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MR. NUTTER: We will call next Case Number 6139,

MS. TESCHENDORF: Case 6139, application of Petro-
Lewis Corporation for an unorthodox oil well iocation,
Sandoval County, New Mexico.

MR. KELLEHIN: TIf the Commission please, Jason
Kellahin of Kellahin and Fox appearing for the applicant and t
we have two witnesses to be sworn.

(THEREUPON, the witnesses were duly sworn.)

GEORGE P. DALTON *
called as a witness, having been first duly sworn, was

examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION L

BY MR. KELLAHIN: ‘ '

Q Would you state your name, please?

A George P. Dalton.

Q By whom are you employed and in what position,

!

A I'm ehployed:by Petro-Lewis Corporation as a Distric
Engineer.

Q | Where are you located?

a In Denver, Colorado.

Q Have you ever testified before the 0il éonservation

Commission or one of its examiners?

A I have not.
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1 0 For the benefit of the Examiner would you briefly
2 | outline your education and your experience as an engineer?

A Yag, sir. I graduated from the University of
g

i

4] Illinois in 1967 with a BS degree in Civil Engineering. I

6 || worked the last eleven years for the Shell 0il Company as a

8 || production engineer, senior operations engineer, petroleum

i 7 || engineer in the states of Coloradé, Wyoming, Montana, and most
8 | recently, Texas, California, and Alaska. I ‘have held various

9 || supervisory positions in the last eleven years as a senior

— S
0 =
-g 8 10 || petroleum engineer and my main responsibilities were field
b
- g 4= . ) , ) .
: §%~ 71 || operations and well evaluations with reservoir supervision
o z—-4
ta” L O
., ; Jol\ . .
_- &§;§ 12 | and most recently, from December of 1977 I left Shell 0il
| : 55,‘\ . ’
. ¥AR ) . <
- 23§g§ 13 || Company and came with Petro-Lewis where I have been employed
LSO
== R
P ggié 14 || as a district engineer since that time.
ik ‘,‘:
go% ,
- o g 15 Q In connection with your duties with Petro-Lewis do
O ‘D 3 ’ '
‘ - - » L3 . .
- 8 16 {| you have anything to do with the Media-Entrada Pool?
§ 17 A Yes, sir, I do.
— 18 Q It's under your supervision?
- 19" A It's under my supervision from an engineering stand-

1
R §

20 || point?

L

}
R |

21 MR. KELLAHIN: Are the witness' qualifications

{

v22 acceptable?

o 23 MR. NUTTER: Yes, they are.

e} l : 3 '
- 2l - 0 (Mr. Kellahin continuing.) Mr. Dalton, briefly what
& 25 || is proposed by the applicant in Case Number 61392

] . . : :
i - . o
i




Lo

[
NPV

{4

b d

-

L.

1
3

_—

sid morrish reperting service

fGeneral Court Reporting Sewice
, - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
Phone (505) 982-9212

825 Calle Mejia, No. 122,

10
i1
12
13
14

15

16

17

18

19
20
21
22
23
24

25°

Bl et o b SRSy SRR SE AL

Page 5

A Petro-Lewis Corporation proposes to drili a Qell
called the Boling Federal 8-22 as essentially a replacement
well for the Béling Federal 5-22 which is a well drilled in
the Southwest Media Field in which through various operations
that have been conducted on it since initial completion it has
become so mechanically unfit as to preclude its ability to

produce the reserves that we believe to exist at this location.

Q Now the well has already been drilled, has it not?

A It has, yes, sir.
Q And it has not been produced?
A It has not been produced, in fact, it hasn't been

conpleted as yet. "

0 You are awaiting an order from the Commission on
completion?
A Yes, sir.

Q Now what was the problem with the other well?
A The Boling Federal 5-22 was from initial completion

produced Very high amounts of water,'in the order of ninety to

ninety-five percent of water and through about the first year I
and a half of its producing life it’produced intermittently
and at the end of the year and a half it produced only about
sixteen hundred barrels of oil. At that time a remedial

treatment was—-é water shut-off treatment.was proposed for the

well. It was done and was unsuccessful. We were unable to

shut the water off and a good deal of the oil--we were not abl




| |

Page

1 | to produce the o0il in economic quantities and after another
2 || year and a half or soO of production history the well was

3 || determined to be uneconomic and has since been shut in after
4 || producing a cumulative of about thirteen thousand barrels of
5 | 0oil, approximately thirteen thousand barrels.

6 ’ We desire to replace the well with one which

‘7 mechanically would allow us to produce the reserves.

8 Q Now referring to what has been marked as Exhibit

9 i Number One, would you identify that exhibit, please?

10 A Yes, Exhibit Number One ig entitled, The Media Dome

rvice

3
&
8

[ 2 8;2

Lo £3 11 | Area. It shows the lessees of record and the proposed loca~-

[ bOmﬁ‘.Z'

B ¥eo '

- _E;ﬁ%g i2 | tion of the Boling Federal 8-22 in the northwest quarter of

i ; &5A

o XA g . . . .
‘E gﬁg. 13 | section 22, 19 North, 3 West and it also shows the two-mile

- @Y~3 _ : |

i g §§§ ia || radius circle which indicates the lessees of record within

. &4 ‘ n _

- o 2 16l the two-mile area, two-mile radius and also there are no I
ot

H -] Q

-l P s . il ‘

: 8 16 | other existing operations within that area except those that ‘l
E 17 || are marked inside of the two-mile circle.

— 18 Q Now what is the well location? ‘Would you give the “
- 19 || footaye location? “
j 20 A Yes, I will have to refer to--the location is set

21 || at nine ninety from the north line and twenty-one sixty feet

Lo

22 || from the west line of .Section 22, Township 19 North, Range 3

23 | west in Sandoval County, New Mexico.

- 24 Q Now that puts it closer to the line than permitted

o 25 || by the Commission rules, does it not?

