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‘”appLLgant, ana L have two w1tnesses to be sworn.

MR. NUTTER: Call next Case Number 7452.
MR. PEARCE:;,Appllcatlon of Superlor 011
Company for an unorthodox well location, Lea County, New

Mexico.

MR. COFFIELD: Conrad Coffield, with the

fﬂlnkle Law Flrm in Midland, Texas, appearlng on behalf of the o

{Witnesses sworn.)

ROBERT E. WARMBRODT
beinrg called as a witness and being duly sworn upon his oath,

testified as follows, to-wit:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. COFFIELD:

Q All right, Mr. Warmbrodt, for the record
would you please state your name, address, occupation, and
employer?

A Robert E_. Warmbrodt, Midland, ‘rexas.

I'm employed by Superior 0il.
0 And in what position are you employed?
A I'm an Exploration Supervisor.

Q Have you previously testified before
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'geology at the University of Missouri, Columbia, 1974.

4
the 0il Conservation Division as a geologist?.
. A, o No.
193 For the Examiner's benefit and for the

record, would you piease give a resume of your educational
background and work experience?

A . . I have a Bachelor of Scidnde dagrea in. -

I have a Master of Arts degree in geology,

University of Missouri, Columbia, 1975.
From 1975 through '78 I was employed as
a geophysicist by Exxon USA in Midland in the Delaware Basin
of southeast New Mexico and west Texas.
From '78 through '80 I was an explora-
tionist with Superior 0il in the Delaware and Valverde Basins)
From 1980 to the present>I‘§e been Divi-
sion Exploration Supervisor in west Texas and southeast New
Mexico, with both geological and geophysical responsibili-
ties.
I'm a member of the American Association
of Petroleum Geologists and the West Texas Geological Society
0. Are you familiar with Superior's appli-
cstion in this case?
A, Yes;

0 - And likewise, are you familiar with the

Rl ki,
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property involved and the geological features in this pros-
pect?
A Yes, I am.

oy

MR. COFFIELD: 1Is the witness considered

B VA ASE DI T SO NS

quéiiégéé; Mr. Examiner? N
MR. NUTTER: Yes, he is.

Q. . Mr. Warmbrodt, would you please state
what it is that‘Superior seeks by this application?

A We are‘seeking approvéi of an unorthodox
Atoka gas well location té be ‘drilled 1980 feet -from the
south line and 2480 feet ffém the east line of Section 14,
Township 23 South, Range 32 East, Lea County. The south
half of that Section 14 will be dedicated to the well.

) Mr. Warmbrodt, in order to give the
Examiner kind of an overall view of what the situation is
here on this particular location, would you very briefly
state what factors it is that have caused Superior to seek
this particular appiicacion?

A Yes. The Noc. 1 Triste Draw Federal

‘Well was drilled 500 feet east of the presently proposed

location. It was drilled through the Atcka formation where
logs and tests indicated potential production.
We encountered mechanical problems

during the completion attempt and left the hole jugged with

R - DRSNS S TN
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the Atoka.

‘and please describe that exhibit-and explain what it shows?

location with a red circle and red arrow, and shows that the

respect to fhé’Atoka potential pay.

| | ‘= 0ur proposed location, the No. 2 Triste
Draw Federal, 500 feet to the west of the original well, is
a twin to the original we11;‘£he No. 1 Triste braw'Federal,

and it will be drilled ‘in order to attempt a completion in

Y P NS e

Q. Okay, now would you go to Exhibit One

A Exhibit One is a land plat of the Triste
Draw area. It shows the No. 1 Triste Draw Well w _-h the
green arrow.

It shows the No. 2 Triste Draw proposed

No. 2 Triste Draw proposed Location is 500 feet west of the
existing No. 1 Well.

This plat also shows Superior's‘lease—
hold“pdsition with the yellow borders. Superior controls
all possible offsetiing prorsticn units except for the south-
west diagonal ©
22, and 40 acres in the west half of Section 13, which is
controlled by American Quazar.

Our proposed location, shown in red,

directly offsets only Superior controlled acreage.

e,

0. Okay, would vou go to Exhibit Two, plea
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_ Mr. Warmbrodt, and describe that exhibit, please?

- seismic indicates that both the No. 1 Triste Draw Well, shown

A Exhibit Number Two is a structure map

on top of the Atoka formation in the Triste Draw area. Our

again with the green arrow, and the No. 2 Triste Draw pfo—

posed location, shown with the red arrow, to be on the east
flank of a north/south trending structural nose.

The nose is bounded by a down to the
west fault.

This map shows that we expect gentle
east dip in the area. The two wells shown to the ﬁest, one
with the blue arrow in the northwest part of the map, and
then in the south, directly south of that with the orange
arrow, I will discuss when I discuss Exhibit Number Four.

Q Okay, let's go to the next exhibit, Ex-
hibit Number Three.

