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MR. NUTTER: Call Case 4289.

MR. HATCH: Application of Getty 0il Comﬁany
for downhole commingling, Lea County, New Mexico.

MR. MORRIS: Mr. Examiner, I'm Richard Morris
of Montgomery, Federici, Andrews, Hannahs and Morris,
Santa Fe, appearing on behalf of the Applicant, Getty 0il
Company.

We have one witness, Mr. Eugene Miller and
requést that he be sworn, please.

(Witness sworn).
(Whereupon, Applicant's
Exhibits 1 through 6 were

marked for identification).

EUGENE MILLER

called as a witness, having been first duly sworn, was
examined and testified as {follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MORRIS:
0] Mr. Miller, please state your name and where

you reside.

A FEugene Miller, 611 West Silver, in Hobbs, New
Mexico.
Q By whom are you employed and in what capacity?

A Getty 0il Company. I am area engineer of the




Hobbs area.

Q Will you please state briefly your ecducation
and experience in the petroleum industry?

A I was graduated from Texas Tech in 1958, Bachelor
of Science and petroleum engineering. I started to work
for Getty 0il Company in 1958, in June. Worked for two
years in West Texas:; transferred to East Texas. I worked
about six vears; back to West Texas about two and one half
years and thereafter transferred to Hobbs and have been
there about six months: registered professional engineer
in the State of Texas.

0 Are you familiar with the Getty Oil Company's
application in this case?

A Yes, I am.

MR. MORRIS: Are the witness' qualifications
acceptable?
MR, NUTTER: Yes, they are.

Q (By Mr. Morris) Mr. Miller, please refer to
Exhibit No. 1 in this case, being the plat, and state what
that is, what it shows, please.

A Exhibit No. 1 is a plat in an area of the
Justis Field showing the Getty 0il Company State "BB"

Lease.




It is toward the west side and near the edger
of the field. The red circles indicate Blinebry production;
the green circles Drinkard -- Tubb-Drinkard production and
the red and green circles indicate the dual wells in the
area.

0 This shows the»subject well in the northwest
guarter of the northwest quarter of Section 2, Range 37
East, Township 25 South; is that right?

A That is correct. 1It is sﬁown in green, the
lease.

Q All right. Referring to the tabulation shown
on your Exhibit No. 2 --

A This is a tabulation of the production from
this dual well since completion in May of 1963. The
Blinebry production is tabulated, Blinebry o6il and gas:
then, the Drinkard oil and gas and then both zones have
been added together and total production by month is shown
on this exhibit.

o) All right. ©Now, before discussing the data shown
there, would you also refer to the graph, being Exhibit No.
3?

A Exhibit.No. 3 is a plot of the production since

completion of the two wells. It shows the trends that the
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production has made over the vears.

Q Does this data shown on Exhibit No. 2 ard the
graph shown on Exhibit No. 3 reflect the erratic behavior
of the production from these two zones in this well since
latter part of 19682

A Yes, it does. It shows that during these first
years, in 1963, '64 and '65, the wells were pretty well
at top allowable and then the decline over.about two and
a half vears was fairly steady for the two, and somethinq
happenedé in the earlier part of 1968 to cause the pro-
duction from the two wells to deviate in two different
directions as shown.

This was not apparent to us, since we did not
keep the curves plotted together. They were plotted

3 e 9 - L T
his until just Lhnis past

0 When was the problem brought to your attention?
A We ran yearly tests on the State "BB" No. 2, as
is required and I might point out at this point that the
State "BB" is nct a conventional completion.
It is a slim hole completion with two strings
of two and seven-eighths inch tubing cemented in. There

is no packer. But, as required, we ran the packer leakage
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test over the yvears and had no indication of leaks -
until last October.

A leakage was indicated and then backing up
slightly, the Blinebry was oput on the pump back in 1966,
about August. It picked up the production slightly at
that time and it has been pumping until last August, at
wnich time we decided to pull the pump for a routine job.

The -- we had a hard time killing the well.
The paraffine was built up fairly strong at the top and
we were hot oiling down one side and the other until we
finally got into the well.

We pulled a pump and pulled it into and after
an extensive working over, trying to‘qet the pump out,

we found that the well would flow and we swabbed it in

and it has been flowing since August.

This, we couldn't understand. Then, in October,
the packer leakage test indicated a leak between the two.
At that time, I plotted up this decline curve that we have
here on semi-log paper. It was apparent then that something
had happened back in 1968,

MR. NUTTER: That packer leakage test was October
of 'A% or '697?

THE WITNESS: '69: excuse me. But, it appeared




that something had happened back here in '68. The packer
leakage test in '68 did not indicate it.

Q (By Mr. Morris) The packer leakage or communi-
cation test that was taken in October of '69:; now, was
this situation brought to your attention by Mr. Ramey of
the Hobbs office?

A Yes. Yes, it was.

0 All right.

A At this time, we started looking deeper into
it.

0 Now, what does Exhibit 3 show as to the current

level of production of both oil and gas from the two zones?