{
H
—

e st kB e o b i St e T e mere it T . . it
oA EE R el s i o SRR

B ) A Aigipd a A S T -
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1 A That is true.
5 2 Q What is the ownership of the two units, do you know L
- 3| that? The unit upon which the well is located and the one
4 || which is crowded?
', i 5 A Yes, I will read these for you now.
| - 6 Q Well, let's talk about the working interest ownership
| ‘ 7 first?
8 A The working interest is Petro-Lewis Corporation,
& — g 91 fifty percent, Fluid Power Pump--I'm sorry, I don't have
0~
. .\ P i i
" E g 10 | those numbers with me right now, but the working interest l]
[ - @ %:
L “aéﬁ 11 | owner--
e
- a‘g;g 12 Q Is the ownership common as to the two units so far
» @ £33 :
o 5&55’; 13| as the working interest?
! E %:g .
‘§ E §% 14 A Yes, sir.
T 83% |
- o o 15 Q There is no difference?
&3
- 3 16 A That's true.
17 0] Now is there any difference in the overriding
— 18 | royalty, in the royalty interest first?
t 1
e 19 A In the spacing unit?
,.j 20 Q Is there any difference between the two units as to
2‘;-7 21 | the royalty, the base royalty, are they both Federal leases?
Pl .
{ i . . . : !
i 22 A They are, there is no difference.
-: 23 0 Now as to the overriding royalties, what is the
- 24 | difference?
) 26 A Well, in this spacing urit, as far as I know there
TR N e AL BN e i B R K8 NS b d e e T S e St e S et B T e 0 B g e ot o ) e w.;...‘&,nu;;-,--,"”w,;,[»,;;2«;.’-.<4‘*—~-»”"""";:
3 N
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1| is no difference.

2 o) Insofar as your replacement well and the original

R 3]l well here there is no difference?
’ 4 A That is true.

Q Now as to the offsetting acreage, is there a dif-

6|| ference?

i 7 A There 1is.
| h 8 Q Could &cu state briefly what that difference is?
? _ 8 9 - A Well, very briefly the overriding royalty owners of
2
' -g jg 10 || record are--well, I can't state it briefly without reading f
; 7 $'§§ 11 || who the royalty owners are
e borzﬁg *
E - €;§§§ 12 o) Well, is there a difference in the ownership?
| - ﬁgg% 13 A There is a difference in the ownérship.
~, 'E gz;é 14 Q Could you state what that difference is?
: - ;cg 16 A Well, in the spacing unit to the east the owners
: & j
- g 16| are listed as Valle Reece, Incorporated, one of the owners but|
; :‘ 17 iin_both units with the exception that the percentage is a | 3
é . 18| little bit different. Butler and Coberly own interest in both g
 ,§;£ 19 || leases but different interest. The Texas Northeast 0il angd %
P
% j 20 || Gas owns interest in both leases but different interest. Petrg- §
- 21 || Lewis owns interest in both leases but different interest. ?
- ~ 22 || Earl Crinerton owns interest in the 6-22 spaciﬁg unit which is :
:j 23 || the unit on which the Nﬁ. 8-22 is to be drilled and aé far as E
24' I'm able to determine he does not own interest in the offset | k

= ’ 25 || unit to the east which is 7-22. Mr. Duncan Miller owns interegt

]
H

3

?

L

1
T U AR 4 00 o i A B R s S e R R PR . i et i S el e oo B LT P S . e A SR e
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1| in the offset unit to the east. As far as I am able to

2 | determine he does not own interest in the spacing unit of

3| question. Billy Robinson owns interest in the spacing unit

4 44 that is of quesfion and does not éwn interest in the spacing
§ | unit to the east. Mr. Baker owns interest in the spacing

¢ ll unit in question and does not own interest in the unit to the

X 7l east.

P

.8 ’ Q Now in your opinion as an engineer, will the drilling

g li of this well be of benefit to those interest owners, the

1
rTis

14 ] offsetting acreage in your opinion?

» @
o .g 10l overriding royalty owners who own an interest under the tract
Y s y
ig « 11 | dedicated to the well?
- S,a § 2 A Yes, sir, it will.
S5~
, & ,
! - ] 13 é 13 Q Will it have an adverse effect to any degree on the
&l 82
g &
3

d mo
825 Calle Mejia, No. 122, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

15 A We do not believe that“it will. H

s1

16 Q Do you have anything to add in connection with

i 17 {| Exhibit Number One?

- 18 A No, sir, I‘don't.
- 19 Q Ndw turn to Exhibit Number Five, if you please?
3’? 20 A Yes, sir.
21 0 That is a multiple page exhibit and identify that,

- 22 || please?
23 A Exhibit Number Five consists of a package of documents,

24 | basically the history of the Boling Federal 5-22 as it is

7ﬂ5~ g 25h known. It cbnSists of the original completion report and

T R T e e e - E e e R e e AT R TN b el ol .. . P e N .. -
: e L g g funss B e AT N S L - X i b S e

v
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1 | summary. A brief history of the well production history which
2 1 outlincs, as I have already mentioned, the well's initial
3 || production history, the rework and the subsequent production

i 4 || history. It also shows what is planned for the well and there

k]

6}l is also an application for permission to plug back, which is

6 | of record as of this date, to plug out of the Entrada which

7 || is the producing zone. It shows the well schematic diagram

8 | which shows how the well is to be plugged out of the Entrada.

9 There is an exhibit plot of production, water cut

10 || 0il and gross production versus time from the well's initial

service

General Court Reporting Service
825 Calle Mjia, No. 122, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

A

1M | completion until its abandonment. And then there are copies

12 | of short portions of the Entrada section, the density logs

N |

13 [| and the induction survey through the Entrada.

h reporting

Phone (505) 982-9212

14 Q In your opinion will the approval of this applicatio

F
moOrTis

16| result in the recovery of oil that would not otherwise be

R ,
- 16 || recovered?
} : 17 A Yes, sirx.
- 18 Q And would that prevent waste?
- 19 A Yes, sir, it would.
; E 20 Q  Have you anything to'add?
é 7 21 A No, sir, I don't.
% - 22 Q Were Exhibits One and Five prepared by you or under

23 | your supervision?

o

v 24 A Yes, sir, they were.

