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MR. STAMETS: We'll call next Case 6591,

MR. PADILLA: Application of Exxon Corpor-

ation for vertical pool limit‘redefinition, Lea County,

New Mexico.

'vi MR. COFFIELD: Conrad Coffield, with the

Hinkle Law Fiyrm in Midland, Texas, appearing on behalf of

A

the applicant, and I have one witness.

9 (Witness sworn.)
°‘=-u 1°
> ;E
TR
z 52§ 1 i
° - EUGENE E. CLARK
Sinp »
= 3; being called as a witness anda being duly sworn upon his
S
< I 13 e .
?i!ui oath, teutifisd zs foliows, to-wit:
35:

-

|

DIRECT EXAMINATION

18
BY MR. COFFIELD:
17 ‘
Q Mr. Clark, would you please state your
8

name, address, occupation, and emplover?

19

A My name is Eugene Edward Clark. I live

at 1312 Alpine in Andrews, Texas. I'm a production geologisk

21 ;
for the Exxon Company, Exxon Company U.S.A. ;
2
& Have you previously testified before the H
=
) Division as a geologist? 3

24

. I have not,
.3

ﬂ Q All right. Would you please, for the
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= 1 Examiner, give a brief resume of your educational background
2 and work experience? As a geologist. $
3 A I receinved a Bachelor's of Science in
¢ geology and a Master's of Science in geology at Brigham
5 Young University. I have worked for Exxon for three and a
e half years, two and a half years in exploration, and one
7 year in the Andrews District Office in production.
8 Q Are you familiar with this particular .
9 application? |
g§§§ 10 A Yes, I am, ,
% éi 1 Q And you are familiar with the property and
'-:_'éi: 2 | v rion ieeetead i thic cacad
3¥at the well lccaticn invelved in this case?
%géi " A Yes, I am.
: " MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Examiner, is the wit-
® ness considered gualified.
1 MR. STAMETS: I presume you got your last
v degree in 197672
® A 1976.
" MR. STAMETS: Yes, the witness is consi-
2 dered qualified.
s 0 Mr. Clark, would you please state for the
2 record what it is that Exxon seeks in this case?
= A Exxon seeks an order to extend the verti-
2‘ cal limits of the Langlie-Mattix Pocl tc include the lower- i
-3 S
f most 165 feet of the Seven Rivers Formation and the contractﬁ.on%

4
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~ 1 of vertical limits of the Jalmat gas pool underlying the .
2 northeast quarter of Section 2, Township 24 South, Range
3 36 East, Lea County, New Mexico.
; 4 0. Mr. Clark, refer to what we've marked as
f; % 5 Exhibit Number One, and discuss that, please.
| ¢ ' Wwhat does that represent?
’ . S | 7 A Exhibit Number One is a land plat in the
* 8 Langlie -- a portion of the Langlie-Mattix Field near Ex-
9 xon's New Mexico State "Z" lease, which is outlined in
gE%E 10 yellow. On the New Mexico “"2" State lease of Exxon's at
g éi " the present time there are no Langlie-Mattix completions.
:'\' E% 25 12 We have one well on the "2z" State lease that's a Jalmat
~ B .
Eggi gas well. The TD of that well is approximately 230 feet
®es above the top of the Langlie-Mattix Pool at the present
time. |
16 I'd like to point out the acreage in the
v Lbluc and the green areas.
The blue areas represent acreage operated
by Doyle Hartman of Midland, Texas. Within two leases of
Doyle Hartman's,the Citgo "As" and the Citgo "LM" State i :
# leases, there are four Langlie-Mattix wells presently com- % 1
= pleted, and t“esé wélls are completed in a zone 65 feet ; ié
z tewve the old Tanglie-Mattix Pool interval % 'E
| GEOVE s SoE e . z B
# In March of this year Doyle Hartman appliei %:
- :

. for a vertical extension of the Langlie-Mattix to a point




= o
§§§E 10
- "_ia 11
o83

D SE 2 12
< iz
-~ mg
»8i;
=Eg
3%53 o

18

17

18

Page —

165 feet above the top of the Queen or base of the Seven

Rivers, which is 65 feet above the normal lLanglie Mattix

Pool interval.

subsequent to Doyle Hartman's application,

Conoco has applied for the same type of vertical extension

of their acreage shown in green, which applies to the five

wells that are circled in red on the map.

I might pecint out that the red circles

on the map are some of the Langlie Mattix completed weils

in the field.

MR. COFFIELD: 1If the Examiner please, T

would point out, or draw the Examiner's attention to Case

Number 6505 and Order Number 5972 of the pivision, wnich

is the case and the order involved in the Doyle Hartman
matter mentioned by Mr. Clark.

I do not have a reference to the Conoco

hearing, which was more recently heard.
But we would request that the Examiner

take administrative notice of matters discussed in those

cases.

The Examiner will take such

MR. STAMETS:

notice.
Number

Q Mr. Clark, go to the next exhibit,

Two, and please discuss that an

! _ A Exhibit Two is a representative well and “

d explain that to the Examiner.