A It appears that both zones together are producing --
this is at the bottom of the hole -- about fifty-five barrels
ot oil per day. Out of well, {ifty-five --- they should be

ptoducinq at the botiom of thc hole about twenty-nine barrels
of 0il out of the Tubb-Drinkard and about twenty-seven out of
the Blinebry.
But, at the top of the hole, we are getting fifty-
five out of Blinebrv and about six out of the Drinkard.
0 Now, what is the normal unit allowable for each
of these zones at the present time?

A The normal top allowable woulé he about ninety-five




barrels of oil per day.

0 That would be for each zone?

A For each zone.

0 All right. Please refer to your Exhibit No.

4, being the mechanical diagram, and please explain how
the well was drilled, how it is presently completed.

A As I stated Lufore, this was a slim hole
location, nine and five-eighths inch surface; protective
pipe was set at nine hundred seven feet and drilled out
to sixty-two hundred -- sixty-three hundred feet and two
strings of two and seven-eighths inch pipe were cemented
at that time.

The perforations, as shown on this diagram,
were made and each well was fracture treated to stimulate
the production. At this time, excessive pressure was put
on the cement job which -- if you would expecf a failure,
you would expect it at that time; but there was no failure.

Q Would you be able to speculate as to the source
of the leak that you believe is probably occurring?

A The leaks would have to be in one of three places.
It could be -~ the string cn the right-hand side is the
Tubb-Drinkard string and the string on the left-hand side

is the Blinebry string.




There could be communication across the two
strings at the Blinebry perforations, which would put the
holes and -- the two pipes could be as close as -- well,
they could be laying together inside the hole; the pipes
could be together at that point.

It could be down at the bottom from the Tubb-
Drinkard producing formation or it could be any place in
between the lower Blinebr§ pefforation and the upper
Drinkard perforation, showing a hundred forty-two foot
distance in between the two.

The cement could have aged and caused a channel
in between those two points at the Blinebry perforation
or at the Drinkard perforation down below. I might point
out that the pump barrel and the twn balls and seats that
were left in the hole last Auqust when we pulled it, is
shown.

0 Is there any fluid in the Blinebry string of --
production string?

A EXcuse me.

0 Is there any fluid standinog in the hole below
the perforations on the Blinebry production string?

A Yes. There very well could be. As the Blinebry

is producing, there inherently would be fluid all the way
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down to sixty-three hundred feet in that stving. It
would be stagnant fluid.

Q Have you had bottom hole pressure tests run
on each of these strings?

A Yes, we have. Exhibits --

Q Five and six?

A —-— five and six are bottom hole pressures that
were run on these two zones. You will notice on the
Exhibit No. 6, the Blinebry side, the bomb was set down
at fifty-three hundred feet and extrapolated down to
fifty-five hundred feet; and the bottom hole pressure at
the datum, fifty-five hundred feet, was =2ight hundred
eighty-four pounds.

In Exhibit 5, the bottom hole pressure measured
at fifty-five hundrecd feet was eignit hundred thirty pounds;
a difference of fifty-four pounds between the two zones.

I also point out that the ball ané seat in the
Blinebry sicde would be holding any £luid that got above
it and would not allow it to fall backwards. These bottom

hole pressures were taken after forty-eight hours of shut-in

and the bottom hole pressure on the Blinebry does not indicate

a fluid head in the tubing string, which would be held up
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by the balls anc seats that were left in the Blinebry
side.

0 Were these pressure tests taken specifically
for the purpose of this hearing and to determine the
existence of communication between these zones?

A These were taken after the packer leakage test,
but they were taken specifically for this hearing.

0 What problems would be encountered by attempting
to cure the communication problem that exists?

A Using the present techniques, we are working
in too small a hole to try to patch, and the pacthing
that we have tried inside the tuﬁing has met with little
success at this depth; so, we would have to revert to

squeeze cementing.

The procedure we would have to use is to retrieve
the pump first. 1In August, when we tried to retrieve the
pump, we got hold of it one time and jarred on it for about
two hours and finally broke the top off of it and came out
with the top extension of the barrel.

We made another attempt at this time, before we
swabbed the well in, and couldn't get a hold of it. So,
it will be a fairly tedious job to get the pump barrel

and the balls and seats out so that we can get down to the
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Blinebry perforations where we will have to do our work.

As I said hefore, we will have to squeeze cement
to repair the leak and since the two zones are in communi-
cation, either side that we squeeze we will inherently
squeeze the other side at the same time because the cement
will go through the channel and into the other string of
pive.

We indicated also that the bottom hole pressure
is in the range of eight hundred thirty to eight hundred
eighty-four pounds in either zone. If we do sgqueeze cement,
we will be squeeze cementing against this lower pressure and
we fear that we may permanently damage these zohes when we
do it.

If we are able to get the pump out, run a tracer
survey and find out where the leak is and squeeze cement it,
then we will have to go in and drill the cement out of each
side. This will involve using a two-inch bit inside of
this pipe to érill it out and any time that we have any
trouble and have to fish for it, we will be working with
such small equipment that we fear we may losgse the hole
at any point.

If we are able to sgqueeze it and -- our next

problewm will bhe to put the well bhack on production. Due
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to low pressure the cement will go fairly deep into the
perforations. We may have permanent damage. We will have
to reperforate and restimulate the zones.