- 2 MR. KELLAHIN: At this time we will offer Exhibits

Lo T At s P RS R T T

e L R ik s A K AT AR i o BB B % et RN SR e e i P R
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One and Five, inclusive.

MR. NUTTER: Applicant's Exhibits One and Five will
be admitted into evidence.

(THEREUPON, Applicant's Exhibits One and

Five were admitted into evidence.)

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. NUTTER:

Q Mr. Dalton, you stated the well had produced a total
of thirteen thousand barrels, I believe?

A Yes, sir, that is correct.

Q And then according to a couple of these forms that
are filed in this package, being Exhibit Number Five, it is
your intent to make this into a salt water disposal well, is

that correct?

A Yes, sir, that is stated on the applicatién to plug
back., The application to convert to salt water has not been
made at this time.

Q And you haven't filed tha§<with the 0il Conservation
Commiésion as of now?

A We haven't, that's trﬁé.f

0 Now the Gallup fopped out at about twenty-eight
ninety-four, I believe here, so where on this diagrammatic

sketch of the well would the salt wateyr disposal be?

A We haven't indicated it on the sketch, Mr. Commissioger,

however, it would be very nearly at the tbp of the Gallupvas

e T e, e R s e : EEN e st T TR il
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it was originally picked on the completion log and shown on
the original completion form 9-330.

Q of course, this would be a matter to consider at thell

the top of the cement on that geven inch would be at twenty-
nine fifty, which is below the top of the Gallup?

A That is true. |

Q So maybe you would have to have some additional
cement. on there prior to conversion to salt water disposal?

A That is exactly right and it is planned to be done
that way.

Q I gee. How about the No. 4 Well, Mr. Dalton, is
Il it a producing well, immediately south of this proposed
location?

A The No. 4 Well?

Q I believe that's it--the No. 6.

Ak The No. 6, yes, sir, the No. 6 is a producing well
in the Entrada.

]
“ - Q Is it a high producer of water also?

A Yes, sir. N
w Q Most of these wells in this area produce large

quantities of water don't they?
A All of the Entrada wells produce extremely high
amounts of water, yes, sir.

MR. NUTTER: Are there any further questions of

ﬂ

L

AT

time of the hearing for the salt water disposal but apparently
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Mr. Dalton? He may be excused,
{THEREUPON, the witness was excused.)

MR, KELLAHIN: I would like to call Mr. Campbell

as a witness.

JOHN CAMPBELL

called as a witness, having been first duly sworn, was 1
examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. KELLAHIN:

Q Would you state your name, please?

A John Campbell.

Q | By whom are you employed and in what position, Mr.
Campbell? |

A I'm a senior development geologist for Petro-~Lewis

-~

Corporation in Denver.

Q Have you ever testified before the 0il Conservation
Commission or one of its examiners?
A No, I have not.

Q For the benefit of the Examiner would you outline

your education and experience as a geologist?

A Yes, sir. I received a BS degree from the UnivVersit
of Oklahoma, a BS in geology, in 1969, at which time I went
to work for Sunray-DX 0il Company, later Sun 0il Company. I

worked for them until 1974 in primarily the production depart-

i T PPN s T A g . N
uf st B e, A T e i s i i o el e
g e R B s LR et R 4 e e T
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ment in Oklahoma and West Texas. I then went to work for
Core Laboratories in their engineering consulting department
in Dallas and I worked for them until May of this past year at
which time I went to work for Petro-Lewis in Denﬁer as a
development geologist.

MR, KELLAHIN: Are the witness' qualifications
acceptable? |

MR. NUTTER: Yes, they are,

0 (Mr.‘Keliahin continuing.) Now, Mr. Campbell,

referring to what has been marked as Exhibit Number Two would
you identify that exhibit, please? .

A This is a structure map, the datum being the top of

the Entrada sandstone. It shows the Media dome. The struc-

“ture is controlled primarily by well data and seismic data.

0 You have good control on the structure, do you not?
A Yes, we feel like we do.
0 This same exhibit has been presented to the Cormmis-

sion in past hearings, has it not, or one similar?
A Somewhat similar, I guess.
0 Now referring to what has been marked as Exhibit
Number Three, would you identify that exhibit?
A This is also a structure map of the oii-water
contact, the oil-water contact being silted.
MR. NU?TER: Now we have a difference in numbers.

Okay, the structure map with the oil-water contact is Exhibit

e S e LU D e S e e e e s R R A NI ot Yone S DT 1 T e A g o g b o SR AR

‘

L
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1 | Number Three, is that corrxect?
) 2 A Right.
- 3 MR. NUTTER: And the Isopach Map is going to be
4 || Exhibit Number Four?
T § A Yes, sir.
- .‘ 8 Q (Mr. Kellahin continuing.) Would you go ahead with
" = 7 | your testimony regarding Exhibit Number Three?
- 8 A This map shows the silting of the cil-water contact
- - 3 9|l in the Media area based on well log analysis. It shows the
.g 2 10 || general dip from northeast to southwest. It is also well
7§ -
= no%ég 11 |{ controlled, it has good control.
é‘ﬁ §;§§§ 12 Q In your opinion has the oil-water contact changed ‘
& £ %ig 13 || with production? |
- L3-8 ‘ :
: ‘g Ez;é 14 _ A’y Well, it prob?bly has but we don't know that for |
1 ;G% ‘1§ || sture.
- i g 16 Q . You don't know exactly where it is at this time? a
., : 17 A ‘No, that is true. This is the original oil-water
“TE ' .13' contact.
- | 19 Q ﬁow referring to what has’ been marked as Exhibit
E; 20 | Number Four, would you identify that exhibit?
P 21 A This is an isopach of the gross oil interval in the
wd

22 || Entrada sandstone. It is derived from the previous two maps.

(o3

23 | It shows the difference between the structure at the top of

Lo 24 the Entrada and the structure of the oil-water contact. It

25 || shows to be two oil pools, one Media Field proper and one the

YR 2§ AN AR N B DS A K R S i SR e 4 s A H e e T SR TR e . iy et REBORR L s
. £ N i 7 . - R e e e e R e [ A
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Southwest Media and it shows our proposed location in Section
22 to be in the thickest gross oil interval. Of course, this
is where we want to drill.

