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MR. STAMETS: Call next Case 7213. .l

MR. PADILLA: Application of Exxon
Company, USA, for a dual completict and downhole commingling,

Lea County, New Mexico.

MR, COFFIELD: Conrad Coffield, with
the Hinkle Law Firm of Midland, Texas, appearing on behalf of

applicant.

Also, Mr. Examiner, I'd 1ike to intro-
duce Exxon's counsel, Gary Baker.

MR. BAKER: Gary Baker? from Exxon in
Midland.

MR. STAMETS: I'd like to have the wit-

ness stand at this time and be sworn, please,.
(Witness sworn.)

J. K. LYTLE

t_ being called as a witness and being duly sworn upon his oath,

 testified as follows, to-wit:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
"BY MR, COFFIELD:

o Mr. Lytle, for the record would you

please state yonr name, address, occupaticn, and employer?

i o R R S
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2 A ‘ My name is J. K. Lytle. I live in Mig-
3 iand, Texas. 1'p employed by Exxon Company, USA, as an
4 engineer,
5 ” 0 Have youy Previously testifieg before
6 the Division as a petroleum engineer?
7 A, Yes, I have,
8 0 Were your qualificatidns made- a matter
9 | of record and accepted by the Division?
16 | A, Yes, sir,
1 0 ’Are You fariiliay with{Exxon's applicatio
12 in this case?
;3 a, Yes, I am.
14 Q Ang, likewice, are You familiar with
15 the prOperty and»the well location invélveq here?
16 A - Yes, gip,
MR. COFFIELD} Do you have any questions
?lg of the Witness? .
‘19 MR. STAMETS: the witness ig considered
20' ‘qualifieqd, | f

, ' e
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in its J. L. Greenwood No. 13 Vell. éhis well is located in
ﬁnit L of Section %, Township 22 South, Range 37 East, Lea
County, New Mexico.

) Referring to Exhibit One, Mr. Lytle,
would you please explain to the Examiner what that represents?

2. Exhibit One is a plat of the Blinebry-

Drinkard-Tubb area, showing the -- by heavy outline, the loca=| .

tioh of Exxon's J. L. Greenwood lease, which is the south
half of Section 9, 22 South, 37 East.

| The plat shows the location of all wells
on Exxon's Greenwood lease and the location of all wells on
offsetting leases. Also, by a circle around Well No. 13, it

identifies the well which is the subject of this hearing.

NAW st nes e T Sk f o mhgey s "grairid Vo
.- Q. . NOW g

‘please describe that exhibit?

A Exhibit Two is a schematic wellbore

diagram of the J. L. Greenwood No. 13 Well, showing the --

that the well is equipped with 10-3/4 inch surface casing,

which igs set at 319 feet and cemented to-éurface. It has

7-5/8ths inch intermediate casing, set at 2778 feet, cemented

‘to surface. Also, a string of 5-1/2 inch casing is set at

 8133_feet, cemented with 716 sacks, and the top of cement is

The sketch shows the various zones which

i weaes it g
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have been perforated at one time or another and the history

of completion and recompletion of the well. It shows the TD

to be 8172 feet, The zones which are -~ of the perforated

intervals which have not been squeezed off include the Bline-

bry zone, which is perforated from 5465 to 5530; the Tubb
from 6083 to 6110; and the Fusselman from 7208 to 7224.
2-3/8ths inch tubing in the
well set in»a packer at 7167 feet,

0 Mr. Lytle, would you please give the
Examiner a brief description of the history of the completion
and recompletion of this well?

# This well was initially completed in

1947 in the Ellenburger and then it was later recompleted as

a dual completion iniiﬁe Blinebry and the Tubb as of January,

1964 It has produced as a dual completlon to November of
1980, at which time we performed a workover and opened up the
Fusselman, and at the present time the Fusselman is being
préduceGbe\pumping. The well was killed prior to the work -
over. The Blinebry and the Tubb,ws did not resume production
on them pending the outcome of this hearing.

Q. Going now to Exhibit Three, would you
pleaée explain that exhibit?

A  Exhibit Three is a ~- there are two

sheets stapled together that constitute Exhibit Three., The

J—

.
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three years production history for the Blinebry and the Tubb

cumulative production as of October, 1980, the cumulative

7

first sheet is a production history graph, showing the past

zones. The plct at the top of the exhibit shows monthly
Blinebry gaé production as Mcf per month. The next plot coming
downi!the exhibit is the Tubb gas production in Mcf per month,
and the plot at the bottom of the exhibit is Tubb o0il producti
in barrels per month.

R As can be seen on the exhibit, the
Blinebry gas zone is -- well, the latest production shown
thexe ié in October of 1980, at which time the wérkbver starte
It was producing about 4700 Mcf per month.

The Tubb zone has become very erratic

and the last month-shown for that zone was about 700 Mcf per |-

month, and the oil production from the Tubb zone, also very
erratic, maybe averages about one barrel per day or 30 barrels

per month.

The data which is plotted is plotted is
also shown on the second page in tabular form, and I would

point out at the bottom of the second page it does show the

production from ﬁhe'Blinebry zone is about 2.6 Bcf of gas and
from the Tubb zone it's about 6.4 Bef of gas and almost

16,000 barrels of oil.

") Mt. Lytle, is there any difference in
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" you need to make some sort of allocation of production between

| hood of 700 pounds and in the Blinebry to be about 425 to
“between the zones if commingling is approved,

‘Four now and please explain that exhibit to the Examiner,

8
the ownership of the Blinebry and Tubb production?
A A No, the ownership is common.
0. . You are aware, I'm éure, of the fact that

commingled zones. How wouid you propose to allocate the pro~
duction betweeh the Blinebry and Tubb formations in this well?

B It would be my recommeﬁdation to allo~
cate the production on the basis of the total production du;in?
the first ten months of 1980 from each zone, which would
amount to 27 percent for the Tubb zone and 73 percent for the
Blinebry zone as far as the gas is concerned and any liqguid
prbduCtion would be assigned to the’Tubb zZone.

o ‘Mr. Lytle, would you give the Examiner
the benefit of your opinion on the question of the chance of
migration of hydrocarbons from one formation to another if
this dual completion is authorized?

A Weli, both of these zones are subétan—
tially dépleted. Based@ on shut-in pressures I estimate the

bottom hole pressure in the Tubb zone to be in the neighbor-
450, and it's my opinion that there would be no migration as

0 Refer to what we've marked as Exhibit
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A, This is a two-page exhibit, Exhibit Four
lis a copy of the Commission's Form C-107, which is normally
used for administrative processing of multiple combletion
applications, and I've provided the data as required nn the
rrrrr m$i1;1;;£at for pfodessing multiple completion,
Also, as shown on Item 6, a copy of £his

Y .

form was‘mailé?};o the offset operétors on April 3rd, and the
SN .

G :
list of offﬁstsoperators and their mailing address is shown
bio g L SN )

Slaidi '.‘\f:r .
c&;yég'secon&¥page of the exhibit.
E‘*(& sl

<

R ‘Mr. Lytle, and Exhibit fiverhas been
provided_to the Examiner. Would you please discuss that ex -
hibit? |

A : ‘Exhibit Five is a copy of the’lgg‘that
was run in the Greenwood 13kduring the recent workover ard by
red éenciled notations we show on the log the perforated in-
tervéls for the Blinebry, tﬁe Tubb; and the Fusselman.

0 What would you say is the compelling
réason for the dual completion that you seek in this case?

A Well, the Tubb and the Fusselman zones
are at best marginal., The current productivity of the Tubb

is about -- about 25 Mcf per day with a barrel of oil, no

water, and the Fusselman was completed for initial potential

of only 8 barrels of oil per day with about 6 Mcf of gas per
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day and 32 barrels of water,

In order to prbduce the small remaiﬁing;
reserves from these zones it is desireable then to commingle
the Tubb with tﬁe Blinebry and then dual coﬁplete with the

Fusselman, so that both the Tubb and the Fusselman remaining

“the Tubb to be approximatsly 40 million cubic feet of gas and

ébout'SOO barrels of oil,

And for the Fusselman to be approxi-
mately 11,000 barrels of oil,

These are reserves that I think would
otherwise not be recovered if we're ~- if we would be forced
to -~ if we would have to squeeze off these zones or leave
them unproduced. I don't think that we could justify spending
money at a later date to go bépk.in~and open them up.

0 Does Exxon propose‘tO'p%gssute test this|,
i

the casing on this well in compliance with stacowide regula-

tions?

A, Yes .

