in Quay County: Township 16 North, Ranges 34, 35, and 36 East; and Township 17
North, Ranges 34 thru 37 East.

The lands proposed to be included in said Bravé Dome Carbon Dioxide Gas Unit Area are more speci-
Fically dascribed in documents on file with, and available for public inspection in, the offices
of the 0il Conservatiom Divisicn, State Land Office Building, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

Upon application of Abe Casados, et al, this case is being reopened for rehearing.

e I
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BEFTORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION
OF THE
NEW MEXICO FNERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

In the matter of the Application

of John Yuronka to extend the

vertical limits of the Langlie

Mattix O0il Pool under the North- No. 770‘{[
wast Onarter of the Scuthwest : -
Quarter of Section 17, Township

24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM

Lea County, New Mexico.

APPLICATION

Comes now the applicant, John Yuronka, by his attorneys,
Jasper and Buell, and makes the following application:

1. Applicant is an interest owner in and operator of the
Thomas No. 1 0il well located in the northwest quarter of the
southwest quarter of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37
East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

2. At the present time the Thomas No. 1 produces from the
Langlie Mattix Oil Pool and is completed to a depth of 3,492

feet where a bridge plug is set.

3. Applicant proposes that the vertical limits of the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool be extended to a depth of 3,408 feet,>
subsurface, under the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico.

4. The granting of this applicaticn will prevent waste
and protect correlative rights.

Wherefore applicant asks that the 0il Conservation Division
enter its order granting this application.

JASPER and BUELL

By

Sumner G. Bue
Attorneys for Applicant
Post Office Box 1626

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501




RECEIVED
AUG ! 9 1980

AN Pangaryvatidn —
BEFORE THE O1L CONSERVATION DIVISION
OF THE
NEW MEXICO ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

In the matter of the Application

of John Yuronka to extend the

vertical limits of the Langlic -
Mattix Oil Pool under the North- No. 0¥/
west Quarter of the Southwest

Quarter of Section 17, Township

24 South, Range 37 East, NMUPM

Lea County, New Mexico.

APPLICATION

Comes now the applicant, John Yuronka, by his attorneys,
Jasper and Buell, and makes the following application:

1. Applicant is an interest owner in and operator of the
Thomas No. 1 oil well located in the northwest guarter of the
southwest quarter of Secticn 17, Township 24 South, Range 37
East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

2. At the present time the Thomas No. 1 produces from the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool and is completed to a depth of 3,492
feet where a bridge plug is set.

3. Applicant proposes that the vertical limits of the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool be extended to a depth of 3,408 feet,
subsurface, under the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico.

4. The granting of this application will prevent waste
and protect correlative rights.

Wherefore applicant asks that the 0il Conservation Division
enter its order granting this application.

JASPER and BUELL

By
Sumner G. Buel
Attorneys for Applicant
Post Office Box 1626
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISTON: ™™ -

OF THE
NEW MEXICO ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

In the matter of the Application

of John Yuronka to extend the

vertical limits of the Langlic

Mattix Oil Pool under the North- No. >ndl
west Juarter of the Santhwace

Quarter of Section 17, Township

24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM

Lea County, New Mexico.

APPLICATTION

Comes now the applicant, John Yuronka, by his attorneys,

Jasper and Buell, and makes the following application:

1. Applicant is an interest owner in and operator of the
Thomas No. 1 oil well located in the northwest quarter of the
southwest quarter of Section 17, Township 24 Scuth, Range 37
East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

2. At the present time the Thomas No. 1 produces from the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool and is completed to a devth of 3,492
feet where a bridge plug is set.

3. Applicant proposes that the vertical limits of the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool be extended to a depth of 3,408 feet,
subsurface, under the northwest quarter of the southwest guarter
of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico.

4. The granting cof this application will prevent waste
and protect correlative rights.

Wherefore applicant asks that the 0il Conservation Division

enter its order granting this application.

JASPER and BUELL

By
Sumnexr G. Buell
Attorneys for Applicant
Post Office Box 1626
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION
OF THE
NEW MEXICO ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

In the matter of the Application

of John Yuronka to extend the

vertical limits of the Langlie

Mattix Oil Pool under the North- No. 70(//
west Quarter of the Soutnwest

Quarter of ‘Section 17, Township

24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM

Lea County, New Mexico.

APPLICATION

Comes now the applicant, John Yuronka, by his attorneys,
jasper and Buell, and makes the following application:

1. Applicant is an interest owner in and operatcr cf the
Thomas No. 1 0il well located in the northwest quarter of the
southwest quarter of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37
East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

2. At the present time the Thomas No. 1 produces from the
Langlie Mattix 0il Pool and is completed to a depth of 3,492
feet where a bridge plug is set.