"b»{&JHJSﬁ?ﬁimiﬁvi'.uu.wnumu,.,'.;‘ A.‘
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log of Doyle Hartman's Citgo "LM" State No. 1 Well, which
is located just to the northeast of Exxon's "Z" State Lease.
The tops of the Seven Rivers are marked in -- the top of
the Seven Rivers is marked in green. The top of the Queen
is maiked in red. These tops have been correlated to New
Mexico OCC cross sections, specifically to a well on a
New Mexico OCC cross section, the Gulf Holt "B" No. 1.

The first blue line above the top of thne
Queen is 100 feet above the top of the Queen. That is the
normal top of the Langlie Mattix Pool.

The second line above the top of the Queen,

Te o~

the hlne line, is +the

R

v
s

noint 1685 feet above the top o
Queen, which is the vertical extension that we are asking
for, aé well as what Doyle Hartman and Conoco have evidently
received or their application has been approved for.

I might note that there are two prominent
sands, gas sands, within that 165 foot zone that are proli-
fic gas sands, and for this reason, we are asking for the
extension of the Langlie Mattix Pool so that we can be able
to compete with Doyle Hartman and Conoco in order to pro-

duce these sands as well on our acreage.

o All right, Mr. Clark, go to what we've

marked Exhibit Three and identify that and explain its in-
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cross section, going generally from west to east, showing
two wells on Doyle Hartman's Citgc "AS" State, their No. 2
and 3 Wells that are completed in the Langlie Mattix. They
are located on the west of Exxon's "2" State.

Also, the Doyle Hartman Citgo "LM" State

1, which is located, again, to the northeast of Exxon's
State, as well as two Conoco wells on their "B" State,
Nos. 5 and 6.

The Doyle Hartman wells, I do not have
the perforations marked on these. Each of tbe wells have
been perforated up and including those prominent sand bodies
within that 165-fant vertical extension, and
thiey are making approximately, thwe two Citgo
making approximately half a million cubic feet of gas a
day.

The Citgo "LM" State No. 1 is making ap-
proximately 650,000 cubic feet of gas a day, and I believe
mainly from those zones, as well as several zcnes perfor-
ated lower than that.

The Vaughn B-1 No. 5, the Vaughn B-1 No. 6,

have not -- are not perforated in those zones and their

production is much lower; just a few barrels of oil and 20

to 30,000 cubic feet of gas a day.
0 Mr. Clark, I think you've already alluded

to what plans Exxon has in the event this application is
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~~
1 granted, but I presume you do expect to drill additional
!
l
2 wells on the subject acreage? !
3 A We have plans immediately to drill at least
4 two.
! 5 Q What would be the result if this applica-
6 tion is not granted, Mr. Clark?
7 A I don't believe that economically we
8 would be able to drill either one. I believe that we would
9 have to be able to complete in those two gas zones in
ofs: 10 ; ;
s e order to make an economically sound well, to drill any
3
go-:?% well.
~ 535 .
~3-H T also might add at this time that our
siﬂ.-
e > g5 i3 - I o G L
e ggég Jalmat well in the “4% State, “z" sState No. 1, 1s a top
“wgs "
allowable Jalmat well, and the likelihocod of us drilling .
] . .
deeper in that Jalmat well and opening up those two zones
1 as additional zones in the Jalmat, are very unlikely in
e the near futuvre, because we -—- we have a top allowable well
18
now, and it's been a top allowable welli for gquite a number
19
of years.
m » -
Q So accordingly, you —-- you had to wait
21
until that well got to a point where it could be opened
22
up, you would suffer significant drainage, is that so?
| 2
<:> A I believe so.
24
g Q. Anything else?
; A No.
i
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0. Were these exhibits prepared by you or
under your supervision, Exhibits One, Two, Three?

A Yes, they were.

Q And, Mr. Clark, in your opinion will the
approval of this application prevent waste and protect
correlative rights?

A Yes,

MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Examiner, I move the
admission of Exhibits One through Three.

MR, STAMETS: These exhibits will be ad-
mitted.

MR COFFIELD: And I have no other ques-
tions of Mr. Clark.

MR, STAMETS: Are there any questions of
the witness? He may be excused.

Anything further in this case?

MR. COFFIELD: No, sir.

MR. STAMETS: The case will be taken under

advisement.

(Hearing concluded,)
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ation for vertical

Hew loxico.

Hinkle Law Firm in

the applicant,

being called as a witnes

oath, testified as follows, to-wit:

BY MR.

Q

name,

A

at 1312 Alpine in Andrews, Texas.

for the Exxon Company.

Q

nivieion as a geologist?

A

COFFIELD:

address, occupation, and employer?

Page 3

We'll call next Case 6591.

MR. STAMDTS:

MR. PADILLA: Application of Exxon Corpor-

pool limit redefinition, Lea County,

MR. COFFILLD: conrad Coffield, with the

vidland, Texas, appearing on behalf of

and I have one witness.

EUGEWE E. CLARK

s and being duly sworn upon his

DIRECY EXAMINATION

Mr. Clark, would you please state your

' My name is Eugene pdward Clark. I live

I'm a production geologiik

Exxon Company U.S.A.