0. What is the current status of this
-welI?

A The proauction has not beesn restored

as of this time in the Blin&bry and the Tubb, and it is pro-
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ducing from the Fusselman.

The Bl:nebry “and the Tubb were £lowing
prior to killing the well for the wor&over and the Fusselman

produces by artificial 1ift,

0 1f this application is not granted, Mr.

Lytle;'what'wduld EXxon prcnocp to do. W1th the we11°

A i think that we would have to squeeze b

off the Tubb zone and if not permittéd to dual complete, Wiy s

then we would blank off the -~ ‘or pack © the“?déselman zone.
0. were these exhibits that you've discusse

=1

prepared by youn or under your supervisidn?

A ves, sir.

0 In your opinion would the‘approval of
thié‘application be in,the-intereSt of conservatipn‘and thé
prevention of waste, Mr. Lytle?

A T Yes.

MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Examiﬁér, I move the
admission of Exhibits‘One.throﬁgh:Five;

MR. STAMETS: ‘These exhibits will be
admitted. ‘

MR. coFFIELD: And I would reséeétihiiy
reguest fhat this, 1f we may, when the Examiner is finished
with the 109 rhat is the only copy we . have, We could have

" that returned to us at- some future time.

e "S———
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MR. STAMETS*® The only copy of tﬁis log
* that Exxon has? - o
MR. COFFIELD: Mr. Lytle just corrected
me and says we don't need it back.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. STAMETS ¢
Q Mr. Lytle, was any conéideratidn.givén
to commingling all three zones?
A No, not -— not as of the present time.
Q. Are there any =~
A Tt's a possibility.
Q. Are there any engineering reasons why

’it'shguid ﬂ6£>5é done?
A Well, the, as I statéd, poth the Bline-
- bry and the Tubb will flow, and I w0u1é feel they would flow
- through the tubing-casihg annulus, énd ﬁe do have to pump
the Fusselman, and probably before the well is finally aban-
doned, we may be back asking'to commingle all three of them,
0. Okay, maybe it wasn't the quickest way
to pandle tbisg

One of the'thiﬁgS'thaL xind of concerns

‘me is on Exhibit Three, the Tubb 1liquids, which seem to be

m through 1998-1979, and then something

L T.TIRTRYTYE. .
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’%S 2 | appears to happen apd produdtidn'is very erratic or non-existent
3 | at that time,
4' Is there any reason for that, mechanical
§ | reason?
6 A Well, T would ncte for you that where
. - s S Avit‘appcars'unlfcrm~it's only avc“ﬁging 2 barcels a ‘day and
8 | the well is flowing from that zone and it probably just Qoesn't
’5‘3 ‘ ' 9 =f10§ tﬁé liquids. ”
o 10 o Q And it's currently flowing up the tubing}
i1 A‘ Yes.
12 0 Or previouslj was flowing up the tubing.
| ™ B | A Yes, | -
? 14 Q And the production up the annular space

1S | between the tubing and the casing will be even less efficient
16 | than -- as far as yocur liguid recovery, than what you have nowj

.17 | isn't that correct?

- 18 A Probably so,
19 -0 Do yoﬁ feel -~
20 A - We're talking about a very smal:- yolume

21 | of liquids.,

22 Q ' Has this, all this equipment been set

in this hole already?

A, Yes, sir,

0 What kind of pressures do you have in

7A-7”.'1Nlnv.1-., L S
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the Fusselman zone?

3 We measured a bottom hole pressure, X
think it was in the neighborhood of about 1190 pounds. Excuse

me a minute.

says it-was ‘1065, but I'd-like to confirm that: -
1065.
o What was the percentage distribution

of the pioduction from the Blinebry and the Tubb?

A - 27 to the Tubb and 73 percent to the

0. And then any liquids produced would be
craedited to the Tubb?
A Yes,
MR. STAMETS: Any-other qﬁestioné Bf
the witness? He may be excused,
Anything further in this case?

We'll take the case under advisement,

[y
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CERTIFICATE

i, SALLY W. BOYD, C.S.R., DO HEREPY CERTIFY that

'thévforegoing Transcript of Hearing before the 0il Conserva-

tion Division was reported by me; that the said transcript
is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the best of my ability.

Ot 10.Bogh Coa B

| do hereoy ceritir that the foragoing is
a complaie recerd of fne proceadings In

s = » o~ BESFp /‘R
fhe Examiner hearing of Case WO A0 = »
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‘béihg called as & witness and being duly sworn upbn»h

1testified as follows, to-wit:

MR. STAMETS: call next Case 7213.
MR. PADILLA: Application of Hien
Conpany . Ush, for a dual completion and downhole commingling,

Lea County. Nevaexico.

H 22

MR,“OFFITLD: Confnd,COffield!”With

the Hihﬁle“taw'?ifm“of“midlané;»Texas,appearingoﬂ behalf of

applicant.
Also, Mr. Fxaminer, I'd like to intro-
duce Exxon's counsel, Gary paker.

MR. BAKER: Gary Baker, from Exxon in

‘ﬂMidland.

MR. STAMETS: 113 like to have the wit—

ness stand at this time and be sworn, slease.
(Witness sworn.)

J. K. LYTLE

:ﬁ#?é;;‘

DIRECT EXAMINATION

S pY--MR. COFFIELD:

0 " My. Lytle, for the record would you

please gtate your name, address. occupation. and employer?

LTy A T .Q R “
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. 1 y
. 2 A My name is J. K. Lytle. I live in Mid-
g 3 iand, Texas. I'm employed by Exxon Company, USA, as an
dfz, 4 engineer.
;;G S Q Have you previously tesﬁified before
o o 9 | the Division as a petroleum engincer?
~7~7 A Yes, I have.
8 ) Were ybﬁr qualifiéétions médewa matter
9 of record and accepted by the Division?
10 A, Yes, sir.
1 QA Are you familiar wich Exxon's applicatioh
n -in this case?
S 13 A, Yes, I am. - I | :
14 Q And, likewise, are you familiar with |
15 the pfoperty and the well location ihvolved-here? 1
v16 | A ées, sir. ’;
17_ - MR. COFFIELD: Do you have any questions |
18 of the witness?
B MR. STAMETS: The witness is considered
2 qualified. -
2 | 0 Mr. Lytié, for the record would you
2 please state what it is that Exxon sceks by this appiicatioh?
3 A Exxon seeks authority to downhole coﬁu
: »24: mingle in the Blinebry and the Tubb zones and to then dually
28 conplete between the cormingled zones and the Fusselman zone
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~din its 5. L. Greenwcod No. 13 Well. This well is located in

~-identified the well which is the subject of this hearing.

5

Unit L of Section 9, Township 22 South Range 27 East. Lea
County, New Mexico. '

-0 Referring to Exhibit One, Mr. Lytle,

would you pleage explain to the Examiner what that represents?{ -

A | Exhibit One is a plat of the Blinebrfn
Drinkard-Tubb area,,showing the -- b§ heéﬁy-oﬁtiigé:ﬁ;gé-iocaG
tion of Exxon's J. L. Greenwood lease, which is the south
half of Section 9, 22 South, 37 East.

The plat shows the location of all wells
on Exxon's Greenwood lease and the location of all wells on

offsetting leases, Aléo, by a circle around Well No, .13, it

Q Now géing to Exhibit Two, wduid you
please describe that exhibit?b

A 1 Exhibit Two is a schematic weilbOre
diagram of the J. L. Greenwood No.v13 Well, showing the -
that the well is equipped with 10-3/4 inch surface casing,
which is set at 312 feet and cemented to surface. It has
7-5/8the inch intermediate casingjtéet at 2778 feet, cemented
to surface. Also, a string of 5-1/2 inch casing is set at
8133 feet, cemented with 716 sacks, and the top of cement is

at 2290,

The sketch shows the various zones whic
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have bean perforated gt one time or ancther and the higtory

T =T T g

G

of completion and recompletion of the well., It shows the TD -

to be 8172 feet. The zones which are -- of the perforated

intervals which have not been squeezed off include the Bline-

bry zone, which istperfqraﬁed from 5465 to 5530; the Tubb
from 6083 to 6110; and the Fusselman from 7208 to 7224.

There is 2~3/8ths_inch tubing in the

well set in a packer at 7167 feet. |

0 | Mr. Lytle, would you please give the

Examiner a brief description of the history of the completion’

- and recompletion of this well?

A This well was initially completed in

1947 in the Ellenburger and then it was later recompieted as

a dual completion in the Biinebry and the Tubb és_offJanuary,

1964. It has produced as a dualiéompletién'to November of
1980, at which time we performed a workover ahd‘opehéd up the
Fusselman, and at the present time the Fusselman is being

produced by pumping. The well was killed prior to the work-

over. The Blinebry and the Tubb,we did pot resume peruction

6n'£hem pending the outcome of this heafiﬁg.

