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LAW OFFICES OF 
EDWIN C.CRAMPTON' C R A M P T O N S R O B E R T S O N 
CEORCE W. ROBERTSON 

RATON, NEW MEXICO 

May 28, 1940 

L'r. Carl B. Livingston, Attorney 
New Mexico O i l Conservation Commission 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear Mr. Livingston: I n re Plugging of Winston Marks 
Well on Sec. 25-25N-24E, Colfax 
County, New Mexico, and can
cellation of $5,000 d r i l l i n g 
bond, National Surety Corpora
t i o n , surety 

I have for acknowledgement your l e t t e r of May 27 returning 
the approved t r i p l i c a t e o r i g i n a l of the report of plugging well on 
Form C-103, and another l e t t e r from you of the same date advising 
that the above mentioned bond i s now cancelled. I am also i n receipt 
of a l e t t e r dated May 27 from Mr. A. Andreas, state geologist, i n 
dicating his approval of the plugging of the well and of the can
cellation of the d r i l l i n g bond. 

May I express my thanks and appreciation to you and Mr. 
Andreas, as well as to ths other members of the Oil Conservation 
Commission, for the kind consideration and courteous treatment which 
you have a l l extended to me and to my c l i e n t , National Surety Cor
poration? I t is indeed a pleasure to deal with public o f f i c i a l s 
who so consistently display an attitude of kindness and considera
t i o n . 

Aith kindest regards, 

GWR: d 

cc to Mr. A. Andreas, State Geologist 
New Mexico Oil Conservation Commission 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 



O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

M*y *7, 1940 

Mr. G. W. Robertson 
Attorney fit 
Hi* toa, Ke* Mexico 

hex $5,000.00 drilling bo&d witU Wins toa ^ r ^ s , 
Priaeip&l, &nd Hatioaal Surety Cot ,-oration, 
Surety, for one ir*ll upoa SElHtJt, Etc. 5-
JLfli-kAE. CoUsx Coaatjf. 

i)e*r Mr. Bobfcrtsoni 

Ihe * e l i covered by the boad aoted in tbe 
caption has tbe status of approved abandonment &nd 
Sfcid boad is hereby cumeeiied as ©f tbis dete. 

fery truly yours, 

OIL COSSERYAXI0M CO'-i :iCCI0N 

By 
_c.i i B. I»i*i»gStoa 
A c toiney 

CBLJii 
cc - Sr. A. Anor«»s 
cc - Mr* Fran* Hora 



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

May *7, 194-0 

Ur. G. W. Robertson 
Attorney at ita* 
Raton. Sew Mexico 

ReI Pluofiing of Winston M^rks Wsll 
oa Sec. 25-25N-«c4E, Colfax County, 
Me* Mexico. 

My dear *r. Rooertsoat 

Reference is made to your letter of May 21. 

I conferred with Hr. A. Andreas tnis aornlag 
relative to tbe impossibility of obtaining the 
log of the veil. Be has taken into consideration 
that the failure to supply the log by the corporate 
surety you represent is no fault of theirs, and 
iaasaucn as the proceeding for forsai abandonment 
have been carried out by tne corporate surety, the 
supplying of the well record is excused. 

Enclosed you v i l l £iad an approved triplicate 
original of Report C-103. 

Jours very truly, 

CBUik 
Enc. 

Ctrl B. iivin^ston 
Attorney 



O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N COMMISSION 

April l o , 1940 

Tne Katon reporter 
Reton, New Mexico 

Ke; Notice for i'uuj.icati.ja, C~se Uo. «.Q, 
Gentlemen? Petition of fictional Suiety Corpora

tion respecting 'A ins ton Mar^a well 
on Sec. 5-*.5N-i.4Jt, Colfax County, 
Ne* Mexico. 

On March 27, 1940, ve sent you tne aoove captioned 
Notice for Publication and requei.ted taat you publish i t 
once immediately and furnish the Co.ui.sion ?<itn a copy 
containing tnis publication, your affidavit of publica
tion, statement in .mpiicate, aad ru*chase voucher i n 
duplicate. 