Q Now referring to what has been marked as Exhibit
Number Six, would you identify that exhibit? “

A That is a letter froﬁ our working interest partners,
a waiver saying they agree with~tﬁe proposed location for this
well.

Q And Exhibit Number Seven, would you identify that
exhibit, please?

A This is our application to drill the proposed well.

Q That is to the USGS, is it?

A To the USGS, yes, sir.

Q Has tha£ been approved?

A Yes, it has.

Q Now, Mr. Campbell,cin your opinion will the drillihg

of the well as proposed byVPet;o—Lewis at the location pro-
posed ‘result in the récovery of 0il that would not otherwise
be recovered?

A }Yes, I think it would.

Q If the well is not drilled wogld there be any furthe:
recovery from the unit dedicated to the old well?

A Possibly some.

Q What would it be produced frém?

A It would be produced from Well No. 6

L e A A A e R
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1 Q Which is not on that unit, is it? =
- 2 A No. |
~ 3 Q So since the overriding rovaliy ownaershlp 1s some-
: & a |l what different, those owners would be penalized if tho well
!m 5 || is not approved, is that correct?
4 o | 6 A That is true.
er E‘ 71 Q ‘Were Exhibits Two, Three, and Four prepared by you
j ( ~—- 8- or under your supervision?
’ - s; 9 A Yes, they were.
2
g E 10 Q And Exhibit Six, is that a letter from your flles? j
- g.§§ cy s |
) w§§g 1 A Yes, it 1is. |
~ §§§§ 12. Q And Exhibit Number Seven is a copy of the approval
3?2% 13| of the USGS?
- g8
M 'E gif 14 A Yes, sir. \‘
- gag 15 MR. KELLAHIN: At this time we offer Exhibits Two,
- ) 8 16 || Three, Four, Six, and Seven.
ﬁ 17 MR. NUTTEi%: Petro~Lewis Exhibits Two, Three, Four,
- 1g || Six, and Seven will be admitted into evidence.
i N
' 19 (THEREUPON, Applicant Exhibits Two, Three,
E}‘ 20 Four, Six, and Seven v;'ere allmitted into
3 21 evidence.)
{
22 MR. KELLAHIN: Do you have anything else to add,
’ j 23 || Mx. Campbell?
T 24 MR. CAMPBELL: No, I don't. | |
R 25 MR. KELLAHIN: That completes our testimony, |
N | |
- ;
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Mr. Nutter.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR, NUTTER:

Q Mr. Cémpbell, looking at your Exhibit Number Three,
being the structure map showing the oil-water contact, it would
appear that the No. 5 Well, which is an abandoned producer,
and the No. 6 Well, which is the éurrent’producer,‘are on

approximately the same position on the oil-water structure,

they are both on the same position, and that also the proposed
well would be at approximately the same position with respect
to the oil-water contact?

A Yes, sir.

Q Why has this No. 5 Well been such a poor producer,
is it strictly a mechanical problem in there, or just what is ik
that-causes that well to havé to be abandoned?

A I'm not real sure why it was a poor producer in thé'

first place but in trying to reduce the water production we

tried a cement squeeze on the formation and reduced the deliven

ability down to almost nil compared to the other wells.

o) The deliverability of oil as well as water?
A Yes, sir.
Q I noticed on one of those previous forms'that‘the

initial potential on the thing was not bad, it made four hundr

and eighty barrels of oil and fourteen hundred and forty of

water which is a relatively low water—oil ratio for this area,

Ay

[ O R T e AR
e S AATR N £ s S

R

Lo R



10

rvice

orting Service

11

e, New Mexico 87501

P
ta Fi
(505) 982-9212

rting se

12

2, San

13

14

q_ene]GaI Cozun Re,
313, No, 1
Phone

15

i
d morrish repo

16

si
825 Calle M

"
.3' | 18
= 18
20
21
22
e 23
bl
24

25

|

Page 19 .

but it wasn't long before it was making a lot more water than
ythat percentage-wise?
A Yes, sir,

Q But still it is in the same structural position on

lthe 6il~water contact as the other two wells, the proposed we
and the No. 62
| A Yes, sir.
Q There is no answer for that, no explanation?
A Well, due to the structure at the top‘of the Entrad

we have a larger gross oil interval, we think, here.

Q Which would be shown on the isopach map?
A On the isopach map, vyes, sir,
Q I see you have got thirty-three feet in the Mo, 5

’ and forty-two feet in the No. § and you would suspect that

this new proposed well, the No. 8, would be--

‘ A In excess of forty feet.
’ Q It would be in excess of forty feet?
A  Yes, sir.

MR. NUTTER: ‘Are there any further questions of

Mr. Campbell? Mr. Kendrick?

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. KENDRICK:
Q Under direct examination vou were asked where the

0il from this drill tract would be produced and you advised

T e e ATk s . e .
. = - R R R A e i

that would be through Well No. 6, being on a separate drill
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Possibly some of it would be, yes, sir.

The drill tract location is the northwest quarter of

Section 227

A

Q

not be to a disadvantage to this drill tract to produce the

Yes, sir.

And Well No. 6 is on that drill tract, so it would

Well No. 6, would it?

A

I'm not‘éure that is on the same drill tract.

MR. NUTTER: You have one hundred and sixty acre

spacing, I don't know if that is a non-standard unit or not.

Q

(Mr. Kendrick continuing.) As a matter of fact, the

northwest quarter of Section 22 is dedicated to the two wells,

5 and 6.

A

Q

it?

A

Yes, sir, 5 and 6. -,

So if the oil from the drill tract is produced from

It wouldn't necessarily all be produced, we don't

believe it will be.

-Q

Could some of that oil be produced from the No.

on the northeast quarter?

A

B T L

’

No, I don't think so.

MR. KENDRICK: No further questions.

