
PAGE i 

BEFORE THE 
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

February J , 1962 

EXAMINER HEARING 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
Application of Gulf O i l Corporation f o r a 
t r i p l e completionj Lea County, New Mexico. 
Applicant, i n the above-styled cause, seeks 
permission to complete i t s W. A. Ramsay 
(NCT-C) Well No. 3, located 1650 feet from 
the South l i n e and 330 feet from the West 
l i n e of Section 36, Township 24 South, 
Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexico, as 
a t r i p l e completion (conventional), i n the 
North Justis-Ellenburger, North J u s t i s -
Fusselman and North Justis-McKee Pools 
with the production of o i l from a l l zones 
to he through p a r a l l e l strings of 2 3/8-
Inch tubing. 

CASE NO, 
2487 

BEFORE: DANIEL S. NUTTER, Examiner 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 

MR. NUTTER: Now coming before the New Mexico O i l Con

servation Commission, Case No. 2487. 

MR. WHITFIELD: Case No. 2487. The Application of Gulf 

O i l Corporation for a t r i p l e completion i n Lea County, New Mexico. 

MR. KASTLER: I am B i l l Kastler, appearing on behalf of 

Gulf Oil Corporation. We would l i k e to c a l l Mr. Hoover to the 

stand. 

(Witness sworn.) 
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JOHN H. HOOVER, 

called as a witness, having been f i r s t duly sworn on oath, was 

examined and t e s t i f i e d as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. KASTLER: 

Q, W i l l you state your name and where you are employed, by 

whom, and i n what position? 

A John H. Hoover, employed by Gulf O i l Corporation, Ros

w e l l , New Mexico, as petroleum engineer. 

Q, W i l l you please outline what Gulf i s seeking i n Case 

2487? 

A We are seeking a t r i p l e completion (conventional) f o r 

W. A„ Ramsay, NCT-C Well No. 3, which i s located 1650 feet from 

the south l i n e and 330 feet from the west l i n e of Section 36, 

Township 24 South, Range 37 East, Lea County, New Mexico, t h i s 

completion to be i n the North Justls-Elienburger, Fusselman and 

McKee o i l pools. 

(Applicant's Exhibits 1 
through 4 marked f o r 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . ) 

Q I would l i k e to c a l l your a t t e n t i o n to the pl a t marked 

Exhibit 1 and w i l l you state where the lease i s located and the 

well i n question. 

A Yes, s i r . On our Exhibit 1 we have outlined the W. A. 

Ramsay NCT-C lease i n red and i t covers a l l of Section 36. I 

would l i k e to point out a few things on that . I t might be noticeld 
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i n the Southwest quarter of Section 36 and the Southwest quarter 

of the Northwest quarter of this section, there are other wells, 

and i t might be noted that Jack Frost is the operator of other wel{ls 

on there and there is a dotted line to each of those wells, one, 

two, three, four, and five, which represents those. We have 

one other well up i n the Northwest quarter as Gulf Well No. 1. 

Our Well No 2 is i n the Southwest quarter of the Southwest quarter]. 

I t is a dual completion in the Ellenburger and McKee. Our Well 

No. 3 on this plat is circuled in red and has not been completed, 

as of this time. 

Q I t is completed d r i l l i n g , is i t not? 

A The d r i l l i n g is completed, but the completion i s not 

done. Also, on this plat down in Lot 1 of Section 2 is the 

Amrodus, NJA, Well No. 1. I t ' s to the southwest diagonally off

setting our Ramsay C. lease. I t shows the Ellenburger, McKee 

and Fusselman. That is a tr i p l e completion i n the same zones 

that we are asking for i n our Well No. 3, but that was a three-

string cemented i n a common well bore where ours is not. There

fore, the reason for this hearing is because ours is a conven

tional t r i p l e completion. I believe that pretty well covers Exhibit 1, 

Q Is that completed in the Fusselman, that diagonal off-set|: 

A Ellenburger, McKee, Fusselman, and Sularra. 

Q May I call your attention to the electric log marked 

Exhibit 2? Will you please testify as to what is shown on that 
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pertinent to t h i s case? 

A This Is the e l e c t r i c log for the Ramsay Well No. 3 and 

what we have shown on t h i s log Is the top and bottom of the forma

t i o n In which we propose to t r i p l e complete, and we have shown 

the perforations i n the various zones. I believe that i s a l l . 

Q Now, I wish to c a l l your a t t e n t i o n to the schematic 

diagram on the mechanical i n s t a l l a t i o n s labelled Exhibit No. 3-

W i l l you please outline what i s shown on there that i s pertinent 

to t h i s case? 

A Yes, s i r . This well was spudded on November 7, 1961, 

and was d r i l l e d to a t o t a l depth of 8,520 feet and was plugged 

back to 8,510 fe e t . We show that 13 3/8-inch casing was set at 

the time at 979 feet and cement was circu l a t e d to the surface. 

We have 9 5/8-inch casing set at 3,66l feet and cement was also 

circ u l a t e d to the surface. We have 7-inch casing set at 8,520 

f e e t , cemented with 700 sacks of cement and temperature survey 

indicated the top of the cement at 4,380 feet . 

The proposed mechanical i n s t a l l a t i o n i s a Baker Model 

J packer set at approximately 8,430 f e e t , a Baker Model J dual 

snap packer set at approximately 8,015 feet . We show the Fussel

man perforationsat 7,001 feet to 7,021 f e e t ; McKee perforations 

at 8,030 feet to 8,087 feet; Ellenburger perforations at 8,445 

feet to 8,463 feet . We propose to u t i l i z e the three strings of 

2 3/8-inch tubing. The long s t r i n g w i l l set in t o the Baker Model 

D packer. The intermediate s t r i n g w i l l lash Into the Baker Model 
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J packer by the use of the p a r a l l e l snap lat c h seal. The short 

s t r i n g w i l l be hanging free. 

