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• N O T L I C E N S E D I N N E W M E X I C O 

FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Ms. Florene Davidson 
New Mexico O i l Conservation 

D i v i s i o n 
310 Old Santa Fe T r a i l 
Room 206 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

RECEIVED 

AUG i 4 m 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

Dear Florene: 

Enclosed are an o r i g i n a l and two copies each of t h r e e 
separate amended a p p l i c a t i o n s by Richmond Petroleum I n c . The 
a p p l i c a t i o n s were p r e v i o u s l y f i l e d under the name o f 
Richmond-Hogue O i l & Gas P a r t n e r s h i p . A l s o , please note the 
changes i n the a p p l i c a t i o n on the Wj § 10. Please set these 
matters f o r hearing on September 6, 1989. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

JB: l e 
Enclosures 

COFFIELD & 



RECEIVED 
BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

AUG f ,f |Opq 
APPLICATION OF RICHMOND PETROLEUM 
INC. FOR COMPULSORY POOLINC, A 
NON-STANDARD SPACING AND PRORATION 
UNIT, AND AN UNORTHODOX GAE WELL 
LOCATION, SAN JUAN COUNTY, NEW 
MEXICO. 

AMENDED APPLICATION 

Richmond Petroleum I n c . hereby makes a p p l i c a t i o n 

f o r an order p o o l i n g a l l i n t e r e s t s i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d 

Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the W§ of Section 10, Township 32 

North, Range 6 West, N.M.P.M., San Juan County, New Mexico, 

f o r a non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , and f o r an 

unorthodox gas w e l l l o c a t i o n , and i n support t h e r e o f would 

show: 

1. A p p l i c a n t p r e v i o u s l y f i l e d a compulsory 

po o l i n g a p p l i c a t i o n on the W| of Section 10 under the name of 

Richmond-Hogue O i l & Gas Partnership. Due t o a name change, 

Ap p l i c a n t should be l i s t e d as Richmond Petroleum Inc. 

2. A p p l i c a n t has the r i g h t t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the 

W§ of said Section 10. 

3. The W| of Section 10 i s comprised of l o t s 3 

and 4, the S§NWj , and SWi , comprising 279 . 04 acres, more or 

less . 

4. App l i c a n t proposes t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the Wj 

of Section 10 t o a depth s u f f i c i e n t t o t e s t the 

Ba s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool, and seeks t o dedicate the Wi 

of Section 10 t o the w e l l . 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

Case N o . 9 7 



5. Applicant has i n good f a i t h sought t o j o i n a l l 

other mineral i n t e r e s t owners i n the W3 of Section 10 f o r the 

purposes set f o r t h h e r e i n . 

G. Although A p p l i c a n t attempted t o o b t a i n 

v o l u n t a r y agreements from a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners t o 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d r i l l i n g of the w e l l or t o otherwise 

commit t h e i r i n t e r e s t s t o the w e l l , c e r t a i n i n t e r e s t owners 

have refused t o j o i n i n d e d i c a t i n g t h e i r acreage. Therefore, 

A p p l i c a n t seeks an order p o o l i n g a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners 

i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the Wj of 

Section 10, pursuant t o N.M. S t a t . Ann. § 70-2-17 (1987 

Repl.). 

7. A p p l i c a n t requests the D i v i s i o n t o consider 

the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing the w e l l , the a l l o c a t i o n 

of the cost t h e r e o f , as w e l l as a c t u a l operating charges and 

costs charged f o r s u p e r v i s i o n . A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t i t be 

designated as operator of the v/ell and t h a t the D i v i s i o n set 

a penalty of 200% f o r the r i s k i n v o l v e d i n d r i l l i n g the w e l l . 

8. A p p l i c a n t requests approval t o form a 279.0 4 

acre non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , which i s 

necessary due t o a v a r i a t i o n i n the United States Public Land 

Survey. 