MR. NUTTER: Are there any further questions of

17" No. 6 it would not be a disadvantage to the drill ﬁract, woﬁld
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- Page 21
1 || Mr. Campbell? )
B 2 MR. KELLAHIN: Just to clarify your answexr to
N - 3 || Mr. Kendrick, if the well is not drilled, in your opinion will I
| 4 all of the available oil be produced that would be produced 2
_: 5‘ from the new well?
; m 8 MR, CAMPBELL: No, sir,.
: 7 | MR. KELLAHIN: That's ail I have.
b B 8 MR. NUTTER: If there are no further questions of
‘ — g 9 || the witness he may be excused.
{ o~ ;
- g g 10 (THEREUPON, the witness was excused.) ;
; C3 . i
'_1 iigﬁ 1 MR. KELLABIN: That's all we have, Mr. Nutter. Thank ,
"E :f:d:g 12 )} you. ~
- 'Egg% 13 MR. NUTTER: You have nothing further, Mr. Kellahin?
3 'E Efé 14_ ' - MR. KELLAHIN: No, nothing further. |
- ’gog 16| MR. NUTTER: Does anyone have an‘yfhing they wish to
- v 8 16 || offer in Case Number 6139? We will take the case under o
» 17 || advisement.
)‘1 = 18
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- Page 22
1 REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE
2 I, SIDNEY F. MORRISH, a Certified Shorthand Reporter,
- 3| do hereby certify that the foregoing and attached Transcript
4 | of Heariiig before the New Mexico 0Oil Conservation Commission
_ 5 | was reported by me, and the same is a true and correct record
e 6 || of the said proceedings to the best of my knowledge, skill and
, 7} ability.
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2T E O1L CONSERVATION COMMISSION
sog o) & .
Z, e STATE OF NEW MEXICO
tad P. 0. BOX 2088 - SANTA FE L
87501
DIRECIOR LAND COMMISSIONER STATE GEOLOGIST
JOE D. RAMEY PHIL R. LUCERO EMERY C. ARNOLD

February 15, 1978

Re:’

‘Mr. Jason Kellahin
Kellahin & Fox
Attorneys at Law
poat Office Box 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Dear Sir:

JDR/ £d

Copy of crder also sent to:

CASE No. 6139
ORDER No, K=2b4U

Applicant:

Petro~Lewis Corporation

Hobbs OCC X
Artesia OCC
Aztec OCC ~ X

Other

Enclosed herewith are two copies.of the above-referenced
Commission order recently entered in the subject case.
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|| THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:

@ BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
j OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OILs CONSERVATION
COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR

CASE NO. 6139
Order No. R-5640

|APPLICATION OF PETRO-LEWIS CORPORATION

FOR AN UNORTHODOX OIL WELL IOCATION,
SANDOVAL COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on February 8, 1978,
at Santa Fa, New Mexico, before Examiner Daniesl S. Nutter.

NOW, on this 1l4th day of February, 1978, the Commission,
a quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the
record, and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully
advised in the premisas,

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, Petro-Lewis Corporation, seeks
approval of an unorthodox oil well location 990 feet from the North
line and 2160 feet from the West line of Section 22, Township 19
North, Range 3 West, NHPM, to test the Entrada formation, South-
west Media --Entrada 0il Pool, Sandoval County, New Mexico.

(3) That the NW/4 of said Section 22 is to be dedicated to
the well. ‘

(4) That a well at said unorthodox location will better
!enable applicant to produce the o0il underlying the proration unit.

(5) That no offset operator objected to thé proposead
'unorthodox location.

(6) That approval of the subject appiication will afford the
applicant the opportunity to produce its just and equitable share
of the oil in the subject pool, will prevent the economic loss
caused by the drilling of unnecessary wells, avoid the augmenta-
tion of risk arising from the¢ driiiing of an excessive number of
w:lls, and will otherwise prevent waste and protect correlative
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iCaga 6139

gc)rder No. R~5640

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

{1) That an unorthodox oil well location for the Entrada
formation is hereby approved for the Petro~lewis Corporation Boling
Paderal 22 Well No. 8 to be located at a point 990 feet from the
North line and 2160 feet from the West line of Section 22, Township
19 North, Range 3 West, NMPM, Southwest Media-Entrada 011 Pool,
Sandoval County, New Mexico.

(2) That the NW/4 of said Section 22 shall be dedicated to
the above~described well. A

(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 herein-
above designataed.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION

- e

PHIL R. LUCERO, Chairman

SEAL
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Docket Ho. 4-78

Dockets Hos. 7-78 and 9-78 are tentatively set for hearirg on February 22 and March B, 1977. Applications
for hearing rust be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.

DOCKET: FXMMINER HEARING - WELNESDAY - FEBRUARY 8, 1978

9 AM. - OIL CONSFRVATION COAISSION CONFERENCE ROCHM
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, HEW MEXICO

The followlng cases w11l be heard before Paniel S, Nutter, ExsmIner, or Rlchard L. Stamets, Alternate Examiner:

CASE 6137:

CASE 6138:

< ZEam

CASE 6140:

CASE 6141:

CASE 6142:

OASE 61431

4 CASE 6144:.

B e ST e o, L R et e . i e 4 e i e e ey N X ; L
. I R b i A R S R AT R TR R SR R

Application of Amoco Production Company for an unorthodox gas well location, Lea County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of its Nellis

Federal Well lo. 3 to be located 1980 feet from the North line and 660 feet from the West line of

Section 8, Tornship 19 South, Range 33 East, West Tonto-Pennsylvanien Gas Pool, lLea Ccunty,
New Mezico, the N/2 of said Section 8 to be dedicated to the well.

Application of Amoco Producticn Company for a non-stendard proration unit, simultaneous dedication,

and an unorthodox gas well location, Lea County, MNew Mexiecoc. Applicant, in the above-styled
cause, seeks approval for a 480-acre non-standard gas proration unit comprising the E/2 and NW/.
of Section 24, Township 20 South, Range 36 Fast, Fumont Gas Pool, Lea County, MNew Mexico, to be
simultaneously dedicated to its Gillully Federal Gas Com Vells Nos. 4, 7 and 15 located in Units
B, 0, and E, respectively, of Section 24. Applicant also seceks approval for the unorthodox
location of said Well No. 15 located 1650 feet from the North line and 990 feet from the West
1line of said Section 24.