Q Going now to Exhiﬁit Three, woéld you
please explain that exhibit? ‘

A Exhibit Three is a L+ there aré two

sheets stapled together that constitute Exhibit Threé. The
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N 2 | first sheet is a production history graph, showing the past
3 ﬁhree years production history for the Blinebry and the Tubb
: 4 zones. ‘The plot at the top of tﬁe exhibit shows monthly
,.?t ) Blinebry gas production as Mcf per month, The‘next plot com&g#
- ; . ,
I 6 downi.the exhibit is the Tubb gas production in Mcf per month,
7 and the plot at the bottom of the exhibit is Tuﬁb 0il production
=_'§ . | 8 in barrels per month. |

91 , o L As can be seen on the exhibit, the
10 Blinebry gas zone is -- well, the latest production shown
1 | there is in October of 1980, at which time the worKdvir startefl.

12 | 1t was producing about 4700 Mcf per month.

13 | The Tubb zone has’becomé very erratic
14 | gnd £he last wonth shown for that zone was about 700 Mcf per
15 | ‘month, and the oil production from the Tubb zone, also‘very
16 erratic, maybe averages about ohé barrel perkday or 30 barrels
17 | per month.

18 The data which is plotted'is plotted is
19 also shown on the second page in tabular form, and I would
20’ point out at the bottém of the second page:it does show the
21 | cumulative production as of October, 1980, the cumﬁlative

22 production from the Blinebry zone is about. 2.6 Rof of gas and

-3

from the Tubb zone it's about 0.4 Bcf of gas and almost
A4 16,000 barrels of oil.
25 0 M, Lytle, is(there any difference in
N
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hood of 700 pounds and in the Blinebry to be about 425 to

-8
the ownership of the Blinebry and Tubb production?
A No, the ownership is common.
Q‘ You are aware, I'm sure, of the fact that

you need to make some sort of allocation of production between
commingled zones. How would you prdposekto allocate the pro-
duction between the Blinebry and Tubb formations in this well?
A It would be my»recommendation to allo¥
cate the production on the basis of the total production durind
thekfirst ten months of 1980 from éach zone, which woﬂld
amount to 27 percent for the Tubbkzone and 73 percent forﬁtheﬁ
Blinebry zone as far as the-gas is concerned and any liquid'
production would be assigned to the Tubb zone. |
| 0 kﬁr. Lytle, would you give the Lxaminer
the benefit of your_opinion on the question of the chance of
migration of hydrocarbéns from one formatién to another if
this dual completion is authorized?
B A qul, both cf these zones are substan-
tially depleted. Based on shut-in preasures I estimate the

bottom hole pressure in the Tubb zone to be in the neighbor-

450, and it's my opinidn that there would be no migfation as

between>the zohés if commingling-is approved.

-

Q Refer to what we've marked as Exhibit

Four now and pleace explain that exhibit to the Examiner.
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A;W‘ - Tﬁis ié a two«page ekhibiﬁ, E#giﬁitvfouf
‘is a copy of the Commission's Form C-107, which is normally
used for administrative procassing of multiple cémpletion
applications, and I've provided the data as reguired on the
form merely to provide the Commission with the data they nor-

mally look at for processing multiple completion.

T | ~ Also, as shown on Item 6, a copy of this

form was mailed to the offset operatorsvon April 3rxd, and the
list of offset operatoxs and their mailing adéress is shown
on the second page of the exhibit,

Q Mr. Lytle, and Exﬁibit Five has been

provided to the Examiner. Would you please discuss that ex -

A ©  Exhibit Five is a copy of the log that

was run in the Greenwood 13 during the Yecent workover and by

‘red penciled notations we show on the ldg the perfbratéd’in~

“tervals for the Biinebry, the Tubb, and the Fusselman.

Q. * © What would you say is the compelling
reason for the dual completion that you seek in this case?
| A Well, the Tubb and;ﬁhe Fusselman zones
are at best marginal. The current productivity of the Tubb
is about -- about 25 Mcf per day with a barrél of o0il, no
water, and the Fusselman was completed for initial potential

of only 8 barrels of oil per day with about 6 Mcf of gas per
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12
13

14

16

1

18
19

20

10

day and 32 barrels of watef.
| In order to produce the small remaining
reserves from these zones it is desireable then to commingle
the Tubb with the Blinebry and then dual complete with the
Fusselman, so that both the Tubb and the Fusselman remaining
reserves can be red@overed.

I estimate the remaining reserves for

the Tubb to be approximately 40 millicn cubic feet of gas and

| about 800 barrels of oil.

And for the Fusselman to be approxi-
mately 11,000 barrels of oil.

These are reserves that I think would

_ otherwise not be recovered if we're -- if we would be forced

£o ~- if we would have to squeeze off these zones or leave

- ‘them unproduced. I don't think that we “could justify spending

money at a later date to go back in and open them up.

0. Does Exxon propose £o pressure test this

‘the casing on this well in compliance with statewide regula-

‘tions?

A Yes.
‘vQ What is the current status of this
well?
. A The productioh has not been restored

as‘of this time in the Blinebry and the Tubb. and it is pro-

N




b —~

* 2 - dueing from the Fusselman.
3 - W | The Blinebry and the éﬁbb were flowing
. 4 prioébto killing'the well forrthe workover and the Fusselman
BN ’ 5 | produces by artificial 1lift.
vééf | 6 - Q If tpis application is not granted, Mr.

7 Lytle, what would Exxon propose to do with the well?

8 A, I think that we would have to squeeze

b4 'of%wthe Tubb zone and if not permitted to dual complete, why,
10  then we would blank off the -- or pack off the Fusielman zone.
1% Q. Were these exhibits that you've discussed
12 | prepared by vou or under your supervision?
'j » 13 A Yes, sir.
4 Q ) In your opinion would the approval of
iS ﬁhis aéplication be in the interest of coﬁéervaéibn'and the

v16a prevention of waste, Mr. Lytle?

17' ‘ A ‘Yes.

18  . MR. COFFIELD: ‘Hr. Examiner, I move the
19 ,admiésion‘of Exhibits One through Five.

20 MR. STAMETS: These exhibits will be

21 | adnitted.

22 o MR. COFFIELD: And I would respectfully

'fédheéﬁﬂth;t £his, if we may, when the Examiner is finished

i3
24w with the log, that is the only copy we have, we could have ~
23

that returned to us at some future time. ’ J




1
2 MR, STAMETS The only copY of th
31 tnat EXXON has? -
4 MR. COFFIELD: MY . Lytle just correc;éa”
5| me and gays ve don't need it pack.
6 ‘ .
CROSS AXAMINATION g
oy MR. STAMETS ' ?J&ggf e
(1} MY .« Lytle Swas any consideration given
Lo comminglind all three zones?
A No, not ~7 not as of the preseﬁt rime.
(e} Are there any — R\
:; A 1¢'s @ possibliity. \
‘ M.UWQ Are there any engineering yeasons why
15‘ it should not bé done? : o
16 A well. the, as i ééﬁted, poth éhe piing
ubb willkflow, and I woul&:feel ney wouid«flcw
- khave to pumP

17 v
bry and the T
the fubing-c2 and we @o

and probably

sing annuluss
1y aban-

ell i8 final

18 | ¢nrough
three“of £hem.

pefore the W

L the pusselmany
20 doned, ve may be back askind to cbmminqlé all
2 Q okay nayoe it wash‘ﬁ'the quickest way

£nings £hat xind of concerns

- One of the
4hich seewr ko

be

ey

uniform throu

= 25 | .
; | very: ver
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the well is flowing from that zone and it probably ju9£ doesn't

between the tubing and the casing will be even less efficient

A . Probably so.

Q - Do you feel -

A We're talking about a very small volume
of liquids.

Q | Has this, all thia. equipment baen set

in this hole already?

13

ét that time,

¥s there any reason for that, mechanical

reason?

A Well, I would note for yoﬁ,that where

it appears uniform itfs only averaging 2 barrels a day‘and

£low the liquids.

Q ‘And it's currently flowing up the tubingp
A Yes,.

Q. Or previously wasfflowing up the tubing.
A . Yes.

o ~ And the producti;égup"thé“aﬁﬁﬁlér'ééécet

than -- as far as your liouid recovery. than what you have now,

isn't that.corraét?

A Yes, sir.