9. Rule 7 of Order No. R-8768 , regarding the 

{ subject p o o l , requires the f i r s t w e l l i n each se c t i o n t o be 

j completed i n the NE? or SWJ of each s e c t i o n . A p p l i c a n t plans 
j 

j t o d r i l l a coal gas w e l l i n the NŴ  of Section 10, w i t h the 
1 

1 of Section 10 dedicated t o the w e l l . Due t o topographical 



c o n d i t i o n s (the presence of Navajo Lake covering the SWj of 

Section 10), a p p l i c a n t cannot d r i l l i n the SWi of Section 10 

and requests permission t o d r i l l and complete a w e l l f o r the 

Wj u n i t i n the NW3 of Section 10. 

of Section 10, as described above, the formation of a 

non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , and approval of an 

unorthodox w e l l l o c a t i o n , w i l l prevent the d r i l l i n g of 

unnecessary w e l l s , prevent waste, and p r o t e c t c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . 

10. The pooling of a l l i n t e r e s t s u n d e r l y i n g the Ŵ  

11. A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t t h i s matter be heard 

at the September 6, 1989 Examiner hearing. 

WHEREFORE, Ap p l i c a n t requests t h a t the D i v i s i o n 

grant the r e l i e f requested above. 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 

By 

^lbuquercue, New Mexico 87102 
(505) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r A p p l i c a n t 



RECEIVED 
BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

m 14 ms 
APPLICATION OF RICHMOND PETROLEUM 
INC. FOR COMPULSORY POOLING, A 
NON-STANDARD SPACING AND PRORATION 
UNIT, AND AN UNORTHODOX GAS WELL 
LOCATION, SAN JUAN COUNTY, NEW 
MEXICO. 

AMENDED APPLICATION 

Richmond Petroleum I n c . hereby makes a p p l i c a t i o n 

f o r an order p o o l i n g a l l i n t e r e s t s i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d 

Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the Wj of Section 10, Township 32 

North, Range 6 West, N.M.P.M., San Juan County, New Mexico, 

f o r a non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , and f o r an 

unorthodox gas w e l l l o c a t i o n , and i n support t h e r e o f would 

show: 

1. A p p l i c a n t p r e v i o u s l y f i l e d a compulsory 

po o l i n g a p p l i c a t i o n on the Ŵ  of Section 10 under the name of 

Richmond-Hogue O i l & Gas Partnership. Due t o a name change, 

Appl i c a n t should be l i s t e d as Richmond Petroleum Inc. 

2. A p p l i c a n t has the r i g h t t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the 

Wj of said Section 10. 

3. The Wi of Section 10 i s comprised of l o t s 3 

and 4, the S^NWi, and SWi, comprising 279.04 acres, more or 

le s s . 

4. A p p l i c a n t proposes t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the W§ 

of Section 10 t o a depth s u f f i c i e n t t o t e s t the 

Ba s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool, and seeks t o dedicate the Wi 

of Section 10 t o the w e l l . 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

Case No. 



5. A p p l i c a n t has i n good f a i t h sought t o j o i n a l l 

other mineral i n t e r e s t owners i n the w£ of Section 10 f o r the 

purposes set f o r t h h e r e i n . 

6. Although Ap p l i c a n t attempted t o o b t a i n 

v o l u n t a r y agreements from a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners t o 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d r i l l i n g o f the w e l l or to otherwise 

commit t h e i r i n t e r e s t s t o the w e l l , c e r t a i n i n t e r e s t owners 

have refused t o j o i n i n d e d i c a t i n g t h e i r acreage. Therefore, 

Applicant seeks an order p o o l i n g a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners 

i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool underlying the of 

Section 10, pursuant t o N.M. S t a t . Ann. § 70-2-17 (1987 

Repl.). 

