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1 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: The next case on the 

2 docket i s Case 14927. And t h i s i s the a p p l i c a t i o n of 

3 B u r l i n g t o n Resources O i l & Gas Company, LP, f o r the 

4 establishment of a downhole commingling reference case 

5 f o r i t s San Juan 29-4 U n i t , Rio A r r i b a County, New 

6 Mexico. 

7 C a l l f o r appearances. 

8 MR. KELLAHIN: Mr. Examiner, I'm Tom 

9 K e l l a h i n , of the Santa Fe law f i r m of K e l l a h i n & 

10 K e l l a h i n , appearing t h i s morning on behalf of B u r l i n g t o n 

11 Resources. I have one witness, Mr. Chuck Creekmore. 

12 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Any other appearances? 

13 May the witness stand up, st a t e your name and 

14 then be sworn i n , please? 

15 MR. CREEKMORE: I'm Charles Creekmore. I 

16 work f o r ConocoPhillips and also B u r l i n g t o n Resources. 

17 (One witness sworn.) 

18 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Mr. Kellahin? 

19 MR. KELLAHIN: Thank you, Mr. Examiner. 

20 B r i e f l y , the San Juan 29-4 Unit i s a case f o r 

21 d e l e t i n g the n o t i c e o b l i g a t i o n f o r the p a r t i c i p a n t s i n 

22 t h a t u n i t . I t has been separated out from the subsequent 

23 case you're about t o hear. There's a package of 14 u n i t s 

24 i n the next case. 

25 This one i s d i f f e r e n t , i n t h a t i t doesn't have 
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1 an u n d e r l y i n g order t h a t exempted n o t i c e i n the Dakota 

2 and Mesaverde. I n the second case we're going t o present 

3 by Mr. Creekmore, those 14 have already been exempted. 

4 from n o t i c e i n Dakota and Mesaverde. He's seeking, i n 

5 t h a t case, t o exempt n o t i c e i n t h a t case f o r Mancos. 

6 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Let me understand what 

7 you're saying. I n t h i s case, you've got exemptions f o r 

8 a l l the c r i t e r i a f o r downhole commingling? 

9 MR. KELLAHIN: Yes, sir. ^ 

10 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Except the n o t i c e 

11 requirement? / 

12 MR. KELLAHIN: Right. \ f 

13 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: So you are here t o 

14 t e l l us why the n o t i c e requirement should be removed? 

15 MR. KELLAHIN: Right. 

16 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: A l l r i g h t . Go ahead. 

17 CHARLES E. CREEKMORE 

18 Having been f i r s t duly sworn, t e s t i f i e d as f o l l o w s : 

19 DIRECT EXAMINATION 

2 0 BY MR. KELLAHIN: 

21 Q. Mr. Creekmore, f o r the record, would you 

22 please s t a t e your name and occupation? 

23 A. Charles Creekmore. I'm a landman w i t h 

24 ConocoPhillips and B u r l i n g t o n Resources. 

25 Q. Where do you res i d e , s i r ? 
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1 A. I n Farrnington, New Mexico. 

2 Q. Have you t e s t i f i e d on p r i o r occasions before 

3 the D i v i s i o n ? 

4 A. Yes. 

5 Q. Have you had your q u a l i f i c a t i o n s as an expert 

6 petroleum landman accepted and made a matter of record? 

7 A. Yes, I have. 

8 Q. Have you been the landman i n charge of t h i s 

9 p a r t i c u l a r o p eration w i t h regard t o the a p p l i c a t i o n ? 

10 A. Yes, I have. 

11 Q. I s the work product we're about t o look at 

12 work product t h a t has been generated by you or under your 

13 d i r e c t i o n ? 

14 A. Yes, i t i s . 

15 Q. Are the orders and references t o the D i v i s i o n 

16 a c t i o n s , t o best of'your knowledge, t r u e and accurate? 

