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Dear Sir: 

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced Division order recently entered in the 
subject case. 
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
ENERGY, MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

OIL CONSERVATION DIVISION 

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

CASE NO. 9930 
ORDER NO. R-9598 

APPLICATION OF UNION OIL COMPANY OF CALIFORNIA 
TO AMEND DIVISION ORDER NO. R-6375, AS AMENDED, 
RIO ARRIBA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO 

ORDER OF THE DIVISION 

BY THE DIVISION: 

This cause came on for hearing at 8:15 a.m. on October 3, 1991, at Santa Fe, New 
Mexico, before Examiner Michael E. Stogner. 

NOW, on this 21st day of October, 1991, the Division Director, having 
considered the record and the recommendations of the Examiner, and being fully 
advised in the premises, 

FINDS THAT: 

(1) Due public notice having been given as required by law, the Division has 
jurisdiction of this cause and the subject matter thereof. 

(2) The applicant, Union Oil Company of California, seeks to amend Division 
Order No. R-6375, as amended, which authorized downhole commingling of Basin-
Dakota and Largo-Gallup production within the Rincon Unit Well No. 164 located 1840 
feet from the South line and 1090 feet from the West line (Unit L) of Section 2, 
Township 26 North, Range 7 West, NMPM, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico, by 
reviewing and re-establishing, if necessary, the allocation of production that was set forth 
by the provisions of said order. 

(3) This matter was inadvertently advertised and placed upon the docket twice 
as Case No. 10155 and Case No. 9930. 

(4) Division Order No. R-6375-B, issued in said Case No. 10155 and dated 
December 19, 1990, satisfactorily addresses the matters set forth in both cases. 
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(5) This particular case is therefore deemed unnecessary and should be 
dismissed at this time. 

(6) The provisions established by said Order No. R-6375-B should remain in 
full force and effect. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT: 

Case No. 9930 is hereby dismissed: further, the provisions of Division Order No. 
R-6375-B, dated December 19, 1990 shall remain in full force and effect. 