We have received your Affidavit of „.,ublleation, 
which was brou&nt to us by i»r. George W. Robertson, 
Attorney at La*, fta ton, iiew Mexico. However, tne othe,r 
i'teas mentioned nave not as yet been furnished, and we 
would therefore appreciate i t i f you w i i l cnee* into the 
matter. 

iou:s very t r u l y , 

CBL:ik 

By. 
C^ri B. Livingston 
attorney 



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

A p r i l I t , 194-0 

Hew Mexico txaciner 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

he: Notice for Publication, Cuse SJ, <0, 
Petition of National Surety v-orporatj.cn 
•respecting Winston iiarks weil on Sec. 
p-*i51l-2&E, Colfax Counts, wsw Mexico. 

Gentieaen: 

On Marcn *.7, 194-0, we sent you tne above captioned 
Sotice for Publication, requesting tnat you pubiisn i t 
once iaaediately and f u r . i s a tne Co mission with a copy 
containing tni s publication, together with your a f f i d a v i t 
of publication, statement i n duplicate, and purchase 
Toucher i n duplicate. 

We have not as jfet D-.-en furnisned tne matters re
quested, anc tnereforf would appreciate i t i f you w i l l 
checrc i n t o the -setter at once. 

Yours very t r u l y , 

Oii. vO^EhVAIio-i COMiilSSIOM 

ay. 

CBLtik 

^ . i ^ n. Livingston 
^ t t - - : ney 



O I L C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

April 15, 1940 

Mrs. Wins ton Marks 
c/o Herring Bote! 
Aa&rillo, Texas 

hei, Petition of national Surety Corpora
tion^ respecting the Winston ii&rks well 
on See. 5-25M-24E, Colfax County, Sew 
uf]%i^nt Case No. 20. _ 

Dear Mrs. Markst 

Enclosed please find the Coesission's order 
promulgated pursuant to tne hearing on tne above 
captioned aiatter, whien order is self-explanatory. 

Very truly yours, 

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

CBLlik 
Enc. 

By 
Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 



April l i , 19-0 

Honorable George W. Robertson 
Attorney at Law 
baton, Mew Mexico 

<e: Petition of Rational Surety Co: por
tion respecting the Winston Maris *e 
on Sec. 5-25H-i.4E, wolf ax County, Ke' 
aiexieo* Case Ko. 20. 

Dear Mr. r.obertson: 

Enclosed please find two copies of tue Coa-
^issioa's oruer promulgated pursuant to tne ho ."r-ing 
on the uoove captioned matter, which oider is self-
explanatory. 

Very truly yours, 

OIL COKS£riVATlOS COx ..1SSI0H 

ay. 
Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 

CbL:i£ 
Ends. 



NEW MEXICO STATE LAND OFFICE 

April 2, 1940 

Mr. G. I * Robertson 
Attorney at Lav 
Ra ton, fiev Mexico 

Ret Petition of Rational Surety Corporation 
respecting tne Winston Maries well on 
Sec. 5-25S-2AB. Colfax County. law Mexico. 

Dear Mr. Robertsons 

Thank you for your letter of April 1 and for 
your checking the notice of publication in the above 
captioned aatter. 

As to tne exact chamber in whlcn tne hearing 
ia question will be held oa the date set, you will 
be advised at the State Land Office that aorning. 
the office of the ©il Conservation Coaa^sion is ia 
the State Laad Office, out hearings are frequently 
held in the Bouse of Representatives or some chamber. 
However, tnere will be ao confusion as to the place 
of hearing, because everyone cos~s to the State Land 
Office and Office of the Commission wnere they are 
advised as to the exact roam in wnicn tlie hearing i s 
to be held. 

The testimony i s reported oy a professions! 
reporter and permanently preserved. Tne proceedings 
ere carried on as in a judicial hearing. There are 
ao special rules of evidence other than, as for 
instance, both sides are expected to oonfiae their 
evidence to the issues. 