17 A. Yes. 

18 MR. KELLAHIN: Mr. Examiner, we tender 

19 Mr. Creekmore as an expert petroleum landman. 

2 0 . EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Mr. Creekmore i s so 

21 q u a l i f i e d . 

22 Q. (By Mr. Kel l a h i n ) Mr. Creekmore, l e t ' s t u r n 

23 t o the e x h i b i t book. And l e t ' s s t a r t w i t h Tab 1, s i r . 

24 A. This i s the a p p l i c a t i o n t h a t was f i l e d , and i t 

25 was also mailed t o the owners i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r u n i t . 
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Summarize f o r the Examiner and Mr. Brooks what 

i t i s t h a t you're t r y i n g t o accomplish w i t h t h i s 

a p p l i c a t i o n . 

A. We were r e q u i r e d t o give n o t i c e when we have 

downhole commingling, which, on a d r i l l - b l o c k basis, i s 

not n e c e s s a r i l y a problem, as f a r as m a i l i n g out a large 

number of n o t i c e s . But when you get i n t o u n i t s , they 

have p a r t i c i p a t i n g areas t h a t -- you i n i t i a l l y develop 

your w e l l on a d r i l l - b l o c k basis. But_once i t i s 

determined t o be commercial and the t r a c t i s commercial, 

i t goes i n t o a producing area or what we c a l l a PA. 

And when they go i n t o a PA,, you have an 

undivided i n t e r e s t , and a l a r g e r number of owners are i n 

t h a t PA. And not n e c e s s a r i l y i n t h i s u n i t , but i n some 

of the u n i t s , we have between 350 and 500 owners t h a t we 

have t o send n o t i c e out t o . 

P Now, we p r e v i o u s l y received exemptions i n most 

of our u n i t s f o r the ̂ Mesaverde and Dakota. But now t h a t 

we_^ve^adjje^__thj^^ 

recej Byed__pjreapproval f o r downhole commingling w i t h the 

Mancos, now t h a t we're adding the Mancos, we also would 

rjBquesrt^j^ t o mail out notice^ every 

.r_4jne_jwe do a commingled w e l l . 

I n the San Juan Basin, many of the w e l l s are' 

not economic unless you do have commingling of the 
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1 separate r e s e r v o i r s t o make the w e l l economic. 

2 Q. I n terms of an o v e r a l l plan, i s i t your 

3 company's p r a c t i c e t o take e x i s t i n g Mesaverde and Dakota 

4 we l l s t h a t are c u r r e n t l y commingled and now add the 

5 Mancos t o those wells? 

6 A. Now t h a t the OCD Aztec o f f i c e a c t u a l l y brought 

a case t h a t put the Mancos i n -- gave the Mancos the same 

spacing, so i t makes i t a l o t -- you can add the Mancos, 

which was p r e v i o u s l y behind pipe, t o your Mesaverde and 

10) Dakota w e l l , i t s i m p l i f i e d the process because i t gave 

11 I the same spacing and de n s i t y t o the Basin Mancos as was 

12 I p r e v i o u s l y e s t a b l i s h e d f o r the Dakota and the Mesaverde. 

Q. Why have you broken out the San Juan 2 9-4 Unit 
13 

18 

19 

21 

22 

14 t o be f i l e d as a separate a p p l i c a t i o n before the Examiner 

15 tJo^hsj^ 

16 A. Unlike many of our other u n i t s , the Basin 

17 . Dakota and the Blanco Mesaverde p r e v i o u s l y received 

exemption from sending out n o t i c e , and I also had 

preapproval f o r downhole commingling. This u n i t d i d not 

20 J have t h a t exemption f o r the Mesaverde and the Dakota. So 

we're asking, i n a d d i t i o n t o the Mancos, t h a t the 

Mesaverde and Dakota be allowed t o be exempt from sending 

23 Naotice every time we do a commingled w e l l . 

24 Q. Am I c o r r e c t i n understanding, f o r t h i s u n i t , 

25 there i s u n d e r l y i n g preapproval f o r commingling on a l l 
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1 the c r i t e r i a f o r Dakota, Mesaverde and now Mancos? 