A Exhibit Number Three is a.compensated

neutron formation density log over ° 1e upper Atoka interval

T+ rhnarre 2ho A
B N S [S 2R ANALAYS N B AN A

in the No. 1 Triste Draw Well.
upper and lower Atoka and shows the perforated interwvals,

which are colored red on this log, in what we call the Upper
Atoka No. 4 Sands, those depths between 14,405 feet and 14,47

feet.

Log calculations on this log and other




1 ) 8
2 logs show porosity in thgséAzonés rangihg from 3 to ? 1/2
3‘ percent and water saturations fron 17 to 48 percent. And
4 rthere'gre 28 féet of net possible pay in the Upper Atoka No.
5 4 Sands.
6 We attempted to complete this well, the
7'} 0. i Well, from these perforations and were encouraged by
8 the test dété that we saw. Mechanical problems forced us
9 to abandon the Atoka zone and complete the well Trom - tiie-
10 Wolfcamp. The next witnéss, Mr. West, will more fully dis-
11 cuss our Atoka completion attempt.
12 Q Just very briefly, then, would you say
13 | you'fe submitting this exhibit to show that -- that it's --
14 it indicated good reservoir quality?
15 A Yes.
16 | Q Of the Atoka? Let's go on, then, to
i 17 Exhibit Four, please, anrd discuss that.
18 | A. Exhibit Number Four is an .Isopach map
19 of the Atoka -- Upper Atoka No. 4 Sandstone in the Triste
20 Draw area.
21 : You should note that the No. 1 Triste
22 Draw Well, shown again with the green arrow, had 28 feet of
23 Upper Atoka No. 4 Sandstones. The No. 4 Sands are productive
24 elsewhere in the area. The Getty, No. 1 Getty Federal 24,
25 shown in the northwest with the blue arrow, had a calculated
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% 1

s 2 , absolute open flow of 5 028 nllllon cubic feet per day from

%;_ L 3 42 feet of net Upper Atoka No. 4 Sand. That well was com=-

%‘ 4 ' ”pi;ted‘xn February of '81. e
§~ 5 - The, south of that, the Texas American

gx* 6 WO TITTOAA 28 Mol mhanm i bk “the :r::gc-Sﬁ?nw,“has;ﬁngnmgbu;

7 duced 14.3 billion cubic feet of gas from the Upper Atoka

T

Lime, and No. 4 Sandstone, and there are 32 feet of sandstone

& 8
é. 9 present.
; ‘ 1o | While this map demonstrates good reser-
E 11 voir --'or rather; go6d Upper Atcka potential in the Triste
: 12 Draw area, we should note that the sparse control in the area
%-ﬁf 13 of our proposed No. 2 Well, éhown again with the red dot and
" 14 the red arrow, introduces a progressively higher risk with
f 15 “the increasing distance from the No. 1 Well,tlial the reservoij
16 guality Upper Atoka Sands would nof be present, and therefor,
3 , 17 our location, as close as possible to the No. 1 Well, should
i 18 decrease this risk.
19b 0 Mr. Warmbrcdt, were these Exhibits One
20 tﬁrough Four prepared by you or under your supervision?
21 A Yes, except for Exhibit Number One.
22 | Q And who prepared Exhibit Number One?
23 A Our Division Land Staff.
24 Q. And as far as you know, the data re-
25 flected there is accurate?

e
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A Yes, sir.
Q To your knowledge?

___In your opinion will the granting of

this application by Superior be ir the interest of conserva-

tion, prevention of waste, and protection of correlative

rights?
A,  Yes,
| MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Examiner, I move
the admission of Exhibits One through Four.
MR. &UTTER: Exhibits One through Four
will be admitted in evidence.

MR. COFFIELD: And I have no fu.ther

questions of Mr. Warmbrodt.

CROCSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NUTTER:

o)

Mr. Warmbrodt, who operates this orange

0. And that weil, I presume, has been akan-
doned now, is that correct?

A I believe it has.

0. Because you show ultiméte recovery --

A, Yes, sir.




g 1 n
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% : _1 2 - ~ -- equal to --
h 3 A - Yes, sir.
i ‘4 : o -~ cumulative recdvéfy.
51 A Yes, sir.
g 6 Q That it made 14 billicn cubic feet.
;: Gy S8 A ”,¥§§Lw§i;¢ﬂmﬂj e et A i ]
8 0 " In the Atoka?
?, “ 9 : A Yes, sir.
g 10 | Q And the other well was just completed
| 11 recently and iérstill'pfoducing -;
F' 12 A Yes, sir.
4 13 Q okay.
1 k 14 | MR. NUTTER: Are there any further ques-
15 tions of the witness? He may be excused.
E 16
17 | ' LEONARD L. WEST
: 18 being calléd'as a witness and being duly sworn upon his oath,
E 19 testified as follows, to-wit:
20 |
pA ) DIRECT EXAMINATION
22 BY MR. COFFIELD:
23 0 Mr. West, for the record would you pleas¢
24 - state your name, address, occupation, and employer?
25 A My name is Leonard L. West. I live in
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1 ‘ 12
2 Midland, 'Texas. I work for Superior Oil. I am the Division
3 EXplqitationVEngineet With them. | .
4 B Q- | Have you previously testified before the é
g E pivision as a petroleum engineer? §
6 , A V/Nb, I have not. é
: : -3
7 ' o And would you, please, fgr:ﬁhe record é
# | -qive a brief resume of your educational background and work | |
9| experiencé?
10 » A Yes. I graduated from the University
11 of Oklahoma in 1971 with a BS in'pétroleum engineering.
iz I went to work for EXXon Company USA,