With kindest regards, 

Very truly yours, 

CBL!Ik 
Carl fl. Livingston 
Attorney 



LAW OFFICES OF 

•MiNcoAunaN CRAMPTON S ROBERTSON 
CEORjGE V. ROBERTSON 

RATON, N EW MEXICO 

Ap r i l 1, 1540 

Mr. Carl B. Livingston, Attorney 
Ne* Mexico C i l Conservation Commission 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear Mr. Livingston: I n re Petition of National 
Surety Corporation respect
ing the winston Marks well 
on Sec. 5-25N-24E, Colfax 
County, New Mexico 

Your l e t t e r of March 27 was received i n due course, 
and at your request I called the Raton Reporter i n s i s t i n g 
upon proof reading of the notice of publication. This 
was taken care of, and I thins you w i l l f i n d that the 
notice has been properly published. I understand from 
the newspaper that the a f f i d a v i t of publication has already 
been sent d i r e c t l y to you. 

The date which the commission has fixea for t h i s 
hearing i s entirely satisfactory to us, ana I w i l l arrange 
to be present at ten o'clock a. m. on A p r i l 15. I assume 
that the hearing, w i l l be held i n the State Land Department 
offices. I f t h i s i s incorrect, w i l l you please l e t me 
know? 

Please accept my thanks for your promptness i n 
presenting the p e t i t i o n to the commission and arranging 
for such an early hearing. 

",Vith kindest regards, 

V ery t ruly/JtoiHTS, 

GvVRid 



K*rch 27, 1940 

«**« Winston Marke 
0/0 fierrin* Hotel 
AaariUo, fexas 

*•» Petition of Hational Surety Cor-
poratioa respecting toe Winston 
Marks will on Sec. 5-25M-2AI, 
Coif ex Co*MYt ff" Mexico. 

Deer Miss Market 

*Bfle#e4 please find copy of lotice for 
^ I ^ S I J ? 0 * 1 0 * t h a t * Public hearing 

^ ******** to the above captioned 
? if* 2 Sf H r U> l9*°> »tPt^clooM A. »•* »% the Capitol, Santa Pe, Sew Mexico. 

Tory truly yours. 

fH>fik 

Carl ii. Livingston 
Attorney 



March 27, 1940 

Honorable Gee. V. hooertson 
Attorney at Law 
Raton, lev Mexleo 

Ret Petition of Hational Surety Cor
poration respecting toe Winston 
Marks well on Sec. 5-291-242, 
Colfax County. Bf» Mexico. 

My dear Mr. hobertsont 

Inclosed please find copy of iotiee for 
Publleetioa. giving notice that a public heariag 
wiU be held relative to the above captioned 
aatter on tne 15th of April, 1940, at tea o*clock 
A. M., at the Capitol, b&nta F e, lev Mexleo. 

Very truly yours, 

CBL sit 
Sac. 

Carl b. Livingston 
Attorney 



OIL. C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

larch kl, mo 

l«w Mexico Examiner 
Santa Pe, lev Mexico 

Gentleoent 

there is enclosed herewith a Sotice ior Pub
lication, which you are kindly requested to publish 
once iamedlately. You are also requested to furnish 
tals Commission with a copy containing this pupli
cation. 

Immediately upon completion of the publication 
be sure to transmit to the Oil Conservation Coa
aisslon your affidavit of publication. 

Upon sending to the Coaaisslon your affidavit of 
publication, please send your statement in duplicate 
aad enclosed purchase voucher, also ia duplicate. 

Very truly yours, 

OU, COMSEhVATIOI COMMISSI©* 

CftLtlM 
Uncle. 

By s 

Carl B. Livingston 
attorney 



OIL. CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

March 27, 1940 

The Raton Reporter 
Haton, Bev Mexico 

Gentlemen: 

there is enclosed herewith a Notice for Pub
lication, which you ere kindly requested to publish 
once immediately, fou are also requested to furnish 
thia Commlssioa vith a copy containing this puoli-
catiea. 