Q © What kind of pressures do you have in

pears +o happen and production is very erratic or non-existert

(R ——— T T
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the Fusselman zone?

A We measured a -bottom hole pressure. I

think it was in the neighborhood of about 1100 pounds. Excuse
me a minute.
- I do have it here somewhere.’ "My memory
says it was 1065, but 1'd like to confifm that.
» 1065,
Q 'jhat was £he percentage distribution
of the production from the Blinebry and the Tubb?
A, 27 to the Tubb and 73 percent to the
Blinebry. | |
Q And theﬂwany liquids prdduced:wouid'be
credited to the Tubb?
A Yes,
MR. STAMETS: Any other questions of
the’witneSS? He may be,axcuéed.
Anything further in this case?

Ve'll take the case under advisement.

(Hearing concluded.)
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CERTIFICATE

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

the foregoing Transcript of Hearing before the 0Oil Conserva-

a2 P P

o

A G -
tion Division was reported by -me; that the said transcript -

is a full, true, and correct record of the hearing, prepared

by me to the best of my ability.

S Wodogd Co F.

» - I /:,
I do hereby certify that the foregoing ls
a conolete record of $he proceedings In-
e Excrniner pearing of Cude Nos __ *

heard by me on 19 .

» Examiner

Oil Conservation Division
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY ano"MINERALS DEPARTMENT

. OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

A BRUCEVKIVNG B _ ’ . : POST OFFICE BOX 2008

STATE LAND OFFICE BULOING
A FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
RY KEHOE -, . ) N
mmmw - April 15, 1981 : (505: 827.2434

&
e

- Mr. Conrad Coffield = Ret CASE NO._ . 12es

{ Hinkle, Cux, Eaton, Coffield .

% & Hensiay

N AL S e e at Law ] .

| P. 0. Box 3580 applicant:
Midland, Yexas 79782 ‘ v

Exxon Company USA

Dear Sir:

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

Director

L - JDR/f£d

Copy of order also sent to:

Hobbs OCD X
: ‘Artesia OCD X
Aztec OCD "

Other Gary Baker
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1LY THE DIVISION:

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT
OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION

XN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING

IVISION FOR THE PURPOSE GF -~ . .

f
H
i
éan¢en Y. THE QXL CONSERVATION

i o CASE NO. 7213
i Order No. R-6652
§ -

PPLICATION GF EXXON COMPANY USA
GR A DUAL COMPLETION AND DOWNHOLE
Fanuznsanu, LEA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF TYHE DIVISION

=

YThis cauge came on for hearing at 9 a.m. an April §, 1981,
gt Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner Richayd L. Stanmets.

H
% NOW, on this l4th day of Apzil, 1981. the Division
irector, having consldered the testimony, the record, and the
tecommendationa of the Examiner, and being fully advised in the
ramises, '

New Mexico, as a dual completion (conventional) to produce oil
ifrom the Brunson-Fusaslman Poel through tubing and commingled
linebry and Tubb production through the casing-tubing ahnulus. .

i (3} TYhat the mechanice of ths proposed dual colplotion
>éra feasible>“and in accord with good conssrvation practices,

1

&f low marginal productian only.

ion marginal production only.

s e Ao

ONSIDERING: e

f Section 9, Township 22 South, Range 37 Eaat; NMPM, Lea Countyyk

{4) That from ths Blinsbry zone, the subject well: 18 capdblq:§

! :
; ($5) That from the Tubb zone, the subject well is capablo of

FINDSG e
- (1) Thet due public notice having besn given as raqdired
y law, the Division has jurisdiction of this cause and the
ubject matter theraof.‘
{(2) That the applicant, Vxxon Pompany USA, sesks suthority |
o complete its J. L. Greenwood Well No. 13, located in Unit L
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Case No. 7213
Order No. R-6652

) S
l (7) That the reservoir characteristics of each of the

for an extended period.

!

i (8) That to afford the Division the opportunity to assess
.he potential for waste and to expeditiously order appropriate
smedial action, ths eperator should notify the Hobbs district
ffice of the Division sny time the gubject well is shut-in for

i consedutive days.

() That in order to allocate the commingled production
o each of the commingled zones in . the subject well, 73 percent
f the comminglsd gas production should be allocated to the
linsbi; zone, and 27 parcent of the commingled gas production
nd all of the iiquids prcductian to the Tubb zone,

{10) That appsroval of the subject application will prevent
raate and protect correlative rights.

. 17 1S THEREFORE ORDERED:

pized to complete ite J. L. Greenwood Well No. 13, locstsd in
init L of Section 9, Township 22 South, Range 37 East, NMPM, Lea
County, New Mexico, &8 a dual completian (conventional) to pro-
Huce oil from the Brunson-Fusselman Pool through tubing and com-
ingled Blinebry and Tubb production through the easing-tubing
nnulus, with sepsration of the Fusselman from the commingled
og;afto be achisved by means of a packer set at approximately

1 est.

nd praduce said well in accordsnce with the provisions of Rule
12-A of the Division Rules and Regulations insofar as said rule
a8 not inconaistent with this ordsry

ge teats upon campletion and annually thareafter during the

_iAnnual Gas-0il Patio Test Period for the Brunson-Fusselman Pool.

- (2) That 73 percent of the commingled gas production shall

-bs 2lloeatad to the Blinebry zone and 27 percent of the commingled

qss production and all of ths liguida production shall be allo-
pated to ths Tubb zane.

ubject zones are such thet underground waste tould not be caused
by the proposed commingling provided that the well is not shutsin

i

(1) That the epplicant, Exxon Company USA, is hereby autho-

“PROVIDED HOWEVER, thet the ipplicant shall complete, ope:até,

PROVIDED FURYHER, that the applicant shsll take packer leak-

s 2y

(6) That the propossd commingling may result in the recovery ?
_|pf additional hydrocarbons from each of the subject pools, thereby |
prevaniing wasts, and will not violate correlative righta.

]

e pn e e

§
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3.
ase No. 7213
irdnr No. R-6652

i . : .

’f (3)  That the opsrator of the sub act well shall immediately
otify the Division'sy Hobba distriot o flce any time the well has
oen shyut-in fop 7 consecutive days and snglldocnougsestly'ﬁfibant;

0 the Uivision, awplan"teriremsdiai'éCéicﬁ; .

: | That jurisdiction of this cause 14 retained for the
; ;; uch further ordera as the Division may deam necessary,
i j Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day ang year herein-

3 tod.
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO
L CONSERVAIIGN DIVISION -
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- S 3. L. Greenwood #13 \

3-YEAR PRODUCTION HISTORY .

; : 1 Reinalis ' : ,

5 %ﬁ%%§§§§ ,(ncﬁ§§g%ﬁhLlﬁo) %§5§?§3§ (MCF/M%%%%L/MO) %%%%§§§§ <ucp/x§¥§§1/uo)é

E January 5332 ny/3 2852 11364 /62 21%  1767/31

| February 3780 980/56 13920 1932/56 3364 1566/0 %

f March 3810 2356/62 155 1953/62 2697 1581/0 f
1 april 31870 1350/60 16090 1710/30 3060 1500/0

§ May 4557 . 1302762 5890 1395/6 4123 1488/0

g June 4170 1260/60 5070 1770730 2640 1890/0

P July»" 6293 1116/62 5704 961/0 5811 230/0

; ‘August 5301 1178/62 3255 1612/31 3782 '1178/0

P September 4590 ‘14567§ﬁ " ST T 7370730 2670 270730 _

g October 7130 1395/62 4743 . 3007/31 4763 712/25

§ November 4500 1590/60 3300 3420/0 0 ¢

§ December 4774 2139/52 3317 2635/31 0 0

! Cumulative 2.56 .36/15.3 ‘ 2.57 .39/15.6 2.60 .39/15.8

5 (BCF)/(MBO) ;

¢ JKL:kb
i 3/6/81

.