13 then Humble Oil and Refining, in -August of 1971 in Midland,

14 Texas.

15 I worked in the Midland District for
é > 16 three and a half years as a reservoir ‘engineer, having
E‘ 17 various field assignments throughout west Texas and north
;; . 18 central Texas.
: 19 : I was transferred to the Pensacola
o 20 District in January of 1975, where I spént one and a half
k 21 years on the reservoir staff evaluating the Jay Field and
? 22 various fields in south Alabama.
23 I was then transferred to New COrleans
24 in June of 1976, where I spent one year on the division staff

25 for Exxon in New Orleans, doing special studies, planning,
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[ -
and analysis, anu“development of offshore prospects.
In 1977 I was transferred to the Harvey

District as a District Reservoir Supervisor. I spent 11

monthé.id'ﬁafvey. : , ' e

I was then then transferred to Pensacola

as a Senior Reservoir Supervisor in the Pensacola District,
whaye I Sfiai uwwo and a half years supervising activities of

‘approximately eight reservoir engineers.

‘I transferred to Houston in March of

11981 and spent six months in the headquarters natural gas

planning group with Exxon.
I joined Superior in September of 1981
as the Division Exploitation Engineer in the Midland District
-ig Are you familiar with Superior's appli-
cation in this case?

A ' Yes, I am.

o And are you also familiar with the pro-
perty involved and the engineering aspccts of this particular
prospect?

A Yes, I am.

MR. COFFIELD: Is the witness considered
fqualified, Mr. Examiner?
MR. NUTTER: He is,

0. Mr. West, would you please gc directly

3
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- have shown the dates of our varlous act1v1t1es on the left, .

14
to what we've marked as Exhibit Five and dlscuss tnat ex! 161& ‘

please, for the Examiner?

]

A ___Exhibit Five is s sum-mary of th

(i
>
ot
O
X
[s1]

completion attempl for the Triste Draw Federal No. 1. I

the act1v1ty Jnvolved on the right.

From Feerary 24th of 1981 to April 2lst
of 1981 we perforated the Atoka zone -and immediately after
perfbrating the well discovered a casing leak,vShallow up
the hole, at about 7815, which we repaired.

Cn April 22nd through April 30th we
Stimulated the Atoka completion with 4000 gallons of acid and
tested the well at rates of approximately 525 Mcf per day.

At that time we prepared to ffacture the well in order to
stimulate it.

We'did frac the well on‘May 1st and
from May 2nd through May 7th we flowsd the well to clean it
up. The last rate that we got while the well was still
cleaning up waes 1,085 dci per day with a tubing-pressure,
flowing tubing pressure, of 1600 psij,

The well was making some sand, so we
shut the well in in order to check for fill. We did find
sand fill at 14,417, which indicated the bottom two sets of

perforations were covered.
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CERroGyh Cubing, we went in and cut the tublng, pulled the

15

Coming out of the hole we lost the tools

Fféﬁ May 8th through Juhe 25th¥we_£hsuc—
cessfully attempted to éléah'up the well through tubing.
When we were unsuccessful in trylng to clean up- the well
tubing out of the hole, and removed the packer.

FromVJune 26th through July 15th we
attempted to clean out the remainder of the hole. We were
unsuccessful in this, finally encountered a tight spot at
14,409, which we assumed to be collapsed casing, and shut
down our attempt to further complete the Atoka.

On July 16th we bhadan operations to
plug the Atoka and complete in the Wolfcamp, where the well
is currently completed.

We Spent a total of 139 days in our
attempt to complete the Atoka and a total of $1,155,000, aha
we feel now iLhe Atoka zone is junked and we do not teel that
it is attractive to try to complete in that =zcone through
this wellbore.

0 All right, Mr. West, go to what we've
marked as Exhibit Six and describe that exhibit and parti-
cularly with respect to the matters that you've already

discussed in connection with Exhibit Five.
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A Exhibit Six shows the wellbore sketch

.
3 for the current No. 1 Well. As you can see, we have collapse#
4 casing at 14,#09.. We'héve shown the sand fill, fill £ill,
S and’junk Ehat'we have left in the boEEdm of the well across
e o Kb bhe AYBkA ARE  ANA TERAGS B ewrrent. domplatisn at 12.181 |

7 through 12,183 in the Wolfcamp.

