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MR. SPURRIER: We will proceed to the next case which
is Case 310.

(Mr. Kellahin reads the Notice of Publication.)

MR. CAMPBELL: If it please the Commission, I am Jack
M. Campbell of Atwood, Malone and Campbell, of Roswell,
for the Gulf 0il Corporation. I would like to call Rule Boss
to be sworn.

RULE _S. BOSS,

having been first duly sworn, testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMIM TION

By MR, CAMPBELL:

Q State your name please.
A R. L. Boss.
Q By whom are you employed, Mr. Boss?

A Gulf 0il Corporation.

Q And where?

A At Roswell, New Mexico.

Q In what capacity?

A As Zone Geologist.

Q Have you testified previously as a geologist before this
Commission?

A I have,

MR. CAMPBELL: Are the qualifications of the witness

satisfactory to the Commission?

MR. SPURRIER: They are.
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Q Mr. Boss, your company has made application in Case

No. 310 for authority to use its Eunice King Well No. 2

in the northwest of the northwest quarter of Section 28,
Township 21 south, Range 37 east, for salt water disposal.
What is the reason for that application?

A The disposal of water produced from the deeper reservoirs
on the Gulf Eunice King and Carson leases in the northwest
of the northwest quarter of Section 28, Township 21 south,
Range 37 east, Lea County New Mexico, is progressively
becoming a more serious problem. And the construction of
additional surface facilities will eventually prove inadequate.
And it is therefore imparative that more adequate disposal
system be utilized and the return of these waters to under-
ground storage would be the most logical solution to the
problem. And in the area in question, the San Andres for-
mation, offers ideal conditions for such a project.

Q It has been the experience of your company in the

San Andres zone in this area --

A The data supplied by the many wells drilled in your
mulitple pay fields, Penrose-Skelly, Blinbry, Drinkard-

Hare, and the Brunson pools, have indicated a highly permeable
zone some three to six hundred feet below the top of the

San Andres formation, and most operators have experienced
difficulties with circulation while attempting to penetrate
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this; ‘In our own operations in the Eunice King and Carson
propértieé, four instances of complete loss of circulation
betw;éﬂ therdepths of 4278 and ﬂ528 and six instances of
partiai 1oss éf circulation between the depths of 3970 and
u636 héve océurfed.v And the well cuttings then added convic-

tion as to the existence of porous dolomites in this section.

Q Is the San Andres productive of oil in this particular
area?
A It isn't commercially productive of o0il or gas in the

field whefe Aur Eunice King lease is located. And this
formation, ﬁafticularly the upper portions thereof, has been
adequéﬁeif tested at widely scattered locations within this
field. :Aﬁd with hardly an exception, sulphur water constituted
the buik of the}fluids recovered.

Q }I hﬁhd you what has been marked Exhibit A and ask you

to statg wﬁ§£ thaf is. |

A Thaf iéﬂa platuof Township 21; Range 37 east, in which

the proposédzdisposal well is located. And it shows the
locatiqn éf iells and the fesultgkéf teéts obtained in the

San Andres formation in this township.

Q And what is the location shown for the proposed disposal
unit?
A The location is in the center of the northwest of the

northwest quarter of section 28, Township 21 south, Range
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37 east.

MR. CAMPBELL: I offer that in evidence.

MR. SPURRIER: It will be accepted.
Q I now hand you what has been marked Exhibit B, and
ask you to state to the Commission what that is.
A This is a copy of the log, the sample log, from the
Eunice King No. 2. In addition, the log has been projected
to the proposed depth to which this well will be drilled.
The projected section is from the twin well, No. 6 well,
located only 150 feet distance from the No. 2 well.
Q Was this log prepared originally by you or under your
supervision?
A It was.

MR. CAMPBELL: We offer it in evidence as Exhibit B.

MR. SPURRIER: It will be accepted.
Q Mr. Boss, will you describe the manner in which you
intend to complete this well, and the manner in which you
intend to dispose of this salt water?
A This well, No. 2 Eunice King well, located in the center
of the Northwest Northwest of Seetion 28, Township 21 south,
Range 37 east, was completed originally at a total depth
of 3800 feet in the Grayburg formation. From the Penrose-
Skelly pay zone exposed in the open hole below seven inch
casing, cemented at 3675 feet. The well has reached the

economic limit of production from this pay and it is proposed
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that the well be deepened to approximately 4600 feet in
the San Andres formation and a 5% inch liner be subsequently
cemented in the San Andres formation at a depth of approximately
4200 feet.
Q By cementing that liner, is it your opinion you will
therefore, adequately protect the upper pay zones in this
area?
A That is true. That is the purpose of cementing the
liner to protect the Penrose-Skelly pay zone.
Q And it is your opinion you can dispose of this salt
water in this particular zone without any danger at all
to any other pay zones in the area?
A That is true. The next underlying pay occurs in the
Glorietta or Yeso formation at from 1,000 feet or more depth
below the Penrose-Skelly pay.

MR. CAMPBELL: That's all the questions I have, if the
Commission please.

MR. SPURRIER: Does anyone have a question of this
witness?

MR. SELINGER: I would like to ask Mr. Boss one question.
1 represent Skelly Oil Company. Does the San Andres formation
non-produce oil throughout the entire Penrose-Skelly area?
A That is correct.

MR. SELINGER: That's all.

MR. SPURRIER: Will you repeat the question please, George?
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MR. SELINGER: I asked the witness whether or not the
San Andres production was non-productive throughout the
entire Penrose-Skelly area. Not only in that vicinity.
And the witness answered, yes.

MR. S PURRIER: Anyone else?

MR. SCOTT: For Shell 0il Company. I would like to ask
Mr. Boss is in cementing the liner you plan to bring cement
back up the liner inside the casing?
A Yes.

MR. SPURRIER: Any other questions? If not, the
witness may be excused. If there is no further comment
the case will be taken under advisement and we will go on
to Case 311.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
COUNTY OF BERNALILLO 3 %

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing and atiached transcript
of hearing before the 0il Conservation Commission in Case 310,

taken on October 23, 1951, at Santa Fe, is a true and correct

record to the best of my knowledge, skill and ability.

DATED AT Albuquerque, New Mexico this / ;z day of
November, 1951.
e Am/m
REPORTER