3. Applicant proposes that the vertical limits of the
Langlie Matfix 0il Pool be extended to a depth of 3,408 feet,
subsurface, under the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico.

4. The granting of this application will prevent waste
and protect correlative rights.

Wherefore applicant asks that the 0il Conservation Division
enter its order granting this application.

JASPER and BUELL

By QMA% ;M
Sumner G. Bue

Attorneys for Applicant
Post Office Box 1626
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

| IN TRS MATTER OF THE HEARING

. CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
| DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF

| CONSIDERING:

CASE NO. 7041

order No. AR-{5/4

APPLICATION OF JOHN YURONKA FOR
THE EXTENSION OF VERTICAL LIMITS OF
THE LANGLIE MATTIX POOL, LEA COUNTY,

NEW MEX%CO. y

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on October 29

it s s A A e 3 Y a5 e

'19 80 , at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel 5. Nutter

2 - NOW, on this day of . 19 80 , the

Division Director, having considered the testimony, the record,
r and the fecomendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised
in the premises,

| Fps:

f (1) That due public notice having been given as required

gby law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the

h subject matter thereof.
(2) That the applicant, John Yuronka, seeks the contraction

of the vertical limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension
of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool to a depth of

3,408 feet, cubsurfacz, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 17,

Said +vack -L;;n, o locad/osc of «pp Vicawtsi Thosea,
well Ns. /. ,

Township 24 South,; Ranae 37 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico,




{3) That the vertical limits of the Jalmat Pool as defined

by Order No. R-520, dated Auqust 12, 1954, include the Tansill

and Yates formations and all but the lowermost 100 feet of the

o Seven Rivers formation.

E (4) That the vertical limits of the lLanglic-Mattix Pool,

| as defined by said Order Ne. R-520, include the lowermost 100

feet of the Seven Rivers formaticn and all of the Queen formation.
S} Thaot

7 there has been some disparity among some geologists

&
as to the base of the Seven Rivers formation and the top of the
: LY

Queen formation and hence as to the location of the 100-foot

marker separating the Jalmat and Langlie Mattix pools.

s

(6)' That as a result of this disparity, the subject welly
and:g{%e;ﬁuells in the general area which are classified as
Langlie-Mattix wells have perforations extending across the
aforesaid 10Q-foot marker in the Seven Rivers Formationaudi”4‘

Tt Jalway Feols

(7) That such crossing over from one pool into the other
in this case appears to be an unintentional error.

(8) That to rectify the aforesaid error would require
workover operations on the subject wel%{ which would be expensive
and might endanger the productivity of the subject wel%ﬁ, and
would actually serve no bereficial purpose, inasmuch as the
production and reservoir characteristics of the perforations
immediately above and below the 100-foot marker are quite similar.] °

contract Ha verdical limits of +he Jalnatifoo )

(9) That a reasonable soluticn toc the problem is to‘adjust od b
the vertical limits of the Langlie-Mattix Pool upward to OJCP'HI OF
5;’0""6"’ {baccommodate the present perforations in the lower Seven Rivers
’

formation which are actually within the present Jalmat vertical

limits i o app’lcand‘.s Thomeas e ll Ne. [.

(1t) That such adjustment will prevent waste and should not

impair correlative rights and should be approved.




1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That the lower_nost vertical limitg of the Jalmat Poocl underlying
the ¥ W /4 5“’4 of Section /7 , 10wnship1.‘-/ South, Range 37 East, NiPM, 1.

Lea County, New Mexico, is hereby contracted to a depth of 3¢)@ffeet, sub- f

surface, and the uppermost limit of the Langlie-Mattix Pool underlying said i

tract is hereby extended upward to the same subsurface depth, Jfﬂf feet. |
(2) That the effective date of the aforesaid revision of the vertical

limits of said pools shall be the date the dohn Y“Mk" Thowuane:

No.  {# was perforated between 3’4{08 feet and 3’4 7¢ feet.
(3)Jurisdiction.

Done at Santa fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove designated.
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY ano MINERALS DEPARTMENT

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

POST OFRCE BOX 2088
mmmam1
March 10, 1981 0% 807 90436

: S 7041
Mr. Thomas Kellahin Re 9§§§,N°"

] i ~62l4-A
Kellahin & Kellahin URULKR NU, R=02
Post Offica Bex 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Applicant:

John Yuronka (Cities Service Co.)