T e A
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) .o . ‘ﬁ_ NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION Form C-107
: - SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO : 5-1-61
; APPLICATION FOR MULTIPLE COMPLETION L
b * : .
h , i - £
LR ; Operator . County Date
Exxon Co., U.S.A. Lea ~April 3, 1981
: f Address -— Leaae Well No.
- Box 1600, Midland, Texas 79702 J. L. Greenwood 13
; : Locaiion | Ut Sectlon Township - Range
“ly | otwen L 9 22 South 37 East
i I. Has the New Mexico Oil Conservation Commission heretofore authorized the multiple completion of a well in these same pools or in the same
] zones within one mile of the subject weli? YES . No_ X
e ! 2. If answer is yes, identify one such instance: Order Mo. - 3 Operator Lease, and Well No.: -
W™y i :
B 3. The following facts are submitted: Upper Intermediate ; Lower
: Zone ! Zone Zone
| 2. Name of Pool and Formatizn Blinebry & Tubb : Brunson-Fusselman
’ N E b, Top and-Bottom of ” >
P . . M . ot . -
Pay Section 5465 - 6110 - 7208 - 7224
{Perforations) : : : i :
i c. Type of production (Qil or Gas) Gas 011
i d. Method of Production
! ; (Flowing or Artificial Lifr) Flowing. Art. Lift
i 4. The following are attached. (Pleas¢ check YES or NO)
Yes | No

(&

[J a. Dngrammauc Sketch of the Multiple Completion, showing all casing strings, including diameters and setting depths, central-
izers and/or turbolizers and location thereof, quantities used and top of cement, perforated intervals, tubing strinugs, mcludmg
diameters and setting depth, location and type of packers and side door chokes, and such other information as may be pertinent.

Atk s hm 4273 o Bty

D b. Plat showing the location of all wells on applxcant s lease, all offset wells on offset leases, and the names and addresses
of operators of all leases offsetting applicane’s lease.

D c. Waivers consenting to such muluple completion from each offsez operator, or in lieu thereof, evideace that said offset opera-
C tors have been furnished copies of the application.®

D d. Electrical log of the wéli or othe actepiablelog with tops-and boudms.of nioducing zones and intecvals 0‘ perforation in-
dicated thexcon. (If such log is not available at the time application is filed it shall be submitted as provided by Rule 112A.)

R H

5. List all offset operators to the lease on which this well is located togéther with their correct mailing address. -

S oo gtreched Tt T BEFORE EXAMINER STAMETS
’ CiL COMNSELYATICN CIVISION
s NO LL
CASE NO. 7S
Submiiied by £ XXOY
Hearing Date Y-85

6. Were all operators listed in [tem 5 above nonﬁed and furnished a copy of this-appHeadsn?—YES X NO . If answer is yes, give
dste cf such notification April 3, 1981 .

CERTIFlCATE- 1, the undexsxgncd state that I am Division Staff Englngg: for EXXOQ_C_(L._,._].LLS_..A.-_,_a_D.llLlSlQn—

0T DO . (company), and that I am authorized by said company to make this report; and that this report was prepared
supervision tad darecuon and that the facts stated therein are true, correct and complete to the best of my knowledge.

- O\ Tl

K._) Sl’;ncr!ure

¢ all offset operators not accompan an application for administrative approval, !hc New Mexico Qil Corniservation Commise
iow for a period of twenty (20) days from dale of receipt by the Commission's Santa Fe office. If, after said twenty-
Jrrequest for hearing is recewed by the Santa Fe office, the apphcauon will then be processed.

wiltiple completion will result in an unorthodox well location and/or a non-standatd proration unit in aneoumore of °
m then separate application for approval of the same should be hlcd simultaneously with this application,
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| J. L. GREENWOOD LEASE -
% R OFFSET OPERATORS :
>
Operator Mailing Address
| Mobil kproduq‘i.'ng Co., Tex-N.M. Box 1800, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240 ~
F | = : MKAOil Pt’opér?:ies v ‘Box 911, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240 |
Sohio Natural Resources Co. Midland Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 44115

Amoco Production Co. . Box 68, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240 ]
Shell Oil‘Canpany \ ‘Box 991, Houston, Texas 77001 »

Conoco, Inc. Box 460, (Hobbs, New Mexico 88240 i |

. P Two States 0il Co. Mercantile Commerce Bldg., Dallas, Texas 75201 1
. Texas l;acifié 0il Co., Inc. Box 4067, Midland, Texas 79701

Getty 0il Company Box 730, Hobbs, Hew Hexico 88240 ——




EXXON COMPANY, U. S. A. |
o - PRODUCTION DEPARTMENT ANDREWS DISTRICT '

B-D- T'J&RﬂiA,"a

- UEA COUNTY, NEW MEXITO| . BiFONL X AiinEn ¢
.‘;{ (““ CO{‘ i "” ?(‘~'
s § ._._._~,_§_,,_§Iz\{‘:nj\{ i 5\31\)_ /
. ; CASE NO, il %1 3 )
i : | Sebritied by Lxxps . f
» . { - : v ' Hearmg qfe 4( —& 'é—/ ;
: | 4 Qiven :
3 Amoco Marathon | Guif Skeltly Arco TV c:icv'“"- —~—l i :
,{ i H i C.Hco ﬁ'l
. Z | 3 e o® | I Y e ¢
; £ l . | 4 ° '
§ |» : ™ i |
it i : i Getty | Gulf | "'6‘.{{} ,-J""~"_J [
i3 * . 1 ' 2 7 l 2 ) l p,
S A N I A T s )
! : ’ > L
: ‘ ) W Grizzetl R.L.Ciiftord Stitchar R.L.Brunson R ’19 ‘Brunson
g Texaco ' fw B.\l’orporoughz Te;. Pac. 4 Mobil ., yobn i l[ Guif " Gulf
H : ® } > &
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PR
¥ J. L. Greenwood #13
| 3-YEAR PRODYCTION HISTORY - :
N Brinebr Tubb Brinebr Tubb Brinebry Tubb ’
L ‘ THCE/HO) (MCF/MOJSBL/MO) THOF/HO) (MCF/MOTBEL/MO) THCF/HO (MCF/MO/BB1/MO)
January 5332 713/31 2852 1364/62 2190 1767/31 §
February 3780 980/56 ' 39202‘ 1922756 3364 1556/0 o
- ' March | 3810 2356/62 155 1953/62 2697 1581/0
o % Ajpril B 3870 1350/60 6090 1710/30 3060 1500/0
,j ' May 4557  1362/62 5890 1395/0 4123 1488/0
f June 4170 1260/60 5070 1770/30 2640 1890/0
: July 6293 1116/62 - 5704 961/0 5611 930/0
{  August 5301 1178/62 3255 1612/31 3782 1178/0
: ' September 4590 >1440/90 ' 4230 2370/30 2670 270/30
_ October 7130 1395/62 4743 3007/31 4763 717/25
¢ Fovember 4500 1550760 3300 '3420/0 o 0
December 4774 2139/62 3317 2635/31 0 0
cuﬁ@;;;iygk 2.56 .36/15.3 2.57 .39/15.6 2.60 .39/15.8
(BCF)/(MBO)
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. - NEW MEXICO OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION Form C-107
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO $-1-5}

APPLICATION FOR MULTIPLE COMPLETION

e VIR 12

-%  Operator - ) County Date
) Exxon Co., U.S.A. Lea - April 3, 1981

Adcdsess —— t.ease Well No.

. Box 1600, Midland, Texas 79702 J. L. Greenwood 13

2 £ Locatfon | Unit Section Township - Range
. of Well L 9 22 South : 37 East
u % 1. Has the New Mexico Oil Conservation Commissicn heretofore authorized the multiple completion of a well in these same pools ot in the same !
;__‘ ; zones within one mile of the subject well? YES___ NO__ X
. 2 2. If answer is yes, identify one such ms!ancg. Order No. - 3 Operator Lease, and Well No.: -

% 3, The following facts ate submiteed: Upper Intermediate Lower.
;, >‘ ! Zone : Zone Zone

3 : a. Name of Pool and Formation Blinebry & Tubb Brunson-Fusselman

- H b. Top and Boitom of ) . _‘-a _

i Pay Section 5465 - 6110 - 7208 - 7224
: (Perforations)
! c. Type of production {Oil or Gas) Gas 0il
£ 4. Msthod of Production
(Flowing or Artificial Lif-t) Flowing Art. Lift
i 4. The following are attached. (Pleasg check YES or NO)
i Yes | No_
H D a. Diagrammatic Sketch of the Multipte Completion, showing all casing strings, including diametets and setnng Jeplhs ‘central-
i izers and/or tutbolizets and location thereof, quantities used and top of cement, pecforated intetvals, cubing strings, mcludm;
¢ diameters and setting depth, location and type of packersand sidedr Kes, and such other information as may be pertinent.
h D b. Plat showing the location of all wells on applicant’s lease, all of rells on offset leases, and the names and addresses

. of operators of all leases offsetting applicant’s lease.
D <. Waivers consenting to such-aultiple completion from each offset operator, or in lieu theteof, evideace that said offset opers-
tors have been furnished copies of the application.®
D d. Electrical log of the well or other acceptable log with tops and bottoms of producmg znnes and intervals of perfotauon o~

EHEE B

i ~ dicated thereon. (If such Iog is riot available at the time application is filed it shall be submitted as provided by Rule 1124.)
i S. ° ¢ all offset operators to the lease on which this well is locatzd together with thelr couscemailiog addisss
1 , BEFORE EXAMINER STAMETS

See attached list OlL CONSERVATION DIVISION

3 eses ot w4
g VAR~ 8 A O

———

CASENQ. 7 X/3
Submitted by . £XX0/
Hearing Date ¥ &-%/

(-5 ‘Bﬁdl opetltou listed in Iem 5 above notified and furnished a copy of this application? YES_X _ NO . If answer is yes, give
of anch aorificseicn Agrﬂ 3, 1981 . ]

f,‘TE. 1, the nadcrngned state that 1 am Division Staff Engineer for Exxon Co., U.S.A., a Division

(company), and that I am authorized by said company to make this report; and that this report was prepared
mnwn and dutctmn and that the facts stated therein are true, correct and complete to the best of my knowledge.