Now, if the leaks are directly across from each
other like at the Blinebry perforations, where they could
be -- the two pipes together, with holes in each pipe,
then it would be impossible to squeeze cement and make
that hole. There just would be no area for cement to
remain.

If that's the case, it would bhe impossible to
repair the leak. There are other possibilities; of course,
we don't know how the leak is in there now. But, we are
afraid that we may lose the hole completely if we try to
repair this leék. | -

Q What alternative is there for attempting to cure

P R e W I gy Wy i ]
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A The alternative; we feel, after we find where
the tracer -- if the tracer would indicate where the leak
is, if it's across from the upper perforation, I'm not
sure2 what we can do about it.

0 What do you propose by your application in this

case?

A We propose to continue producing the zones,
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commingled as they are, until depletion. We feel that
producing in this pattern, in keeping the zones at the
lower pressure, would cause less -- would be less chance

in migration of oil to any other zone and the zones could

be depleted in this manner with no loss of production or
oil to any other zone.

Q In your opinion, Mr. Miller, would approval of
your application that is permitting you to continue to
produce the well in its :present condition as a commingled
string, would there bhe less chance of physical waste occur-
rinq by approval of your application than there would by
attempting to cure the communication that exists between

these two zones?

A We feel that there will be because the zones
are open and free to production now and are producing
in accordance with this decline curve that I have shown.
If we attempt to cure this communication, we
may possibly damage either one of the zones c¢r we may
lose the well completely. We feel that chances are maybe

seventy-five percent that we may lose the zone completely

and thereby waste would surely come about.
0 All right. Mr. Miller, I believe you previousiy

pointed out that the combined production from the two zones

ihIIIIIIlIIIIIlIIlIIIIIIlIIlIIlllllIIIIlIIIIllIIIIlIIlIIIIlIII----------------
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is less than the top allowable for either zone. In view
of this, would there be any impairment of correlative
rights of offset operators if your application is approved?
A No. There wouldn't be since the combined pro-

duction of the both of them is less than the top allowable
- of either zone and my Exhibit No. 3 indicates that each
_zone is probably giving about half of the production that
is being made now.

MR. MORRIS: At this time, Mr. Examiner, we
will offer into evidence Applicant's Exhibits 1 through
6.

MR. NUTTER: Applicant's Exhibits 1 through 6
will be admitted in evidence.

MR, MORRIS: That's all I have of Mr. Miller
on direct.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NUTTER:

0 Mr. Miller, has any attempt been made to date
to try ¢o correct this communication?

A No, sir.

o) The only attvennt you have made is to obtain
the blessing of the Commission to the communication: is

that correct?
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A That is correct.

MR. NUTTER: Are there any further questions

of Mr. Miller? He may be excused.
(Witness excused).

MR, NUTTER: Do you have anything further, Mr.
Morris?

MR. MORRIS: No, sir.

MR. NUTTER: Does anyone have anything they
wish to offer in Case 4289? Take the case under advise-

ment.




WITNESS
EUGENE MILLER
Direct Examination by Mr. Morris

Cross Examination by Mr. Nutter

Applicant's Exhibits
1 through 6
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
) ss
COUNTY OF BERNALILLO )
I, GLENDA BURKS, Court Reporter in and for the
County of Bernalillo, State of New Mexico, do hereby
certify that the foregoing and attached Transcript of
Hearing before the New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission

was reported by me; and that the same is a true and correct

record of the said proceedings to the best of my knowledge,

skill and ability.

Z'} 4
Idéf/ézzugg,lgltaléa,

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

March 12, 1973

£ er .LL‘

} do hereby ocertify that thn tr, ooiie

8 cosplota rusurd af iRy noeanen R

the Zriclacr heavigyg of Usaw | - 7227
we o L) .

av Motlco 011 Consa&vaifﬁn L .f
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o My, ' DAVID F. CARGO
SEA O1L CONSERVATION COMMISSION S
E m ;‘ STATE OF NEW MEXICO ALEX J. ARMUIO
Ty e & P. C. BOX 2088 - SANTA FE
TIPS STATE GEOLOGIST
FNY $7801 A. L. PORTER. JR.
BECRETARY - DIRECTOR
February 3, 1970
Mr. Richard S. Morris Re: Case No. 4289
Montgomery, Federici, Andrews, Order No. R-3915

Hannahs & Morris
Attorneys at Law

Post Office Box 2307 —-Getty Oil Company
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Applicant:

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced Commis-
sion order recently entered in the subject case.

Very truly yours,

/A b,

A. L. PORTER, Jr.
Secretary-Director

ALP/ir
Copy of order also sent to:

Hobbs OCC X
Artesia OCC
Aztec OCC

Other




i BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Qr THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

'IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL COMSERVATION
| COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR

| THE PURPOSE OF CUNSIDERING:

§ CASE No. 4289
; Order Mo. R-~3915

/ APPLICATION OF GETTY OIL COMPANY

. FOR DOWNHOLRE COMMINGLING, LEA COUNTY,

' NEW MEXICO,

ORDER OF c 108

%
!
]

: BY THE COMMISSION:

g
§ This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on January 7, 1970,
;at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel §£. Nutter.