é4 8 Q Okay, let's go on nbw,rthen, to Exhibit

5 9 Seven, and would you pleasé describe that exhibit for the

g ' 10 -Examinér?

2

, 11 ' A Exhibit Seven is a plat showing the
12 location, surface and bottom hole location, of the friste

E ijf i3 | bDraw Federal Bo. 1, and the propsscd location ofcur No. 2-

E‘ 14 Well, which is indicated by the red circle and the red arrow.

E 15 This shows éhat the current "riste Draw

3

16 Federal No. 1 has a bottom hole location approximately 215
17 feet to the southwest of the surface location.
18 We have spotted the location of our No.

19 2 Well 500 feet due west of the No. 1. We have drawn a

20 circle around the bottom hole location of the No. 1 Well,
21 because we could only run a gyro down to -- a gyro survey
22 down to 12,000 feet. We have drawn a 50-foot circumference
23 circle around our bottom hole location at 12,000 feet td
24 show where the bottom hole location must be within that area

25 at a depth of 14,600 feet, which is the bottom hole location
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17
proposed for the No. 2 Well.

This shows that the bottom -- that the

~location of the No. 2 Well is 226 feet from the outer bound-

- ary of this 50-foot radius, which Wérfeél is'édéquéte dis-
ténce from the No. 1 Well to insure we'll have‘Eo'broblem‘in
MR. NUTTER: You will have no problem
avoiding intersecting it.

A ' Right.

MR. NWUTTER: You don't want to inter-
sect it, do you?

A That's right, wé'll have no problem
with -- well, we will have no ptoblem avoiding intersecting
it, correct.

I didn't phrase that real well.

Q Mr. West, is Superior requesting an
early consideraticn of this particular application?

A Yes, we are. We -- due to lease consi-
derations, we are moving a rig on location tomorrow. and
we'll be prepared to spud the well by Saturday, which is the
9th of this month.

0] Were these exhibité, Exhibits Five, Six,
and,Seven, prepared by yéu or under your supervision?

A. Yes, they were.

e
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5 2 Q .~ and in your opinion would the granting
i_wm,“_-” - ““3:"‘of this application be in the interest of conservation, the
E 4 prevehti§;“;gl§;$gé; ;;éhggé>;;;;;;;};5m;fWSSEQQI;EI;;MMWNQAJJ_ﬂ_
| 5 .rightS?‘ V
' . 6“’”‘¥“”“ B gV R P I DR I
7 MR. COFFiELD: Mr. Examiner, I move
j
; 8 ‘the admission of Exhibits Five through Seven.
: 9 MR. NUTTER: Exhibits Five through
:‘ ic Sevein wWill he admitted in evidénce.
8 11 MR. COFFIELD: And I have no other
12 questions of Mr. West on direct examination:
3 13
14 o CROSS EXAMINATION
15 BY MR. NUTTER:
16 0. Mr. West, now you calculate that the
17 | bottom of the hole at 12,000 feet is 215 southwest of the
18 surface location on the Triste Draw No. 1.
19 ’ Did you have any particular crooked
20_ hole problems with that well or was that just normal drift?
21 A It was normal drift. .
22 Q And do you anticipate that the new well
23 would probably normally drift in the same general ‘direction?
24 A. Yes, sir. It shouldvdrift in a west-
25 wardly direction, due to the westward dip -- dip.
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- 2 Q Of the -structure. f;'
3 | A - Yes, of the structure.
4 Qo So, again, we'd anticipate no problem
S L i!’,.i??iéipg;,i,a!:eisecting in the .o0ld hole. |
6 A Yes, sir.
7 Q' How Qood a well did‘you ﬁ%ﬁé}}?i?§5b§9 N
"8 | the Wolfcamp in the No. 17 ’
9 A Currently it produces, depending on
10 when you test it, anywhere from one barrel a day of oil up
11 to ten barrels a day.
ii Q It is an oilkwéll, then?
§ 13 A ' Yes, sir.
4 MR. NUTTER: Are there any further ques-
15 tions of Mr. Wesc? He may be excused.
‘16 Do you have anything further, Mr. Cof-
17 | fielar | |
18 MR. COFFIELD: No, sir, I do not.
19 MR. NUTTER: Does anyone have anything
20 tﬁey wish to offer in Case Number’7452?
21 if not we’ll take the case under advise-
22 | ment.
23
24

23

(Hearing concluded.)
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SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R.

Rt. | Box 193-B ;
Santa Pe, New Mexico 87501

Phone (505) 455.7409
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the foregoing Transcript of Hearing before the Oil Conserva-

is_a.full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

CERTIFICATE
I, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R., DO NRREBY CERTIFY that

tion Division was reported by me: that the said transcript

by me to the best of my ability.

AﬁLA“ A‘-ﬁ \ v o

g%mm&,

Coaservaiinon Civision




STATE OF NEW MEXICO .