W' S T

k Jnaturo

ot epevators not accomgpany an application for admiiistrative a roval, the New Mcx;co 0il Conservation Commis-
wtion fir & period of twenty (50) days from date of receipt by the Commission®s Santa Fe office.”If, after said twenty.
; mm! or hearing is received by the Santa Fe office, the application will then be processed.

completion will rcsult in an-unorthodox well location and/or 8 non-standard proration unit in 636 or.more of *
m, then separate application for approval of the same should be filed simultaneously with this applicatioa.

N

B e




| | |
R J. L. GREENWOOD LEASE - |
% i OFFSET OPERATORS f
SO
§ Operator Mailing Address , . .
Mobil Producing Co., Tex-N.M. Box 1800, nébbs, New Mexico 88240 |
h;_g‘; : " MRA 0il Properties Box 911, Hégbs, New Mexico 88240
‘ Sohio Natural Resources Co. Midland Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 44115
Amoco Production Co. Box 68, Hobbs, New.Mexico 88240 ;
! Shell 0it Company ’ Box 991; Houston, Texas 77001 ;
| Conoco, Inc. o Box 460, Hobﬁs, New Mexico 88240
5'. ; Two Stateé 0il cCo. . Mercantile Cdmmerce Bldg., Dallas; Texas 75201
E . .
; Texas Pagifiq 0il Co., Inc. L ch~4367;“ﬁidién&;>Tékas:79701
% .Getty 0i1 Company Box 730, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

e e,
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Docket No. 12-81

Dockets Nos. 14~81 and 15-81 are tentatively set for April 22 and May 6, 198l. Applications for hearing

e cust be filed at least 22 days in advance of hearing date.
) DOCRET:  EXAMINER HFARING - WEBN S.’).." - APRIL R 1981
, . 9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVA,ION DIVISION CONFERENCE ROOM,
H STATE LAND OFFICE BUILDING, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
. The following cases will be heard defore Richard L. Stamets, Examiner, or Daniel S. Nuttér, Alternate Examiner:
R : ' CASE 7086: (Continued from the January 14, 1981, Examiner Hearing)
e : Application of Blackwood & Nlchols Company, Ltd. for designation of a tight formatxon, San Juan
: and Rio Arriba Counties, New Mexico. @lp‘xcant, in the above-styled cause, seeks the ;;
designation of the Pictured Cliffs fornation underlying portions of Townships 30 and '3t ‘North,
Ranges 6, 7, and 8 Wast, contaxnlng 33,500 acres, more or less, as a tight formation pursuant
to Section 107 of the Natdcal Gas Polxcy Act and 18 CFR Section 271.701-705.
i CASE 7210: Application of Culf Oil Corporation for a unit agreement, Lea County, New Mekico. Applicant, in
B the above-styled cause, -seeks. approval for the East Hat Mesa Unit Area, comprxsxng 2197 acres,
: more or legs, of State and Federal lands in Township 21 South, Range 33 East.
- : CASE 7211: Application of Gulf 0il Corporatlon for a unit agreement, Lea County, Nev Hex1co. Applxcant, in
the above-styled cause, sceks approval for the North Rock Lake State Unit Area, comprising 2880
: acres, more or less, of State land in Township 22 South, Range 35 East.
; CASE 7212: Application of Bass Enterprises Production Co, for a dual completion, Eddy County, New Mexico.

Applicant, irn the above—styled cause, seeks approval for the dual coampletion of its Poker Lake
Unit Well No. 50 located in Unit € of Section 4, Township 25 South, Range 31 East, to produce gas
from the Atcka and Wolfcamp formations through the tubing and casing-tubing annulus, respectively.

CASE 7213: Application of Exxon Company USA for a dual completion and downhole commingling, Lea County, New
Mexico, Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks authority to dually complete its J, L.
i Greenwood Well No, 13 located in Unit L of Section 9, Township 22 South, Range 37 East, to
) : produce 0il from the Brunson-Fusselman Pool through tuding and commingled Blimebry and Tubb
: production through the casing-tubing annulus.

CASE 7214: Applxcatxon of Pioneer Production Corporation for downhole comningling, San Juan County,- New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cai.’e, séeks approval for the downhole commlngllng of
Chacra and Basin-Dakota production in the wellbore of its Dustin Well No. lE located in Unit J
of Section 6, Township 29 North, Range 12 Hest.

&

CASE 7215: Application of Amoco Production Company for an unorthodox gas well 10cat1on, Eddy County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox Wolfcamp-

: Peon location of its Willow Lake Unit Well No. 4Y to be drilled 1980 feet frum the South line

i . and 660 feet: from the West line of Section 14, Township 24 Scuth, Range 28 East, the S/2 of said

i " Section 14 to be dedicated to the well. B

CASE 7216: Appllcatxon of Amoco Production Company for dowmhole comsingling, Rio Arrxba County, New Mexico.
’ Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the downhole comm1ng11ng of Gallup
. and Chacon-Dakota production in the wellbore of its Jicarilla 396 Well No. 1 located in the
B NE/4 of Section 8, Towmship 23 North, Range 3 West,

CASE 7217: Application of Harvey E. Yates Company for an unorthodox gas well location, Eddy County, New
- Mexico. App;icant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox Morrow
location of its Travis Ohio State Com Well No. 1 to be drilled 660 feet £ro% the South and West
: lines of Section 13, Township 18 South, Range 28 East, the $/2 of said Section 13 to be dedicated
i : to the well.

CASE 7218: Application of Yates Petroleum Corporation for an unorthodox gas well locatlbn, Eddy County, New
Mexico. Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks approval for the unorthodox Wolfcamp-Penn
location of its Federal "BQ" Well No. 7 to be drilled 560 fzet from the North line and 990 feet
from the West line of Section 27, Township 17 South, Range 25 East, the N/2 of said Section 27

= to be dedicated to the well.

CASE 7165: (Readvertised)

_Application of ARCO 0il and Gas Company for compulaoty pooling, Lea County, New Mexico. Applicaat,
in the above-styled cause, seeks an order pooling all mineral iuterests in the Ellenburger, Strawn,
McKee, and Devonian formations, Langley Field, underlying the N/2 of Sectlon 33, Township 22 South,
Range 36 Fast, to be dedicated to a well to be drilled at a standard location ‘thereon. Also to be
considered will be the cost of drillxng and completing said well and the all%cac:on of the cost
thereof as well as actual operating coats and charres for supervision, desxgnat1on of applicant as
operator of the well, and a charge for risk involved in drilling said well. -

i
i
i
H
i
i
i
i
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s LAW OFFICES '\ ‘ ‘) ,
h 3 A
o I
i V. €. BONDURANT, JF. HINKLE, COX, EATON, COFFIELD & HENSLEY MAR 30 1981
Ea (1914-1973) -
: oF COUNSEL 1000 FIRST NATIONAL BANK TOWER e e oL S S
L CLARENCE E. HINKLE® POST OFFICE BOX 3580 RostlLN%m«ca‘dhidt ‘N D,"|SI() }
g ROBERT A, STONE 600 HINKLE B
IOLAND, TEXAS 79702 “§5m

LEWIS €, COX, JR.* MioL 1505} e22-¢ A FE
3! PAUL W, EATON, JR, {(918) 683-4691
{» CONRAD E. COFFIELD AMARILLO TEXAS OFFICE
¢ HAROLOD L, HENSLEY, JR.® 1701 AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
S STUART D. SHANOR® (806) 372-5569
& © €. 0. MARTIN

PAUL J, KELLY, JR.® - *NOT LICENSED IN

JAMES H. BOZARTH tExas

DOUGLAS L, LUNSFORD® - : -

PAUL M. BOBANNON

ERNEST R, FINNEY, JR.