3 NOW, on this_ 3rd  Aay of February, 1970, the Commission, a
; quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the recozd,
jiand the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised

‘in the premises,

|
{
FINDS:
I
% (1) That due public notice having been given as required by
|

?law, the Commission hag jurisdiction of this cause and the subject
'matter therecf.

:' (2) That the applicant, Getty 0Oil Company, is the Zperator

. of the State "BB" Well No. 2, located in Unit D of Section 2,

. Township 25 South, Range 37 East, NMPH, Lea County, Naw Maxico.

; (3) That gaid well is presently completed and equipped to

. produce oil from perforations in the Justis-Blinebry Pool from
5386 feet to 5774 feet and from perforations in the Justis Tubb- |
Drinkard Pool from 5916 feet to €220 feet through parallel
strings of 2 7/6-inch casing cemented in a common well-hore.

(4) That the evidence indicates that *he Blinebry zone
should he producing about 27 barreles of o0il per day and that
the Tubb-Drinkard zone should be producing about 29 barrels
of oil per day.




| -2~
'CASE No. 4289
‘Ordet No. R-3915

(S) That about 55 barrels of oil per day is being produced
‘trom the Blinebry string of casing and about 6 barrels of oil per
:day is being produced from the Tubb-Drinkard string of casing.

(6) That the evidence establishes that the subject sones
;are in communication with each other in the common well-bore.

‘ (7) That the evidence establishes that oil from the Tubb-
‘Drinkard formation or Tubb-Drinkard casing string, or both, is

- escaping into either the Blinebry formation or into the Blinebry
‘casing string, or both.

4
: (8) That the applicant proposes to continue producing the
;subject well in its present condition commingling the production
.from the subject pools in the common well-bore.

i (9) That dlmage may result to either or both of the subject
‘resexvoirs if the subject well is continued to be produced in its
‘prclont condition, thus causing waste and a violation of correl-
iativo rights.

(10) That the subject application should be denied.

{(11) That the subject well should be repaired in order to

gprovcnt communication within the well-bore of the subject zones.
b .
i

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: i

(1) That the subject application is hereby denjied.

(2) That the applicant, Getty Oil Company, is hereby ordered:
. to take immediately such remedial action as is necessary to prevenn
communication between the Justisg-Blinebry and Justis Tubb- Drinkard
Pools in the well-bore of its State “BB" Well No. 2, located in
Unit D of Section 2, Township 25 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico,

(3) That jurisdiction of thie cause is retained for the
entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem neces-
sary.
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‘CASE No. 4289
t;o:dor No. R-3915
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1
i
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i
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1
! g DOMR at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove
: idoalgnat.d.

% SETATE OF NEW MEXICO

% ON COMMISSION

2 -F. irman
?; ¢f3f@,ﬁm/f

- ARULIO;Mekber

A. L. PORTER, Jr., Member & Secretary

esr/




Do k=2t No. =70

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY - JANJUARY 7, 1v%.0

9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVATION COMMISS5ION CONFERENIE RolM,
STATE LAND OFEFICE BUILDING - SANTA -E, NEW MEXT]J

The following cases will be neard before Daniel S. Nuttsr, Examiner, or
A, L, Porter, Jr., Alternatec Exsminer:

CASE 4286: Application of Gulf 0il Zorporzation for an excepticn to Order
No. R-3221, as amended, Eddy County, New Mexico. applitant,
in the above-styled cause, seeks an exXteption to Ordsr No.
R-3221, as amended, which order prohibits the dispoesial of watar
produced in conjuncition with the production <f o0il on thte
surface of the ground in Lea, Eddy, Cnaves, and Roogavlet
Counties, New Mexico. Said exzeption would be fcr applicantfs
Littlefield "AB" Federal ieassz, leocated in Section 22, Tewnship
18 South, Range 31 East, Shugart Fi=ld, Eddy County, New Maxico,
Applicant seeks authority to dispose of calt water precduced by
wells on said lease in uniined surface pits in said Sestion 22.

CASE 4287: Application of Continental 0il Company, for a waterilcod
expansion and unorthodox injection well lozaticn, Eddy Zounty,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-stylsd sauve, szeks
authority to expand its Forest Donahue Waterfliocd rr:jent,
Forest Pool, by the injecticn of water through one zdaiticnzl
well lozated at an unorthcedox lozation 1960 fs=et from the Noxth
line and 1450 feet frcm ths West line of S=c¢tion 55, Township
16 South, Range 29 East, Eddy Ccunty, New Mexico.

-,

»

CASE 4288: Application of Wood, MuShans and Thams-JIrlozade 1or sn uan-
ortheodox o0il well lozation and waterflocd expansicn. Lea
County, New Mexi.to. Applicants, in the above-styled muss,
seek authority to drill their Well No. 63, a pireduzing 211 well.
3t an uncrthodex loratisn 2740 fest from the osouth tinz: nd
1280 fezet from tthe East line < f Section 30. Township . Soutl;
Range 37 East, a3 an infill well in the sumblz 01l o ~=iining
Compeny State "M~ Lzase Waterflood frcjw-i. 1usngilz-.usttiix
Pool, L2 County. New Mexiee, Applivants tuwrtnsy @3k to
expand zaid projz:t by the ~oaversidn o water 1nj: trvn ol
theic Walls Nos, 27 snd 39 lczsted. resp: tlively, 1n Unius
and ¢ of said Seution 30. Applivants als. €2k 4 pr.ot.Gwre
wnereby addition#ali produing walis and 1n):ittion wos oo T
orthodox and uncrrthodox lo:avion:s in said projeit mhy b-
approved administr=stivaely.