7. A p p l i c a n t requests the D i v i s i o n to consider 

the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing the w e l l , the a l l o c a t i o n 

of the cost t h e r e o f , as w e l l as a c t u a l operating charges and 

costs charged f o r s u p e r v i s i o n . A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t i t be 

designated as operator of the w e l l and t h a t the D i v i s i o n set 

a penalty of 200% f o r the r i s k i n v o l v e d i n d r i l l i n g the v / e l l . 

8. A p p l i c a n t requests approval t o form a 279.04 

acre non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , which i s 

necessary due t o a v a r i a t i o n i n the United States Public Land 

Survey. 

9. Rule 7 of Order No. R-8768 , regarding the 

subject p o o l , r e q u i r e s the f i r s t w e l l i n each section t o be 

completed i n the NEJ or SW£ of each s e c t i o n . Applicant plans 

t o d r i l l a coal gas w e l l i n the NWJ o f Section 10, w i t h the 

Wi of Section 10 dedicated t o the w e l l . Due t o topographical 



c o n d i t i o n s (the presence of Navajo Lake covering the SWJ of 

Section 10) , a p p l i c a n t cannot d r i l l i n the SWi of Section 10 

and requests permission t o d r i l l and complete a w e l l f o r the 

W} u n i t i n the NWi of Section 10. 

of Section 10, as described above, the formation o f a 

non-standard spacing and p r o r a t i o n u n i t , and approval of an 

unorthodox w e l l l o c a t i o n , w i l l prevent the d r i l l i n g of 

unnecessary w e l l s , prevent waste, and p r o t e c t c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . 

10. The p o o l i n g of a l l i n t e r e s t s u n d e r l y i n g the Ŵ  

11. A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t t h i s matter be heard 

at the September 6, 1989 Examiner hearing. 

WHEREFORE, Ap p l i c a n t requests t h a t the D i v i s i o n 

grant the r e l i e f requested above. 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 

By. 

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
(505) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r A p p l i c a n t 
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L I C E N S E D IN NEW M E X I C O 

AUG- 2 1989 

Ms. Florene Davidson 
New Mexico O i l Conservation 

D i v i s i o n 
310 Old Santa Fe T r a i l 
Room 206 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

Dear Florene: 

Enclosed are an o r i g i n a l and two copies each of t h r e e 
separate a p p l i c a t i o n s by Richmond-Hogue O i l & Gas 
Pa r t n e r s h i p . Please set these matters f o r hearing on August 
23, 1989. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 
HENSLEY 

JB: l e 
Enclosures 



BEFORE THE NEV. MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

APPLICATION OF RICHMOND-HOGUE 
OIL & GAS PARTNERSHIP FOR 
COMPULSORY POOLING, SAN JUAN 
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 

APPLICATION 

Richmond-Hogue O i i & Gas Partnership hereby makes 

a p p l i c a t i o n f o r an order p o o l i n g a l l i n t e r e s t s i n the Basin-

F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the W| of Section 10, 

Township 32 North, Range 6 West, N.M.P.M., San Juan County, 

New Mexico, and i n support thereof would show: 

1. A p p l i c a n t has the r i g h t t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the 

Wj of said Section 10. 

2. Applicant proposes t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the Wj 

of Section 10, at a standard l o c a t i o n , t o a depth s u f f i c i e n t 

t o t e s t the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool, and seeks t o 

dedicate the Wj c f Section 10 t o the w e l l . 

3. App l i c a n t has i n good f a i t h sought t o j o i n a l l 

other mineral i n t e r e s t owners i n the W§ of Section 10 f o r the 

purposes set f o r t h h e r e i n . 