'ENEAGY anD MINERALS DEPARTMENT

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

POST OFRCE BOX 2008
STATE LAND OFFICE BURLOING
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87301

January 12, 1982 . : 0K 87-2434

" CASE NO. 7452

Re:
o= NGV Conrad L. CofTfield 1 ORDER NO. H-6878
Hinkle, Cox, Eaton, Coffield
& Hensley
Attorneys at Law . Applicant:

P. O, Box 3580 L
Midland, Texas 79702 ;
The Superior 0il Company

Dear Sir:

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

JDR/fd

Copy of order also sent to:

Hobbs OCD X
Artesia OCD N
Aztec OCD

Other
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. CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
' DIVISTON FOR THE PURPOSE OF
~ CONSIDERING:

i Gt

: APPLICATION OF SUPERIOR OIL COMPANY
' FOR AN UNORTHODOX WELL LOCATION,
. LEA COUNTY NEW MEXICO.

| BY THE DIVISTON:

. STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT-
OIL CONE ERVRTION DIVISION

’IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING

CASE NO. 7452 ;
Order No. R—687&1_NWJ;

SRR A e WL R 0 i s st

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

‘This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on January 6,

¥ 1982, at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel S. Nutter.'

NOW, on this day of January, 1982, the Division

'7D1rector, having con51dered the testimony, the record, and the

recommendations of the Examlner, and being fully adv1sed in the .

. premises,

FINDS:

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

s by law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the
- subject matter thereof.

(2) That the applicant, Superior 0il Company, seeks
approval of an unorthodox gas well location 1980 feet from the. .

- South line and 2480 feet from the East line of Section 14,
- Township 23 South, Range 32 East, NMPM, to test the Wolfcamp and
~ Pennsylvanian formatlons, Lea: Countv, New Mexico.

(3) That the S/2 of said Section 14 is to be dedicated to
the well.

(4) That it is desired to drill a well at said unorthodox
location to enable applicant to avoid interference with a well
already drilled and completed in another formation at a standard
location on the subject proration unit,

(5) That no offset operatoerbjected to the proposed
unorthodox location.



( T T

-2 , h
Case No. 7452

" Order No. R-~6878

{6) That approval of the subject application will afford
the applicant the opportunity to produce its just and equitable
share of the gas in the subject pool, will prevent the economic
loss caused by the drllllng of unnecessary wells, avoid the
augmentation of risk arising from the drilling of an excessive
number of wells, and will otherwise prevent waste and protect
correlative rights.

Ty M'Y!‘i“?‘ﬂhﬂ“ i i R e
ok bt debbhbdiNbdi WANGD  \SDNADIINIGL) §

(1) That an unorthodox gas well location for the Wolfcamp
and Pennsylvanlan formations is hereby approved for a well to be
located at a point 1980 feet from the South line. and 2480 feet
from the East line of Section 14, Towaship 23 South, Range 32
East, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

(2) That the S/2 of said Sectlon 14 shall be dedicated to
the above-described well,

(3) That»jurisdiction of‘ﬁnisvcause is retained for the
entry of such further orders as the Division may deem necessary.

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year
herei wve ‘designated. '

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
O\IL CONSERVATH»\: DIVISION

74’ X
JOE D. RAMEY S

“/ Director

‘\“
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Atoka Completion At‘éﬂﬂt

B 7452 .. “».
e Actvdty

Perforated well at 14,405-11, 14,434-50,
14,862-72 ft. Found and repaired hole in
casing at 7,815 ft.

with 4,000 gal. of HCL
with ball sealers and tested well at rate
of 525 MCF/D with a tubing pressure of
170 psi. Prepared to frac well.

Frac well with 9,000 lbs.
24,750 1bs., of 20-40 <and,
of bauxite,

of 40-60 sand,
and 500 1lbs.

¥o Clean 10 GDb.  Final test

rate while still cleaning up was 1,085
“VF/D with a tudbing pressure of 1600 psi.
Well was making some sand. Ran casing
collar log and feund sand fill at 14,417
ft. Lost tools in hole.

[ B N ad
+ t\_‘\bu "\C||

Unsuccessfully attenpted to ¢lean out
well through tubing. Attemnted to
unsting out of packer but were
unsuccessful. Milled inside the 2-7/8"
tubing and recovered cemant, mud and
sand.  Washed ouL t:u1nn and cut it af
13971. POH with 2-7/3" tubing. WYashed
over the pkr. and repsaved the pkr. from |
e well. |

the remaindar of

Attempted to clean out
P 14,435 ft.

the hole Milled to approx.

on 3 occa sions. Recovered shale, sand, |
cenent, steel., rubhar and lime - Ran

casing inspaction log from 13,700 ft. to

14, ﬁQO 1. Showed good pipe. Milled fo
14,412 ft. and found tight spot 3t 14,409
[_

in the hole and could not
spot at 14,409 fi.

t. .vnt back
get past tight

S2gin operations to plug Atoka and
conplete in the Wolfcamp.
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44 | !>>20" conductor set @

35' circulated to

surface
/{ Tl T = AT i il Sl i R 1 3’:’3‘;"8““ SELWG-GIG §-nn
“’“ , circulated to surface

| , ' 10-3/4" set @ 4953" -
pd ‘ ™ circulated to surface

Top of 5" liner @ 7383
Baker Model "D" Pkr. & 12,000

L s . 7-5/8" set @ 12,470" calc. top
/i f’f,, of cement 8200°'.