Jandary 7, 1970 - Examiner Hearing
-2- Dolket No, 1-70

CASE 4289: Application of Getty 0il Company for downhole <cmmingling, Lea
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-stylad cause,
seeks authority to commingle production from the Justis-Blinebry
and Justis-Tubb Drinkard Pools in the wellbore of its State
“BB" Well No. 2 located in Unit D of Section 2, Township 25
South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexico.

CASE 4290: Application of Getty 0Oil Company for a non-standard oil
proration unit, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the
above-styled cause, seeks approval of an 80-acre non-standard
proration unit comprising the SE/4 NE/4 and the N£E/4 SE/4 of
Section 29, Township 18 South, Range 38 East, Hobbs-Drinkard
Pool, Lea County, New Mexico, said unit to be dedicated to 3
well to be drilled at a standard location in the NE/4 SE/4 of
said Section 29.

CASE 3993: (Reopened)

In the matter of Case No. 3993 being reopened pursuznt to the
provisions of Order No. R-3644, which order established 160-
acre spacing units for the North Baum-Upper Pennsylvanisn Fool,;
Lea County, New MexXico, for a one-year periocd. All intarested
parties may appear and show cause why said pool should not be
developed on less than 160-acre units and why the proportional
factor of 4.77 assigned to the pool should or should not be
retained.

CASE 4202: (Reopened)

In the matter of Case 4202 being rsopenad at the raguest of the
applicant, Mobil 0il Corporuation. Applicant, in the original
hearing of this case, sought permission to instituts & water-
flood project in the Langlie Mattix Queen Unit Ar=a, iLanglie-
Mattix Pool, by the injeuction of water into the Quuen sand
formation through 17 inje:stion wells at orthodox snd unorthodoax
locations in Sections 10, 11, 14, 15, 22, and ¢3, Trwnship ¢S5
South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexiuo., Tne wommission,
by Order No. R-3823, authorized the applicant to injeat water
through 16 wells and denied the applicant authority to inject
water through the proposed injection Well Ne. 14 to be drilied
660 feet from the North line and 1220 feet from tne West line
of said Section 1l4. Applicant seeks authority to now zomplete
said Well No. 14 as a watzsr injsction well, alleging that
negotiations for the acquisition or inclusion of a reage cff-
setting said Well No. 14 have not been suu.esrriu’ . that fallure
to inject water through the weil will result in the Ins: O
approximately 200,000 bsrrels of nil, and thst :-1d ainje-tion
will not wviolates the .arreistive righte of the offzet wporistorn




January 7, 1970 - Examiner Hearing
-3~ Dosket No. 1-70

CASE 4291: Application of Atlanti~ Richfield Company for «ult water dic-
posal, Lea County, New Mexicco. Applicznt, in the abovz-
styled cause, seeks authority te dispose of produced sait water
into the Yates formation in the perforated and open-hcle in-
terval from 2892 feet to 3164 fest in its W. ¥, Hanagan Well
No. 4 located 2173 feet from the South ard West linszs of Section
12, Township 25 South, Range 36 East, Jalmat Pool, Lea {ounty,
New Mexico.

CASE 4292: Application of Continental 2il Company for a non-standard gas
proration unit, Lea Countv, New Mexico. Applicant, in the
above-styled cause,seeks the consolidation of two existing non-
standard gas proration units into onz2 320-~acre ncn-standard unit
comprising the S/2 N/2 and the SE/4 of Section 1. Township 22
South, Range 36 East, Eumont Gas Pool, Lea County, New Msxico.
to be dedicated to its Lockhart B-1 Wells Nos. 4 and 6. locatsad
in Units G and P, respectively, of said Section 1, Appiicant
further seeks authority to prcduce the allowsable assigned to
said unit from either of the aforesaid wzlls in any proportion.

CASE 4778: {(Continued from the December 17th Examiner Hezring and will be
dismissed) .
Application of Anne Burnett Windfohr. dba Windfohr 0il lcmpany,
for an exception to Order No. R-3221, as amended, Eddy Jounty,
New Mexico. Applicant, in ths above-styled cause, seaks an
exception to Order No. R-3221, as amended, which order prohibits
the disposal of water produced in conjunction with the production
of 0il on the surface of the ground in Lea, Eddy., Chaves, and
Roosevelt Counties, New Mexico. Said exception wouid be for
applicant's Gissler B .Wells Nos, 11 and 12, lcouvated, f=asSpea-
tively, in Units J and i of Section 23, Township .7 Scuth,
Range 30 East, Jackson-Abo rcol, Eddy (ounty. New MexiTo,
Applicant seeks authority tec disposze of =3lt water prcducad
by said wells in unlined surfz-e pits in the vicinity of said
wells,

