
1 

STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

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

APPLICATION OF THE OIL CONSERVATION 
DIVISION TO AMEND THE NOTICE 
REQUIREMENTS THROUGHOUT DIVISION RULES 
AND ALSO AMENDMENTS TO THE PROCEDURAL 
RULES FOUND IN PART N (19 NMAC 15.N) 
AND THE AMENDMENTS TO RULES 11 AND 12 
(19 NMAC 15.A.11 AND 12) 

APPLICATION OF THE OIL CONSERVATION 
DIVISION TO ADOPT CERTAIN DEFINITIONS 
TO BE PLACED IN SECTION A.7 
(19 NMAC 15.A.7) OF THE DIVISION RULES 

CP 

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

COMMISSION HEARING 

BEFORE: LORI WROTENBERY, CHAIRMAN 
JAMI BAILEY, COMMISSIONER 
ROBERT LEE, COMMISSIONER 

June 17th, 1999 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

This matter came on f o r hearing before the O i l 
Conservation Commission, LORI WROTENBERY, Chairman, on 
Thursday, June 17th, 1999, at the New Mexico Energy, 
Minerals and Nat u r a l Resources Department, Po r t e r H a l l , 
2 04 0 South Pacheco, Santa Fe, New Mexico, Steven T. 
Brenner, C e r t i f i e d Court Reporter No. 7 f o r the State of 
New Mexico. 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1 2 , 1 7 7 

(Consol idated) 

STEVEN T . BRENNER, CCR 
( 5 0 5 ) 9 8 9 - 9 3 1 7 



2 

I N D E X 

June 17th, 1999 
Commission Hearing 
CASE NOS. 12,177 and 12,201 (Consolidated) 

PAGE 

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE 18 

* * * 

A P P E A R A N C E S 

FOR THE COMMISSION: 

LYN S. HEBERT 
Deputy General Counsel 
Energy, Minerals and Natural Resources Department 
2 04 0 South Pacheco 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 

FOR THE OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION: 

RAND L. CARROLL 
Atto r n e y a t Law 
Legal Counsel t o the D i v i s i o n 
2 040 South Pacheco 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 

* * * 

STEVEN T. BRENNER, CCR 
(505) 989-9317 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

3 

WHEREUPON, the f o l l o w i n g proceedings were had a t 

9:02 a.m.: 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Okay, i t 1 s a l i t t l e a f t e r 

nine o'clock on Thursday, June 17th, 1999. This i s a 

meeting of the O i l Conservation Commission. We're meeting 

here i n the conference room a t the o f f i c e s of the O i l 

Conservation D i v i s i o n i n Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

I'm L o r i Wrotenbery, I'm the Chairman of the O i l 

Conservation Commission. 

To my r i g h t i s Jami Bai l e y , who represents Land 

Commissioner Ray Powell on the Commission. 

To my l e f t i s Robert Lee, Commissioner. 

We also have Lyn Hebert, the Commission's l e g a l 

counsel, Florene Davidson, the Commission s e c r e t a r y , and 

then Steve Brenner i s going t o be servi n g as our c o u r t 

r e p o r t e r i n keeping a record of our meeting today. 

I t h i n k — A couple of people have asked me how 

long we t h i n k t h i s meeting w i l l take. I t h i n k t h i s one 

w i l l be f a i r l y s hort compared t o the meetings we've had the 

l a s t few months. 

We've got, I t h i n k , one main item of business, 

and t h a t ' s the adoption of some amendments t o the 

Commission's r u l e s on no t i c e and procedures, and we w i l l 

proceed t o those i n a few minutes. 

We've got some p r e l i m i n a r y matters t o take care 
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of. 

I j u s t wanted t o make one comment on the proposed 

amendments t o the Commission's Rule 104. There was some 

confusion associated w i t h the p u b l i c a t i o n of those d r a f t 

r u l e amendments, and so we have had a request from the New 

Mexico O i l and Gas Association f o r an e x t r a p e r i o d of time 

i n which t o comment on those r u l e s . We w i l l be g r a n t i n g 

t h a t request. 