Perfs: 12,181-12-193 = M

e e e e

=== ] CIBP @ 14,340 w/25 sx of cement on top

Collapsed CSG @ 14,406

AT Perfs: 14,405'-14,411", 14,434-
|t 14,450", 14,352° -14,470"

Perfs: 15,304-15,308', 15,319'-
N 15,321', 15,326'-15,335

kli

Perfs  15,451'-15,454", 15,458'~ | :
15,420 A . 5" oset 815,959

D 15,98
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Dockets. Nos. 3-82 and 4-82 are tentativaly set for Janu.:ry 20 and rtbruary 3, 1982, applica'tiona for hearing must
be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.
. DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEONESDAY -~ JANUARY 6, 1952

5 ALE. = OIL CONSEBVATION DIVISION CONFERENCE ROOM
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO T

The following cases will be hoard bafora Danlel S. Rutter, txaminer, or Richard L. Stamets, Alternate Eiaﬁ}néikry
CASE 7410: (Continusd frow December 16, 1981, Examiner Hearing) =~ -

Application of B.O.A. DOil & Gas Company for two unorthodox oil weil locations, San Juan Ccunty, New Mexico,

Applicant, in. the above~styled cause, seeks approval fov the unorthodox location of a well to ba drilled
2035 feet from the South line and 2455 feet from the East line and one to be drilled 2455 feet from the
North line and 1944 feet from tha East line, both in Section 31, Township 31 North, Range 15 West, Verde-
Gallup 0il Pool, the NW/4 SE/4 aid SW/4_NE/4, respectively, of said Section 31 to be dedicated to said
wells.

CASE 7448: (Continued and x.agv-:tised)

APQIicatlon of Energy Raserves Group Inc. for cxeation af a new gas pool and an ‘wnorthodox locatxon.
Roosevelt County, New Mexico.  Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sseks the creation cf a new gas.
pool for Cisco praduction comprising the $/2 of Section 12 and the N/2 of Section 13, Township 6 Scuth,
Range 33 Bast; applicant further seeks approval of the unorthodox location of its Miller Com Well No. 1~Y
located 660 feet from the South and West lines of said Section 12.

Sl CARE 74811 Apnlication of Yates Petroleum Corporatxon for coapulsory poolan. Chaves County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seens o ordal fasllig 31)-minaral interosts down” through the .
Abo formation underlying the SE/4 of Section 11, Township 6 South, Range 25 Bast, to be dedicated to

. a well to be drilled at a standdard location thereon. Also to be considered will be thé cost of drilling
and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating costs and
charges f{ur suparvizicn, designation of applicant as operator of the well and a chaxge for risk iavolved
in drilling said well.

'V.—‘-*‘f

—“GASE 7452: Application of Superior Oil Company for an unorthodox well location, Lea County, New Mexico.
..... L Applicant; in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of a Wolfcamp-Penn
T =aell to be drilled 1980 feet from the South line and 2480 feet from the East line of Section 14, Township

23 South, Range 32 East, the S/2 of said Section 14, to be dedicated to the well.

CASE 7453: Application of T. D. Skelton for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the a2bove-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the Devonian and
and Mississippian formations underlying the NE/4 KW/4 of Section 7, Township 12 South, Range 38 East,
to be dedicated to the re-entry of an old well at a standard location thereon.  Also to be considered
will be the cost of re-entering and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well
as actual operating costs and charges for supervision, designation of applilcant as operator of the well
and a charge for risk involved in re-entry of said well,

CASE 7454: MApplication of Uriah Exploration, Inc., for approval of an hnorthdox‘gas well location, Eddy County,
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of
a well to be drilled 1090 feet from the North line and 56U feet ficam the Fast line of Section 30,
Township 22 South, Range 25 East, Wolfcamp-Pennsylvanian fcrmations, the N/2 of said Section to be -
dedicated to the well.

CASE 7455: Application of H. L. Bro..., Ji. for compulsory pooling at an unorthodox location, Roosevelt County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests from the
top of the Wolfcamg formation to the base of the Granite Wash formation underlying the‘SIZ of Section
11, Touwnship 6 South, Range 33 East, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location
1300 feet from the South line and 660 feet from the East line of said Section 1l. Also to be considered
will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as
actual operating costs and charges for supervision, designation of applicant as operator of the well,
and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.
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‘;a;{ 1 of Colonisl-Breduceion Company. for gas well commindling, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.
ant, in the above-styled couse, seeks approval for the commingling of aallazd-Pictured Clitis
pxoductxon from its Jicarilla Apache Wells Nas. 9 and 10. located in Units A and C of Section 15,

Township 23 Nazth, Range 4 West, prior to metering.