CASE 4279: {Continued from the Daceambzr l7th EXaminer [zaring and will be
dismissed) .
Application of Anne Burnstt Windfohr. dba Windrch: il company .
for an exzeption to Order No. r-3221, as am=ndsd. bBddy ounty,
New Mexico. Applicant, in trie above-stylsG cauce, &e2KsE an
exception tc Order No. R-30:1 az amended, whi:h order pronibits
the disposal of water produced in conjunacticn witn ths produi-
tion of o0il on the surfare of the ground in [L=za Eddy. Chaves,

and Roosevelt {ounties, Naw Mexico. Said =wcaptlion would be
for applicant’s Gig-ler B Wazll No. 4 loated 1r Leolt b of
Section 8, Townsaip 17 South  Range 20 Easn. Graybuarg-wokoon
Pool, Eddy County, New Mexicce. applicant o240 3utnority t7o
dispoce of =alt watzr produs2i by 314 w21l oo on oanoan.doul -
face pit in the vizinity of suid w=lil.
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GEITY OIL COMPANY
STATE "BB" NO. 2. (OLD GEITY STATE "G" NO. 2)
JUSTIS FIELD (BLINEBRY AND DRINKARD ZONES) -
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO |

-

PRODUCING ZONE

DATE : BLINEBRY - DRINKARD BOTH ZONES
oil Gas . oll Gas . oY
 Bol. MCF Bbl. MCF . Bbl.

1963 May 840 1585 841 835 . 1681
June 185 103k 1351 1342 . © 2836 ¢
July 1682 - S 1171 1520 1509 . 320
Auvgust 1626 . 1132 1459 . 1lkg . 3085
September 1574 ' 992 ' - 1425 . 1415 2999
October 1710 - 1190 - 1619 * 1608 .3329
November 1412 18 § 1553 135 2965
December 1701 -179 1506 - 23 . "0

1964 January 1825 29k 1309 132 - 3134
February 1325 1011 1399 1290 272k
March 1635 1335 1810 229 3445
April 1507 1523 1462 1878 . 2969
May 1632 1717 - 1k 1924 . 3056
June 179 2019 1686 3027 3165 *
July 1613 . 22k8 .. 1330 2lss 2943
August 1349 2124 1683 3490 3032 -
September 1570 1823 1757 2658 3327
October - 1622 1852 | 1226 1819 X 2848
November 1386 1676 1530 2391 2916
December 1705 16h7 1626 2729 3331

1965 January 1642 2385 1578 4112 322Q
February 1541 © 2159 ~o1sk 3888 3082
Merch 198 2281 1667 Lgo8 3165
April 1547 2538 1560 Lehs 3107
May 1317 3409 1705 3594 - c3022.
June 1523 6593 1536 2734 3059
July 151k 9709 - . 1758 10,388 - 372
August 1752 6245 . 1027 1543 2779 -
September 1055 W3 1259 2386 . 2314

, October 143k 5899 1327 2302 12761,
November 1599 Lok 792 b 2391
December 1643 7209 9% 1858 2637

BEFCTT T LRNUTTER e
1 LU COMMITTL % "
Co BT NO. 4
JUDUR, SRR - ‘_ _14




-STATZ "BB" NO. 2 (OLD GETTY STATE "G" NO. 2) PAGE N0. af T
PRODUCING ZONE
DATE BLINEBRY DRINKARD . BOPH ZOMES
0il Gas 0il Gas 01l Gas
Bl. MNP Bbl. MCF Bol.  McP
1966 January 1725 k629 1210 3L 2935 8400 -
: February 1498 5600 1277 2013 2775 613
March 1590 T006 1288 2393 2878 9399
April 1397 4999 - 915 1380 2312 6379
May kot 5730 1303 = 2831 2710 8561
June 1062 SuT7 1489 Loo7 2551 9574
July 872 k699 . 1h3k k123 , 2306 8822
August 768 2618 | 1254 5363 20e2 7981
September 1060 . 3460 1380 5651 C_2khko 9111
October 1147 L1222 - 1337 hshl - 248k 8666
November 1132 4351 1225 L 52 . 2357 8303
December 986 -3160 1313 3980 299 - T1ko
1967 January 983 2757 137k 3643 - 2357 6400
February 8869 2666 1151 326 2040 5930
March 989 , 3155 1218 3674 . 2207 .6829
April 956 3071 1098 3335 205k " 6k06
May 855 : 3666 o84 1875 1839 +.5541
June 931 Lhg0 1033 2214 1964 6704
July 970 4115 888 To2027 - 1858, 6142
August 967 4637 928 1978 1895 6615
September 928 L5kl 904 1968 1832 6512
October RT Ty 965 2073 1892 6551
November 0k 3428 950 1603 1854 5031
December 922 3623 . 956 1672 1878 5295 -
1968 January 882 3548 -, 91T 1767 ' 1859, 5315
. February 826 3262 908 1595 1734 - k857
March 86k 3550 4 932 © 1715 1796 5255
April 842 3577 901 1718 1743 5295
May 1099 - 3159 971 2838 2076 5997
June k30 -7 3607 S 735 1022 2165 5593
July 1597 3946 636 3941 2233 7887
August a7 Leh3- - 457 3763 187k 8406
September 1612 hi21 493 3191 2105 7312
October 1841 4788 Lok 3063 . 2305 T851
November 1743 - 4228 , 450 2769 2193 6997
December . .1483 3793 372 2409 1855 6202
1969 January 1696 199 310 ° 4983 - - 2006 6979
February 1157 3448 280 2089 1437 5537
March 1201 2034 310 1322 . 1511 3356
April 1729 2900 300 1276 2029 4176
May 1986 2179 372 225 . 2358 a2Lol
June 1433 2327 240 207 . 1673, 2534
July 1163 1872 137 116 1300 1988
August 1881 5921 248 557 2129 6478
September 1901 T2k 90 242 1991 7536
October 1674 . - 6577 90 257 -, - X176k 6834
November 1648 5326 - 165 373 . . 1813 ! 5699
CUMULATIVE o o
12-1-69 107,713 272,498 8h,976 194,020 . 192,691 k66,518