2 A. Yes. 

3 Q. So the only component of t h i s exercise i n 

4 f i l i n g a commingle a p p l i c a t i o n form i s t o ask the 

5 D i v i s i o n t o remove the a d m i n i s t r a t i v e burden of sending 

6 n o t i c e t o the p a r t i e s ? 

7 A. Yes. W i t h i n the u n i t boundaries, yes, s i r . 

8 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: That's one of the 

9 questions -- when I was l o o k i n g at t h i s a p p l i c a t i o n , I 

10 said, "Why do you need t o make i t Number 15, instead of 

11 making i t e x h i b i t " -- you asked one of my questions here. 

12 Why d i d you separate i t out? So you get a good answer, 

13 why you separate i t out. 

14 I n the other one, I t h i n k you wanted t o add 

15 the Mancos or something. 

16 MR. KELLAHIN: That's r i g h t . 

17 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Mainly because you 

18 want t o be removed from n o t i c e requirements; r i g h t ? 

19 THE WITNESS: Yes. 

20 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Okay. 

21 Q. I n doing both of these cases, Mr. Creekmore, 

22 have you or your company received o b j e c t i o n s t o having 

23 the n o t i c e o b l i g a t i o n removed from the process? 

24 A. This one had no o b j e c t i o n s . And I had three 

25 telephone i n q u i r i e s . But once I described what we were 
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doing, t h a t went away. The other --

2 Q. We'll t a l k about t h a t l a t e r . 

3 So f o r t h i s u n i t then, w i t h your t e c h n i c a l 

4 people f i l i n g a commingling a p p l i c a t i o n , they s t i l l need 

5 t o get the D i v i s i o n ' s approval i n Aztec f o r the 

6 comminglings and f o l l o w i n g the i n f o r m a t i o n t h a t ' s on 

7 record f o r these u n i t s f o r the commingling process? 

8 A. Yes. 

9 Q. What you're asking i s not t o have t o send t h a t 

10 form t o a l l the p a r t i e s t h a t w i l l have an i n t e r e s t i n the 

11 well? 

12 A. Correct. 

13 Q. Let's t u r n t o E x h i b i t Number 2 now, Tab 2, i n 

14 the e x h i b i t book and have you describe what t h i s i s . 

15 A. This i s the hew process t h a t the Post O f f i c e 

16 does, where they t r a c k your green cards and then keep 

17 t r a c k of them. So they don't send your green cards back 

18 now. I t s i m p l i f i e s the process, and they t r a c k your 

19 m a i l i n g of n o t i c e . 

20 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: They t r a c k i t online? 

21 THE WITNESS: They t r a c k i t o n l i n e and 

22 then provide t h i s p r i n t o u t t o us, so t h a t we can supply 

23 i t t o you. 

24 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Okay. 

25 Q. (By Mr. Kellahin) Describe f o r me how you go 
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1 about generating an accurate n o t i c e l i s t f o r t h i s u n i t . 

2 How d i d you do i t ? 

3 A. F i r s t of a l l , we go through E x h i b i t B t o the 

4 Unit Agreement, which are a l l the lessees of record and 

5 the cur r e n t working i n t e r e s t owners. And then then we go 

6 t o the revenue decks f o r the r o y a l t y and o v e r r i d i n g 

7 r o y a l t y owners, i f they're on pay. And i f they're not on 

8 pay, we go t o the lease f i l e s themselves and get who the 

9 curr e n t owners are out of the lease f i l e s . 

10 Mostly, i n these u n i t s , they're on pay. So 

11 the most -- the pay decks are the most current 

12 i n f o r m a t i o n we have on who the owners are. 

13 Q. To the best of your knowledge, your n o t i c e 

14 e f f o r t s have been complete and accurate? 

15 A. Yes. 

16 Q. And you t i m e l y sent the not i c e s as re q u i r e d by 

17 D i v i s i o n r u l e s , so the p a r t i e s had t h e i r a p p l i c a t i o n s 

18 sent t o them w i t h i n a l a r g e r p e r i o d of time than 2 0 days? 