CASE 2457: Rppllgatxon ot E, T. Ross for nine nen-standard gas proration unitg, Harding Courty. New Mexico,
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for nine 40-acre non-standard gas prération
units in the Bravo Nome Carbon Dioxide Area. In Township 19 Rorth, Range 30 East: Section 12,
the NW/4 N®/4 and Na/J NW/d; Section 14, the NW/4 NE/4, SW/4 NE/4, and SE/4 NE/4. In Township 20
Morth, Range 30 East: Section l1, the NE/4 SW/4, Sufd ss/d. SE/4 SW/4, and NW/4 SE/4.
CASE 7458: Application of Marks & Garner P.uductxon Company for salt water disposal; Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks authority ‘to dispose of salt water inte the Bouqh (o
formation in the perforated interval from 9596 feet to 9616 feat in its Betenbough Well KBo. 2, locatad
in Unit M of Section 12, Township 9 South, Range 35 East.

CASE 1459: Applxcatxon of Red Hountaxn Assocxates ‘for the Amendment of Order No. R-6538, chxnley ‘County, New Haxico,

e el ; “»Applicant, -in. the abové-styled cause, seeks the amendment of Oxder uo. R-6538, which autho:zzed,apolxcant
to conduct watorElnod opcrations in the Chace Wasn-wesa veide v“"sp‘.'infwl-:,n: fheabanas: o

‘the injection of water through various other wells than’ those originally approved, seeks deletion of

the requirerent for packers in 1n]ectxon wells, and seeks an increase in the previously authorized 68-

. pound limitation on injection pressure. :

CASE 7460: Applzcatxoq of Northwest Pzpelxne Corpoiatitn Lor 13 nan standcrd gag preoration vnits, San Juan Counlv.
New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for 13 non-standard Pictured Clitffs
gas proration units ranging in size from 142.39 acres to 176.77 acres and each comprised of varisus
“contiguous lots or tracts in Sections 4,5,6,7, and 18 of Township 31 North, Range 7 West. Said proration
units result from corrections in the survey lines on the North and West sides of Township 31 North,
Range 7 West and overlap ‘seven non-standard Mesaverde proration units previously approved by Order No.
R-1066.

CASE 7461: Applzcatxon o% Wainoco Oil & Gas Company for an unorthodox location, Lea County, New Mexico,
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for a well to be drilléd at an unoxthodox location
660 feet from the South and West lines of Secticn 18, Township 16 Sotith, Range 37 East, Northeast
Lovington Penn Pool, said location being 177.7 feet west of the center of Lot 4 whereas the pool rules
specify that well be drilled within 150 feet of the center of the lot. Lots 3 and 4 of said Section
18 would be dedicated to the well.

5 CASE 7421: (Readvertised)

Application of Doyle Hartman for compuisory pooling, unorthodux well location and non-standard spaming
unit, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral
interests in the Eumont Gas Pool underlying a 120-acre non-standard spacing unit consisting of the”

§/2 SW/4 and the WW/4 SW/4 of Section 3, Township 20 South, Range 37 East, to be dedicated to a well

to be drilled at an unorthodox location 660 feet from the South line cnd 330 feet from the West line

of Section 3. Also to be considered will be the cost of drilling and conpleting said well and the
allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating costs and charges for supervision, designation
of applicant as operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in Jrilling said well.

iki.“liiitli!'kitiliiililtiiﬁitﬁili!ii.iiiilkﬁil**Qtli*ii*i*t'itiittiiitliIi!i*i*kiiiiiiti**iili*itltt*(ktlttttllh'i.
Docket No. 2-82

DOCXET: COMMISSICN HEARING - MONDAY~- JANUARY 11, 1982
e 9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION -ROOM 205
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, WEW MIXICC

CASE 7393: (DE ROVO)

Application of Uriah Exploration Incorporated for compulsery pcoling, Eddy County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the Cisco,
Canyon and Morrow formations underlying the W/2 of Section 13, To-nship 22 South, Range 24 East,
to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Also to be considered

will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the alioccation of the cost thereof as
well as actual operating costs and charges for supervision, desanatxon of applicant as operator
of the well, and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

Upon application of Supron Energy Cdrpotation, this case will be heard De Novo pursuant to
tihe provisions of Rule 1220,
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~ Docket No. 2-82

COMMISSION HEARING - MONDAY - JANUARY 1}, 1982

CASE 7394

——

‘DE Novo) ’ ) ) v o

Application of Supron Energy Corporation for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County, New Mexico.
applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of a Pennsylvanian well
o bo drilled 467 feet from the Nofth line and 1650 feet from the West line of Section 13, Township 22
South, Range 24 East, the N2 of said Sectioh 13 to be dedicated to the well,

Upon appl leation of Supron Energy (.orporatxon, this case will be heard ‘Be Novo pursuant to the
proviaions of Rule 1220,
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*NOTY LICENSED iN
TEXAS

December 4, 1981

Mr. Dan Nutter

0il Conservation Division
Post Office Box 2088

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Dear Dan:

[}
m,
.