Immediately upon cospletion of the publication 
be sure to transmit to the Oil Conservation Commission 
your affidavit of publication. 

Upon sending to the Commission your affidavit of 
publication, please ênd your statement in duplicate 
aad enclosed purchase voucher, also in duplicate* 

Very truly yours, 

OIL COHSEfiTAHOH C0M*ISSI01 

CBLiU 
Encls. 

fly 
Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 



Olt. CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

March 15, 13*0 

Honorable Geo. 1. Robertson 
Attorney at Law 
Baton, laa Mexico 

Rei Petition of latioaal Surety Corporation 
respecting taa Winston Marks well oa 
See. 5-fc5M>*4S. Golfax Countvf gea Mexico. 

My dear Mr. Robertson! 

Tour amended petition, accoapanying your 
letter of Mareh 14, e i l l coae to the attention 
of the Commission at Its next meeting, I ao not 
know exactly when that will be, but i t v i i i be at 
least a week ae yet, 

Please pardon ae for overlooking the answering 
of one of your inquiries. Ex parte evidence, sueh 
aa affidavits, vould haroly suffice. The practice 
haa been to present testiaony by sworn witnesses 
with the opportunity fmr aross*examloation« A 
transcript of thm testimony is made somevh&t like 
that of the district court, the proceedings before 
tha Comas!s3ion in its Judicial eepacity are care-
fully eonaucted for a qaaei Judicial body. As evi
dence af this, so far tmm Commission has never been 
reversed. 

very truly yours, 

CfiLtik 

Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 



LAW OFFICES OF 
EDWIN C.CRAMPTON CRAMPTON 8 ROBERTSON 
CEOR.CE W. ROBERTSON 

RATON, NEW MEXICO 

March 14, 1940 

Mr. Carl B. Livingston, Attorney 
O i l Conservation Commission 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear Mr. Livingston* I n re Pet i t i o n of National Surety 
Corporation respecting the 
Winston Marks well on Sec. 5~ 
25N-243, Colfax County, New Mexico 

Thank you for your kind l e t t e r of March 12th i n which you 
return the Pet i t i o n for correction i n the manner indicated. I n accord
ance with your suggestion, the prayer of the Petition has oeen redrawn 
so as to include a specific request for determination by the Commission 
of the status of the well as an abandoned well. 

W i l l you kindly f i l e the Petition, and n o t i f y us as to the number 
of the case, and have i t presented to the Commission as quickly as 
possible? 

The additional explanation set out i n your l e t t e r i s very much 
appreciated. There s t i l l remains one question i n my mind which has not 
been answered. I n my l e t t e r to you dated March l l t h , I asked whether 
at the hearing before the Cornmission i t would be satisfactory and i n 
conformity with the Commission's usual practice to receive ex parte 
a f f i d a v i t s on the question of abandonment, or whether i t would be 
necessary to have witnesses present to t e s t i f y to the fac t . At your 
convenience, I wish you would l e t me know what you think about t h i s . 

Very 

GWR id 

enc. 



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

March 12, 1940 

Honorable George W. Robertson 
Attorney at Lav 
Baton, Men Mexico 

Ret Petition of national Surety Corporation 
respecting Winston Marks well on Sec. 
3-25»-24g. Colfax County. Hew Mexico. 

My dear Mr. Robertsons 

Reference is had to your letter of March 11, submitting 
in duplicate the petition noted in the caption. 

She procedure before oil regulatory bodies is rather new 
and specialized. It is therefore always a pleasure to offer 
suggestions in order that a natter aay be squarely presented 
to the Commission. 

In a case of tnis nature (and lt is a case before the 
Commission, taking a number and style), i t must always be 
borne in minds 

1. Shat the Commission will not undertake to adjudicate 
property rights in equipment. Tnis is for the court having 
jurisdiction thereof, that l s , I believe, true unless a 
matter of title is self-evident and undisputed. From your 
allegations, apparently the matter of title is self-evident. 