Applicaticn of Petro-lewls Corporation for an unorthodox oil well location, Sandoval County,
New Mex{co. Applicent, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location
of its Boling Federal Well No. 8-22 to be drilled at a point 990 feet from the North line and
2160 feet from the West line of Section 22, Township 19 North, Range 3 West, Southwest Media-
Entrada 011 Pool, Sandoval County, New Mexicc.

Application of Burleson & Huff for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in
the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests from 3,000 feet below the
surface to the base of the Queen formation underlying the SE/4 N§/4 of Section 21 , Township 25
South, Range 37 Fast, Langlie-Mattix Pool, Lea County, New Mexico, 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 allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating
costs and charges for supervision. Also to te considered will be the designation of applicant
a8 operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

Application of Peul Slayton for salt vater disposal, Eddy County, New Mexico. Applicant, in
the gbove-styled cause, seeks authority to dispose of produced salt water into the Seven Rivers
formation thru the open-hole interval from 528 feet to 547 feet in his Hastie Well No. 7 located

in Unit L of Section 18, Township 17 South, Range 28 East, Empire Field, Eddy Ccunty, New Mexico.

Application of Atlantic Richfield Company for compulsory pooling, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling a)l mineral interests in the Dakota
formation ‘'underiying the E/2 of Section 29, Township 24 North, Range 3 West, Rio Arriba County,
New Mexico, 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 ihe allocation of the cost ‘

thereof as well gs actial operating costs and charges for supervision. Also to be considered
will be the designation of applicant as operator of the well and a eherge for risk iuvolved in
dr:llling sald well.

Application of Atlantic Richfield COmpany for compulsory pooling, Rio Arriba county, New Mexico.
Applicant, Iin thé above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the Dakota
formation underlying the W/2 of Section 33, Township 24 North, Range 3 West, Rioc Arribda County,

" New Mexico, to be dedicated to a well to be driiled at a standard locatlon thereon. 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. Also to be considered
will be the designation of applicant as operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in
drilling said well.

Application of Southland Royalty Company for two unorthodox locations and two non-standard gas
proration units, San Juan County, MNew Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, geeks
approval for two 120-acre ron-standard gas proration units comprising the S/2 SE/) of Seection
10 and the SW/4 SW/, of Section 11, and comprising the SE/4 SW/4 and the S/2 SE/4 of Section
11, all in Township 29 North, Range 11 West, Fulcher Kutz-Pictured Cliffs Pool, San Juan
County, New Mexico, each of said units to be dedicated to & well drilled at an unorthodox

‘location thereon.
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Docket Ho, 4-78

Examiner Hearing -~ Wednesday - February €, 1978

CASE 6145:

CASE 6146

CASE 6147:

CASE 6148:

CASE 61134

GASE 6096:

CASE 6133:

IO RN 0000000 K X000 00000 KGO 0000000 IOEEN00N ON0000EE 000X EXE 0

Application of Jerome P. MeHugh for downhole comeingling, Rfo Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sceks approva) for the downhole comningling of Gavilan-
Pletured Cliffs and Blanco-Mesaverde prcduction within the wellbore of hic June Well No. 1
located in Unit B of Section 28, Township 28 North, Range 3 West, Rfo Arriba County, New Mexico.

Application of Jerome P. McHugh for dowvnhole corringling, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, In the above-styled cause, sceks approval for the downhole commingling of Tapacito-
Gallup and Besin-Dakota productfon within tha welltore of his Jicarilla Vell No. 5 located in
Unit D of Section 29, Township 26 North, Range 4 West, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.

Application of Dugan Production Corporation for dovmhole comningling, San Juan County, Mew Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seecks approval for the downhole comrdngling of Undesignated
Greenhorn, Blsti-lower Gallup, and Basin Dakota production within the wellbore of its Big 8 Vell

No. 1 located in Unit L of Seetion 8, Township 24 North, Range 2 West, San Juan County, Hew Mexico.

Application of Coquina O1) Corporation for a dusl completion, Lea County, Mew Mexico. Applicant,
in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the dual completion (conventicnal) of its Vivian
Kell No. 1 located in Unit F of Section 30, Township 22 South, Range 38 East, Lea County, New
Mexico, in such a manner as to produce oifl from the Drinkard end Granite Wash formations thru
the casing-tubing snnulus and the tubing, respectively. .

{Readvertised)

Application of Burleson & Huff for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico, Applicant, in
the above-styled cause, secks an order pooling &ll mineral interests from the surface of the
ground to the base of the Queen formation underlying the SE// KW/4 of Section 22, Township 25
South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexlco, to form a 40-acre Langlie Mattix oll proration
unit or underlying the N/2 NE/4, NE/4 NW/4, and SE/4 MW/4 of said Section 22 to form a non-
standard 16C-acre Jalmat gas proration unit. Also to be considered will be the cost of drilling
and completing said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actusl operating
costs and charges for supervision. Also to be considered will be the designation of applicant
a8 operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

(Continued from January 18, 1978 Examiner Hearing)

Application of Texas 011 & Gas Corporation for compulsory pooling, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled ceuse, seeks an order pooling all mrineral interests in the
Wolfcamp and Pennsylvanian formations underlying the S/2 of Seéction 14, Toenship 21 South,
Range 34 East, Les County, New Mexico, to be dedicated to dpplicant's South Wilson State Well
No. 1 to be drilled at a standard location thereon. Alco to be considered will be the cost of
drflling and cempleting said well and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual
operating costs and charges for supervision. Also to be considered will be the designation of
applicant as operator of the well and & charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

{Continued from Jamuary 13, 1978 Examiner Hearing)

Application of Doyle Hartman for compulsory pooling and. a non-standerd proration unlt, Lea County,

New Mexico, Applicant, -in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral intereats
underlying the SE/4 of Section 8, Township 19 South, Range 37 Fast, Eumont Gas Pool, Lea' County,
New Mexico, to form a non-standard unit to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard

location thereon. Also to be considered will be the ¢ost of drilling and completing safd well

and the allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating costs and charges for euper-
vision. Also to be considered will be the designation of applicant as operator of the well and
a charge for risk involved in drilling said well. :

Docket No. 5-78

DOCKET: FXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY ~ FEBRUARY 15, 1978

9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVATION COMUISSION CONFERENCE ROCM,
STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

The following caoes Wil Le heard before RIchard L. Stemets, Examlner, or Denlel 3. Nutter, Alternate Exeminer:

ALLOWABLE:

(1) Consideration of the allowable production of gas for March, 1978, from fifteen prorated
pools in Lea, Eddy and Chaves Counties, New Mexico. .