4. Although Ap p l i c a n t attempted t o o b t a i n 

v o l u n t a r y agreements from a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners t o 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d r i l l i n g of the w e l l or t o otherwise 

commit t h e i r i n t e r e s t s t o the w e l l , c e r t a i n i n t e r e s t owners 

have refused t o j o i n i n d e d i c a t i n g t h e i r acreage. Therefore, 

A p p l i c a n t seeks an order p o o l i n g a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners 

Case No. 7 7/*/ 



i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the W? of 

Section 10, pursuant t o N.M. S t a t . Ann. § 70-2-17 (1987 

Repl.), 

Lhe cost of d r i l l i n g and completing the v / e l l , the a l l o c a t i o n 

of the cost t h e r e o f , as w e l l as a c t u a l operating charges and 

costs charged f o r su p e r v i s i o n . A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t i t be 

designated as operator of the w e l l and t h a t the D i v i s i o n set 

a penalty of 200% f o r the r i s k i n v o l v e d i n d r i l l i n g the w e l l . 

| of Section 10, as described above, w i l l prevent the d r i l l i n g 

A p p l i c a n t requests the D i v i s i o n t o consider 

G. The po o l i n g of a l l i n t e r e s t s u n d e rlying the W$ 

of unnecessary w e l l s , prevent waste, and p r o t e c t c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . 

7 . Appli c a n t requests t h a t t h i s matter be heard 

at the August 23, 1989 Examiner hearincr. 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 
HENSLEY 

7 ->> 
B y - ^ P K W ^ M , 
James Bruce 
50 0 Marquette, N.W. 

/ Suite 7 40 
' Albuquerque, New Mexico 8 710 2 

(505) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r Ap p l i c a n t 

! I 



BEFORE THE NEV? MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

APPLICATION OF RICHMOND-HOGUE 
OIL & GAS PARTNERSHIP FOR 
COMPULSORY POOLING, SAN JUAN 
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 

APPLICATION 

Richmond-Hogue O i l & Gas Partn e r s h i p hereby makes 

a p p l i c a t i o n f o r an order p o o l i n g a l l i n t e r e s t s i n the Basin-

F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the W£ o f Section 10, 

Township 32 North, Range 6 West, N.M.P.M., San Juan County, 

New Mexico, and i n support thereof would show: 

1. Ap p l i c a n t has the r i g h t t o d r i l l a v/ell i n the 

Wi of said Section 10. 

2. Applicant proposes t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the Wj 

of Section 10, at a standard l o c a t i o n , t o a depth s u f f i c i e n t 

t o t e s t the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool, and seeks t o 

dedicate the Wj of Section 10 t o the w e l l . 

3. App l i c a n t has i n good f a i t h sought t o j o i n a l l 

other mineral i n t e r e s t owners i n the Wi of Section 10 f o r the 

purposes set f o r t h h e r e i n . 

4. Although A p p l i c a n t attempted t o o b t a i n 

v o l u n t a r y agreements from a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners t o 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d r i l l i n g of the v/ell or t o otherwise 

commit t h e i r i n t e r e s t s t o the w e l l , c e r t a i n i n t e r e s t owners 

have refused t o j o i n i n d e d i c a t i n g t h e i r acreage. Therefore, 

A p p l i c a n t seeks an order p o o l i n g a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners 

Case No. 9 / c / c f 



i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the w} of 

Section 10, pursuant t o N.M. S t a t . Ann. § 70-2-17 (1987 

Repl.). 

5. App l i c a n t requests the D i v i s i o n t o consider 

the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing the w e l l , the a l l o c a t i o n 

of the cost t h e r e o f , as w e l l as a c t u a l operating charges and 

costs charged f o r su p e r v i s i o n . A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t i t be 

designated as operator of the w e l l and t h a t the D i v i s i o n set 

a penalty of 200% f o r the r i s k i n v o l ved i n d r i l l i n g the w e l l . 

G. The pooling of a l l i n t e r e s t s u n d e rlying the Wi 

of Section 10, as described above, w i l l prevent the d r i l l i n g 

of unnecessary w e l l s , prevent waste, and p r o t e c t c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . 

