UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

REMARKS: WELL ‘£0G_— YLECTRIC LOGS._— FILE_&_ WATER SANDS

-

LOCATION INSPECTED - SUB. REPORT/ABD. . |

DATE FILED 1()-1-79

LAND: FEE & PATENTED STATE LEASE NO. PUBLIC LEASE NO. [J=5184 INDIAN
DRILLING APPROVED: 9~-28~79
SPUDDED IN:

COMPLETED: PUT TO PRODUCING:
INITIAL PRODUCTION:

GRAVITY A.P.1.

~ GOR:
;;

PRODUCING ZONES:

TOTAL DEPTH:

WELL ELEVATION:

pate asanoonen: |2-77-7q < | pration Abanrlmfi W viever oriled
FIELD: Jpitdeat 06 (Aandd

UNIT:
COUNTY: Grand
weLL No. Federal Bartlett Flat 13-22 API No: 43-019-30553
LOCATION 852' FT. FROM (XX (S) LINE. 492" FT. FROMXOER (W) LINE. SW SW Yo —VYa sEC. 22
| .
‘:; TWP. ”RGE. SEC. OPERATOR TWP, RGE. SEC. OPERATOR

22 | HUSKY QIL COMPANY 4
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Electric logs (Wo.) -scseeso
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Form 9-331C

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

) e @ - NM_E*‘
simeo st PLICATEGOEY- -

Torm approved. ‘
Budget Bureau No. 42-R1425.

5. LEASE DESIGNATION AND SERIAL NO.

XU=5184

: .- .. APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DRILL, DEEPEN, OR PLUG BACK

6. P INDIAN, ALLOTTEE OF TRIBE NAME

la. TYPE OF WORK

7. UNDF AGHREEME
DRILL E] DEEPEN [] PLUG BACK [j UNIY AGREEMENT NAME
b. TYPE oF w*!x.x‘
SINGLE MULTIPLE T 5
(:;:LL sttsLL oTHER ;:&(nl o s 8. FARM Oi LEASE NAME
~ 2. NAME OF OPERATOR JEi‘)ﬁder__wa.lmBQu;lﬂ;_‘;_E_lma«i;
. . WELL NO. »
_ Husky 0il Comnany / N e o g 4
3. ADDRESS OF OPERATOR = = 13-22 1\ %)\ oy K }‘
) 10. FIELD AND POOL, OR WILDC.
600 South Cherry Street, Denver,. Colorado,.80222 mocar
4. LOCATION oF WELL (Report location clearly and in accordance with any State requirements.*) Wi ldcat ’
At suriace

11. sEC,, T., R., M., OR BLK.
492' FWL and 852' FSL (SW SW) AND SURVEY OROAREA
At proposed prod. zone '
Same o . . Sec. 22-255-19E
14. DISTANCE [N MILES AND DIRECTION FROM NEAREST TOWN OR POST OFFICE*® | 12. COUNTY OR PARISH | 13, STATE
Approximately 15 miles west of Moab Grand Utah
15. DISTANCE FROM PROPUSED® 16. NO. OF ACRES IN LEASE 17. NO. OF ACRES ASSIGNED
LOCATION NEAREST TO THIS WELL

NOTICE OF APPROVAL

2k dﬂx)é?

PRCOPERETY OR LEASE LINE, FT.

(Also to nearest drlg. unit line, _j‘{»gl_jl_:yj) 4 92 ! 2 5“6 0 R l 6 0
18. DISTANCE FROM I'ROPOSED LOCATION® 19. PROPOSED DEPTH 20. ROTARY OR CABLE TOOLS
TO NEAREST WELL, DRILLING, COMPLETED,
OR APPLIED FOR, ON THIS LEASE, FT. None 7350 Rotary
21. BLEvATioNs (Show whether DF, BT, GR, ete.) T 227 AV PROX. DATE WORK WILL START®
- GR 5545" November 1, 1979
2. PROPOSED CASING AND CEMENTING PROGRAM
BIZE OF HOLE SIZE OF CASING WEIGHT PER FOOT SETTING DEPTH - QUAN’["’!TY OF CEMENT
14-3/4 13-3/8 A8% 300" +. 250 _s8x
12-1/4 9-5/8 40# 4150" + 250 sx
8-3/4 | 5-1/2 204 & 17%# 7350" + 1500 sx

We propose to drill the captioned well to test the C

ane Creek formation.

We propose to test all shows of 0il and/or gas deemed worthy of test

and to set casing as above or P&A in accordance .with
received from the USGS. See attached BOPE sketch.

instructions

DEC 201979

et »
oy
IN ABOVE SPACE DESCRIBE PROPOSED PROGRAM : If proposal is to deepen or plug back, give data on prese mro
zone,
preventer program, if any.

e (0|
If proposal is to drill or deepen directionally, give pertinent data on subsurface locations and m .usu’rgglg éu&vl

’ DIVISION OF

posed new productive
cal'depths. = Give blowout

24.