And what I propose t h a t we do today -- There may 

be some people who have come here ready t o t e s t i f y on 

those. I f somebody i s ready t o go, we w i l l c e r t a i n l y 

accept t h e i r testimony today f o r the record. 

But we w i l l b a s i c a l l y continue t h i s matter and 

take testimony a t the next Commission hearing, which w i l l 

be on J u l y 15th. We w i l l take testimony on Rule 104 on 

J u l y 15th, and then plan t o probably extend the comment 

p e r i o d a l i t t l e b i t a f t e r t h a t f o r the t a k i n g of any 

f u r t h e r w r i t t e n comments, and then we w i l l plan t o take 

f i n a l a c t i o n on Rule 104 a t the Commission's meeting i n 

August. 

We j u s t want t o make sure everybody has a f u l l 

o p p o r t u n i t y t o review the d r a f t amendments and time t o 

analyze them and submit t h e i r comments t o the Commission. 

But as I sa i d , when we get t o t h a t p o i n t we 

w i l l — I f t h e r e i s anybody here who i s ready t o go w i t h 
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testimony on Rule 104, w e ' l l be happy t o go ahead and take 

t h a t and enter t h a t i n t o the record today. 

We have, j u s t as a f i r s t order of business, the 

minutes from the Commission's l a s t meeting on May 19th, 

1999. And Commissioners, I be l i e v e you've had a chance t o 

review the d r a f t minutes t h a t Florene prepared? 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: Yes, I have, and I move 

t h a t we accept them. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Do I hear a second? 

COMMISSIONER LEE: I second. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: A l l i n favor say "aye". 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: Aye. 

COMMISSIONER LEE: Aye. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Aye. 

* * * 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: And so w e ' l l move r i g h t 

i n t o the discussion on the proposed amendments t o the 

D i v i s i o n ' s n o t i c e r u l e s and procedural r u l e s , and we have 

these presented i n two cases. 

One i s Case 12,177. This i s the A p p l i c a t i o n of 

the O i l Conservation D i v i s i o n t o amend the n o t i c e 

requirements throughout D i v i s i o n r u l e s and also amendments 

t o the procedural r u l e s found i n Part N and the amendments 

t o Rules 11 and 12. 
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And then i n a d d i t i o n t o t h a t , we have Case 

12,201, the A p p l i c a t i o n of the O i l Conservation D i v i s i o n t o 

adopt c e r t a i n d e f i n i t i o n s t o be placed i n Section A.7 of 

the D i v i s i o n Rules. And these d e f i n i t i o n s r e l a t e t o the 

amendments t o the n o t i c e and procedural r u l e s . 

So I t h i n k , i f i t ' s okay, we can take both of 

those up a t the same time f o r the purpose of any 

dis c u s s i o n . 

What we d i d a t the l a s t meeting was take 

testimony on these proposals. We made some changes t o the 

proposed r u l e amendments based on the testimony t h a t we 

received and posted the proposed changes on the D i v i s i o n ' s 

home page, and then also made those a v a i l a b l e t o anybody 

t h a t requested a hard copy of those. 

We also asked anybody t h a t had any a d d i t i o n a l 

comments t o make t o submit those comments i n w r i t i n g . And 

Mr. C a r r o l l , I don't believe we got any — No, we d i d get 

some a d d i t i o n a l — one set of a d d i t i o n a l comments i n 

w r i t i n g from the New Mexico O i l and Gas A s s o c i a t i o n ; i s 

t h a t r i g h t ? 

MR. CARROLL: That's c o r r e c t . 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: And I b e l i e v e everybody's 

got a copy of those; i s t h a t -- Okay. 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: You mean l i k e t h a t ? 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Yes, these were comments 
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dated June 11th. Commissioner Lee, d i d you get your copy 

of those? 