J. DOUGLAS FOSTER
¥ K. OOUGLAS PERAIN'
x C. RAY ALLEN '
’: T. CALDER EZZELL, JR." March 26, 1981 _ _
= WILLIAM B. BURFORD // Z— { 5
z JOHN S. NELSON® - 7y /Q,
¥ RICHARO E. OLSON® Ov/)
o ANDERSON CARTER, I )

STEVEN D. ARNOLD
JEFFREY L. BOWMAN
JOHN C. HARRISON®

e Mr. Dan Nutter
' 0il Conservation Division
Post Office Box 2088
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Re: Exxon Company, U.S.A. - Application for
Downhole Commingling and Dual Completion,
Lea lounty, New Mexico

&
BN

Deer Dan:

%

I am transmitting herewith, executed in triplicate, copies
of an Application for Exxon Company, U.S.A. for Downhole
Commingling and Dual Completion as to their J. L. Greenwood
No. 13 Well in Unit L, 1,980 feet from the South line and 590

: feet from the West line of Section 9, Township 22 South,
i 5 Range 37 East, BRlinebry-Drinkard-Tubbs and Brunson-Fusselman
: Fields, N.M.P.M., Lea County, New Mexico. My secretary

AN S A AL

ety

? telephoned you last week advising of the necessary information
] so that this Application may be placed on the April 8, 1981
g docket.
g If anythlng in addition to the above is needed, please
3 advise,
% Very truly YOuts,
3 HINKLE, COX, EATON,
g COFFIELD & HENSLEY -
, = * ~
Conrad E. Coffield
CEC:rh
Enclosures

xc/enc: Mr. Gary E. Baker
xc/enc: Mr. J. K. Lytle

T




BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION ofF .« MAR

: Ol e )
THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND MINERALS LC(ﬁSTﬁ

SR U AR ol B

STATE OF NEW MEXICO e e

APPLICATION OF EXXON COMPANY, )
U.S.A., FOR DOWNHOLE COMMINGLING )
AND DUAL COMPLETION, LEA COUNTY, )
NEW MEXICO )

APPLICATION

Exxon Company, U.S.A., by its undersigned attorneys, hereby
makes applicafion for approval of downhole commingiing ©
Blinebry and Tubb zones and dual completion between the com-
mingled zone and the Fusselman zone in the J. L. Greenwood No. 13
well in Lea County, New Méxicd, and in support thereof would
shows | E

1. Appliéant has heretofore drilled its J. L. Greenwood No.

13 Well in Unit L, 1,980 feet from the South line and 990 feet

™

rom the West 1ine of Section 9, Township 22 South, ‘Range 37 {
Zast, Blinebry—Drinkard-Tubbs and Brunson-Fusselman Fields, | |
N.M.P.M., Lea County, New Mexico.

2. The J. L. Greenwood No. 13 Well was initially’gompleted
in the Ellénberdér formation in 1947. It Qas later recompleted i
as a dual producer in the Blinebry (5465'-5550') and Tubb

CN

(6083'-6110"). zones pursuant to Oil CdnservationvniviéiOﬁ order

No. MC-1440 dated January 26,‘1964. The latest productivity -

test, dated October 15, 1980, shows a daily producing rate of 144
Mcf of'gas and no oil or water for the Blineﬁry. The current
daily productivity of the Tubb zone, basednoh October 1980

production, is 24 Mcf of gas, 1 bbl 0il and no water. The esti-

A ey A A TS a2

mated bottomhole pressure is 420 psig in the Blinebry and 717

psig in the Tubb, based on surface shut-in pressures. Ownership
of the zones to be commingled is common, and the fluids produced
from both zones»are cbmpatible. A list of 5ffset operators and

their mailing addresses is attached.

3., Applicant further seeks authority to dually complete the




o

J. L. Greenwood No., 13 Well with dual completion to be as to the

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, commingled zone and the © sseiman tormation, producing gas and

gas liquids therefrom with production to be from a dual comple-
tion conventional. The production from the commingled zone will
be by annulus and from the Fusselman will be by tubing.

4. Approval of the downhole commingling and dual coﬁpletion

17

will he in the interest: of conservation, prevenéion of waste ané
protection of correlative rights. L

5. Applicaﬁt respectfully requests that this application be
set on the April 8, 1981 Docket.

Dated this 26th day of March, 1980.

Respectfully submitted,

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFIELD & HENSLEY

nr=ﬂ E. Csf ; di
r n

..... fiel
Attorney for Exxo

Company, U.S.A.

i P e AR - e

AR At 4 s
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@erator

Mobil Producing Co.,
MKA Oil.Properties
Sohio Natural Resourc
AmOco”Production'Co!
Shell 0il Company .
Conoco, Inc. '

Two States 0il Co.

Texas Pacific 0il Co.

Getty 0il Company

Tex-N.M.

es Co.

s Inc,

J. L. GREENWOOD LEASE
OFFSET OPERATORS

Mailing Address

Box 1800, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Box 911, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
Midiand'Bldéﬂ, Cleveland, Ohio 44115

Box 68, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Box3991, Houston, Texas 77001

Box 460, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Mercantile Commerce Bldg., Dallas, Texas 75201
Box:4067; Midland, Texas 79701

Box ?30, Hobbs, New ﬁéxico 88240




'APPLICATION OF EXXON COMPANY,

: U.S.A., FOR DOWNHOLE COMMINGLING
IR AND DUAL COMPLETION, LEA COUNTY,

- NEW MEXICC
PR APPLICATION

. -
BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION O h&lfilggﬁYf«,n
| | THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND MINERALS ~ MAR 3, 9 AN
I’ \ |

Nt St S pt
™
(%

~

Exxon Company, U.S.A., by its undersigned attorneys, hereby

O D g Rt

mingled zone and the Fusselman zone in the J. L, Greenwood No. 13

PTENY

Well in Lea County, New Mexico, and in support thereof would

show:

SR WL LS TR

1. Applicant has heretofore drilled its J. L. Grezenwood No.

13 Well in Unit L, 1,980 feet from the South line and 990 feet

WA L R

e ; ﬁékes abbiication for appfséal of downhole commingling of the
. ] Blinebry and Tubb zones and dual complétion between the com-
from the West line of Section 9, Township 22 South, Range 37
East, Blinebry-bDrinkard-Tubbs and Brunson-Fusselman Fields,
' N.M.P.M., Lea County, New Mexico.

2. The J. L., Greenwood No. 13 Well was initially completed
in the Eilenbergér formation in 1947. It was later recompleted
as a dual producer in the Blinebry (5465'-5530') and Tubb
E - {6082'-6110") zones pursuant to 03l Conservation Division Order
No. MC-1440 dated January 26, 1964. The latest productivity
test, dated October 15, 1980, shows a daily producing rate of 144

Mcf of gas and no .0il or water for the Blinebry. The current

el Ko 70,
-

daily'producfivity of the Tdbb>zdne, basedkbn October 1980
production, is 24 Mcf of gas, 1 bbl oil and no water. The esti-
mafed bottomhole pressure is 420 psig in the Blinebry and 717
psig in‘the’Tubb, based on surface shut~in pressures. Ownership

of the zones to be commingled is common, and the fluids produced

B g S X T

from both zones are compatible. A list of offset operators and
their mailing addresses is attached.

3. Applicant further seeks authority to dually complete the
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J. L. Greenwood No, 13 Well with dual completion to be as to the
commingled zone and the Fusselman formation, producing gas and

gas liquids therefrom with production to be from a dual comple-

he by annulus and from the Fusselman will be by tubing.

4, Approval of the downhole commingling and dual completion
will Se in the interest of conservation, prevention of waste and
protection of correlative rights.

5. Applicant respectfully requests that this application be

" 'set on the April 8, 1981 Docket.

Dated this 26th day of March, 1980.

Respectfully submitted,

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFI1ELD & HENSLEY

By:(ijﬁt)

Conrad E. 3 :
Attorney for Exxon Company, U.

S.A.