19 A. Yes. 

20 Q. Let's t u r n t o Tab 3, i f you w i l l , please. 

21 A. (Witness complies.) 

22 Q. Tab 3 i s your map? 

23 A. Yes. 

24 Q. I f i n d t h i s d i f f i c u l t . Can you summarize f o r 

25 the Examiner how we have a u n i t t h a t looks l i k e t h i s ? 
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1 A. This i s one of the more unusual-looking u n i t s 

2 t h a t we have. I t fo l l o w e d the same c r i t e r i a as most of 

3 the township u n i t s . Many of the township u n i t s have the 

4 e n t i r e township i n the u n i t . But i t went through the 

5 same q u a l i f i c a t i o n method, and only these t r a c t s 

6 q u a l i f i e d f o r the u n i t . But the u n i t was esta b l i s h e d , 

7 based on t h i s o u t l i n e t h a t you see here under Tab 3. 

8 Q. Let's t a l k f o r a moment and see i f we can put 

9 t h i s i n b e t t e r perspective. I f y o u ' l l t u r n now t o Tab 

10 12, there's a double p u l l o u t . W i l l you p u l l out those 

11 maps and see i f we can use t h i s t o f u r t h e r e x p l a i n the 

12 c o n f i g u r a t i o n of the t r a c t s i n the u n i t ? 

13 A. Yes. Here's a b e t t e r d e s c r i p t i o n of the 

14 t r a c t s . As you can see, they a l l received t r a c t numbers. 

15 And many of the t r a c t s -- I t h i n k the highest t r a c t 

16 number we have i s 15, so many of the t r a c t s between 1 and 

17 15 d i d n ' t q u a l i f y . But those t h a t q u a l i f i e d were put i n 

18 the u n i t . 

19 And then the second page shows -- there i s the 

20 PA or the p a r t i c i p a t i n g area t h a t I described before. 

21 And the t r a c t s i n yellow are i n a p a r t i c i p a t i n g area, so 

22 a l l of the t r a c t s were developed on a d r i l l - b l o c k basis. 

23 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Go back t o q u a l i f i e d . 

24 What do you mean by, "they d i d n ' t q u a l i f y " ? What are you 

25 t a l k i n g about? 
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1 Q. (By Mr. Kel l a h i n ) Go back t o the l a s t f o l d o u t 

2 w i t h the yellow. I f y o u ' l l f i n d the east h a l f of Section 

3 18, do you see t h a t one? 

4 A. Yes. 

5 Q. Use t h a t as an i l l u s t r a t o r . I f you're going 

6 t o put a w e l l i n there, t h a t d r i l l - b l o c k would be the 

7 equivalent of a spacing u n i t ? 

8 A. Yes. 

9 Q. Explain t o Examiner Ezeanyim what occurs at 

10 t h a t p o i n t . 

11 A. When t h i s w e l l passes the commerciality t e s t 

12 and i t goes t o the BLM and the BLM determines t h a t i t 

13 should be p a r t of the p a r t i c i p a t i n g area, then i t goes 

14 i n t o the p a r t i c i p a t i n g area. And at t h a t time, a l l of 

15 the t r a c t s i n yeilow have an undivided i n t e r e s t i n the 

16 yellow area. 

17 Now, the other t r a c t s t h a t are i n white, t h a t 

18 aren't i n yellow, are s t i l l t o be developed on an 

19 i n d i v i d u a l d r i l l - b l o c k basis. But they have the 

2 0 o p p o r t u n i t y , once they are determined t o be commercial, 

21 t o be also put i n the undivided area. 