GETTY OIL COMPANY e
STATE "BB" #2 2,9
NW/4 NW/4 Sec.2, 5 o
T25S R37E °
Justis Field oo
Lea County, New Mex. 3 v
Tubb-Drinkard & o
Blinebry Dual Ja
L2
9-5/8",364/ft, J-55 @907"'
J (Circrlated Cement)
Cement Top €1300' w/Temp.
Survey
A
Pump Barrel w/2 Ball & Seats
Hold down & Pack off s0
0o 0
[ 4 ] .
Blinebry Perfs. - ogo °€ Blinebry
5386-94" 152 -
5404-08'" ol P 0.
5418-22" o o b, -
5428-32" 4 0%, ¢ e
5464-68" o N 2N
5556~64" S s =] L
5618-36" c Do’ P’
5690-94" o N !
5742"'46. g o Oc o;
5764-68" o 00, 0,
5770-74" ﬂ--%fi- %
P 00 j; Blinebry
o . A Nhh
IS e i . L7, q T
NIUTTED | ) °
BEFORE EXAMINER Bt p 5
e I TR I o] Tubb Drinkard
O COMomins s i ‘ ; ‘;0 o Perfs.
S MO L AN °l 5916-~22
ApP- T 2 “ : 393336
i CHST et '_V___._:‘:‘;‘:___ o oob g - 5954-63
T 0 o 5976-82
0y o 5990-6000
fon 0 6046-66
o . 6072-75
5 o 6095-6110
b o] 6119-24
) 6134-46
. 6155-62 '
. 6194-6204
.2 6216-20
o °° w/2 per ft.
% 0
Two Strings 0 2o| PBTD 6270
2-7/8",6.58/ft, J-55 86300° o %,




3
COLpeReon RAAINES HAELRIG COMPAIY
' b“‘ LI)N':}&T'\” ‘l‘ -V __.:_,, e PHONE EXsrrss 3.3813
KB NO. EE:M"W”, 611 GRIMES
— P O BOX 1829
CASE NO (f/ <l 51 HOBBS., NEW MEXICO
ROT TOM HOLE PRESSURE RECORD
OPERATOR CETTY Oi1L Company
FIELD . . JUST!S  FORMA{TONTUBBDR INKARO Depth Pressure Gradient
LEASE. . . STATE B8 wrilNoe.2 . 0 721 -
county  LEa StateNeEw Mexico 1000 730 . 009
pDATE . 12-9-69 IME 9:00 AM 2000 752 .022
Status SHUT [N . Test depth . 5500! 3000 774 . 022
Time S. B9.0 HRS Law test date. INITIAL 4000 796 .022
Tub Pres... . 121 BHP last test. = - L 4500 807 .022
Cas. Pres... = COBHP chanee . = 5000 8186 .022
Ekv_3190 KB . thid wp - None 5300 825 .023
Dawm. “23%0) Wite: tep NonE . 5500 830 .025
Temp. . Rune by - . WEAVER
Cal. \OA_4586N - Chart No. 2
— et e 'TESSUTE _
0 Y _ v 2000
o o s s S ey nan B T R e . — ,

138
22!
PR

I
T

rargssses
184

Depth

v
FESL S84 44000 IOlt LeRadansts ant




LOLENHN

ﬁ%‘éﬂﬂhﬂﬁéﬂiﬂﬁréﬁ 1P

OPERATOR
FIEL.D . _
LEASE . .
COUNTY .
DATE .-
Status. SHU

T.

iL‘C\ 7['{ \EA(V{A T IL"N

LOFAKGS AT PHONE EXsness 3.3813
C -
___EAMIBIT ’ 611 GRIMES
o . HENO, —-—-—él«.___ F O BOX 1829 |
CASE NL%W.EQ;Z_QEL__‘__ HOBBS. NEW MEXICO |

LO T TOM HOL

Gerty O1L ComPany
JUSTES  poryaTioN BLINEBRY

State 88
Lea STa

12-9-69 TIMPE

N lew depth

Time S 1 48- OHRS L.ast test date

Tub Pres. 335

Cas. Pres..

CBHP last st
BHP chanee

EIC\'._,3]90'KB. - Flid top
Datuin. ("2310) ~ Water top
Temp. W 1930F _Run by

Cal. NoAA5BAN | i No.