2. Shat a well authorized by the Coaaisslon to be 
drilled has the status of an unabandoned rell until the 
permittee voluntarily completes the procedure with the Com
mission of an approved abandonment. If the permittee refuses 
such voluntary abandonment, then the status of the well as 
an abandoned or an unabandoned well *sust be judicially de
termined by the tribunal having jurisdiction thereof, which 
is the Oii Conservation Cosmission. Here is an extremely 
important point In procedure. One may have every reason in 
the world to believe, that a well Is in fact abandoned, but in 
the actual judicial detersination of that fact, results may 
be different. Both the members of the Coaaisslon and the 
petitioner would wish to be protected against guessing wrong 
as to the fact of abandonment. Therefore, the careful way is 
to determine that fact before the Commission. I recall a 
specific case wherein a proaoter who held a permit to drill 



OIL. C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

-2-

Hoaorable George W. Ko aert son 3/12/10 

* well apparently had certainly abandoned his veil and the owners 
of the casing therefore desired to be permitted to withdraw the 
casing and not go through the procedure ef determining tha well's 
status as abandoned or unabandoned inasmuch as the matter of 
abandonment apparently vas self-evident. fhe Commission, however, 
proceeded l a the regular way by calling a hearing to determine 
tarn status of the well aa abandoned or not abandoned. Surprisingly, 
at the hearing the proof offered by tha respondent was auch tnat 
the Commission was obliged to hold that the well was not abandoned. 
Very satisfactory and convincing explanations were made for the 
ceaaation of drilling activities and an exceedingly strong showing 
was made as to then present financial backing to support renewed 
proaacutioa of well drilling. 

Xn your petition you have stated facts for abandonment in 
Paragraph I I I , but in your prayer by a l l means include the re
quest for determination by tha Commission of the status of the 
vail aa an abandoned well. Failure so to do might be a juris
dictional defect i f the Commission acts upon your petition as 

basis for the calling of the hearing. 

X am therefore returning your petition in duplicate for 
this suggested revision. 

Whether you file in triplicate, along with your petition, 
the notice of Intention to Plug Well i s optional. There is 
plenty of time for this. An office engineer can render you 
some assistance in making out your Sotlce of Intention to Abandon. 

Very truly yours, 

Carl fl. Livingston 
Attorney 

CSLt* 

P. S. Return the petition as soon as possible and I will 
endeavor to get i t presented to the Commission immediately. 



EDWIN C.CRAMPTON 
CEORCE W. R.OBERTSON 

LAW OFFICES OF 

CRAMPTON 8 ROBERTSON 
RATON, NEW MEXICO 

March 11 , 194-0 

Mr. Carl B. Livingston, Attorney 
O i l Conservation Commission 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear Mr. Livingston: I n re Pet i t i o n of National Surety 
Corporation respecting Winston 
Marks well on Sec. 5-25N-24E, 
Colfax County, New Mexico 

I want to express my deep appreciation for your very kind l e t t e r 
of February 29th setting f o r t h an explanation of the genem! method 
of procedure before the O i l Conservation Commission i n order to reach 
a solution of our problems. 

As you point out i n your l e t t e r , i t i s rather d i f f i c u l t to 
outline i n a single l e t t e r a whole new system of procedure. Notwith
standing t h i s , your explanation seems remarkably clear and concise. 

You w i l l appreciate, I feel sure, th a t , i n attempting t o carry 
through the procedure as suggested i n your l e t t e r , i t is somewhat 
d i f f i c u l t , i f not impossible, for an attorney who has had no previous 
experience i n t h i s f i e l d to draft the necessary papers with any con
siderable degree of confidence. 