22 The goal i s t o put as much i n the 

23 p a r t i c i p a t i n g area as you p o s s i b l y can. That's what 

24 you're t r y i n g t o do, i s develop i t s y s t e m a t i c a l l y and 

25 then have i t a l l p a r t of a p a r t i c i p a t i n g area. 
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1 Q. These are long-established procedures w i t h the 

2 BLM and the operators on how. t h i s mechanism works? 

3 A. Yes. 

4 Q. Let's go through the se r i e s of attachments t o 

5 the e x h i b i t book. Look at Tab 4, and summarize f o r the 

6 Examiner the research you've done on the various 

7 ap p l i c a b l e D i v i s i o n orders f o r t h i s case. 

8 A. Tab 4 i s Case Number 14133. And i t r e s u l t e d 

9 i n a r u l i n g , 12984, which was brought by Steve Hayden, 

10 who i s the g e o l o g i s t i n Aztec f o r the OCD, t o e s t a b l i s h 

11 the Basin Mancos Pool. And t h a t was again done i n 2008. 

12 Q. As p a r t of t h a t order, d i d the D i v i s i o n at 

13 t h i s time approve downhole commingling f o r the pool? 

14 A. No. 

15 Q. Was tf i a t - subsequently done l a t e r ? 

16 A. Yes. Under Tab 5, ConocoPhillips --we 

17 brought a case before the D i v i s i o n and were successful i n 

18 g e t t i n g downhole commingling. That was Case 14862, and 

19 then Rule 12984-B. We were successful i n g e t t i n g 

20 preapproval f o r downhole commingling i n the Basin Mancos. 

21 Q: This i s the mechanism i n the Mancos t h a t 

22 s a t i s f i e s these other c r i t e r i a of pressure d i f f e r e n t i a l 

23 values and a l l those things? 

24 A. Yes. 

25 Q. Turn t o Tab 6 now, and show us what we see 
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1 behind Tab 6. 

2 A. I t ' s j u s t a spreadsheet showing most of the 

3 u n i t s t h a t we operate i n the San Juan Basin. And as you 

4 can see, there's a d i v i d i n g l i n e . And down below t h a t 

5 under "Unit Name," y o u ' l l see the San Juan 29-4. And 

6 again, even though i t ' s a township name, there are only 

7 s i x and a h a l f sections. And i t does not have 

8 preapproval exemption from n o t i c e i n the Mesaverde, 

9 Dakota and Mancos, l i k e we were ad v i s i n g you e a r l i e r . 

10 Q. This i s your master spreadsheet f o r a l l your 

11 u n i t s , and t h i s applies only t o the n o t i c e component of 

12 the process? 

13 A. Yes. 

14 Q. And the e n t r y we're t a l k i n g about f o r t h i s 

15 case i s i n the second block down, the block of the four 

16 i s o l a t e d -- i t ' s the top l i n e of t h a t lower block? 

17 A. Yes. 

18 Q. Has your research shown t h a t the D i v i s i o n has 

19 approved f o r other operators what you're seeking t o do i n 

20 t h i s u n i t ? 

21 A. Yes. I put a couple of cases i n there. One 

22 i s under Tab 7, where Williams Production Company, now 

23 WPX, i n t h e i r Rosa U n i t , received an exemption from 

24 g i v i n g n o t i c e . That's under Order Number R-12991. Then 

25 under Tab 8, I supplied XTO Energy, under R-12984-A, 
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1 received an exemption from having t o give n o t i c e . 

2 Q. What have you included behind Tab 9? 

3 A. This i s the order t h a t t h i s i s the 

4 preapproval order. 

5 Q. When we look at the preapproval order, the 

6 D i v i s i o n , at t h i s time, was s t i l l using the naming of the 

7 r u l e by 303.C? 

8 I f you t u r n the page and look at the 

9 attachment, can you do what Mr. Ezeanyim was requesting, 

10 get the a c t u a l c u r r e n t r u l e number t h a t 1 s associated w i t h 

11 these a c t i v i t i e s ? 

12 A. Yes. I put t h a t under Tab 10. 

13 Q. And then a f t e r Tab 9, Tab 10 again i s the 

14 r u l e s using the cur r e n t numbers? 