COMMISSIONER LEE: (Nods) 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Yes. And th e r e were two 

s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s i n here t h a t the New Mexico O i l and Gas 

As s o c i a t i o n expressed continued concern about — I'm s o r r y , 

Rand, d i d you not — you d i d n ' t get a copy of those? 

MR. CARROLL: Yes, I d i d . 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Oh, okay. Rand or Lyn, 

would you l i k e t o summarize those f o r the Commission? 

MS. HEBERT: I ' l l be happy t o summarize the 

concern t h a t they i n d i c a t e d over the p r e f i l e d testimony f o r 

the cases before the Commission, and there was an 

i n d i c a t i o n t h a t they d i d n ' t t h i n k t h a t t h a t s o r t of 

testimony was necessary, t h a t the Commission had been 

f u n c t i o n i n g f i n e f o r 40 years w i t h o u t having p r e f i l e d 

testimony. 

And I beli e v e the discussion had been a t the l a s t 

meeting t h a t t h i s was a d i s c r e t i o n a r y f e a t u r e and t h a t the 

Commission would not n e c e s s a r i l y be r e q u i r i n g f i l e d 

testimony i n a l l the cases but probably only i n those cases 

t h a t were more complicated and complex, and t o use t h a t as 

a t o o l not only f o r b e t t e r understanding the issues but 

also perhaps t o make the hearing a l i t t l e s h o r t e r . 

The other issue t h a t NMOGA disagreed w i t h was the 
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approach t o the amount of n o t i c e r e q u i r e d f o r c e r t a i n 

unorthodox w e l l l o c a t i o n s , and ev e n t u a l l y i t was a 

s i t u a t i o n where you had a u n i t w i t h — re c t a n g u l a r spacing 

u n i t t h a t had not been developed, so t h a t i t was unknown 

whether those u n i t s would be the standup or the laydown 

u n i t s . 

And NMOGA was suggesting t h a t n o t i c e only be 

given t o the a c t u a l quarter t h a t was going t o be encroached 

on, t h a t i t was d e f i n i t e t h a t those i n t e r e s t owners would 

be a f f e c t e d , and t h a t i t wasn't necessary t o giv e n o t i c e t o 

the remaining t h r e e quarte r s , and, as our proposal had i t , 

t he two pos s i b l e a f f e c t e d areas t h a t would have been 

included i n whichever way the rectangles were a l i g n e d . 

And we have discussed t h a t i n the D i v i s i o n and 

w i t h the Examiners and t a k i n g i n t o account the f a c t t h a t 

the D i v i s i o n i s also responsible f o r p r o t e c t i n g c o r r e l a t i v e 

r i g h t s . I t was d i f f i c u l t f o r us t o d i s t i n g u i s h why those 

i n t e r e s t s i n the other two quarters were d i f f e r e n t from the 

qu a r t e r t h a t was being encroached on, where i t was known 

t h a t those persons' i n t e r e s t would be a f f e c t e d . 

So we have maintained i n our proposed r u l e s t h a t 

the i n t e r e s t owners i n a l l three quarters be given n o t i c e . 

And I believe those were the only two issues t h a t 

were commented on i n t h a t l e t t e r . 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: I might j u s t ask, i s th e r e 
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anybody here today t h a t would l i k e t o make a comment on 

e i t h e r of those issues? Those were the two issues t h a t 

were r a i s e d d u r i n g the l a t e s t comment p e r i o d . 

MR. FOPPIANO: May i t please, the Commission, 

Rick Foppiano w i t h OXY, also r e p r e s e n t i n g NMOGA. 

I t h i n k our comments are s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y , and I 

don't r e a l l y have anything t o add t o those two p a r t i c u l a r 

issues. 

I would, however, l i k e t o commend the Commission 

and the people t h a t worked on t h i s issue i n the work group. 

I t h i n k we are very pleased t h a t we had the o p p o r t u n i t y t o 

work w i t h the Commission and the D i v i s i o n personnel and 

other people i n the i n d u s t r y t o develop a set of n o t i c e 

r u l e s t h a t we f e e l l i k e are reasonable and would help us 

get about our business and are s t i l l i n the i n t e r e s t of 

conservation, the p r o t e c t i o n of c o r r e l a t i v e r i g h t s and the 

p r e v e n t i o n of waste. 