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced
Commission order recently entered in the subject case.

ours very truly,
A\ oA

/ J0OE D.

C//Director
JDR/fd

Copy of order also sent to:

Hobbs OCC X
Artesia OCC X
Aztec OCC

Other Sumner Buell




STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
OIL CONSERVYATION DIVISIONM

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLeD BY Tl CIL CONSERVATION
COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR
“THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:

CASE NO, 7041 DE NOVO
Order No. R-5518-A

CAPPLICATION OF JOHN YURONKA FOR
“THE EXTENSION OF VERTICAL LIMITS
<0F THE LANGLIE MATTIX POOL, LEA
COUNTY NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

'BY_THE COMMISSION:

Y

‘ This cause came on for hsaring at 5 a.wm. on January 21,
§1981. at Santa fs, New Maxico, before the 0il Conservation
:Commission of New Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the
ﬁ"Commiasion."

ﬁ NOW, on this 6th day of March, 1981, the Commission,
ia quorum befing pressnt, having considered tho testimaony pre-
[sonted and 2he exhibits received at said hearing, end beinec
fully advised in the pramices,

FINDSs

ﬁ (1) That dus public notice having been given as required
by law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause »~_ ths
‘subject matter thereof.

; {2) That the applicant, John Yuronka, seeks an order
‘eaontracting the vertical limits of the Jalmat 200l and ths up-
fward sxtension of the verticsl limits orf the Langlie Mattix Pool
‘to s depth of 3,408 faet, subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of
‘Soction 17, Townnhip 24 Scuth, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea County,
Nen Mexico, s: .. tract being the location of applicant's Thomas
Moll No. 1.

¥ (3) That the matter came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on
Dctober 29, 1980, at Sants Fa, New Haxico, before Examiner Danisl
S Nutter lnd, pursuant to this hearing, Ordsr No. R-4A518 was
1ssued on November 17, 1980, which granted the application.




' a : -2-
: Case No. 7041 De Novo
Order No. R-6SIB-K

o (4) That on Deceaber 17, 19803, epplication for Hearing
:De Novo was made by Cities Service Company and the matter was
“get for hearing before the Commission.

3 (5) That the matter came on for hearing de novo on January
21, 1981.

: (6) That Cities Service Company requested the cass be
diamisaed

ii IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That Case No. 7041 De Novo is hereby dismissed.
| (2) That Division Order No. R-6518 shall remain in full
forco and effect.

(3) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the ‘
entry of such further ordere as the Commission may deem necessary. :
;% DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year herein-
‘abave designated.

:

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

o

T T . L <
) / - T 7 7
- - / o / -~ [

s ﬁ’ﬁ ) /""7/71'/
C.
ALEX J;,Anurﬁ’: Member

“EMERY C. ARNOLD, Member
% sy

“gggg D. tY, er & Secretary

v




CASE NO. 7041

SUBPOENA
THE STATE DF NEW MSXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
To EUGENE F. MOTTER Greeting:

We command you to be and appear at 9:00 AM, January 21, 1981

before the 0il Conservation Commission of the State of New Mexico,
at The 0il Conservation Commission Conference Room in the State
Land Office Building, in the City of Santa Fe, then and there to

testify in the Case of Application of John Yuronka Tor the extension

of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea County,

‘New Mexico on behalf of John Yuronka

And this do you under penalty of the law

WITNESS JOE D. RAMEY, Director of the
0il Conservation Commission of the
State of New Mexico, and the seal
of said Commission, this day

of " A.D 1981
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: Application of.John Yuronka for the )
8 | extension of vertical limits of the ) CASE
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Commissioner Arnold
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; APPEARANCES
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¢ 7 Division: Legal Counsel to the Division
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MR. RAMEY: We'll call now Case Number

7041.

MR. PADILLA: Application of John
Yuronka for the extensicn of vertical limits of the Langlie
Mattix Pool, Lea County, New Mexico.

MD_ RAMEY: The applicant in this case

has requested that it be dismissed,

Case Number 7041 will be dismissed.

(Hearing concluded.)
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8

CERTIFICATE

I, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R., DO HEREEY CERTIFY that
the foregoing Transcript of Hearing before the 0il Conserva-
tion Commission was reporied Ly iie; Lhat whc said transqorint
is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the best of my ability.
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MR. RAMEY: We'll call now Case Number
7041,

MR, PADILLA: Application of John
Yuronkua for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie
fiatiis Pool, Taa Canntv. New Mexico.