15 A. Yes. 

16 Q. And then f i n a l l y , the l a s t e x h i b i t t h a t we're 

17 discussing i s the one behind E x h i b i t Number 11. What do 

18 we have here? 

19 A. That i s where we received an order, 13574, 

20 t h i s year i n regard t o preapproval f o r downhole 

21 commingling w i t h the Basin Mancos and the Mesaverde and 

22 Dakota. 

23 Q. Let's v i s i t t h i s f o r a moment. Remind 

24 Mr. Brooks and Mr. Ezeanyim of what happens when you f i l e 

25 an a p p l i c a t i o n , send n o t i c e , and there's a p a r t y t h a t 
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1 enters an o b j e c t i o n . That's an example i n t h i s case; 

2 r i g h t ? That's what happened here? 

3 A. Yes. I'm sor r y . We went over t h a t e a r l i e r . 

4 I n t h i s case, a woman f i l e d an o b j e c t i o n t o 

5 our a p p l i c a t i o n , and we had t o respond t o i t i n hearing. 

6 And she never showed up at the hearing, but we had t o 

7 come t o the hearing. We had t o send a landman, g e o l o g i s t 

8 and engineer t o j u s t i f y our downhole commingling. And so 

9 we went t o a great deal of expense. And she d i d n ' t show 

10 up once she f i l e d t h i s o b j e c t i o n when we sent out the 

11 n o t i c e 

12 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Objection f o r what? 

13 What was she o b j e c t i n g to? 

14 THE WITNESS: She j u s t -- I f o r g o t e x a c t l y 

15 what she said. But she j u s t objected t o us doing i t . 

16 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Doing the commingling? 

17 THE WITNESS: Downhole commingling. 

18 EXAMINER BROOKS: I r e c a l l the case. She 

19 was j u s t o b j e c t i n g . She d i d n ' t r e a l l y know what was 

20 going on. 

21 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: I s she an i n t e r e s t 

22 owner? 

23 THE WITNESS: She was an i n t e r e s t owner. 

24 She j u s t f i l e d an o b j e c t i o n , so we had t o respond t o i t 

25 at a great deal of expense. We had t o send people over 
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1 here, prepare f o r the case, and a t t o r n e y fees, so -- and 

2 then she d i d n ' t show up. 

3 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: How was i t resolved? 

4 What happened? 

5 THE WITNESS: We received approval from 

6 the D i v i s i o n . 

7 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Okay. I t ' s done? 

8 THE WITNESS: Yes. That's t h i s R-13574. 

9 Q. (By Mr. Ke l l a h i n ) I s t h a t the only example 

10 you can f i n d where an p a r t y has f i l e d an o b j e c t i o n w i t h i n 

11 your c u r r e n t knowledge? 

12 A. That i s the only recent one I could f i n d , yes. 

13 MR. KELLAHIN: Mr. Examiner, t h a t 

14 concludes my questions of Mr. Creekmore. We move the 

15 i n t r o d u c t i o n of the e x h i b i t book which contains Tabs 1 

16 through 12. 

17 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: The e x h i b i t book t h a t 

18 contains Tabs 1 through 12 w i l l be admitted. 

19 Any questions? 

20 ( E x h i b i t Tabs 1 through 12 were admitted.) 

21 EXAMINER BROOKS: No questions. 

22 EXAMINATION 

23 BY EXAMINER EZEANYIM: 

24 Q. I n t h i s u n i t , assuming t h a t you need t o do 

25 t h i s p u b l i c n o t i c e , how many people do you have t o n o t i f y 
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2 A. Probably -- w e l l , i n t h i s one, as I said, we 

3 were j u s t t r y i n g t o clean t h i n g s up and have consistency. 

4 And i t would be the -- i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r u n i t , i t would 

5 be the 16 people t h a t you see under Tab 2. But we have 

6 t o research t h a t every time we have a downhole 

7 commingling. So you have t o continue t o go back through 

8 your f i l e s and make sure you have a l l the owners 

9 throughout the u n i t . 