SIGNED ﬁw DM

Drilling Engineer

mare _Sept. 19, 1979

TITLE
(This space for Fed;ral or State office use)
PERMIT NO. V / APPROVAL DATE
APPROVED BY A %’Z ‘;z - TITLE W_#MI ENGINEER»' arn NUV 2 7 1979

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, IF ANY ©

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ATTACHED
TO OPERATOR'S COPY

NEQESSARY FLARING OF GAS DURINC
DRILLING AND COMPETION APPROVE|
SUBJECT TO ROYALTY (NTL4)
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UN-SURVEYED
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(Comp.)

(Computed)

#/3-22 FEDERAL BARTLETT FLAT
Elev. Ungraded Ground - 5545

|

X = Section Corners Locufe.d.

PROJECT

HUSKY OIL COMPANY

Well location, #/3-22 FED.
BARTLETT FLAT , located as
shown in the SW 1/4 SW 1/4
Section 22 , T25S, RI9E, S.L.
B.& M. Grand County, Utah.

NE Corner Section 13,
T25S, RISE, S.LB.aMm.

East |/4 Corner Section
13, T255, RI9E, S.L.B. &8 M.

CERTIFICATE

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE PLAT WAS PREPARED FROM
FIELD NOTES OF ACTUAL SURVEYS MADE BY ME OR UNDEE JMY
SUPERVISION AND THAT THE SAME ARE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE
BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. S -~

Ol M wetal)

REEISTEVRﬁ‘lAND‘ SURVEYOR
REGISTRATION N2 2454 '
STATE OF UTAH

N

UINTAH ENGINEERING & LAND SURVEYING
PO BOX Q — 110 EAST - FIRST SOUTH
VERNAL, UTAH - 84078

SCALE- " . DATE
_ 1% = 1000 9/n/79
PARTY REFERENCES
DA DF DJ | GLO Plat
WEATHER : . FILE - )
Fair ‘ HUSKY OiL CO.

\




~ U.S. GEOLOGICAL SUKVEY - CONSERVATION DIVISION
'ROM: -”: DISTRICT GEOLOGIST, m.,‘a’r LAKE CITY, UTAH ..

&

0 : DISTRICT ENGINEER, OSG, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH :
UBJECT: ~ APD MINERAL EVALUATION REPORT = LEASE No. _{J- S§1@H
PERATOR: _Pusky 0l (ompany - WELL NO. _Federl Bactiet Flad 3-22
‘OCATION: Y SN X SW ksee. 22 , T. 2SS , R. 9B , SLM
Geand County, \tah

- Stratigraphy: Novajo S. — surfuce Raradox Setf 3965 1580

Wingate 50 FSHIS
Of\'wxle 300 148248 'N\\'SSESSi ppran ~146 -I59g
Moenkopi 770 Ty b Ee
- Coter s +4 370
Rica 1950 +3S 95

H(JXW\O;‘)C&. 2410 +3|35

’ Fresh Water:

WO pegent (u 0) eManed .
. Leasable Mi ls: |
¢asable Minerals ?cospedwc,\y valuable for Poﬁask and hadite | the

Pacador Fn. At tnis location | the Parador, v of
Agprotimately. 3965

- Additional Logs Needed: /| gamma (o should be .\noluo(eofoy\ the FDC-CNL

or DL, DiL. Otherwise, the proposed logjl’nj Progam 13 adequate.

- Potential Geologic Hazards: L.ost eirculation s possikble A the evaporite
Sequences of the Paradox and sadt mud cnoud be Uged
in dﬁ“f@.

- References and Remarks: J.$.¢& < Fles | SLC.

- [ mile West oF Big Uik KGS.

vignatures /)Z (ZOM 77%%/44 Date: /0 -/? - 7?
T ' -




(D-25-19) 24 827

Depths of Fresh-Water Zones

General Crude 0il Co. - Big Flat, Big Rock No. 1
615 fel, NE, NE, sec. 26, T 25 S, R 19 E, SLBM, Grand County, Utah
Elev. 5,436 ft, proposed test to 9,100 ft
Proposed casing: 24 in to 250 ft
' 16 in to 4,400 ft
9 in to 9,100 ft ~

Estimated formation tops:

Wingate Ss surface, permeable but dry

Chinle Fm 320 permeable in part, but dry

Moenkopi Fm 700 mostly impermeable, probably dry

Cutler Fm 200 aquifer if White Rim Mem is present, contains
water useable by stock