MR. RAMEY: The applicant in this case
has requested tﬁat it be dismissed.

Case Number 7041 will be Adismissed.

{Hearing concluded.)
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CERTIFICATE

I, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S,R., DO HEREBY CFKTIFY that

the foregqoing Transcript of Hearing hefore the 0il Conserva-
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is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the best of my ability.
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JASPER and BUELL
Allorneys

121 East Palace Avenue

Post Office Box 1626

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
505 988-2841

John G. jasper
Sumnecr G, Buell

January 7, 1981

Mr. Joe D. Ramey

Director

0il Conservation Division

New Mexico Energy & Minerals Department
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Re: Case No. 7041
De Novo Hearing
Application of John Yuronka

Dear Mr. Ramey:

You, or your designated representative, are respectfully requested,
pursuant to Section 70-2-8 NMSA 1978 and Rule 1211, to issue a
subpoena for the attendance of Eugene F. Motter at the hearing of
the above-styled application at 9:00 A.M. on January 21, 1981, at

the State Land Office Building, Room 205, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

This request is made on behalf of a person interested in the subject
matter of the hearing, to-wit: John Yuronka.

SGB/jc




CASE NO. 7041

SUBPOENA
THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO
GIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
To EUGENE F. MOTTER Greeting:

We command you to be and appear at 9:00 AM, January 21, 1981
before the 0il Conservation Commission of the State of New Mexico,
at The 0il Conservation Commission Conference Room in the State

tand Office Building, in the City of Santa Fe, then and there to

testify in the Case of Application of John Yuronka for the extension

of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea County,

‘New Mexico - - on behalf of John Yuronka

And this do you under penalty of the law

WITNESS JOE D. RAMEY, Director of the
0il Conservation Com&ission of the
State of New Mexico, and the seal
of said Commission, this ' day

of A.D 1981

TR e e i 3 G % e L a s et




CASE NO. 7041

SUBPOENA
THE STATE OF NEW MEXICD
DIL CONSERVATION CDMMISSIDN
- FIICEANE F_ uMNTTECD Y R S,
P1o T o=== Tt R v tmes VACC LAty
We command you to be and appear at 9:00 AM, January 21, 1981

before the 0il Conservation Commission of the State of New Mexico,
at The 0il Conservation Commission Conference Room in the State
Land Office Building, in the City of Santa Fe, then and there to

testify in the Case of Application of John Yuronka for the extension

of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea County,

New Mexico ’ on behalf of John Yuronka

And this doAyou under penalty of the law

WITNESS JOE D. RAMEY, Director of the

. .
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State of New Mexico, and the seal
of said Commission, this day

of A.D 1981

o v et e




CASE NO. 7041
SUBPDENA

THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO
CIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

7 EUGENE F. MOTTER Greeting:

We command you to be and appear 8t ¥:GU AM, January 21, 1981

before the 0il Conservation Commission of the State of New Mexico,
at The 0il Conservation Commission Conference Room in the State
Land Office Building, in the City of Santa Fe, then and there to

testify in the Case of Applicaticn of John Yuronka for the extension

of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea County,

New Mexico ’ on behalf of . John Yuronka

And this do-you under penalty of the law

WITNESS JOE D. RAMEY, Director of the
0il Conservation Commission of the
State of New Mexico, and the seal
of said Commission, this __ day

of A.D 1981

et e i

RUNETRC YR



Docket No, 1-81

Dockets Nos. 4-81 and 5-81 are tentatively set for January 28 and February 11, 1981, Applications for
hearing must be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY - JANUARY 14, 1981

9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION CONFERENCE ROOM,
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

The following cases will be heard before Richard L. Stamets, Examiner. or Daniel S. Nutter, Altarnate Fxaminer:

ALLOWABLE:

CASE /117:

CASE 7118

CASE 7119:

CASE 7120:

CASE 7121:

CASE 7 :

o

N

~
.

CASE 7123:

CASE 7124%:

(1) Consideration of the allowable production of gas for February, 1981, from fifteen prorated
pools in Lea, Eddy, and Chaves Counties, New Mexico.

{2) Consideration of the allowable production of gas for February, 1981, from four prorated
pools in San Juan, Rio Arriba, and Sandoval Counties, New Mexico.

Application ot Gult Uil €orporation tor a non-standard gas proraticn unit, unorthodox location,
and simultaneous dedication, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause,
seeks approval for the simultaneous dedication of a previously approved 320-acre non-stendard
proration unit comprising the E/2 of Section 25, Township 20 South, Range 36 East, Eumont Gas
Pool, to its L. W. White (NCT~A)Wells No. 2 in Unit I and No. 7 at an unorthodox location 990
feet from the North line and 660 feet from the East line of said Sectiom 25.