10 Q- Did you n o t i c e a l l those same people t h a t you 

11 were going t o do t h i s today? You n o t i c e d them; r i g h t ? 

12 A. Yes. The n o t i c e i s under Tab 2. 

13 Q. And there were no objections? 

14 A. No o b j e c t i o n s . 

15 MR. KELLAHIN: Before you take f u r t h e r 

16 a c t i o n , Mr . Examiner, I would seek t o have you continue 

17 t h i s case t o the January 24th docket. While the n o t i c e 

18 t o the p a r t i e s and the a p p l i c a t i o n i s c o r r e c t , the 

19 docketed n o t i c e here omitted the i n c l u s i o n of the Mancos. 

20 So I've already n o t i f i e d Florene, and I have 

21 f i l e d a cor r e c t e d n o t i c e f o r her. Because when you look 

22 at the docket ad, i t only t a l k s about commingling Dakota 

23 and Mesaverde. I t ' s my mistake. 

24 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: But you've already 

25 gotten the permission t o commingle Mancos. 
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1 MR. KELLAHIN: I know. And I t h i n k I 

2 should have referenced t h a t i n t h i s ad, because i t 

3 doesn't say "Mancos" as one of the pools. 

4 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: You've gotten 

5 permission t o downhole commingle i n the three pools? 

6 MR. KELLAHIN: Right. 

7 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: But now, when you are 

8 t r y i n g t o get t h i s w e l l , you d i d n ' t mention the Mancos? 

9 That's what you are saying? 

10 MR. KELLAHIN: The Mancos i s mentioned i n 

11 the n o t i c e l e t t e r t h a t went t o the p a r t i e s . I t ' s i n the 

12 a p p l i c a t i o n . But when I prepared the docket n o t i c e f o r 

13 you and Florene, I omitted the- phrase, "Mancos," from 

14 the l i s t of pools. I f t h a t i s an e r r o r , I need t o 

15 c o r r e c t i t . And i ' d l i k e t o do so, i f required. 

16 EXAMINER BROOKS: This i s 14927? You're 

17 t a l k i n g about the n o t i c e t h a t ' s published on the docket? 

18 MR. KELLAHIN: Right. 

19 EXAMINER BROOKS: "Applicant, i n the 

20 above-styled cause, i n accordance w i t h D i v i s i o n Rule 

21 303.E, seeks t o e s t a b l i s h a downhole commingling 

22 reference case t o modify the n o t i f i c a t i o n r u l e s on an 

23 area-wide basis a u t h o r i z a t i o n f o r downhole commingling of 

24 Dakota and Mesaverde gas production i n the w e l l s . " 

25 I see what you're saying. I t h i n k i t should 
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1 be republished and continued. 

2 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: You are going t o renew 

3 the "notice? 

4 MR. KELLAHIN: Not the n o t i c e . We w i l l 

5 r e a d v e r t i s e and change your n o t i c e . 

6 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Okay. 

7 EXAMINER BROOKS: Change the n o t i c e you 

8 have on f i l e w i t h us t h a t w i l l be incorporated i n the 

9 docket next time? 

10 MR. KELLAHIN: Yes, s i r . 

11 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: You want i t t o be 

12 continued t o January 24th? 

13 MR. KELLAHIN: Yeah. That's the next one, 

14 I t h i n k . 

15 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: There i s a hearing on 

16 December 13th, but there wouldn't be time t o give the 

17 r e q u i s i t e n o t i c e before then. 

18 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Okay. I don't have 

19 any more questions. 

2 0 Anything f u r t h e r ? 

21 MR. KELLAHIN: No, s i r . 

22 EXAMINER EZEANYIM: Case Number 14927 w i l l 

23 be continued t o January 24th t o complete our n o t i c e . 
24 Okay. You m a y ^ r e x c u ^ e d ' . ^ ' h t f o r e * ° , R 8 ? 

— - • r idings tn ® so 
25 t & eSamfoer h 

heard by me OR. 

socnole^ record of the proc^dings j^ 
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