Rico Fm q%0 mostly an aquiclude, may contain some salty water

Hermosa Fm 2 44¢ an aquifer in part, yielding brine. |

Paradox Mem x?@@(ﬁ evaporites which may yield some brine

The zones containing fresh or useable ground water in this area
are above the Rico Fm. Regional dip of strata is about 2°-3° NE.
Formations which are dry at this location may be aquifers a short

distance to the northeast.
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011 and Gas Drilling EA No._604-79

United States Department of the Interior’
Geological Survey
‘ 8440 Federal Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84138

Usual Environmental Analysfs

Lease No. U-5184

fpperator Husky Oi] Company Well No. 13-22

Location__492' FWL 852" FSL Sec._ 22 T. 255  R.__19E

County Grand State  Utah Field Wildcat

fStatus: Surface Ownership  Public Minerals Federal

. Jdoint Field Inspection Date _(Qctober 26, 1979

lParticipants and Organizations:

| Bob Kershaw Bureau of Land Management

”‘John Evans - U. S. Geological Survey

G'ténn bovle U. S. Geological Survey

: Jf.wiedé’ ' o Husky

Dirt Contractor

Ji‘jr'n Boulden )

“JBobby Starrett - Dalgarno Trucking

L. A. Farr N ' Sante Fe International

elated Environmental Analyses and References:

: - Big Flat- Squaw Park Unit Resource Analysis, Bureau of Land Management
: Utah

Dat_e November 12, 1979 f "



. FA No. 604=79

. Proposed Action:

.. On September 25, 1979, Husky 01il Company filed an Application for Permit to
Drill the No. 13-22 exploratory well, a 7350' oil test of the Cave Creek
‘Formation; located at an elevation of 5545' in the SW/4 SW/4, Sec. 22,
T258, R19E, on Federal mineral lands and Public surface; lease No. U~5184.
There was no objection raised to the wellsite nor to the access road.

A rotary rig would be used for the drilling. An adequate casing and
.cementing program is proposed. Freshwater sands and other mineral-bearing
formations would be protected. A Blowout Preventor would be used during
the drilling of the well. The proposed pressure rating should be adequate.
- Details of the operator's NTL-6 10-Point Subsurface Plan are on file in the
‘¥.8.G.8. District Office in Salt Lake City, Utah, and the U.S.G.S. Northern
Rocky Mountain Area Office in Casper, Wyoming. The 13-Point Surface
Protection Plan is on file in the District Office in Salt Lake City, Utah.

A working agreement has been reached with the Bureau of Land Management,
- 'the controlling surface agency. Rehabilitation plans would be decided upon
as the well neared completion; the Surface Management Agency would be
‘consulted for technical expertise on those arrangements.

i';f The operator propeses to construct a drill pad 200" wide x 300' long and a

 reserve pit 100' x 150'. A new access road would be conmstructed 18' wide x

100" long from an existing and improved road. Operator responsible for
' obtaining any state or local permits for use of state road.

The operator proposes to construct production facilities on disturbed area
. of the proposed drill pad. If production is established, plans for a gas

' flowline would be submitted to the appropriate agencies for approval. The
';&nticipated starting date is November 1979 and duration of drilling
ctivities would be. about 30 days.

WLocatian and Natural Settirg.

‘ Ihislwe{l is a wildecat well.:

’Tbéograghz:

Thé pioposed location slopes to the north at 3-67.
Geélogz:

in Paradox Formation. Seismic risk for. the area is minor. Anticipated
eologic tops are filed with the 10-Point Subsurface Protection Plan.

u%The proposed drillsite is approximately 15 miles WNW of Moab, Utah, the
‘‘nearest town. A paved state highway runs to within 300' of the location.

‘Tﬁéisurface geologj is Navajo. The soil 1is sandy. No geologic hazards are‘F
known near the drillsite, however, high pressure zones may be encountered -



 .Approval of the proposed action would be conditioned that adequate and

. sufficient electric/radiocactive/density logging surveys would be made to
-~ -locate and identify any potential mineral resources. Production casing and

, cementing would be adjusted to assure no influence of the hydrocarbon zones
“through the well bore on these minerals. In the event the well is abandoned,
cement plugs would be placed with drilling fluid in the hole to assure
protection of any mineral resources.

The potential for loss of circulation would exist and 1is possible in the
. sandstone units of the Wingate Formation. Loss of circulation may result

in the lowering of the mud levels, which might permit exposed upper
formations to blow out or to cause formation to slough and stick to drill
~pipe. A loss of circulation would result in contamination due to the

introduction of drilling muds, mud chemicals, filler materials, and water

deep into the permeable zome, fissures, fractures, and caverns within the

formation in which fluid loss is occurring. The use of special drilling
" techniques, drilling muds, and lost circulation materials may be effective
“1in controlling lost eirculation.