Application of El Paso Exploration Company for downhole comminzling, Rio Arriba County,

New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling
of South Blanco-Tocito and Basin-Dakota production in the wecllbore of its Jicarilla 152 W Well
No. 3 in Unit D of Section 7, Township 26 North, Range 5 West.

Application of Shell Oil Company for a unit agreement, Bernalillo and Sandoval Counties,

New Mexico. Applizant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the West Mesa Unit Area,
comprising 26,722 acres, more or less, of State, Federal, and fee tards in Townships 10, 11,
and 12 North, Ranges 1 and 2 East.

Application of Dugan Production Corporation for downhole commingling, San Juan County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of undesignated

- - - - [ Al 1 2 ww_ L - L
Callup and Rasin-Dakotz production in tho wellbore of its Merry May Well No. 1 im Unit I of

Section 24, Township 24 North, Range 10 West.

Application of Flag-Redfern 0il Co. for downhole commingling, San Juan County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downholk comu:ingling of Pinon-Fruitland
and Fulcher Kutz-Pictured Cliffs production in the wellbores of its Aloha Wells Nos. 1 and 2
located in Units L and D, respectively, of Section 16, Township 28 North, Range 1l West,

watn
tod

M

Annli Elk 0il pany for szalt disposal, Lza County, New Hexico. Applicani, in
the nbcve-scyled cause, seeks authority to dispose of produced salt water into the Pennsylvanian
formation in the interval from 10,445 feet to 10,516 feet in its C. S. State Well No. 2 in Unit

K of Section 26, Township 14 South, Range 34 East, High Plains-Pennsylvanian Pool.

Application of Yates Petroleum Corporation for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County,

New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location |
of its Federal "AB" Well No. 7, a Morrow test to be drilled 1980 feet from the North line and ) |
660 feet from the West line of Section 9, Township 18 South, Range 25 East, the N/2 of said

Section 9 to be dedicated to the well.

Application of Caribou Four Corners, Inc. for two non-standard proration units, San Juan ) .
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for two non-standard

oil proration units in Section 13, Township 29 North, Range 15 West, Cha Cha-Gallup 0il Pool,

as follows: a 56.09-acre unit consisting of those fee lands comprising the NE/4 NW/4 and

northermost 16.09 acres of the SE/4 NW/4 of said Section 13, and a 66.33-acre unit consisting

of those fee lands comprising the NW/4 WW/4 and northermost 23.33 acres of the SW/4 NW/4 of :

said Section 13. In the alternative applicant seeks an order directing the escrowing of funds

attributable to those lands in the E/2 NW/4 and W/2 NW/4, respectively, of said Sectien 13

which are not included in the above-described non—standard proration units.
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CASE 7125: Application of Western Oil Producers Inc. for the amendment of Order No. R-5399, Lea County,
New Mexico, Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the amendment of Division Order No,
R=-5399 to include production from all of the Pennsylvanian formations in its Amoco State Well
No. 1 at an unorthodox location in Unit M of Section 28, Township i16 South, Range 33 East.

CASE 2126: Application of Franks Petroleum, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location, Lea County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sceks approval for an unorthodax losatich
1080 foor from the Worth ling and 1315 {ewl {rom cthe West line, Section 3, Township 21 South,

i Range 32 East, Hat Mesa-Morrow Gas Pool, the N/2Z of said Section 3 to be dedicated to the well.

CASE 7127: Application of Ellwade Corporation for amendment of Order No. R-6399, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the amendment of Order No. R-6399 which approved
a 129.52-acre non-standard gas proration unit comprising the W/2 of Section 33, Township 26
South, Range 30 East, for the Wolfcamp formation in the Ross Draw Area. Applicant seeks to
have said order also apoly to al) formatinne of Pammcsdeacion oo

CASE 6670: (Reopened and Reudvertised)

In the matter of Case 6670 being reopened and pursuant to the provisions of Order Wo. R-6183
which order promulgated temporary special rules and regulations for the Red Hills~Devonian
Gas Pool in Lea County, New Mexico, including a provision for 640~acre spacing units.
Operators in said pool may appear and show cause why the pool should not be developed on
320-acre spacing units.