Have you previously testifiéd before the

I have not.

Would you please, foxr the

All right.
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7N\ 1
Examiner, give a brief resume of your educaticnal background
2 and work experience? Aas a geologist. .
3 A I received a Bachelor’'s of Science in
4 geology and a Masier's of EScicnee in geclogy at Brigham
5 Young University. I have worked for Exxon for three and a
6 . .
half years, two and a half yecars in exploration, and one
7 year in the Andrews District Office in production.
8 Q Are you familiar with this particular
o application? ]
oF g: 10 ]
ngt A Yes, I am.
L
p “3 " . cas .
of §§ Q And you are familiar with the property and
o 2 ¢ . o |
- ~EL the well location involved in this case?
> o a8 i
jgg; 13 A Yas, I am.
CEEL ‘
82 "
MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Examiner, is the wit-
3 .
ness considered qualified. ‘
16
MR. STAMETS: I presume you got your last
17
degree in 15767
18
A 1976.
19 .
MR. STAMETS: Yes, the witness is consi-
20
dered qualified.
21
o Mr. Clark, would you please state for the
22
racord what it is that Exxon seeks in this case? \
2 - | |
Y 2 Exxon seeks an order to extend the verti-
cal limits of the Langlie-Mattix Pool to include the lower-
s ;
most 165 feet of the Seven Rivers Formation and the contractrton




SALLY WALTON BOYD
ihmta Fe, New Moxico $1801

CERTIFIEI) SHORTHAND AEPORTER

3050 Plaxs Blanea (§08) 4712462

()

10

1t

-
&)

<

Page o)

of vertical limits of the Jalmat gas pool underlving the
northeast quarter of Section 2, Township 24 South, Range
36 East, Lea County, New Mexico.

n, - Mr, Clark, refor to what we've marked as
Exhibit Number Onc, and discuss that,. please.

tThat does that renresentc?

A Exhihit Numher One is a land plat in the
Langlie -- a portion of the Langlie-Mattix Field near Ex-
xon's New Mexico State "2" lease, which is outlined in
vyellow. On the New Mexico "2" State lease of Exxon's at
the present time there are nc lLanglie-~Mattix completions.
We have one well on the "2" State lease that's a Jalmat
gas well. The TD of that well is approximately 230 feet

above the top of the Langlie-Mattix Pool at the present

I'd like to point out the acreag=s in the
blue and the green areas.

The blue ar2aaas renresant acread

by Doyle Hartman of Midland, Texas. Within two leases of

- Doyle Hartman's,the Citgo "AS" and the Citgo "LM" State

Leases, there are four Langlie-Mattix wells presently com-
nleted, and these wells are completed in a zone 65 feet
above the o0ld Langlie-Mattix Pool interval.

Tn March of this year Doyle Hartman applie%

for a vertical extension of the lLanglie-Mattix to a point

e GG £ ¢ S
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165 feet above the top of the Queen or base of the Seven
Rivers, which is (5 fect above the normal Lanqglie Mattix

""" -’

Pool interval.

cubsequent to Doyle llartman's application,
Conqco has applied for the same tyve of vertical extension
of their acreage shown in green, waich applies to the five
wells that are circled in red on the map.

I might point out that the red circles
on the map are some of the Langlie Mattix completed wells
in the ficld.

MR, COFFIELD: If the Examiner please, I

WouUld point Cui, ©r diaw Llie Dxamlnei's attention to Case

Number 6505 and Order Humber 5972 of the Division, which
is the case and the order involved in the Doyle Hartman
matter mentioned by Mr. Clark.

I do not have a reference to the Conoco
hearing, which was more recently heard.

But we would request that the Examiner
take administrative notice of matters discussed in those
cases.

MR. STAMETS: The Examiner will take such

notice.

Q Mr. Clark, go to the next exhibit, Wumber

Two, and please discuss that and explain that to the Examinesx

A Exhibit Two is a representative well and

TSNP S Y
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log of Doyle llartman's Citgo "LM" State lo. 1 Well, which
is located just to the northeast of Exxon's "2Z"' State Lease
The tops of the Seven Rivers are marked in -- the top of
the Seven Rivers is marked in green. The top of the Queen
is marked in red. Thesc tops have been correlated to New
Mexico OCC cross sections, specifically to a well on a
lew Mexico OCC cross section, the Gulf Holt “"B™ No. 1.

The first blue line above the top of the
Queen is 100 feet above the top cf the Queen. That is the
normal top of the Langlie Mattix Pool.

The second line above the top of the Queen

the blue line, is a point 165 feet above the top of the

Yo £ wm

oo = PR
8 arie€ asning

Dueen. which is the vertical -§LEusion that w
for, as well as what Doyle Hartman and Conoco have evidentl
received or their application has been approved for.

I nmight note that there are twc prominent
hat are proli-
fic gas sands, and for this reascn, we are asking for the
extension of the Langlie Mattix Pool so that we can be able
to compete with qule Hartman and Conoco in order to pro-
duce these sands as well on our acreage.