7. Applicant requests t h a t t h i s matter be heard 

a t the August 23, 1989 Examiner hearing. 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 
HENSLEY 

James Bruce 
,500 Marquette, N.W. 
/ Suite 740 
' Albuquerque, New Mexico 8710 2 

(505) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r App l i c a n t 



BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

APPLICATION OF RICHMOND-HOGUE 
OIL & GAS PARTNERSHIP FOR 
COMPULSORY POOLING, SAN JUAN 
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 

APPLICATION 

Richmond-Hogue O i i & Gas Partnership hereby makes 

a p p l i c a t i o n f o r an order p o o l i n g a l l i n t e r e s t s i n the Basin-

F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the Wi of Section 10, 

Township 32 North, Range 6 West, N.M.P.M., San Juan County, 

New Mexico, and i n support thereof would show: 

1. Ap p l i c a n t has the r i g h t t o d r i l l a v/ell i n the 

Wi of said Section 10. 

2. Appl i c a n t proposes t o d r i l l a w e l l i n the Wi 

of Section 10, at a standard l o c a t i o n , t o a depth s u f f i c i e n t 

t o t e s t the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool, and seeks t o 

dedicate the Wi of Section 10 t o the w e l l . 

3. App l i c a n t has i n good f a i t h sought t o j o i n a l l 

other mineral i n t e r e s t owners i n the Wi of Section 10 f o r the 

purposes set f o r t h h e r e i n . 

4. Although A p p l i c a n t attempted t o ob t a i n 

v o l u n t a r y agreements from a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners t o 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d r i l l i n g of the w e l l or t o otherwise 

commit t h e i r i n t e r e s t s t o the w e l l , c e r t a i n i n t e r e s t owners 

have refused t o j o i n i n d e d i c a t i n g t h e i r acreage. Therefore, 

A p p l i c a n t seeks an order p o o l i n g a l l mineral i n t e r e s t owners 

Case No. 97H 



i n the B a s i n - F r u i t l a n d Coal Gas Pool u n d e r l y i n g the Wi of 

Section 10, pursuant t o N.M. S t a t . Ann. § 70-2-17 (1987 

Repl.). 

5. A p p l i c a n t requests the D i v i s i o n t o consider 

the cost of d r i l l i n g and completing the w e l l , the a l l o c a t i o n 

of the cost t h e r e o f , as w e l l as a c t u a l o p e r a t i n g charges and 

costs charged f o r supervision. A p p l i c a n t requests t h a t i t be 

designated as operator of the w e l l and t h a t the D i v i s i o n set 

a penalty of 200% f o r the r i s k i n v o l v e d i n d r i l l i n g the w e l l . 

G. The pooling of a l l i n t e r e s t s underlying the Wi 

of Section 10, as described above, w i l l prevent the d r i l l i n g 

of unnecessary w e l l s , prevent waste, and p r o t e c t c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . 

7. App l i c a n t requests t h a t t h i s matter be heard 

at the August 23, 1989 Examiner hearing. 

HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & 
HENSLEY 

7 !> 
B y v ^ 
James Bruce 
,5 00 Marquette, N.W. 
/ Suite 740 
' Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 

(505) 768-1500 

Attorneys f o r A p p l i c a n t 
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STATE DF NEW MEXICO 

ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

GARREY CARRUTHERS O c t o b e r 1 1 , 1 9 8 9 POST OFFICE BOX 2088 
GOVERNOR STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING 

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87504 
1505) 837-5800 

Mr. Owen Lopez 
Hinkle, Cox, Eaton, 

Coffield & Hensley 
Attorneys at Law 
Post Office Box 2068 
Santa Fe, New IVlexico 87504-2068 

Re: CASE NO. 9744 
ORDER NO. R-9013 

App l i c a n t : 

Richmond Petroleum Inc. 

Dear S i r : 

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced 
D i v i s i o n order r e c e n t l y entered i n the subject case. 

Sincere l y , 

FLORENE DAVIDSON 
OC S t a f f S p e c i a l i s t 

Copy of order also sent t o : 

Hobbs OCD X 
A r t e s i a OCD * 
Aztec OCD x 

Other Thomas Kellahin 