CASE 7128: Application of HNG 0il Company for pool creation, special pool rules, assignment of a discovery
allowable, and dual completion, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause,
seeks creation of a new Wolfcamp oil pool for its San Simon 6 State Comm. Well No. 1 located 1980
feet from the North line and 660 feet from the East line of Section 6, Township 22 South,
Range 35 East, with special rules therefor, including provisions for 160-acre spacing. Applicant
further seeks a discovery allowable for said well and approval for its dual completion to
produce oil from the Wolfcamp and gas from an undesignated Morrow pool thru parallel strings
of tubiug.

- CASE 7129:  Application of Xoch Exploration Cumpany for compulsory pooling, San Juan County, MNew Hexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pcoling all mineral interests in the Dakota
formation underlying the N/2 of Section 28, Township 28 North, Range 8 West, to be dedicated

to a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered will be the cost
of drilling and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual
operating costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well,
and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

CASE 7130: Application of Read & Stevens, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location and two non-standard gas
proration units, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks
approval of two 160-acre non-standard proration units in the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian Gas
Pool, the first beiag the SE/4 of Section 12, Towmship 15 South, Range 27 East, to be dedicated
to its Trobough "A" State Com. Well No. 1 in Unit J, and the other being the NE/4 of said Section
12 to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1315 feet from the North
and Eart lines of the section.

CASE 7131: Application of Read & Stevens, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location and two non-standard
gas proration units, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks
approval of two 160-acre non-standard proration units in the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian Gas
Pool, the first being the SE/4 of Section 1, Township 15 South, Range 27 East, to be dedicated
to its Trobough Com. Well No. 1 in Unit J, and the other being the NE/4 of said Section 1 to be
dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1315 feet from the North and East
lines of the section.

FALY

CASE 7132: Application of Read & Stevens, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location and two non-standard
gas proration units, Chaves County, New Mexicco. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, secks
approval of two l60-acre non-standard proration units in the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian Gas
Pool, the first being the SE/4 of Section 13, Township 15 South, Range 27 East, to be dedicated
to its Rose Well No. 1 lecated in Unit J, and the other being the SW/4 of said Section 13 to be
dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1315 feet from the Scuth and West
lines >f the section.
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¢ CASE 7133: Application of Read & Stevens, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location and two non-standard
¢ sas proration units, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-atyled cause,
! : seeks approval of two 160-acre non-standard proration units in the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian
; Gas Pool, the first being the NW/4 of Section 12, Township 15 South, Range 27 East, to be
b dedicated to its Hurd Well No. 1l in Unit C, and the other being the SW/4 of said Section 12
to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1315 feet from the South
and West lines of the section.

CASE 7134: Application of Read & Stevens, Inc. for an unorthodox gas well location and two nun-standard
gas proration units, Chaves County, New Mexico. Applicant, .in the abuve-styled cause, seeks
approval of two l60-acre non-standard proration units in the Buffalo Valley-Pennsylvanian Gas
Pool, the first being the NW/4 of Sectiun 13, Township 15 South, Range 27 East, to be dedicated
to its Langley "Com" Well No. 1 in Unit C, and the other being the NE/4 of said Section 12 to
be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 1315 feet from the North and
East iines ui il zanfion.

CASE 7100: (Continued from the Deccmber 10, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Harvey E. Yate: Company for downhole commingling, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Atoka
and Morrow production in thz wellbore of its Travis 24 State Com Well No, 1 in Unit H of
Section 24, Township 18 South, Range 28 East.

CASE 7086: (Continued from the December 10, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Blackwood & Nichols Company, Ltd. for designation of a tight formation, San Juan
and Rio Arriba Counties, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the
designation of the Pictured Cliffs formation underlying portions of Townships 30 and 31 Worth,
Ranges 6, 7, and 8 West, containing 33,560 acres, more or less, as a tight formation pursuant
to Section 107 of the Natural Gas Policy Act and 18 CFR Section 271.701-705.

CASE 6940: (Continued from the December 30, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Adobe 0il Company for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant

in the above-styled cause, seeks an order poocling all mineral interests down through the

Wolfcamp formation underlying the NW/4 SE/4 for oil and the SE/4 for gas, Section 23, Township

20 South, Range 38 East, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard location

thereon, Also to be considered will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the
allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating costs and charges for supervision,
designation of applicant as operator of the well, and a charge for risk involved in drilling said
well,

CASE 7103: (Continued from the December 30, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of E., L. Latham, Jr. for compulsory pooling, Eddy County, New Mexico. Applicant,

in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the Wolfcamp

thru Pennsylvanian formatiors underlyirg the N/2 of Section 7, Towmship 22 South, Range 26 East,
to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered
will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as
well as actual operating costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator
of the well, and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well,

CASE 7114: (Continued from the December 30, 1980, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Yates Petrolcum Corporation for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County,
New Mexico. Applicaat, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location
of its Rio Penasco "“JX" Well No. 2, a Morrow test to be drilled 660 feet from the South and

East lines of Section 35, Township 18 South, Range 25 East, the S/2 of said Section 35 to be dedicated
to the well.