0 All right, Mr. Claxrk, go to what we've

nd eynlain itg in-

S~ Z —_—— =22 S — 2
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g; & L cross section, goiag gcincrally from west to aast, showing

|z

{ 2 two wells on Doylc llartman's Citgo "AS" State, their No. 2

E 3 and 3 lells that are completed in the Langlie Mattix. They
4 are locatad on ther wost of Dinea's 2T State.
5 Also, the Doyle !lartman Citgo "LM" State

. ¢ No. 1, which is locatced, again, to thie northeast of Exxon's

7 "Z" State, as wall as two Conoce walls on their "B" State,
8 "B" tlos. 5 and 6.
9

The Doyle Hartman wells, I do not have

ofs.
35 $§ 10 the perforations marked on these. Zach of the wells have
:'-'Zg n : . , ted
°§_Ei been perforated up and including those prominent sand bodie
~ 2%
-~ & 3 12
— ;§_§_£ d within that 165-foot vertical extension, and they’ve --
w Ag
> 8 1% 13
::§§3 they are makinag approximately, the two Citgo "AS" Wells,
g = 3
wy: "
making approximately half a million cubic feet of gas a
15
day.
16 . .
The Citgo "LM" State lNo. 1 is making ap-
17 . . o mmn . .
proximately 650,000 cubic feet of gas a day, and I believe
1B
mainly from those zones, as well as several zones perfor-
19 -
ated lower than that.
. 20
R The Vaughn B-1 No. 5, the Vaughn B-1 MNo. 6
21
have not -- are not parforated in those zones and their
i 22
! production is much lower; just a few barrels cf oil and 20
P 2
T to 30,000 cubic fzet of gas a day.
-’ 2
Q Mr. Clark, I think you've already alluded
.

to what plans Exxon has in the event this application is

N IS Y RV A 0 1




Page 9
/ 1 granted, but I proesume yoiu o chpect to drill additional
i 2 wells on the subjoct acreage? . &
3
; 3 A o have plans immodiately to drill at least
: 4 twWo.
5 o) hat would bc the result if this applica-
6 tion is not granted, !r. Clark?
' 7 A I don't beolieve that economically we
8 would be able to drill either one. I believe that we would
9 have to be able to complete in those two gas zones in
ofs:z 10 '- 3 ;
sie.:_ order to make an economically sound well, to drill any
n ~ -
[ 34 1"
5":% well,
. ™~ pgsi
o : <SE 2 12 . . .
% o - ;iﬁz I also might add at this time that our
d . ol >l
e »g8% 13
= jEE; Jalmat well in the "Z" State, "%" State Ho. 1, is a top
NS Y "
allowable Jalmat well, and the likelihood of us drilling
. = " '
: deeper in that Jalmat well and opening up those two zones
7 o
6 . .
: as additional zones in the Jalmat, are very unlikely in
I
b g N 17 T P . 1. e S | A | LI |
i the near future, bcécause we -+ wé have a top allowable well
-
£ s
now, and it's been a top allowable well for quite a number
19
of years.
m » L3
o} 50 accordingly, you -- you had to wait
2 21
until that well got to a point where it could be opened
h 2z
e R up, vou would suffer significant drainage, is that so?
S 2
PN | A I beliove so.
- 24 |
; Q Anything else?
- 4 25 i
5 I A No.
‘ i
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S 1 -
Q were these cxhibits preparcd by you or
2 under your supervision, nxhibits‘Onu, ™o, Three?
3 BR Ves, Lhey dere.
4 o Jad, Mr, Clark, in your opinion will the

approval of this application prevent waste and protect
correlative rights?
A Yes.
MR. COFFICLD: Mr. Sxaminer, I move the
admission of Exhibits One through Three.

MR, STAMETS: These exhibits will be ad-

MR. COFFIELD: And

tions of Mr. Clark.

Santa Yo, New Mexioo 878481

3020Plazs Filanca (505) 471-2442

SALLY WALTON BOYD
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND HEPORTER

MR. STAMETS: Are there any questions of
the witness? He may be excused.
Anything further in this case?
o, sir.
The case will be taken under

advisement.

(Hearing concluded.)
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by re; that said transeript is a full, true, and correct
record ¢f Uie hearing, prepared by me to the best of my
ability, Lucwledge, and skill, from ny notes taken at the

time of the hearing.

Sally W. Boyd, C.S.R.
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO

ENERGY ano MINERALS DEPARTMENT

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

POST OFFICE BOX 2008
STATE LAND OFFICE BURDING
BANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501

July 31, 1979 505! 827.2434

PSS —

CASE NO. 6591
Mr. Conrad E. Coffield ORDER NO. R-6066
Hinkle, Cox, Eaton, Coffield
& Hensley
Attorneys at Law , Applicant:
P. O. Box 3580
Midland, Texas 79702

Exxon Corporation

Dear Sir: .