I have studied your l e t t e r very carefully i n the l i g h t of the 
rules and regulations, and I have prepared and enclose herewith a 
pe t i t i o n setting f o r t h the facts and askin 6 for the permission of the 
Commission to p u l l the casing and also to plug the w e l l . This p e t i 
t i o n i s intended for immediate f i l i n g with the Commission. Neverthe
less, before you actually f i l e i t , I would take i t as a personal 
favor i f you would read i t over carefully and see whether in your 
judgment i t adequately meets the situation. I f i n your opinion the 
pe t i t i o n i s inadequate or improper i n any particular, please advise 
me so that I may have an opportunity before actual f i l i n g of the 
pe t i t i o n to make any corrections or additions which you may consider 
advisable. 

A word of explanation may be i n order as to our allegations 
concerning ownership of the casing. I n your l e t t e r you suggest that 
the statement of ownership be supported by a c e r t i f i e d copy of the 
court proceedings placing t i t l e i n the petitioner. As you w i l l see 
from reading the p e t i t i o n , our t i t l e does not rest upon any court pro
ceedings. I t comes by b i l l of sale and assignment from the former 
owner, who never sold the casing to Marks but simply made a rental 



Mr. Carl B. Livingston March 11, 1940 

agreement. Consequently, i t has never been necessary for us to bring a 
court proceeding to obtain t i t l e as we have had the t i t l e a l l of the 
time. I t i s true that we did bring a replevin s u i t , which i s now pend
ing i n the d i s t r i c t court of Colfax County, and i n that suit a w r i t 
of replevin has been served by the deputy s h e r i f f , under the terms of 
which w r i t we are given the right of immediate possession of the casing. 
This suit was brought against one Tom Bressler who, t o t a l l y without 
authority, had adopted a "dog i n the manger" a t t i t u t d e and refused 
to l e t anyone near the well. To my mind t h i s replevin suit i s a side 
issue and for that reason I have not set i t out i n the p e t i t i o n inas
much as the petitioner's t i t l e does not i n any sense come through or 
depend upon the replevin action. For your information, I may say that 
we have as yet no reason to think that ths replevin suit w i l l be con
tested. 

I would l i k e to inquire as to the usual practice at the hear
ing before the Commission i n such cases as t h i s . The facts as to the 
abandonment of the well and as to i t s being a dry well are widely 
known i n t h i s community and i n a l l probability are j u d i c i a l l y known to 
the Commission i t s e l f . Would i t be satisfactory and i n conformity 
with the Commission's usual practice to receive a f f i d a v i t s on t h i s 
subject? We could, of course, bring, to the hearing a witness or two 
who could t e s t i f y to those facts, but that would naturally e n t a i l a 
considerable expense, which we would l i k e to avoid i f possible. I 
would very much appreciate your reactions and suggestions along t h i s 
l i n e . 

I f I interpret your l e t t e r correctly, the notice of intention 
to plug w e l l , to be f i l e d i n t r i p l i c a t e upon Form C-102, should not be 
f i l e d u n t i l after hearing before the Commission and the entry of an 
order giving permission to plug the w e l l . Consequently, I am not 
f i l i n g that notice at t h i s time. The regulations indicate that such 
a notice, when f i l e d , should give a detailed statement of the proposed 
work, including length and depth of plugs, plans for mudding, cement
ing, shooting, testing, and removing casing, and the date of the pro
posed plugging operations. Naturally, we w i l l want to do t h i s work i n 
whatever manner i s satisfactory to the Commission, and we w i l l engage 
an experienced and competent man to do the work. Under the circum
stances, however, as you can readily see, i t would be rather d i f f i c u l t 
for us to know i n advance a l l the details as to what w i l l be necessary. 
Would i t be satisfactory for us, when we do f i l e t h i s notice, simply 
to state that the work w i l l be done i n whatever manner the Commission 
requires, and then leave the determination of the actual details on 
the ground to some representative of the Commission? 

I am sorry to trouble you with so many details about t h i s 
matter, but, having had no previous experience i n t h i s f i e l d , I know 
of no where else to turn. Your kindness i n offering suggestions and 
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Mr. Carl B. Livingston March 11, 1940 

answering my inquiries w i l l be very greatly appreciated. 

With kindest regards, 

enc. 