And so I j u s t wanted t o thank t h i s Commission f o r 

a l l o w i n g us t h a t o p p o r t u n i t y and urge the adoption of the 

r u l e s as they've been posted. 

Thank you. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Thank you. 

Anybody else l i k e t o make a comment a t t h i s 

p o i n t ? 

I n t h a t case, I might j u s t ask the Commissioners 
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i f they have any comments t h a t they would l i k e t o make on 

e i t h e r of these two issues t h a t have been r a i s e d by the New 

Mexico O i l and Gas Association. 

I ' l l j u s t say, i n my view of i t , w i t h respect t o 

the question of n o t i c e on unorthodox w e l l l o c a t i o n s , we d i d 

t r y very hard t o a r t i c u l a t e a basis f o r d i s t i n g u i s h i n g the 

i n t e r e s t owners i n these prospective a d j o i n i n g spacing 

u n i t s , and j u s t could not come up w i t h a way t h a t we f e l t 

comfortable — w i t h a basis we f e l t comfortable w i t h , f o r 

d i s t i n g u i s h i n g those owners t h a t are j u s t across the w e l l 

from others t h a t might be ev e n t u a l l y j o i n e d i n the spacing 

u n i t , and p a r t i c u l a r l y i n l i g h t of the recent c o u r t cases 

t h a t we have had, t h a t have b a s i c a l l y d i r e c t e d the 

Commission t o def i n e some of the n o t i c e requirements more 

broadly than they have i n the past. We j u s t f e l t l i k e we 

couldn't j u s t i f y the change t h a t i s requested by NMOGA. 

But I would be i n t e r e s t e d i n hearing the thoughts 

of t he other Commissioners on t h a t p o i n t . 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: I agree w i t h the D i v i s i o n ' s 

l o g i c on the basis of n o t i c e t o other owners who can be 

impacted w i t h i n t h a t spacing area. I t h i n k we're charged 

w i t h p r o t e c t i o n of c o r r e l a t i v e r i g h t s , and i t ' s not our 

p r e r o g a t i v e t o d i s t i n g u i s h those who are more a f f e c t e d from 

those who are lesser a f f e c t e d . 

So I agree w i t h the D i v i s i o n ' s l o g i c . 
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CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Commissioner Lee? 

COMMISSIONER LEE: (Nods) 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Okay. I n t h a t case, we are 

not proposing any f u r t h e r change t o t h a t p a r t i c u l a r n o t i c e 

requirement. 

And then I j u s t wanted t o comment too on the 

concerns t h a t have been expressed about the use of p r e f i l e d 

testimony. 

I w i l l say t h a t we've heard some, I t h i n k , v a l i d 

concerns about the p o t e n t i a l f o r abuse of t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 

procedure and about the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t i n some cases t h i s 

procedure may add unnecessary burdens t o the p a r t i c i p a n t s 

i n t he Commission's hearing. And c e r t a i n l y we i n t e n d t o be 

s e n s i t i v e t o those kinds of concerns. 

I t ' s my view t h a t the Commission r e a l l y already 

has t h i s a u t h o r i t y t o r e q u i r e p r e f i l e d testimony, j u s t as 

p a r t of i t s inherent power t o govern the conduct of 

proceedings before i t . And we are t r y i n g t o inc l u d e t h i s 

p r o v i s i o n i n here j u s t t o a l e r t p a r t i e s t h a t i n some 

circumstances the Commission may use t h i s procedure. 

We do inten d t o use i t only i n c e r t a i n 

e x t r a o r d i n a r y circumstances, i n extremely complex cases, 

f o r instance, where we t h i n k i t may be of value t o the 

Commission i n the conduct of i t s proceedings and may 

increase the e f f i c i e n c y of the Commission's proceedings. 
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But we w i l l — We do inten d t o use i t c a r e f u l l y , 

so t h a t we avoid abuses and don't add unnecessary burdens 

t o the process. 