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

/Ypurs very trulyfi::>

Aéybirector

JDR/fd

Copy of order also sent to:

Hobbs OCD X
Artesia OCD X
Aztec OCD

Other




STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OFP
CONSIDERING:

CASE NO. 6591
Order No. R-6066

PLICATION OF EXXON CORPORATION
R VERTICAL POOL LIMIT REDEFINITION,
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

Y THE DIVISIONs

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on July 11, 1979,
t Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Richard L. Stamets_

! ROW., on this 2n:1.  day of July. 1079, the Divieion
irector, having consldered the testimony, the record, and the

ecommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised in the
remises,

FINDS:

(1) That due public notice having been given as required
y law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the

13 j-at mabbasw th-—uf.

(2) That the applicant, Exxon Corporation, seeks an order
tending the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea
unty, New Mexico, to include the lowermost 165 feet of the

even Rivers formation and the concomitant contraction of the
ertical limits of the Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the NE/4 of
ion 2, Township 24 South, Range 36 East.

(3) That Exxon Corporation is the operator of its New
exico "ZI" State lease comprising the NE/4 of said Section 2
said pools.

I (¢) That there are areas within 2aid pools which have
imilar revisions to the vertical iimits and which offset appli-~
t's New Mexico "Z" State lease.

(5) That to protect correlative rights, the proposed
Fhange in the vertical limits of said pools should be approved.
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{(6) That no offsst operator or other owner in either of
aid pools appeared and objected to the application.

(7) That to avoid drilling unnecessary wells, to prevent
ste, and to protect correlative rights, the application should
approved as to applicant's acreage in said Section 2.

IT I8 THEREFORE ORDERED1

{1) That effective August 1, 1979, the vertical limics
f the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea Ccunty, New Mexico, are hereby
tended to include the lowermost 165 feet of the Seven Rivers
ormation and the vertical limits of the Jalmat Gas Pool are
ncomitantly contracted by exclusion of said lowermost 165
eet of the Seven Rivers formation underlying the NE/4 of Section
» Township 24 South, Range 36 East.

: (2] That jucisdiction of this cause is retained for the
ientry of such further orders as the Division may deem necessary.

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year herein-
¢ t“o
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Law OFFiCES

LEWIS ©.COX,0R. HINKLE, COX, EATON,COFFIELD & HENSLEY
PAUL W. EATON, UR.

OF COUNSEL

!
:
i

1000 FIRST NATIONAL BANK TOWER CLARENCE E.HINKLE
CONRAD E.COFRIELD
HAROLD L.MENSLEY, JR. PoaT OFricE Box 3580
STUART D.SHANSR W. £.BONDURANT, JR. (1944 1973} i
C.D. MARTIN MIDLAND, TEXAS 70702 .
PAUL @ KELLY,UN. ROSWELL ,NEW MEXYICO QFFICE :
(915) 683-4891 4 §
VAMES K. BOZARTY 800 HINKLE BUILDING g
DOUGLAS L.LUNSFORD . (B08) 822-6%10 ;
JD’O‘J@:’”;;"";‘? OKLY ATTYS. COFFIELD, MARTIN, BCZARTM,
K.DOUDLAS PERRIN BOHANNON, FOSTER, ALLEN, ALLEN & BURFOROD
C.RAY ALLEN LICENSED IN TEXAS
VACQUELINE W ALLEN
Vo CALDER ELZELL WJR.
WilLiAM 8. BURFORD
JOHN 8.NELSON :
AICHARD E.OLSON
June 19, 1979 ;
i
Mr. Dan Nutter !
Chief Engineer
0il Conservation Division
Post Office Box 2088
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
Dear Dan:
Transmitted herewith you will find triplicate executed )
copies of an Application for Exxon Corporation for the
extension of the vertical limits of the Langllie Mattix
Pool in Lea County, New Mexico. i

It is my understanding that the docket setting for ;
July 11 is still available for this matter, and accordingly, :
we request that it ke heard on that date.

I trust that the enclosed copies of the Application !
are all that is needed in order for this to be set for the
July 11 hearing. However, if anything else is needed in
addition, please let me know.

Very truly yours,

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFIELD & HENSLEY

Conrad E.

CEC:xrf
Enclosures

xc: Mr. Jack TLvtle
Exxon Corporation
Post Office Box 1600
Midland, Texas 79702

xc: Mr. Jack Dalious
Exxon Corporation :
Post Office Box 1600 » , _ LA
Midland, Texas 79702




BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION OF

APPLICATION OF EXXON
CORPORATION FOR VERTICAL
POOL LIMIT REDEFINITION,
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

sl N Nt

APPLICATION

Exxon Corporatién hereby makes application for redefinition i
of vertical pool limits and states: é

1. Applicant seeks an order extending the vertical
limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea County, New Mexico,
to include the lowermost 165 feet of the Seven Rivers
formation and the concomitant contraction of the vertical

limits of the Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the following

described lands: i

Township 24 South, Range 36 East, N.M.P.M.
Lea County, New Mexico

Section 2: NE¥%
2. Applicant is the owner and operator of certain

wells on Applicant's leases in said Section 2, which wells

have penetrated the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix |
0il Pool and the Jalmat Gas Pool in Lea County, New Mexico. %
3. There are areas within said Langlie Mattix Pool
and Jalmat Gas Pool for which the 0il Conservation Division
has granted similar redefinitions to other operators.
4. Applicant seeks to extend the vertical limits of
said Langlie Mattix Oil Pool and contract the Jalmat Gas