L




Docket No. 2-81

DOCKET: COMMISSION HEARING - MONDAY -~ JANUARY 19, 1981

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION - 9 A.M, - ROOM 205
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

5 The following cases are continued from the December i, 1980, Commission Hearing:
CASE 7025: (DE NOvu)

Application of Southland Royalty Company for compulsory pooling, Eddy County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sesks an order pooling all mineral interests in the Pennsyl-
: vanian fermation underlying the W/2 of Section 35, Township 18 South, Range 29 East, to be dedicated
: to a well to be driiled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered will be the cost of
drilling and compieting said well and the allccation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating
costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well, and a charge
for risk involved in drilling said well,

Upon application of Southland Royalty Company this case will be heard De Novo pursuant to the pro-

[P .. ~f w1 Yaan
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CASE 7008: {DE NCVO)

Application of Coronado Exploration Corp. for eight compulsory poolings, Chaves County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the San Andres
formation underlying eight 40-zcre proration units, being the NE/4 RE/4 of Section & and the NW/&
NE/& of Section 5, both im Township 12 South, Range 28 East, and the NW/4 SE/4 of Section 6, the
NE/& NW/& of Section 23, the NE/4 SE/4 of Section 28, the SE/4 SE/4 of Section 29, the NE/4 NW/4 of
Section 32, and the SE/4 NW/4 of Section 33, all in Township Il South, Range 28 East, each to be
dedicated o0 a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered will be the
cost of drilling and completing said wells and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual
operating costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the wells, and
a charge for risk involved in drilling said wells.

Upon applicaticn of Tenneco Oil Company this case will be heard De Novo pursuant to the provisions
of Rule 1220.

CASE 6965: (DE NOVO)

Application of Supron Energy Corporation for a non-standard gas proration unit, Rio Arriba Couaty,

New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval of a 160-acre noun-standard Mesaverde ,
and Dakota gas proration unit comprising the SE/& of Section 8, Township 25 North, Range 3 West, to ‘
be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon.

Upon application of Curtis J. Little and Beartcoth 0il and Gas Company this case will bc heerd De
Novo pursuant to the provisions of Rule 1220,

CASE 6896: (DE NOVO)

Application of John E. Schalk for a non-standard gas proration unit and an unorthodox gas well loca-
tion, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval of a 160-

acre non-standard Blanco Mesaverde gas proration unit comprising the NE/4 of Section 8, Township 25 |
North, Range 3 West, to be dedicated to his Gulf Well No. 2 to be drilled at an unorthodox location

1925 feet from the North line and 790 feet from the East line of said Section 8.

Upon application of Curtis J. Little and Beartooth Oil and Gas Company this case will be heard De
Novo pursuant to the provisions of Rule 1220.

CASE 6996: Application of John E. Schalk for compulsory pooling, Ric Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order poeoling all mineral interests in the Blanco
Mesaverde Pool underlying the NE/4 of Section 8, Township 25 Morth, Range 3 West, to be dedicated
to a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered will be the cost of
drilling and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating
costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well, and a charge
for risk involved in drilling said well.
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CASE 7042:

»

CASE 7043:

(Continued and Readvertised)

Application of Doyle Hartman for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlic Mattix Pool, Lea
County, New Mexico, Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vertical
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
to the following depths underlying the following 40-acre tracts in Section 19, Township 24 South,
Range 37 East: NW/4 NE/4: 3446 feet; SE/4 NE/4: 3408 feet; SW/4 NE/4: 3419 feet; SE/4 SEf4:
feet; and NE/4 SE/4: 3387 feet.

3402

{Continued and Readvertised)

Application of Cities Service Company for downhole commingling and simultaneous dedication, Lea

County, New Mexico. Apglicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the dcwnhole commingling
of Jalmat and Langlie Mattix production in the wellbores of the following Doyle Hartman wells in
Section 1%, Township 24 South, Range 37 Esst: his Adele Sowell Wells Nos. 1 and 2 located in Units

I and P, respectively, and his Cities Thomas Wells Nos. 1, 3, and &4 in Units B, H, and G, respectively.
Applicant further seeks approval of the simultaneous dedication of the E/2 of Section 19 for Jalmat
production from the above Hartman wells and from its Thomas "A" Wells Nos. 1 and 2, located in Units

0O and G, respectively.

