CURTIS & DEAN

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
506 WEST ARRINGTON ¢ P. O. DRAWER 1259

SCOTT M. CURTIS FARMINGTON, NEW MEXICO 87499 LTI et e QFF- (505) 327-6031

JOHN A. DEAN. JR.

TS I 14 r o
I EO R P ;' FAX: (505) 3276034

. v s
5" ?f
'

P -3K06 Y
AUgUSt 30, 1996 ’ ﬁ "‘: RY \\JQ;?T:J ;
AnC Bhision)
Rand Carroll
Qil Conservation Division
2040 South Pacheco via fax

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505

RE: Case 11604 Application of Sunco Trucking
Dear Mr. Carroll:
When we talked about continuing this case from August 22, 1996 I indicated that it would be
acceptable to move it to the September 5, 1996 docket. Even though I have not received a copy
of the docket I have looked at it on the internet. It appears that this case is on the September 5th
docket even though at the beginning of the docket it indicates that the cases are set for the 5th
and the 19th. As it turns out [ have a hearing set for 1:30 pm on the 5th. This case has been
pending for some time and has been continued on several prior occasions. I don't want to have to
ask the Judge to do so again.
[ would respectfully ask that this case be called on September 19, 1996,

Sincerely:

John A. Dean, Jr.

JAD\v

xc: client
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August 30, 1996

Rand Carroll !
Oil Conservation Division v
2040 South Pacheco via fax ! _
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 ) 7 (<
RE: Case 11604 Application of Sunco Truckin N NPE Wi %
: > SBWG
Dear Mr. Carroll: , \’\, N o A
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When we talked about continuing this case from August 22, 1996 I indicated that it would be 4
acceptable to move it to the September S, 1996 docket. Even though I have not received a cop %

of the docket I have looked at it on the internet. It appears that this case is on the September 5th 98 L A
docket even though at the beginning of the docket it indicates that the cases are set for the 5Sth 7 / g

and the 19th. As it turns out I have a bearing set for 1:30 pm on the Sth. This case has been Qe
pending for some time and has been continued on several prior occasions. [ don't want to have %o - TV
ask the Judge to do so again. A W ol -
;/I N’ /
I would respectfully ask that this case be called on September 19, 1996 ,,
AT AND
Sincerely: _ [
John A Dean, Jr. B ol : X
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August 21, 1996

(s 7 //Q‘C)(/v

Oil Conservation Division
2040 South Pacheco via fax 505-827-8177
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505

RE: Application of Sunco Trucking Water Disposal Company for a show Cause hearing as
to why it should not be fined for violations of O} Conservation Division Rule 711

Dear Flonne:

The purpose of this letter is to request that the above referenced matter be continued until the
September docket. Iunderstand that the September dockets are scheduled for September Sth and
19th,

If there is any problem with this request please advise me immediately.

Sincerely:

phad

John A. Dean, Jr
JAD\v

x¢; client
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Qil Conservation Division
2040 South Pacheco via fax 505-827-8177
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505

RE: Application of Sunco Trucking Water Disposal Company for a show Cause hearing as
to why it should not be fined for violations of Oil Conservation Division Rule 711

Dear Florine:

The purpose of this letter is to request that the above referenced matter be continued until the
September docket. I understand that the September dockets are scheduled for September 5th and
19th.

If there is any problem with this request please advise me immediately.

Sincerely:

( 79~Q @ &\,-/‘
John A. Dean, Jr.

JAD\jv

x¢: client
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July 23, 1996

Roger Anderson
2040 S. Pacheco
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505
RE: Sunco Trucking Pond
Dear Roger:

[ appreciate the time and effort you and other OCD staff put into our meeting of last week. I feel
like it was a very worthwhile meeting.

One of the areas discussed was the requirement that monitoring be conducted for H2S levels of .1
ppm. This standard came from the Basin Disposal lawsuit and was contained in the Final
Judgment. The Final Judgment actually says monitoring will be tfor 010 ppm.

On June 7, 1994 1 wrote to you and Denny Foust, copy enclosed, concerning the effect of the
Final Judgment. Contained with that letter was a copy of the Stipulated Order dissolving the
injunction. The monitoring requirements were part of the injunctive relief granted in the Final

Judgment.

At our meeting the effect of the judgment was discussed at length. Since the Judgment is not in
effect a portion of that discussion appears to be moot.

If you have any questions please give me a call.

Sincerely:

John A. Dean, Jr.
JADYv
enclosure

xc: George Coleman
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June 7, 1954

Denny Foutz

0il Conservation Division

1000 Rio Brazos Road

Aztec, New Mexico 87410 —_—

Roger Anderson

0il Conservation Division

Post Office Box 2088

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2088

-

Re: Basin Disposal
Gentlemen:

This writer represents Basin Disposal. Some guestions have
recently come up concerning the Final Judgment entered on June 6,
1989 in the case entitled State of New Mexico; Timothv Payvne, et al
vs. Basin Disposal, Inc., et al. This Judgment sets out guidelines
for the operation of Basin’s disposal pit.

I enclose a copy of a letter from Michael O’Loughlin to this writer
and dated May 27, 1994. I also enclcocse a copy of the Stipulated
Order referred to by Mr. O’Loughlin.
We believe that the guidelines set out in the Final Judgment are no
longer of any effect. As a result of the settlement of the case,
those provisions were dissolved.
Should you have any questidhs, please let me know.

Sincerely,

@/Q\Q g

JOHN A. DEAN, JR.

JAD: V]

Enclosures

Xc: Basin Disposal, Inc.