Pool for the above described lands to permit Applicant to

@ i oA iAo R e S b 1

recover its proper share of production from said lands and
protect itself from drainage.
5. There are four offset operators to the above lands
as follows:
Doyle Har tman

312 C & K Petroleum Building
Midland, Texas 79702




Continental 0il Company
Box 400
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Atlantic Richfield Company
Box 1710
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Getty 0il Company
Box 249
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

6. Approval of the amended limits of said pools will

be in the interest of conservation, prevention of waste and

protection of correlative rights.
7. Applicant requests that this matter be heard at the
July 11, 197% Examiner's hearing.

HINKLE, COX, EATON,

CORFRTERT.N £ HENCTRV

O L0 )

-~

Conrad E. Coffleld

Post Office Box 3580

Midland, Texas 79702

Attorneys for Exxon Corporation
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION Oﬂ,

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND MINERALSOM

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

APPLICATION OF EXXON
CORPORATION FOR VERTICAL
POOL LIMIT REDEFINITION,
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

APPLICATION

Exxon Corporation hereby makes application for redefinition

of vertical pool limits and states:

1. Applicant seeks an order extending the vertical

limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea County, New Mexico,

to include the lowermost 165 feet of the Seven Rivers

formation and the concomitant contracticn of the vertical

limits of the Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the following

described lands:

Township Z4 South, Range 36 East, N.M.P.M.
Lea County, New Mexico

Section 2: NEX%

wells on Applicant'’s leases in said Section 2, which wells

have peretrated the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix

0il Pool and the Jalmat Gas Pool in Lea County, New Mexico.
3. There are areas within said lLanglie Mattix Pool

and Jalmat Gas Pool for which the 0il Conservation Division

_has granted similar redefinitions to other operators.

4. Applicant seeks to extend the vertical limits of

said Langlie Mattix 0il Pool and contract the Jalmat Gas
Pool for the above described lands to permit Applicant to

-

~proper share of production from said iands

1ot
n
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protect itself from drainage.

5. There are four offset operators to the above lands

as follows:

Doylée Hartman
312 C & K Petroleum Building
Midland, Texas 79702

!
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Continental 0il Company
Box 400 b

Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Atlantic Richfield Company

N TYYIAN
LOVA A i av

Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
Getty 0Oil Company
Box 249
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
6. Appzoval of the amended limits of said pools will
be in the interest of conservation, prevention of waste and ?
protection of correlative rights.

7. Applicant requests that this matter be heard at the

July 11, 1979 Examiner's hearing.

HINKLE, COX, EATON, C
COFFIELD & HENSLEY _&Q ~ |

\' .
Conrad E. Coffield \J\ —
Post Office Box 3580
Midland, Texas 79702
Attorneys for EXxXxon Corporation
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N ECEIV:
BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISI@ VED

i

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND MINEKAUS

OIL T\‘“ ey
= COMSE/ATION Divisin:y !
SANTA Ft o

Lrree A FAYR AV ATTAILT AL
STATE OF WEW MEXICO

APPLICATION OF EXXON
CORPORATION FOR VERTICAL
POOL LIMIT REDEFINITION,
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

APPLICATIQON

Exxon Corporation hereby makes application for redefinition

of vertical pool limits and states:

1. Applicant seeks an order extending the vertical

limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea County, New Mexico,

to include the lowermost 165 feet of the Seven Rivers

formation and the concomitant contraction of the vertical :

described lands:

Township 24 South, Range 36 East, N.M.P.M. =2
; Iea County, New Mexico

Section 2: NE% . l
2. Appiicant is the owner and operator of certain 5

wells on Applicant's leases in said Section 2, which wells

have penetrated the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix

0il Pool and the Jalmat Gas Pool in Lea County, New Mexico.
3. There are areas within said Langlie Mattix Pool

and Jalmat Gas Pool for which the Oil Conservation Division

_bhas granted similar redefinitions to other operators.

4, Applicant seeks to extend the vertical limits of

said Langlie Mattix Oil Pool and contract the Jalmat Gas

Pool for the above described lands to permit Applicant to
‘recover its proper share of production from said lands and

protect itself from drainage.

5.  There are four offset operators to the above lénds

as follows:

Doyle Hartman
312 C & K Petroleum Building
Midland, Texas 79702
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Continental 0il Company :
Box 400 '
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Atlantic Richfield Company
Box 1710
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Getty 0il Company
Box 249
Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

6. Approval of the amended limits of said pools will
be in the interest of conservation, prevention of waste and
protection of correlative rights.