O i l . C O N S E R V A T I O N C O M M I S S I O N 

\ 

February 29, 19-40 

Honor ft Dxf Geo. ?.. Robertson 
Attorney ut Lav 
Baton, lev i'exico 

Ras #5,000.00 dr i l l ing bond with WinstomMarits-
Principal , and ffational Surety Corpor»ti«»J 
Surety, for one ve i l uoon Sl-imk Sec. ^ S % f | j 

ay dear Mr, Robertson* 

Referasee i s had to vour conversation by iong distance 
wherein you assert that tne weil noted in the captlafcY i a 
abandoned and that your client ovns tne casing. 

tne permit to d r i l l tnis well was issued to the prin-
aApal of the bona, vho, Vitn the surety, i s reapon*lb4«ftst 
final, a j » r ^ e d auiindojiieht. No one, other than the o^rmittee, 
can legally oonduct any ope.^tions in connection vith tha 
well i t s e l f , unless acting uz the pensiitee's authorised a#en*. 
lection 22 o# the Oi l Conservation Law provide* for a fine and 
injunotgtre remedy. She; .Sere ownersnip of ec.uipiieat in a well 
ones not in i t s e l f entitle such owner to disturb the well , 
unless the right so to (io is attained tn rough proper legal 

lure fcafore the GsisEission. Where the ptttVjlttae <fv%g 
not voluat abaistttn, ' the proeedu; e i s outlined as fo i lov. s: 

" Such Mllitae, n^iever, i s prefaced with this statement: 
Your a i i ent, QfcrealaiL is j i i n a r i l y interested in getting 
his e*Jttiynett*-em of ffee hole, but froa: the CoahiaaaoB** 
standpoiht a a^ter o 
of vhich aenti^a-.*iii 

A. fhe we 
i t s status -
Ito judicial ly 
then, of cours 
must be abend 

ii^sioa. 
>ve such c 
>ssioa a s 

servation aec-sures must be observed, 
uched u ;on luter . 

shouiinia^ sri.-d ..ti'ji-e tho Co4iffiis«ion as to 
er i t mt%n f-. t a.: uoagdouM well. I f i t 
biishetf "that such v,-eii j . * ^ abandoned well , 
t :aust bgt plu w ovd - w ^ h j ^ n s tne -.veil 
in acca^ance -.-itn th« | r e f l a t i o n s of the 

owner of the c«.s.in0 in fre Jjjfre, desiring to 
, should"pet u; in nif" pejjg^ioB before tne 

teasnt of fact* ng a abundonx,cnt. 



OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

Honorable Geo. Robertson *./! ;/40 

B. I n another d i v i s i o n of tne p e t i t i o n suould. be set up 
a statement of tne ownership of the equipment, which should be 
supported by u c e r t i f i e d copy of the pertinent portions of the 
court proceedings placing tne t i t l e over into the t i t i o n e r . 
the Co&aission does not undertake to adjudicate t i t l e i n property. 
That i s f o r the trib u n a l having j u r i s d i c t i o n thereof. Tuerefore, 
i t i s necessary to have the transcript .^uL oned aceom^nying 
your p e t i t i o n , or else i n a ..••usition to introduce i t i n 
evidence at the hearing oef ore tne Comui-sion. 

C. The petitioner snoula also p e t i t i o n to ~du0 tae well 
i n accordance with the administrative requirements of tne Com
mission. 

Tnereafter, should yuu successful i n estaoiishing proof of 
abandonment, snouid tne Co ..^i..sion ue sa t i s f i e d t i — t your c l i e n t 
has unquestioned t i t l e to the casing, and should the Co . :1ssion 
order that you aay plug the % e i l and remove tne casing,, such 
ordor would carry v.itn i t the folio? ing f o r m a l i t i e s : 

1« i i d r i l l i n g bond v i t h corporate surety, tu be written 
i n the sua of <;5,~do.dJ to issue approved abandonment. 
I f your c l i e n t i s the same jarty -mio us ti.e corporate 
surety on the permittee's bund, I du :.ot ue^ivve another 
bond would be necessary. 

