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MR. CATANACH:
a nomenclature hearing, all in Lea County,

improperly listed in this docket.

Case 9375 will be continued

the Examiner's hearing scheduled for June 8,

(Hearing concluded.)

Case 9375,

New Mexico.
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MR. CATANACH: We'll call next
Case 9375.

In the matter of the hearing
called by the O0il Conservation Division on it own motion
for an order creating, assigning a discovery allowable,
reclassifying and extending certain pools in Lea County,
New Mex: co.

And also at this time we'll
call Case 9411, in the matter of the hearing called by the
0il Conservation Division on its own motion for an order
creating, assigning a discovery allowable, and extending
certain pools in Lea County, New Mexico.

Are there appearances in these
cases?

MK. STOVALL: Robert G.
Stovall appearing on behalf of the 0il Conservation Divi-
sion.

I have one witness.

MR. CATANACH: Will the wit-

ness please stand and be sworn in?

(Witness sworn.)
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ROY JOHNSON,
being ¢alled as a witness and being duly sworn upon his

ocoath, testified as follows, to-wit:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. STOVALL:

Q Would vyou please state your name, by
whom yvoi're employed, and in what capacity?

A My name is Roy Johnson. I'm employed by
the State of New Mexico, 011 Conservation Division, as
Senior Geologist.

Q Have you previously testified before the
Commission and had vour qualifications accepted?

A They have

Q Are you prepared to make recommendations
to the Examiner concerning the nomenclature of certain

pools in Lea County, New Mexico?

A I am.
MR. STOVALL: I'd first ask
that the witness be accepted.
MR. CATANACH: He is so
qualified.
Q Are your recommendations prepared in the

form of an exhibit?

A They are.
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Q And how is that exhibit identified?

A As Exhibit One. Both of them are as
Exhibit One.

Q All right, Exhibit One in each -- you
have an Exhibit One in each case, is that correct?

A In each case.

Q Would you please refer to Exhibit One in
Case 9375 and tell the Examiner what that exhibit says?
Are there any differences between that exhibit and the
docket =hat's been distributed?

A There are no differences between the
exhibit and the docket in either case.

Q In either case? Okay. Was each of the
exhibits prepared by you or under your supervision and do
yvou havz knowledge of its accuracy?

A Yes.

Q Do you have anything further to add in
these cases?

A Nothing at all.

MR. STOVALL: Mr. Examiner, we
would move the admission of Exhibit One in each of these
two cases.

MR. CATANACH: Exhibit One in
Case 9375 and Exhibit One in Case 9411 will be accepted as

evidence in these two cases.
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One comment. Case 9375 was
originally advertised for May 25th, 1988, and had to be
readvert.ised; however, the order making these changes
effective will be made effective June 1lst, 1988,

I just wanted to make that
known on the record.

2nd 1is that all you have in
these cases?

MR. STOVALL: That's all I
have.

MR. CATANACH: Cases 9375
and 9411 will be taken into consideration.

And there being nothing

further in these cases they will be taken under advisement.

(Hearing concluded.)
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