You know, f o r a l l of those reasons I would l i k e 

t o leave i t i n th e r e . I n f a c t , we are using i t i n a couple 

of proceedings t h i s summer on k i n d of a t r i a l b a sis, and we 

w i l l see how those go and may never use i t again, I don't 

know. We're going t o see i f i t d e l i v e r s some of the 

b e n e f i t s t h a t we t h i n k i t w i l l d e l i v e r i n those kinds of 

cases. And i f so, we may use i t again i n the f u t u r e , but 

j u s t don't know yet a t t h i s p o i n t . 

So we would l i k e t o see t h a t i n t h e r e , j u s t a 

statement of what we t h i n k i s already the Commission's 

a u t h o r i t y . 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: I t h i n k i t ' s t o the b e n e f i t 

of the p a r t i e s of the very complex cases, because they have 

the o p p o r t u n i t y t o ex p l a i n f u l l y so t h a t the Commissioners 

have enough time t o understand what a l l the s u b t l e t i e s are 

and the r a m i f i c a t i o n s of some of the arguments. 

I t h i n k i t can only b e n e f i t the p a r t i e s t o have 

the Commissioners t h a t much more knowledgeable before they 

walk i n t o the hearing. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Commissioner Lee, do you 

have — 

COMMISSIONER LEE: I f we cannot decide t o do i t 
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i n t he hearing room, we always can postpone i t , so I don't 

see any problems. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Okay. So on t h a t issue 

t o o , we're proposing t o leave t h a t p r o v i s i o n i n the 

proposal as we recommend t h a t i t be adopted by the 

Commission today. 

But we w i l l be c a r e f u l . We w i l l use t h a t 

a u t h o r i t y very c a r e f u l l y , I assure you. 

And then I j u s t wanted t o b r i n g up a couple of 

p o i n t s — Florene, do you have the d r a f t orders? Okay, 

gr e a t . 

We d i d — I n one l a s t review of the proposed 

r u l e s , we d i d I d e n t i f y some areas where we had typos, some 

punct u a t i o n t h a t needed t o be corrected. 

Also, I went through and — This i s one of my pet 

peeves. Where we had used the term "the D i r e c t o r , i n h i s 

d i s c r e t i o n " , I changed the "his"'s t o gender n e u t r a l . 

So those changes have been incor p o r a t e d i n t o the 

r u l e , but I've consulted w i t h both Rand and Lyn, and they, 

I t h i n k , have agreed t h a t none of those changes were 

su b s t a n t i v e i n nature. 

There was one question t h a t I had about the — 

one p r o v i s i o n of the r u l e as i t was posted on the I n t e r n e t , 

and t h a t was the p r o v i s i o n on ex p a r t e communications. Do 

you want t o t u r n t o that? I t was Rule 1223, the very l a s t 
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one i n the proposal. 

And i n t h a t case, the way i t was posted on the 

I n t e r n e t , i t s a i d t h a t p a r t i e s s h a l l not discuss the 

sub s t a n t i v e issues involved i n the proceedings w i t h any 

Commissioner or Examiner, and i t ' s the "any Examiner" p a r t 

of t h a t language t h a t I'm a l i t t l e b i t concerned about. 

I d e f i n i t e l y agree t h a t they should not discuss 

the issues w i t h the Examiner assigned t o make a 

recommendation, assigned t o hear the case. But i t seemed 

t o me a l i t t l e too broad t o p r o h i b i t the p a r t i e s from 

t a l k i n g t o any one of our designated Hearing Examiners. 

So I propose t h a t we change t h a t t o c l a r i f y t h a t 

i t ' s t he D i v i s i o n Examiner appointed t o hear the case t h a t 

i s the person of concern i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r p r o v i s i o n . I 

r e a l i z e t h a t t h a t w i l l mean w e ' l l need t o make very c l e a r , 

very e a r l y on, who i t i s t h a t i s appointed t o hear the 

case, and we w i l l work on t h a t i n t e r n a l l y t o make sure 

t h a t ' s c l e a r t o everybody. 