0

200

well No. 2

i New Mextico
8:00 Am
5300
INI1TLAL

4168

5000
WLAVER
1

e e e e PTEsSsUYE

. PRESSURE l\E( ORI)

brepth Pressuie Gradient
335
1000 346 .01
2000 357 .01
3000 368 . 011
40C0 380 .012
4500 506 .252
5000 672 .33
5300 799 .423
5500(=-2310) £84*= (.423)
¥ CXTRAPOLATED PRESSURE

2000

1000 1500

4

o
VS8 oo

boé

tosbovat

snads

bes
131t

o
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- FOR APPROVAL OF DOWNHCLE COMMINGLING, J?Z%i
JUSTIS BLINEBRY AND JUSTIS TUBB- No. 4;?7 S/
- DRINKARD POOLS, LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
APPLICATION OF GETTY OIL COMPANY

APPLICATTION

Comes now Getty 0l11 Company and applies to the New Mexico

0il Conservatlon Commission for approval of downhole commingling

%of production from the Justis Blinebry and Justis Tubb-Drinkard i

5Pools, and in support of its application states: §

" No. 2 located in Unit D of Section 2, T. 25 S., R. 37 E., Lea

' Justis Blinebry Zone appears to be between 50-55 barrels of oil
- per day and production from the Tubb-Drinkard Zone appears to be

‘:approximately 5-8 barrels of oil per day; however, due to com-

- is producing approximately half of the total production from
. this well,

1. Applicant is the operator of the Getty State "BB" Well
County, New Mexico.

2. The subject well is completed in the Justis Blinebry and

in the Justis Tubb-Drinkard Pools. Present production from the i

munication between the two zZones it i1s probable that each zone

3. Tne expense of curing the communication that appears to
exist between these zones at the present time would be prohibi-
tive and, unless this application is granted, it will be necessary:
to shut in one of the producing zones.

i, This application can be granted withoub causing waste or
impairing correlative rights. Conversely, waste will occur and
correlative rights will be impaired unless the application is
granted,

WHEREFORE, Getty 011 Company requests that this application

be set for hearing before the Commission or one of its examiners

DOCKET MAILED

Dot "?’27’47




and that the Commission enter its order approving this appli-

cation.

MONTGOMERY, FEDERICI, ANDBEWS,
HANNAHS & MORRIS

By

"’
Santa Fe, Néw Mexico 87501
Attorneys for Getty 011 Company

o T
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GMH/esr
Jaiwwary 30, 1970 BEFORE THE ULlL CUNSERVATIUN COMMISS LON
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEX1CO
a

IN THE MATTER OF THFE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION '

COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR ‘
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:

- \ : CASE No. _ 4289
RN ! 3 N o7 .
%ﬁﬁfb/ | Ekiff'f g Order No. R-:é /Z><§;
/ \\ . | v- (“?’/“)

A->';h/'«A[Cf(/1.
PPLICATION OF GETTY OIL COMPANY ¢ € df

.}/ FOR” POWNHOLE COMMINGLING, LEA COUNTY, S e O
NEW/MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on January 7 p 19422,
at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examirer _Daniel S. Nutter

NOW, on this day of _February , 19¢/70, the Commission, a
guorum being present, having considered the testimony, the record,
and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised
in the premises,

FINDS:
(1) That due public notice having been given as required by

law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the subject
matter thereof.

(2) That the applicant, Getty 0il Company, is the operator
of the State "BB" Well No. 2, located in Unit D of Section 2,
Township 25 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

(3) That said well is presently completed and equipped to
produce oil from perforations in the Justis-Blinebry Pool from
5386 feet to 5774 feet and from perforations in the JustisfTubb-—
Drinkard Pool from 5916 feet to 6220 feet through parallel
strings of 2 7/8-inch casing Cpmented in a common well-bore.

i [ i ! ~ i '{A

(4) That  the Blinebry zone should be producing about 27

A}

barrels of 0il per day and that the Tubb~Drinkard zone should be

producing about 29 barrels of oil per day.

iillIIllIIIIIlIlllllIll________________________________________________________________



(5} That about 55 barrels of oil per day is being produced
from the Blinebry string of casing and about 6 barrels of oil per
jday is being produced from the TubbeDrinkard string of casing.

(6) That the evidence establishes that the subject zones

are in communication with each other in the common well-bore.

(7) 'That the evidence establishes that oil from the Tubb =~

1 wTM““‘j““ﬂl""“O
!Drinkard formationpis escaping into either the Blinebry formation

or into the Blinebry casing string, or both.
(8) That the applicant proposes to continue producing the
. subject well in its present condition commingling the production

from the subject pools in the common well-bore.

(9) That damage may result to either or both of the subject

reservoirs if the subject well is continued to be produced in its

present condition, thus causing waste and a violation of correl-
fative rights.

(10) That the subject application should be denied.

j (11) That the subject well should be repaired in order to

Eprevent communication within the well-bore of the subject zones.

i IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That the subject application is hereby denied.

(2) That the applicant, Getty Oil Company, is hereby ordered

i - -
- to takejsuch remediai action as is necessary to prevent communica-|

' tion between the Justis-Blinebry and JustisqTubb~Drinkard Pools

in the well-bore of its State "BB" Well No. 2, located in Unit D

. of Section 2, Township 25 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea County,

New Mexico.

(3) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the

. entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary.

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove
"~ designated.

|