(2) Considerstion of the allowsbie production of gas for March, 1978, from four prorated pools
in San Juan, Rio Arriba and Sandoval Counties, New Mexico.

» (3) . Consideration of purchaser's nominations for the one year period beginning April 1, 1978,

for both of the above aress.
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February 3, 1978

Petro-Lewis Corporation
P. O. Box 2250
Denver, Colorado 80201

RE: Boling Federal #8 Well
Sandoval County, New Mexico

Gentlemen:

This letter is a written approval of your proposed |
location for the Boling Federal #8 Well which you wish to

drill, 990" FNL and 2160' FWL, Section 22-T19N-R3W, Sandoval

County, New Mexico.

Sincerely,
FLUID POWER PUMP
BY ﬁ! %V//
TV Tomnie Slaugh%gt
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e YA M ‘L.!TTE':R
. ieynd (U S tels
O .. AT O, ,g’_:_,_,,,,._,_
S —
e s s wpases T T S it S e S R A S o R R S R s e w.,._w..q;.,




y ‘ .

/ R //f / //4 . ( y

yeiin 8.291C ) SUFMIT IN TRIPLICATE® Porin appioned. )
(Otber turtruetinue on Husgel Bureao Noo 42 ni4g23

(May 13 ’
il  UNITED STATES AR
! DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR STV EARE ﬁt.;:ﬁiar;:,.n;m';o'.'“

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY Aj {,/\ A cI
APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DRILL, DEEPEN, OR PLUG BACK [ & " i siriii 3"’“‘" FriET
i Ia. 7¥¥L OF WORK .“_ e .
: DRI.L f;{, DEEPEN D PLUG BACK D 7. UNIY 1CKEIMENT NAME
R b. T¥V'E OF WELL ) ; ;
?t’:u, b, fv‘z'u‘. ornER ?A'.-’;lc:“ L :!OF’:“TII‘L‘ D §. riEN on LEasK Nanx - ' ‘
. 2. KAMZ U7 OFERATOR T T Boling Federal
: Petro-Lewis Corporation 9. WRLL No.
3 ALLRESE OF OFERATOR - - o - g-a2 -
P.O. Box 509 Levelland, Texas 79336 10. FIELD AND FOOL, OF WILLCAY
.4 intc:grx!o:::ar wrLL {Report location cleésrly and In sccordance with any State nquhemtnu *) Entrada
Qg9D' FNL & 2160' FWL ) ' J1. 5XC.,T,R., M., OE BLK. -

AND SURVEY DB ABRA i

At propored prod. zope 5425
4 Sec. 22, T19N, R3W

1. DISTANCE IN MILEE AND DIRECTION FKOM NEARKST TOWN OR POST CFricz® 12, COUNTY Or PaRISE | 13. STaTK
Ty 3.8 Mi. SW of Cuba, N.M., on Hwy 197, SE 3.4 Mi. Sandoval N.M.
i 10. DIETANCE FEOM PROFOSED® 16. NO. OF ACEXS IN LEASK 17. K0, OF ACRFS ASSICNED :
LOCATION TO NEARLET 7O THIS WXLL - . |
FAOPERTY OR LEASE LINK . |
(Also to pearest drig. unit llne, if any) 990°* 160 40
. 38. DISTANCE FROM FEOYOSED LOCATION® 19. PROFOSED DEFTH 20. ROTARY OR CABLE TOOLS
. T0 NEAREST WELL, DRILLING, COMPLETED,
Ok APPLIED FOR, ON YHIS LEASE, FT. 600" 5425 Rotary
2}, rixvATIONS (Show whether DF, RT, GR, ete.) 22. AYFROX. DATE WORK WILL ETAKT® }
6869' GR | 1-23/78 : |
! |
23. PROPOSED CASING AND CEMENTING PROGRAM ! 1‘
R ’ {
SILE OF AOLER S12E OF CASING WEICHT PER FOOT SETTING DLPTH QUANTITY OF CEMENT | i
14-3/4" 10-3/4" 32,75¢ 500" 400 Sx. Class "A" H
8-3/4" " 23.00# . 5425° 700 Sx. Class "A" i ‘ |
i

1. Set 40', 10" conductor pipe and cmt. to surface.
2. bDrlg. 14-3/4" hole to 500' and set 10-3/4" csg. 32.75#, H-40, STC, ~and cmt. P
100% excess, WOC 18 hrs., pressure test and drill out. , 5
3. Drlg. 8-3/4" hole to 5425', run GR-CNL-FDC,®il. Log, run 7" csg. 23.00#,
~ K-55, STC, and cmt. 50% excess. ‘
Float shoe and float collar DV tool at 3200' w/2 metal
pedal baskets. -
1st Stage - 400 sx. cmt., TOC-4100' open DV tool and
circ. 4/6 hrs. ;
2nd Stage - 300 sx. cmt., TOC-2500', WOC-18 hrs.
“4, ‘Run temperaturée survey, locate TOC — $-2500'. L : :

5. Run CBL-VDL-2000' - TD, cmt. bonding log w/GR-collar for perf.

6. Prep to complete. 5
2 ;AR/AzL" , (1Q§i§églszi9

IN ABOYE ETFACE DESCRIEE FROTOSED PROCRAM : If pro is eepen or pluog back, give data on present productive z0ne and proposed new productive
zone. - If proposal is to drill or deepen directionally, give perticent data op subsurface Jocetions and measurced snd true verlica) depths. Give blowont
presebdier programyil-’ny

24.

g ot -

SICNED mree_ SY. Drilling Foreman oarz . 1/4/78

|
i
\
1
)
B
\

" —
e e et 5.