A

. ._,‘ R

; REENWOOD L
R : OFFSET OPERATOR

J. L.

>
s ot R R A

Operator Mailing Address

Mobil Producing Co., Tex-N.M. Box 1800, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

¥
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MKA 0il Properties . Box 911, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Sohio Natural Resources Co. Midland Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 44115

BN NP el P A

P"-;' = » : _Amoco Production Co. Box 68, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

Shell 6i1 Company Box 991, Houston, Texas 77001

i v - : Conoco, Inc. Box 460, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

" Texas Pacific 0il Co., Inc. Box 4067, Midland, Texas 79701

Getty 0il Company Box 730, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240

i
i‘
S E : l
. Two States 0il Co. Mercantile Commerce Bldg., Dallas, Texas 75201 !
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APPLICATION

Exxon Company, U.S.A., by its undersigned attorneys, hereby

makes application for approval of downhole commingling of the

2
SR I A s

Blinebry and Tubb zones and dual compietion between the com-

mingled zone and the Fusselman zone in the J. L. Greenwood No. 13

RN B ACRE O T

T Well in Lea County, New Mexico, and in support thereof would
| show:

1. Applicant has heretofore drilled its J. L. Greenwood No.
13 Well in Unit L, 1,980 feet from the South line and 990 feet
from the West 1ine of Section 9, Township 22 South, Range 37
. East, BiihébfY%Drinkard-Tuhbs and Brunson-Fusselman Fields,

N.M.P.M., Lea County, New Mexico.

"2, The J. L. Greenwood No. 13 Well was initially completed

1n the Ellenberger formation in 1947, It was later recompleted

_as a dual DIOGUCer in the Blinebry {(54565'-5530') and Tubb

 {6083'-6110f) zones pursuvant to 0il Conservation Division Order
'gRo. MC¥14;6 dated January 26, 1964. The latest productivity
gf.‘aateﬁ October 15;L;9§O, shows a daily producing rate of 144.
]?f?of;gas ;na’no oil b} water for the Blinebry. The current
,*zaA;iy prodﬁctivity‘of the Tubb zone, based on October 1980

n'y -;-Q. " | of gas, 1 bbl oil and no water. The esti-
ﬁuttblholé“preSSUre is 420 psig in the Blinebry and 717
}gﬁgirubb, based on surface shut-in pressures. Ownership
to be commingled is common, and the fluids produced
b are compatible, A list of offset operators and

addresses is attached.

pant further seeks authority to dually complete the
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J. L. Greenwood No. 13 Well with dual completion to be as to the

commingled zone and the Fusselman formation, producing gas and

aas lianids tharefrom ith produciion to be from a dual comple-

&7
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=
o
%
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e
[

tion conventional. The production from the commingle

"bé by annulus and from the Fusselman will be by tubing.

4. Approval of the downhole commingling and dual completion

will be in the interest of conservation, prevention of waste and

5. &applicant respectfully requests that this application be

" set on the April 8, 1981 Docket.

Dated_thié 26th day of March, 1980.

-

Respectfully submi tted,

HINKLE, COX, EATON,
COFFIELD & HENSLEY

Ry: &__ S

S Conrad E., Coffield

Attorney for Exxon Company, U.S.A.

I e e L g I e a1




v
J. L. GREENWOOD LEASE
‘: . OFFSET OPERATORS
% Operator Mailing Address
% Mobil Producing Co., Tex—-N.M. Box 1800, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
v % MKA ©il Properties Box 911, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
bé Sohio Natural Resources Co. Midland Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio a41i5
% Amoco Préduction Co. ‘ Box 68, Hobbs,>New Mexico 88240
; Shell Oivaompany ' Box 991, Houston, Texas 77001
é Conoco, Inc. ‘ _ Box 460, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
% Two States 0il Co. Mercantile Commerce Bldg., pallas,  Texas 75201
%' Texas Pacific 0il Co., Inc. Box %067, Midland, Texas 79701
. v ; , Getty 0il Company Box 730, Hobbs, New Mexico 88240
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO b

B

dr/ ENERGY AND MINERALS DEPARTMENT

....... RMEMALY NTFY
Vil \.Ul'luunvna..n.vu i .-SIAN

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

LR 4 e -wt g« i e — u VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVV ) '
CASE NO, 7213

5 : Order No. R~_{(, (5 2

| :

'mrpLIcATION OF EXXON COMPANY USA _

iFOR A _ DUAL _ COMPLETION AND DOWNHOLE COMMINGLING, LEA_

;-
[COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE DIVISION

BY_THE DIVISION:

This cause came on for hearing at 9 o'clock a.m. on

April 8 , 19 81 , at santa Fe, New Mexico, before

EExaminer Richard L. Stamets

NOW, on this day of April - . 19 81 s the

‘Division Director, having considered the testimony, the recorxd,
;and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully advised
‘in the premises,

FINDS ¢

,(1) 'rhat due public notice having been given as required b 1
'1aw, the Rivision has jurisdiction of this cause and the subject
matter thexeof.

+{2) 'That the appiicant, EXxxon Company USA

4
.ueeka authority to complete its J. L. Greenwood
i Nell No. 13 , located in Unit L of Section 7 , Town- :
]
|

L
ll:h:!.p 22 South . Range 37 EaSt' . NMPM, ed
County, New Mexico, as a dual _ completion (convex;tional) to
J; s K]
(tubingless)
O...l R : .
*produce X OB from the Brunson-Fusselman Pool through tubing

~and commingled Blinebry and Tubb production through the casing-

tubing annulus.

SRS
N
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i1 LS4}
! ' . 8re fezsible and in accord with good consexvation practices.

/. | ‘ ,
(4) That from the [j/fle «é;z_”_\_M__“_______w_zone, the
subject well is capable of low marglnal productlon only

5 , ' (5) That from the 7 45 ~° zone, the

subject well is capable of low marginal production only.

<

of additional hydrocarbons from each of the subject pools, thereb;
preventing waste, and will not violate correlative rights.

-Qi - o (7) That the réservoir characteristics of each of the
subject zones are such that underground waste would not be caused
by the proposed commingling provided that the well is not shut-in|" .

for an extended period.

&

.. ? (8) That to afford the Division the opportunity to assess
>;! g tﬁe potential for waste and to expeditiously order appropriate
é remedial action, the operator should notify the 1&55&46

% district office of the Division any time the subject well is
I %2 shut-in for 7 consecutive days.

(9) That in order to allocate the commingled production

‘3_..; e R R X PR e e e e B g
to each of the commingled zo ies in the subject well, _/

E . g
g i percent of the commingled S5 production should be
'f Bl
8 allocated to the __B/tu r zone, and 27
-k v and alief Ve /g fdslahuae&$4
K £ percent of the commingled  2¢s productlon4{g th
B [
% Ve 44
i % ;5 ﬁ D) £4) That ;pproval of the subject application wiil prevent
% 5 -waste and nrotsct corrclative sighis. ' '

YT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

‘ ; | :‘1) That the applicant, EXxxon Company USA - ,
‘ is hereby authorized to complete its J+ L. Greenwood
,Ml No. 13 ¢+ located in unit ' ‘of Section i ’
m:.p 22 South , Range 37 East , NMPM, Lea ;
i “County, New Mexico, as a dual _completion(conventional) -
: ‘ : {eembinstion)y
oil -{eabinglessy

J'amu&uce>9aso£:om the BrunsonuFusselman Pool through tubing

commlngled Blinebry and Tubb productlon through the
]
ing-tubing annulus,w,% &IM(%?"’ ,,/}7/( Fgu/mw ¢/;%«

' e n/ éef au[wu/ é//’ﬂwJ 9’0ﬁn(/¢’_§fc/#}0’/uut{/z7/é7é:y‘

ROVILED HOWEVER, that the applicant shall complete, operate,

produce said wall in accordance with the nrovisions of Ruls

' aot ipconsistent with this oxder;

_(6) _That the proposed commingling may result in the recovery 4 oo

S S

——




.
SR I ‘PROVIDED FURTHER, that the applicant shall take
e ’ ? e riou [ tests upon completion and
: i annually thereafte;/ during the Annual é)mﬂ / ’57 / 2 ’

\ R ‘i‘”t period for the Zgru CEL el F-”“/MW .Pool. N
‘ (2) That n3 percent of the commingled 2¢ s {
'g. ?é 7 productlon shall be allocated to the /3//n¢£L~7 ‘ o o %
;45 é ” : zone and A7 B .

produ ﬁg;:)dutz;:)n asll1lall b’f’a{{* égéed to thé Vobo g ‘
zone.

3 4
i | (3) That the operator of the subject well shall immediately é
u;,» % o 7 notify the DlVlSLon s ;%4;4;[;5’ district office any time. the %

? well has been shut—ln for 7 consecut:ve GAYS and Shéll concurrentgy %

‘ i present,'td the Division, a plan for remedial ‘action. %
ELfi‘ ; o . :(4) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the g
é entry of’such further orders as ﬁhe Diviéidn méy'déem'nééésséry;” %

. % DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereihébova %

designated.

rhnt e ppebammryt
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