Q What are the bottomhole pressures and gravity i n the 

three zones which you propose to complete? 

A We have on the d r i l l s t e m test i n the Fusselman, the 

i n i t i a l shut-in pressure was 2679 pounds. The gr a v i t y of the 

f l u i d was 35.7 degrees. We have bottomhole pressures that were 

actually taken i n our Well No. 2, i n the Ellenburger-McKee I 

w i l l give those at t h i s time. For the McKee, the bottomhole 

pressure was 2,929 pounds at a minus 4250 fee t . The gravity of 

the f l u i d was 45.1 degrees. 

I n the Ellenburger, the bottomhole pressure was 2687 

pounds at a minus 5050. The gravity was 45.4 degrees. 

Q For Exhibit No. 4, you have Included copies of s p e c i f i 

cations of the Baker Model J dual snap set packer. W i l l you 

please t e s t i f y , r e f e r r i n g to Exhibit No. 4, the features and speci 

f i c a t i o n s of this? 

A Yes. This exh i b i t was presented j u s t f o r a picture of 

the packer. There i s nothing unusual about the packer, more or 

less standard equipment, but there are some features of t h i s par

t i c u l a r packer that I would l i k e to mention. On t h i s double grip 

feature, i t has s l i p s at the bottom which are activated by s e t t i n g 

down the weight with a long s t r i n g which activates those s l i p s out 

to catch to the casing wall there by holding the packer i n place 

from going down. Then, by applying additional set-down weight 
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on the long s t r i n g , up to about 6,000 pounds, sets the packer. 

The other grip feature i s built-on-type hooks at the top of the 

In 

packer which are activated by any d i f f e r e n t i a l pressure from be

low. The packer forces these pistons out, which grip against the 

wall and prevent the packer from moving up the hole or unseating 

i n the event there was a d i f f e r e n t i a l pressure from below. The 

other features of the packer are more or less conventional with 

e x i s t i n g dual completion equipment. 
Q Is t h i s a retrievable packer? 
A Yes, i t i s ret r i e v a b l e . 

Q And the Baker Model D packer, i s i t retrievable? 

A I t i s not retr i e v a b l e . 

Q What was the saving involved i n making the proposed 

t r i p l e completion? 

A Our estimated cost to dual t h i s well i n the Ellenburger 

and McKee i s $180,000. I f we provided a single-zone Fusselman 

w e l l , i t would cost an additional $79,000, making a t o t a l f o r tw© 

wells of $259,000. Our estimated cost to t r i p l e t h i s well i s 

$198,500, which represents a saving of some $60,500. 

Q Have a l l of the offset operators been n o t i f i e d of the 

pendency of t h i s application? 

A Yes, s i r , they were. 

Q Have any complaints been received? 

A None to my knowledge. 

Q Is t h i s a p p l i c a t i o n , i n your opinion, i n the interest 
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of the prevention of waste? 

A Yes, i t i s . 

Q Does i t impair c o r r e l a t i v e r i g h t s i n any way? 

A No, s i r . 

Q Were Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 prepared by you or under 

your d i r e c t i o n and supervision? 

A Yes, they were. 

MR. KASTLER: That concludes my questions, Mr. Nutter, 

I would l i k e to move that Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 be admitted 

i n t o evidence. 

mitted. 

MR. NUTTER: Gulf's Exhibits 1 through 4 w i l l be ad-

Are there any questions of Mr. Hoover? 

GROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. NUTTER: 

Q There was recently held a meeting i n Hobbs, New Mexico, 

of the industry's int e r p r e t a t i o n s of the top and bottom of the 

McKee zones i n the North Justis Pool. Does the perforated i n t e r 

vals of t h i s well conform with the findings of that meeting? 

A Yes, i t i s my understanding i t does. Our geologist 

picked these tops and bottoms and they were i n on that meeting 

and i t i s my understanding that they do. 

Q, These are McKee perforations? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q One other t h i n g , Mr. Hoover. What was the bottomhole 



. in 
Z CM 
0 cn 

z 

M 5 J 

CO 

I 

ui tn 

2 « 
Ul 

UJ 

51 
3 O 
B I 

PAGE 8 

pressure taker i n the No. 2 McKee well? 

A 2,929. 

MR. NUTTER: Any further questions of Mr. Hoover? 

You may he excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

MR. NUTTER: Do you have anything f u r t h e r , Mr. Kastler? 

MR. KASTLER: No. 

MR. NUTTER: Does anyone have anything they wish to 

of f e r i n Case 2487? 

We w i l l take the case under advisement and c a l l the 

next case, 

* * * * * 
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO ) 
) s s . 

COUNTY OF BERNALILLO) 

I , CECIL LANGFORD, NOTARY PUBLIC i n and f o r the County 

of B e r n a l i l l o , S ta te of New Mexico, do hereby c e r t i f y t h a t the 

f o r e g o i n g and a t tached t r a n s c r i p t of hea r ing was r epo r t ed by 

me i n s tenotype and t h a t the same was reduced to t y p e w r i t t e n 

t r a n s c r i p t under my personal s u p e r v i s i o n and conta ins a t r u e 

and c o r r e c t record o f s a i d proceedings , t o the best o f my 

knowledge, s k i l l and a b i l i t y . 

•TARY /PUBLIC 

My Commission Exp i r e s : I do hereby c e r t i f y that the foregoing i s 
a conp.ie.e resold of the proceedings 
the Ex.v.rinep hearing jef Case No 
heard by me cn J & f a . ., 194 

•̂?.vv-<w-rwû  ., Examinefl 
New-Mexico Oil Conservation Commission 
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