
OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
P. O. BOX 871 

SANTA F E , NEW MEXICO 

April 5, 1962 

Mr, 0* H. Randel 
P. 0. BOX 88 
Carlsbad, New Mexico 

Dear Mr. Randalt 

Reference ia made to Case Ho, 2490, heard by 
me aa Commission Examiner on February 7, 1962* in which you 
requested the formation of a 50-acre non-standard o i l pro
ration unit in the Abo formation. 

Inasmuch as you wished to revise the well 
location from that which we had legally advertised, we advised 
you that no order could be entered in the case until such time 
as we had received waivers of objection to tbe new location 
from offset operators. 

Our records do not reflect that such waivers 
have been received. Please advise whether the waivers have 
been obtained and i f so, when they w i l l be forthcoming so that 
some disposition may be made of this case. 

Very truly yours, 

DANIEL S. NUTTER 
Trial Examiner 

DSN/ir 



Carlsbad, New Mexico 
January IT, 1962 

A- L. Porter 
O i l Conservation Commission 
Box 871 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Dear Sir: 
Tliis l e t t e r Is intended to be a request f o r an examiner's hearing requesting 
that a 50 acre t r a c t be pooled out of Lot 3 arid the north ?021 of Lot h both 
being i n Section 19, Township l '( South, Range 31 East, Eddy County, New Mexico. 
Lots 3 and k i n t h e i r e n t i r e t y contain 65-32 acres. Lot 3 and the north 702' 
of Lot k contain ?G acres. I t i s our contention and representation at t h i s 
time, and we w i l l be prepared to present testimony to such e f f e c t , that the 
described 50 acres has reasonable expectation of producing from the Abo formation 
w i t h i n the Cedar Laljg,„Jib,Q„„pool. 

The operator of the property herewith requests the Commission to set up f o r 
hearing the matter of creating a 50 acre d r i l l i n g t r a c t composed of the above 
described 50 acres i n conformance with Rule 10h, p a r t i c u l a r l y sections ( l ) and 
(m). 

I t i s further stated f o r your information that should the request be granted that 
the t e s t well w i l l be d r i l l e d 537' from the west l i n e and 1629' from the south 
l i n e of Section 19- Such location w i l l place i t i n the precise center of the 50 
acre t r a c t . 

Mr. 0. H. Randel w i l l represent himself at the hearing, accompanied by Vilas P. 
Sheldon to present geological evidence. 

Yours very t r u l y , 

Q. H.r£a£idel l d 

1 

\ \ 



D O W N E Y B L D G . 

TU 5-6321 

O. H. RANDEL 
P . O . B O X 8 8 

C A R L S B A D , N E W M E X I C O S~ ~:? ' - • 

New Mexico Oil Confirmation Cc-nmission, 

Sw.ta Fe, Naw M<?xeio. 

De«.r Mr. Nutter: Re; Case No. 2h90 

In connection with your letter of ";^ril $ f wish to 
advise thst waivers have been received from a l l 
offset owners with exception of De1hi-Taylor and 
I am again writing tham today air mail requesting 
that they please let -jje bp.ve an immediate reply. 

W i l l advise you further i n connection with this 
•natter just as scon ?s I ran her^r from Delhi-Taylor 

Thank'ng you for your coo oration, I am, 

"Innerly vours, 
, / 

0 . R a r d e n 



/ c1 

Oil Qonasrvation OBsralssion 
Box e?i 
Saata Pe» Mew Mexico 

STATB̂ III! OF o. H* mim. m (xmscnm vm cm 2*90* 
wxmim HEAR mo wm&im ?, 1962 

I am a part owner of (aad « associated with and act as represestatlve 
and agast for tbe other versing interests), Lots 3 ana k of Section 19* township 
1? south, Range 31 East, Sidy county* ye have produced oil frcn this land far 
several, years out of tbe orayburg and seven Rivers forestions. I live in 
Carlsbad, Hew Mexico and operate my oil properties from that city* 

lots 3 and h above described contain, according to General Lead Office Plato, 
sons 65*32 acres, goraal development of tbe Abo producing trend has now resulted 
in one producing Abo veil l/2 mile to the vest and another l/2 ails to tha east 
of a normal location on our lease, aa£s!we*ere=«*me>MNMM>tsm 

It is our geological thinking that two wells could very probably be completed 
upon the 65.3a acre tract by drilling then 660* apart and 330* from ths legal 
subdivision lines. We are reluctant to de this for several reasons. 

1. tbe Investment would be out of line as we would not have the normal 
two well allowable 

2* Geologically, we think probably by so doing we might actually talss 
the very highest crest of the reef and thus be unable to recover 
oil in tbe crestal done 

3* mfe see no reason to drill two wells so close together merely to 
have more allowable, as we are confident that one properly located 
producer can adequately drain tbe reservoir 

i*. wastage of steel and material to drill the second well is against 
the rules of conservation and does promote waste* 

ye are therefore asking the commission to grant permission to drill an 
unorthodox location and further we are asking the owswlsi Ion to establish a SO 
acre non-standard oil proration unit in the Abo formation comprising Lot 3 and 
tbe north ?G2 feet of Lot k* in our original application for a hearing* we 
requested that the veil be authorised 1&9* from tha south line and 53?1 from tbe 
west line. we would like to amend that, if it please the Ooomissloc, so as to 
locate the veil 15&' from the south and 537' from the west. Shis change is 
minor but fits our geological thinking soma better aad also became desirable 
after actually seeing the location in the field. 1 am aot ewe whether such 
change can be mode without further hearing, however, we make such plea* 



After careful, study, we believes 

1* Ifest ©as properly located well will recover sore oil thea two 
veUa located in ©rtboOosg locations 

2. we will, ia the long run, he better off with oae good weU having 
a 50 acre allowable than a possible two inferior wells having 
65.32 " " 

fbe saving of material will prevent economic waste. Tbe drilling 
of the optimum location will promote conservation and actually 
result in recovery of more oil. 

h» following the trend of davelopaent in to© area tha probable first 
location, if two wells were contemplated would be in Lot 3, and 
tha location as herein requested is ia Lot 3* - thus, without 
this hearing the resultant well would be granted a 33/ acre 
allowable, She decision to ass for a 50 acre allowable hinges 
on the assumption that the north ?0G fast of Lot ** has Abe oil 
accumulated thereunder, ibis will be supported by 
of our geologist, Vilas p# aselden. Admittedly, the line of 
demarcation is arbitrary, however, we present it as being 
asxl p*©bable. 