2. F i l e i n t r i p l i c a t e upon For- C-i02 Notice ui Intention 
to Plug Weil. ??hen t n i s notice i s a proved, i t is your 
permit to plug. 

3. Tue next step, a f t e r cne ...-iu^^in^ i s aeco m. ̂ .isnid, 
i s to f i l e i n t r i p l i c a t e upon For.. C-idu aeuurt oa Result 
of Plugging of f e l l . When that report iu a,.-..roved, the 
plugging bund i s e l i g i b l e for i."mediate r^ivu^e. 

You are being sent under separate cover Uit following 
matters: 

1. Circular i of the Commission concerning general ruies. 
Your particular attention is u;ui«it- to rules 2£ and k9. 

2. A set of Form C - l J i . 

3. A set of Foim C-103. 
ILLEGIBLt 

4« hon-u Form ?>-ul. The bond us tu uc- for :r,̂ ;o.OO 
with corporate surety. 



O I L C O N S C i V A T I O N C O M M I — I O N 

Honorable Geo. V. Robertson -3- 2/k9/4Q 

wnen the Commission has received your petition snd bas 
passed upon i t from the standpoint of the petition having 
stated i t s case, the Corasission issues an order directing 
service as required by the Conservation Act (which i s usually 
by publication), and sets the time and place for hearing* i t 
the t r i a l , the petitioner haa the burden, the testimony ia re* 
ported, and the Coaai^sion issues its order pursuant to the 
proceedings and upon the testimony, either at the hearing atr 
takes tne matter under advisement. 

1% i s rather difficult to outline a whole new system of 
procedure in the coa#ass of a letter, and I trust this will 
be of some assistance to you froa a procedural standpoint. I 
do not believe tnat you as a lawyer v i l l find that your tiaa 
v i l l be spent unprofitable in this setter, for lev Mexioo haa 
becoa* one of the great Oil states and conservation has beoaae 
one of the outstanding phases of the oi l industry not only i n 
Nev Mexico but in practically a l l of tha o i l producing states 
today. A nev branch of %&w is rapidly growing up around con
servation, tte New Mexilo Commission sits in a dual capacity, 
as a board of executives,and as a quasi judicial body, vhose 
decisions are revievablej by the district court and thereby 
conforms to constitutional requirements. I t is in the latter 
caaaalty tnat the Conmis^ion v i l l be acting in the instant 
.nattily should you present your petition. 

Very truly yours, 

GIL QOHSEnYATIOl COMKXgSIOa 

By . 
Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 

CBLi* 



OIL COtMERVATtON COMMMMON 

February ka, 1940 

Mr, lork Denton 
Maxwell Luftber Coapany 
Maxwell, Sea Mexico 

Bat $5,-000.00 drilling bond with Winston 
larks, Principal, and National Surety 
Corf.. Surely, for one well upoa 
BWjtm, Seo, ma»-atf, 

Dear Mr. Denton: 

Reference is had to your letter of February 27• 
Iaaertiately upon receipt of your letter, a field 
aas proceeded to the laaation to investigate. 

. Very truly yours, 

OIL €3MSERYa¥X0I COMMISSIOI 

CBLiik 

By _ 
Carl B. Livingston 
Attorney 



PHONE NO. 27 

MAXWELL LUMBER CO. 
HARDWARE & COAL 

LUMBER, LATH, SHIMS L E S . SASH. DOORS. MOULDING BRICK 
LIME, PLASTER, OEMENT. PAINTS AND OILS 

MAXWELL, N. M. February 27th 

State land Commissioner., 
Santa Fe,N.M. 

Gentlemen : -

I thought rjossibly you might be interested in 
knowing that the Gills on Machine and tool Co., 
of Borger,Texas trucks went through Maxwell this 
j&Oiming,going to bull the casing in the Winston 
marks well,section five Twp 25 range 24. 

I dont know who her bondsman are to see that 
the well i s plugged as they pull the casing. 

Yours truly 
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