The Superior 0il Company .
Unorthodox Location,
Lea County, New Mexico

I am transmitting herewith, executed in triplicate, an
Appllcatlon for The Superlor Oil Company for approval of an
unorthodox location in Lea County, New Mexico.

Per my conversation with you this day, this matter has

been placed on the

t for January 6, 1982.

If any additional materials or information is required,
please advise.

CEC:rh
Enclosures

Very truly yours,

HINKLF, COX, EATON,
COFFIELD & HENSLEY Vant

. ~ N
( €M S \.,Q&K;ﬁ., .\B\S-j K)

Conrad E. Coffield

Xxc: The Superior 0il Company
Attention: Mr. Bannantine

R e



" BEPORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION OF ) |
‘ ENCEN. . e
e - = THE DEPARTHENT -OF “ENERGY AND MINERALEIL CONTLoR o~ All
T CLANTA V..z '
STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
APPLICATION OF THE SUPERIOR )
OIL COMPANY FOR AN UNORTHODOX )
WELL LOCATION, LEA COUNTY, )
NEW MEXICO . ) , S G
. “ £ A / ’
APPLICATION w

The Superior 0il and Gas Company hereby makes application for
approval of an unorthodox gas well location and states:

1. Aﬁplicant seeks approval of an unorthodox gas well loca-

South line and 2480 feet from the East line of SéCtion>l4,
mownship 23 South, Range 32 East, N.M.P.M., Lea County, New
Mexico, to test the Morrow formation.

2. That the Sk of Section 14 is to be dedicated to the well.

3. As to all tracts offsetting said Sk Section 14, The
Superior 0il Company is the operator and leasehold owner, and
accordingly there are no other parties to be notified.

4, Approval of the unorthodox location will be in the
interest of conservation, prevention of waste and protection of
correlative rights.

5. Applicant requests that this matter be heard at the
January 6, 1982 Examiner'‘'s hearing.

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFIBELD & HENSLEY

“ ,/_\\.

- I o

ENY O ol
D A T N A e A S o U0, g i e G P

Conrad E. Coffield®

Post Office Box 3580

Midland, Texas 79702

Attorneys for The Superior

0il Company

26%0
248
16 &
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STATE OF NFW MEXICO
ENERCY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

__IN_THE MATTER OF THE HEARING . . oo

CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF

e e N e g T T e L e

) CASE NO. 7452

Order No.l&”bgqg
TAPPLICATION OF SUPERIOR OIl, COMPANY

FOR AN UNORTHODOX WEILL LOCATION,

LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

BY THE DIVISION:

This cause came on for hearing at Y a.m. on January 6,

1982, at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniel S. Nutter.

NGW, on this day of January, 1982, the Division
Director, having considered the testimonv, 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 Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the

subject matter thereof,

(2) That the applicant, Superior ©0il Company, seeks
‘approval of an unorthodox gas well location 1980 feet from the

s ’:-'_-, o L L ) e e . SO, e ) )
. South. dinaanAd 2480 foot from Lhe Tost Yinovof Cootion A

e ahn

‘Township 23 South, Range 32 Fast, NMPM, to test the
Ennsylvanian
Wolfcamp-benr fdfhations,Lea-COunty, New Mexico.
(o

- (3} That the S/2 of said Section 14 is to be dedicated to

the well.

:'f S a'esf}re,o’ 910 duiet a vl at +

(4) That &wwedd~et said unorthodox location wé&&-beeteti G

ayoid imderference wivh a wei alr
enable applicant to Ty ¥

wivendam drifled and completed in anche Cormatou
ot @ Stendard locakioe s He sulgre et rra“4§.., wnit

(5) That no offset operator objected to the proposed

unorthodox location.

(6) That approval of the subject application will afford
the applicant the opportunit: tc producc its just and equitable
share of the gas in the subject pool, will prevent the economic
loss caused by the drilling of unnecessary wells, avoid the
augmentaticn of risk arising from the drilling of an excessive
number of wells, and will otherwise prevent waste and proteét

correlative rights.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:




afs

(1) That an unorthodox gas ‘well location for the
Rasnsyivaian
Wolframpqﬁmmr formationg is hcreby approved for a well to be

) s e
located at a point 1980 feet from the South line and 2480 feet

from the East line of Section 14, Township 23 Scuth, Range 32

Fast, NMPM, Lea County, New Mexico.

(2) That the S/2 of said Section 14 shall be dedicated to

the above-descfibed well. -

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

entry of such further orders as the Division may deem

necessary.

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexicéo, on the day and vear

-

" hereinabove designated.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

OII, CONSERVATION DIVISION

JOE D. RAMEY,

Director

S E A II
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