7. Applicant requests that this matter be heard at the
July 11, 1979 Examiner's hearing.

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFIET.D £ HENST.RV

N N SR N
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Conrad E. Coffield E
Post Office Box 3580 :

Midland, Tawae 790702
Attorneys for Exxon Corporation
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Docket No, 25-79

Dockets Nos. 27-79 and 28-79 are tentatively set for hearing on July 25 and August 8, 1979, Applications for
hearing must be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY - JULY 11, 1979

1

9 AM. ~ OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION CONFERENCE ROOM,

STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE; NEW MEXICO ~

The following cases will be heard before Richard L. Stamets, Examiner, or Daniei 3, Kutter, Alternate Examiner:

CASE 6583:

CASE 6584

CASE _6574:

CASE 6563:

CASE 6585:

CASE 6586:

CASE 6587:

CASE 6588:

CASE 6589:

Application of Amoco Production Company for docwnhole commingling, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cavse, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of B.S. Mesa-Gallup
and Basin-Dakota production in the wellbore of its Jicarilla Apache 102 Well No. 13 located in imit B
of Section 10, Township 26 North, Range &4 West,

Application of Texas 0il & Gas Corp. for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County, New Mexico,
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of its Shugart State
Com. Well No. 2 660 feet from the South line and 1930 feet from the East line of Section 16, Township
18 Scuth, Range 3] East, to test the Wolfcamp through Mississipplan formations, the E/2 of said
Section 1§ to be dedicated to the well.

(Continued from June 13, 1979, Examiner Hearing)

Application >f Texas 0il & Gas Corp. for an unorthodox gas well location and compulsory pooling, Lea
County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests
in the Wolfcamp through Morrow formations underlying the E/2 of Section 6, Township 17 South, Range 35
East, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 660 feet from the South and East
lines of said Sectiom 6. 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 caid well,

(Continued from June 27, 1979, Examiner Hearing)

Application of Roy L. McKay for a unit agreement, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-
atvlad rance. seeks approval for his North Woolworth Ranch Unit Area, cowprising 1,280 acres, more
or less, of State lands in Township 23 South, Range 35 East.

Application of Dugan Production Corporation for dowaliole commimgling, Sen Juan Lounty, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above~styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of undesignated
Fruitland and West Kutz-Pictured Cliffs production in the wellbores of its Paul Wells Nos. 1 and 2
located in Units G and C of Section 19, Township 27 North, Range 11 West.,

Application of Dugan Production Corporation for downhole commingling, San Juan County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole commingling of Conner—Fruitland
and undesignated Fictured Ciiffs production inm the wellbores of the following wells: Big Field Well
No. 2 in Unit C of Section 3; Big Field Well No. 5 in Unit P of Section 10; Dinero Well No. 1 in Vnit
H of Section 13; and Molly Pitcher Well No. 2 in Unit R of Section 14, all in Township 30 North,
Range 14 West,

Application of Caribou Four Corners, Inc., for three unorthodox well locatioms, San Juan County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox locations of the
following wells in the Cha Cha-Gallup Pool: Kirtland Wells Nos. 3 and 4 located 730 feet from the
North line and 2250 feet from the East line and 1450 feet from the North line and 595 feet from the
East line, respectively, of Section 18, Township 29 North, Range 14 West; and Kirtland Well No. 2
260 feet from the North iine and 2100 feet from the East line of Section 13, Township 29 North,
Range 15 West,

Application of Caribou Four Corners, Imc., for a non-standard proration unit, San Juan County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for a 64.32-acre non-standard oil
proratioa unit comprising the NW/4 NW/4 and that part of Lot 5 lying north of the San Juan River, all
in Section 18, Township 29 North, Range 14 West, Cha Cha~Gallup 0il Pool.

Application of Atlantic Richfield Company for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County, New
Mexico., Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox location of its
State "BV" No. 2 Well 2109 feet from the North line and 1778 feet from the West line of Section 25,
Townmship 17 South, Range 28 East, to test the Morrow formation, the N/2 of said Section 25 to be
dedicated to the weil,




»

Page 2 of 1

Exsniner Hearing - Wedwesday ~ July 13, 1979 Docket Wo. 25-79

CASE 6590: Application of Grace Petroleum Corporation for compulsory pooling and an unorthodox gas well locatior,

Lea County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, sceks an order pooling ail mineral

interests in the Morrow formation underlying Lots 9, 10, 15, and 16 and the SE/4 of Section 6, Town-

ship 21 South, Range 32 East, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at an unorthodox location 4650

feet from the South line and 660 feet from the East line of said Section™®. Also to be considered ¢
will be the cost of drilling and completing said well and the allecation of the cogts thereaf as

well as actual operating costs and charges for supervision, Also to be considered will be the desig-

natfon of applicant as operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

e

@591: Application of Exxon Corporation for vertical pool limit redefinition, Lea County, New Mexico.

Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an order extending the vertical limits of the Langlie
Mattix Pool to include the lowermost 165 feet of the Seven Rivcrs formation and the concomitant
contraction of the vertical iimits of the Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the NE/4 of Section 2, Township
24 South, Range 36 East.