(DE NOVD)

““Application of John Yuronka for the extension of vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool, Lea

County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the contraction of the vertical .
limits of the Jalmat Pool and the upward extension of the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
to a depth of 3,408 feet, subsurface, under the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 17, Township 24 South, Range 37
East.
e

Upon application of Cities Service Company this case will be heard De Novo pursuant to the provisicas
of Rule 1220.
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND MINERALS
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IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
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PIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
CONSIDERING

Case No. 7041
Order No. R-6518

APPLICATION OF JOHN YURONKA FOR
THE EXTENSION OF VERTICAL LIMITS
OF THE LANGLIE-MATTIX POOL, LEA
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

APPLICATION FOR HEARING DE NOVO

Comes now Cities Service Company, and applies to the
New Mexico 0il Conservation Division for a Hearing De Novo

in the above references case and as grounds therefor states:

1) That Cities Service Company, is a party of record

in the Examiner hearing of this case held on October 29, 1980.

2) That its correlative rights are adversely affected

by this order.

3) That the above referenced order was entered on

November 17, 1980.

4) That this application for De Novo Hearing is filed

within thirty days of the date of that order.

Respectfully s

By

P.O. Box 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
(505) 982-4285
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CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
CONSIDERIUNG

Case No. 7041
Order No. R-6518

APPLICATION OF JOHN YURONKA FOR
THE EXTENSION OF VERTICAL LIMITS
OF THE LANGLIE-MATTIX POOL, LEA
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

APPLICATION FOR HEARING DE NOVO

Comes now Cities Service Company, and applies teo the
New Mexico 0il Conservation Division for a Hearing De Novo

in the sbove references case and as grounds therefor states:

1) That Cities Service Company, is a party of record

in the Examiner hearing of this case held on October 29, 1980.

2) That its correlative rights are adversely affected

by this order,

3) That the above referenced order was entered on

November 17, 1980.

4) That this application for De Novo Hearing is filed

within thirty days of the date of that order.

Respectfully s \mi ted,

By - -~

FELLAHIN & KELLA
P.0. Box 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
{505) 982-4285




STATE OF NUW MEXICO
FNPTRGY AND MINERAES DLPARTHMENT
a1l CONSFRVATION DIVISTON

IN THE HMATIFR OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THt 011 CONSERVATION
CONMMISSION 0t NEW MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDURING:

| cast no. P b vovo
irder No. R-_é_?/}z{‘:_ﬂ__
|
|

APPLICATION OF JOMW Y UKONAA SOK

THE EXTEAN S/ OF VERTICAL LIMITS oF THE
| LAisute AT rix oL, LEA Count ), Mew Aeri=e “\‘

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION: &7341%7 2/

e N This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on Jéégélkzgﬂggl_,
#. ?0

19§!§L, at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before the 0il Conservation

8 - i+ Commission of New Mexico, hereinafter referred to as the

"Commission."

i NOW, on this ____day of , 19 , the
i
o %" Commission, a3 quorum being present, having considered the testimony
e presented and the exhibits received at said hearing, and being

fully advised in the premises,

£2
‘ FINDS:
(1) That due public notice having been given as required
- by law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the _ 1
subject matter thereof.
(2) That the appllcant L/ ¥ >//vﬂ/ﬁé
seeks an order /
e&/%‘
3 ' 7Y D) 2] o f; . A 74 ‘l{Aﬂ’ (T A7 R Ly rn7¥,
e Mexico, 55/ fg,,q e/a on of gtica 0, 95/1/6’//%/
(3)" That the maitter came on fo? hearing at 9 a.m. on

A-' S 12144L42" ;L§7 , 19 L0 , at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before
| Examiner‘zzazgjé//ji,/£4}ZZ;/ and, pursuant to this
hearing, Order No. &—522{ vas issued on Mwée,/éz ’

19§§Z y which granted ’7;61/ application,
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(4 THal on ;2&5§Q{L i?@ff-/iawv 19"32i, aopplication for

) - -~ N
Hearing De Nove was made by Qﬁes_..,_x@ruaa Lembatred

and the matler was set for hesring before the Commission,

(5) That the matter came on for hearing de novo on

_@J&_fo__z:.z_ 19 _ﬁ é__ .

(é) T%Vfé C,']ééié {érulée C}m/%&ln/
pepuested e Cose fe olshnssed

LT Is THEKE 7DfE ORPERED |
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