Summit up, we contend that we could, by wasteful practices, achieve a 65*32 
allowable, that we prefer to drill one well wm a 50 aere share of the total 

contents, that our proposal promotes 

lie do thea, respectively, plead the granting of our application, as 

0. E* Sandal 

ILLEGIBLE 



VILAS P. SHELDON 
i t»( ' i „. Consulting Geologist and Registered Land Surveyor 

S ' ' - ' 1 " * Valuations, Appraisals, Geological Reports, Surveys 

r M • r. j A R T E S I A , N E W M E X I C O 

April IT, 1962 

Oil Conservation Commission 
Box 871 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Re: Case 2U90 
0. H. Randel 

Gentlemen: 

We are enclosing waivers concerning the amendment to subject 
docket from the following companies: 

plemons and Hewitt 
Fren Oil Company 
Nash, Windfohr and Brown 
Delhi-Taylor Oil Corp. 
Sinclair Oil and Gas Co. 

Very truly yours, 

Vilas P. Sheldon 

l d 

Encs. 

cc: 0. H. Randel 



0. i • Rur: del 
Box SB 

Carls'oacl, New Mexico 

Dear 3 i r : 
In regard to O i l Conservation Commission Docket #2^9"), we do 
not object to your amendment seeking to move the proposed 
location 129' south of the advertised footage. This statement 
i s confined to the amendment and i s i n no way an expression 
concerning other aspects of the matter heard under Docket 

Yov-.vt: very t r u l y } 

PLEMONS AND HEWITT 



•V 

February 8, 1962 

0. H. bandel 
Box * 5 

Carluiad, bev Mexico 

Dear 3. f: 

In regard to O i l Conservation Conmiscion Docket :<2h9G, we do 
not object to your •amendment seeking to move the proposed 
location 129' south of the advertised footage. This statement 
is confined to the amendment and i s i n no way an expression 
concerning other aspects of the matter heard under Docket 

Yours very t r u l y , 

FREN OIL COMPANY 



N A S H , W I N D F O H R 8C B R O W N 

O I L P R O D U C E R S 

F I R S T N A T I O N A L B A N K B U I L D I N G 

F O R T W O R T H , T E X A S 
V 

F e b r u a r y 9, 1962 

M r . O. H . R a n d e l 
P . O. B o x 88 
C a r l s b a d , New M e x i c o 

D e a r S i r : 

I n r e g a r d to O i l C o n s e r v a t i o n C o m m i s s i o n 

D o c k e t #2490, we1 do no t o b j e c t to y o u r a m e n d m e n t 
s e e k i n g to m o v e the p r o p o s e d l o c a t i o n 129 f e e t sou th 
of the a d v e r t i s e d f o o t a g e . 

T h i s s t a t e m e n t i s c o n f i n e d to the a m e n d m e n t 
and i s i n no w a y an e x p r e s s i o n c o n c e r n i n g o t h e r a s 
pec t s of the m a t t e r h e a r d unde r D o c k e t #2490. 

Y o u r s t r u l y , 

N A S H , WINDFCHR & B R O W N 

A J 
R . F . W i n d f o h r 

R F W : a r d 



Mr. 0. H. Randel, 
P. 0. Box 38, 
Carlsbad, N. M. 

Dear Sir: 

In regard to Oil Conservation Commission Docket #2UpO, 
we do not object to your amendment seeking to move the 
proposed location 129' south of the advertised , 
footage. This statement i s confined to the amendment 
and i s no way an expression concerning other aspect? of 
the matter heard under Docket #2li90. 

Yours Very t r u l y , 

[anager, Production Dept. 



0. Ir. - Randel 
Box 86 

CarIsbad, Kew Mexico 

Dear Sir: 
In regard to O i l Conservation Coaimiscion Docket ,^2^90, we do 
not object, to your amendment seeking to move the proposed 
location 1.29' south of the advertised footage. This statement 
i s confined to the amendment and is in no way an expression 
concerning other aspects of the matter heard under Docket 
i2U9C. 

Yours very t r u l y , 

SINCLAIR OIL AND GAS CO. 

\ — 
By _r ^ -^rT~y-

£ i v Joe Mefford 

Division Production Superintendent 

February 23, 1962 ^ 

i* 



mu OFFICE OCC 

Mr. ?ilas P. Shalton, 
Artesia, N. M. 

Dear Mr. Shaltons 

At last/r'haVe received, waiver in connection with 
our caie Docket #2h90 which was heard by the 
How Maxico-Q&l-^^eervation Gonmisaion February 
7, 1962. 

I am enclosing the waiver from Delhi-Taylor and 
ask that a and i t with the other waivers which you 
have to tha New Maxico Oil Conservation Commission, 
P. 0. °ox 871, Santa Fe, Haw Mexico to the attention 
of Mr. Daniel S. Nutter. 

Thanking you for your prompt attention in connection 
with this matter, law, 

Simjarly yx^ra, 

0, H. Randel. 

cc/ New Mexico OH Conservation Commission, 
Santa F e, N. M. 