P~y

CASE 6592: Application of Maddox Energy Corporation for a dual completion, Eddy County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the dual completion of its Malaga Well No,
1 located in Unit G of Section 3, Townslip 24 South, Range 28 East, to produce gas from the Atoka
and Morrow formations through parallel strings of tubing.

CASE 6593: Application of Dyco Petroleum Corporation for salt water disposal, Lea Couniy, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks autiority to dispose of produced salt water in the San
Andres, Glorieta and Tubb formations in the open-hole interval from 4894 feet to 8725 feet in its
C. S. Stone Well No. 3 located in Unit F of Section 22, Township 15 South, Range 38 East, Medicine
Rock-Devonian Pool,

CASE 6594: Application of Flag-Redfern 0il Co., for an exception to Order No. R-3221, kddy County, New Mexico,
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, secks an exception to Order No. R-3221 to permit disposal of
produced brine in an unlined surface pit located in Uait K, Section 2, Township 19 Soulh, Range 31
East, Shugart Field.

CASE 6595: Application of Stevens 01l Company for compulsory pooling, Chaves County, New Mexico.
Applicant, io the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral interests in the San Andres
formation underlving the NW/4 SW/4 of Section 30, Township 8 South, Range 29 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 allocation of the cost thereof as well as actual operating
costs and charges for supervision., Also to be considered wiil be the designation oi applicani as
operator of the well and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well.

CASE 6270: (Reopened and Readvertised)
In the matter of Case 6270 being rcopened pursuant to the provisions of Order No. R-5771 which
order created the South Peterson-Fusselman Pool, Roosevelt County, New Mexico, and provided for

80~acre spaciung. All interested parties may appear and show cause why said pool should not be
developed on 40-acre spacing units,

RREERREKKRAAKXAKRRRKARRKAFIK KRR RAARAARRRRARRAANAXARRARARAAAAKAARRARRKKANKRAAKARARAA AR ARk hhkhhhAid kiR dhkkkdikkiiiik

Docket No. 26-79

DOCRET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY -~ JULY 18, 1979

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

The following cases will be heard before Richard L. Stamets, Examiner, or Daniel S. Nutter, Alternate Examiner:

ALLOWABLE: (1) Constderation of the allowable produstion of gas for August, 1979, from fifteen prorated pools
in Lea, Eddy, and Chaves Counties, New Mexico.

(2) Ccnsideration of the allowable production of gas for August, 1979, from four prorated pools-
in San Juan, Rio Arriba, and Sandoval Counties, New “exico.
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ROUGH STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DLPARTMENT

P i ale L ) nTt »
: dr/ OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
DIVISION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
‘4. CONSIDERING:

CASE NO. 6591

;T order No. R-(060G

APPLICATION OF EXXON CORPORATION
FOR VERTICAL POOL LIMIT REDEFINITION,
LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

lBY THE DIVISION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on July 11 ;

I
1979 , at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Richard L. Stamets

NOW, on this day of July r 19 79 , the

Division Director, having considered the testimony, the record,

and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised :

in the premises, i

FINDS:

(1) That due public notice having bheen given as required
by law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cayse and the

subject matter thereof.

(2) That the xexkirax applicant, Exxon Corporation, seeks an

order extending the vertical limits of the Langlie Mattix Pool
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Case No. 6591
Order No. R-

in Lea County, New Mexico,

the Seven Rivers formaticn

the vertical limits of the

Section 2, Township 24 South, Range 36 East.

"”“331\\" wells hawe—been completed within the
s of the Lakglié/;;Z£ix 0il 51 in L;§\€6;;;>\,

to include the lowermost 165 feet of

and the concomitant contraction of

Jalmat Gas Pool underlying the NE/4 of

«
.

:Ej) That Exxon Corporatlon is the emaef—and-ope:ator of
Wegrid L' ..5"6"‘ Jease cr!nfnssl 7‘{5’0'
! Zaia Hection 2/4 se/ moots

A

N —

r////TST—-That no offset operator or other owner in either of

said pools appeared and objected to the applicacisn.

which have similar ruhlfans

» .l“"! 5&[ S‘+ A,.’ﬂ_l_lf_ﬂv‘g—_*_

Wew Mawiio "2 Shts fase.

to the vertical limits

Cam Thdt) the proposed change in the vertical limits of
> ot VoV corra/athie r@g‘ﬁs}

Y

said pools should
bg.ofapnvq4
CD‘E That to avoid érilling unnecessary wells, to prevent P

waste, and to protect correlative rights, the application should

be approved as to applicant's acreage in said Section 2. :
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

ﬁuﬁ’as‘{'._/??f ’

1 1imits of the Langlie Mattix Pool in Lea County, New 2

. 1979, the

(1) That effective

vertica

X

ude the lowermost 165 feet

Mexico, are hereby extended tO inclu the

of the Seven Rivers formation and the vertical limits of the

Jalmat Gas Pool are concomitantly- contracted by exclus:on of

~+ 165 feet of the Seven Rivers formation underlylng

the NE/4 of Section 2, T-wnship 24 South, Range 36 East.
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(2) 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 Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove

designated.
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