But t h e r e are some circumstances i n some types of 

cases where I t h i n k p a r t i e s may need t o discuss t e c h n i c a l 

matters or procedural matters w i t h somebody on our s t a f f , 

and I t h i n k they should have the a b i l i t y t o contact some — 

one of the Hearing Examiners t h a t w i l l not be i n v o l v e d i n 

t h a t case f o r t h a t purpose. 

And so t h a t ' s the only substantive change t h a t I 
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myself would propose t h a t we make. 

I've gone ahead and taken the l i b e r t y of 

i n c o r p o r a t i n g t h a t change i n the d r a f t order, so I hope 

t h a t would be acceptable t o the other Commissioners. 

We do have d r a f t orders adopting the proposed 

changes. I might j u s t give the other Commissioners an 

o p p o r t u n i t y t o take a look a t these. And as I sa i d , we've 

got an order i n each of the two cases t h a t I mentioned, one 

r e l a t i n g t o the n o t i c e and procedural r u l e s , the other 

r e l a t i n g t o the d e f i n i t i o n s . 

MR. CARROLL: Chairman Wrotenbery? 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Yes? 

MR. CARROLL: I was t h i n k i n g t h i s thought, and a 

member of i n d u s t r y also mentioned i t t o me, so I ' l l mention 

i t now, t h a t I don't know i f we need i t i n the r u l e t o have 

a p r o h i b i t i o n against the Examiner approach, t o prevent 

t h a t Examiner from discussing w i t h the other Examiner of 

the case. And t h a t could be, I guess, an i n t e r n a l D i v i s i o n 

p o l i c y . 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: I t ' s d e f i n i t e l y an i n t e r n a l 

D i v i s i o n p o l i c y . I'm t r y i n g t o t h i n k , i s t h e r e some 

language t h a t you would suggest? I mean, I look a t t h a t as 

i n some sense covered by t h i s language, because t h a t would 

be — I t would be i n d i r e c t communication, but i t would be a 

form of communication between the p a r t i e s and the Examiner. 
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MR. CARROLL: I t h i n k you can j u s t make i t an 

i n t e r n a l p o l i c y t h a t i f one Examiner i s approached t o t a l k 

about a case, t h a t he can't discuss i t w i t h the assigned 

Examiner i n t h a t case. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Any other thoughts on t h a t 

p a r t i c u l a r p o int? 

MS. HEBERT: I would j u s t say I agree w i t h Mr. 

C a r r o l l t h a t o r d i n a r i l y r u l e s are reserved f o r those 

a c t i o n s t h a t a f f e c t people other than s t a t e government. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Uh-huh. Okay, w e ' l l make 

t h a t very c l e a r i n our i n t e r n a l p o l i c y . 

Commissioner Bailey, I no t i c e d you were l o o k i n g 

very c l o s e l y a t these r u l e s . These are the — 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: The ones t h a t were posted 

on the I n t e r n e t . 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: — the ones t h a t were 

posted on the I n t e r n e t , w i t h the exception of the change i n 

the ex p a r t e p r o v i s i o n s and those t y p o g r a p h i c a l and 

e d i t o r i a l changes. 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: I t ' s my i n t e n t t o sig n 

these orders. S h a l l I go ahead and put my si g n a t u r e on i t ? 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Yeah, I might, I guess, ask 

f o r a motion t h a t we go ahead and adopt the order as i t has 

been presented here today. 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: I so move. 
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CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Do I hear a second? 

COMMISSIONER LEE: Second. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: A l l i n favor say "aye". 

COMMISSIONER BAILEY: Aye. 

COMMISSIONER LEE: Aye. 

CHAIRMAN WROTENBERY: Aye. I t h i n k we d i d both 

of those a t one time. 

Okay, j o b w e l l done, thank you. 

(Thereupon, these proceedings were concluded a t 

9:25 a.m.) 

* * * 
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