¢{Tbis apace for Federal or S(ét( office use)

APPROVED oo BEFORE EXAMINER Niiren]

| FERMIT No.

O*{ ( K'(\: "‘r A v
APPEOVED BY —— 7. ..S ” !i‘n" LRLSION !
coXvITIONS OF APPIO\AL.")’L‘N H 1978 . ' Uk e :..).i i\\) l [
- /4 /;/’/',/,//é CASE i 6 13_ - ’- \‘:'.’."7:“.‘."'“"“
CARL A. BARRICK —-—--‘~----_..._‘_,_._,.:_.::;'_'_’“'“'—'M-..-........, —
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e | KELLAHIN and FOX

;o ATTORNEYS AT LAW . V
JABON W. KELLAHIN 2800 DON GASPAR AVENUE [l ) i
ROBXRT £, FOX P, O. BOX 1769 ‘ . il o TALEPHONE 982.4333
W.THOMAS KELLAKIN SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501 - N “ ) 4. Tinma coolf)a
ROV \/,) | i
. <, “ f
January 19, 1978 SO jf ! |
) - . | ; . ) J
B Mr. Dan Nutter
0il Conservation Commission
P. 0. Box 2088
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

z J Re: Petro-Lewis

Dear Dan:

Please find enclosed our application on behalf of
Petro-Lewis for an unorthodox well location in the Southwest
Media-Entrada, Sandoval County, New Mexico.

1.7 W Rk PO

Please set this for hearing on February 8, 1978.

WTK :kfm
CC: Petro-Lewis

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
PETRO-LEWIS CORPORATION FOR APPROVAL
OF AN UNORTHODOX WELL LOCATION,
SOUTHWEST MEDIA-ENTRADA, SANDOVAL
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO,

APPLICATION

Comes now, Petro-Lewis Corporation, by and through its
attorneys, Kellahin § Fox, and applies to the 0il Conservation
Commission of New Mexico for approval of an unorthodox well
location in the Southwest Media-Entrada Pool, Sandoval County,
New Mexico and in support théreof would show the Commission:

1. Applicant is the owner of the right to drill and
develop’the oil and gas minerals in the area involved in this
application.

2. Applicant proposes to drill a well to test the
Entrada at a location 990 feet from the North line and 2160
feet from the West line of Section 22, Toﬁnship 19 North, -
Range 3 West, NMPM, Sandoval County, New Mexico.

3. Tﬁat said well is to be designated the Boling Federal
No. 8-22 Well and is to replace the Boling Federal No. 5-22
Well located in the NE/4NW/4 of said Section 22. ;

4. That a well located as proposed will recover oil and
gas that would not otherwise be recovered, is in the interest

of cpnsérVation, and the corrective rights of no offset owner

will be impaired.

WHEREFORE“applicant prays that this application be set

for hearing be%bre‘thé Commission's duly appointed examiner,

R N




; - and that after notice and hearing as required by law the

Commission enter its order approving the location as prayed

; for.

o e

At N

KELLAHIN § FOX

. 0. Box
Santa Fe, Ne

Mexico 87501

Attorneys for Applicant,
Petro-Lewis Corporation
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IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARIRG
CALLED LY THE OIL CONSERVATION
COMMISSION OF HEY MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDLRING:

CASE NO 6139
Order Ho. R- 5Ldo

APPLICATION Of PETRO-LEW1S CORPORATION

. FOR AN UMNORTHODOX 38 _WELL LOCATION,
SANDOVA

COUNTY, NEW HEXTCO, — o d@b

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

. BY THE COMMISSION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on February 8 , 19 18,
~at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Danfel S, Nutter .
NOW, on this day of _ February » 19 78 , the Comission,

& quorum bemg 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
Conmsswn has jurisdiction of this cause and the subject matter thercof.

(2) That the apphcoa;rit, Petro~Lewls Corporation » seeks
approval of an u’nor"thc)dox)@@@(weﬂ-*1ocat1‘o:rge~ 990 feet from the North
line and _2160 feet from the _West Tine of Section _22 'Townshi'ﬁ

19 North , Range 3 West  , NMPM, to test the |
é;ﬁ& formation,  Southwest Media-Entrada O1il Pool,
Sandoval County, New Mexico. ’

(3) That the Mof-said Sectio'n _ 3. 1is to be dedicated to the
well, | | |

i4) That a well at said Unorthodox location will better enable
applicant to produce the % underlying the proration unit. |

(5) That no offset operator objected to the proposed unorthodox

location.
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Order Ho. R- S ’ ,

. (6) That approval of the subject applicat1on will afford the applicant
B )
.~ the opportunity to produce its just and equitable share of the iig in the i

ﬂ subject pool, wi1l prevent the economic loss caused by the drilling of |

unnecessary vells, avoid the augmentatxon of risk arising from the drilling

. of an excessive number of wells, and will otherwise prevent waste and protect

correlative rights.

1T 1S THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That an unorthodoxdls' weH 1ocat13n for the fwﬁ‘a—‘a“"’

' o Pedro Lewsis Cor peratien Baling Federal 22 W NOB |
* formation is hereby approved for‘g;zaaa to be located at a point __990

k feet from the _North line and _2160 feet from the ___West i
i 13ne of Section 22, Township _19 Norih , Range __3 West. i
1" i
‘;i NMPM, Southwest Media-Entrada 0il Pool, Sandoval County,

}

! .

New Mexico.
(2) That the _NW/Y of said Section R A " shall be dedicated to

the above- -described well.

— .t S o
pripeeemy empuiiiemaiiag et
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(3) That jurisdiction of this cause i3 retained for the ehtfy of such

further orders as the Commission may deem necessary. o

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