© A geologic review of the proposed action has been furnished by the Area
- Geologist, U. S. Geological Survey, Salt Lake City, Utah.

The operator's drilling, cementing, casing and blowout prevention programs
have been reviewed by the Geological Survey engineers and determined to be
adequate.

Seils:

o detailed soil survey has been made of the project area. The topsoils in
- the area range from sandy clay solls to rock outcrops. The scil is subject

to runoff from rainfall. The soils are mildly to moderately alkaline and
upport ‘the salt~desert shrub community. The pinyon-juniper association is

also present. N ,

Topsoil would be removed from the surface and stockpiled. The soil would

.rehabilitation of the surface. - Rehabilitation is necessary to prevent

recommendations of the Bureau of Land Management.

"Apﬁroximately 1.5 acres of land would be stripped of vegetation. This would"
increase the = erosional potential. Proper construction practice,

1mpact.

Dueﬂto sandy nature of the soils, reserve pit would be lined.

. ' ,7 | .» ‘ . EA No. 604-79

be  spread over the surface of disturbed areas when abandoned to aid din .

"jerosion and encroachment of undesired species on the disturbed areas. The‘fﬁy-
‘operator proposes to rehabilitate the location and access roads per the o

construction of water bars, reseeding of slope-cut area would minimize this



. . : “ . . EA No." 604~79

v Adre

“"No specific data on air quality is available at the proposed location.
There would be a minor increase in air pollution due to emissions from rig
and support traffic engines. Particulate matter would increase due to dust
from travel over unpaved dirt roads. The potential for increased air
pollution due to leaks, spills, and fire would be possible.

Relatively heavy traffic would be anticipated during the drilling-operations
phase, increasing dust levels and exhaust pollutants in the area. If the
well was to be completed for production, traffic would be reduced
substantially to a maintenance schedule with a corresponding decrease of
dust levels and exhaust pollutants to minor levels. If the project results
in a dry hole, all operations and impact from vehicular traffic would cease
after abandonment. Due to the limited number of service vehicles and

limited time span of their operation, the air quality would not be
substantially reduced.

Toxic or noxious gases would not be anticipated.
- Precipitation:
inAnnual rainfall should range from about 8 to 11" at the proposed location.
-+ The majority of the numercus drainages in the surrounding area are of a
non~perennial nature flowing only during early spring runoff and during

'gextremely heavy rainstorms. This type of storm is rather uncommon as the
: annual precipitation 1s around 8",

.Winds are medium and gusty, occurring predominantly from west to east. Air
_mags inversionms are rare. The climate is semiarid with abundant sunshine,

&asonal basis.

‘jSurface Water ggdroiagz;

the surface water systems. The potentials for pollution would be present
from leaks or spills. The operator is required to report and clean up all’
spills or leaks.

Groundwater Hydrology:

Some minor pollution of groundwater systems would occur with the intro-
duction of drilling fluids (filtrate) into the aquifer. This is normal and
unavoidable during rotary drilling operationms. The potential for
communication, contamination, and commingling of formations via the well"
bére would be possible. The drilling program is designed to prevent this.

~hot -summers and . gold winters with temperature variations on a daily and

?Drainage is to the. west via Roaring Canyon to the Green River and then AP
“south to the Colorado River. Some additional erosion would be expected in =~ . -
"-the ‘ares since surface vegetation would be removed. = If erosion became,r'}”f
,serious, dralnage systems such as water bars and dikes would be installed - .
to minimize the problem. The proposed project should have minor impact on .



. . ,‘ o P ® EA No. 60479

. There 1g need for more data on hydrologic systems iIn the area and the
" drilling of this well may provide some basic information as all shows of
.fresh water would be reported. Water production with the gas would require
disposal of produced water per the requirements of NTL-2B. The depths of
“freshwater formations are listed in the 10-Point Subsurface Protection
Plan. The pits would be lined. If fresh water should be available from
the well, the owner or surface agency may request completion as a water
well if given approval :

Operator to select lining method that will provide stable and tight pit.
‘Due to the saline muds required to drill Paradox Formation and sandy soils,
lining is required to prevent surface water and/or groundwater contamination.

Vegetation:

Plants In the area are of the salt-desert shrub types grading to the
pinyon-juniper association.

 ,ePro9osed action would remove about 1.5 acres of vegetation. Removal of
' yegetation would increase the erosional potential and there would be a
e minor decrease In the amount of vegetation available for grazing.

_"5 The operator proposes to rehabilitate the surface upon completion of
" Dperations.

 pildlife:

Animal and plant inventory has been made by the BLM. No endangered plants
or 2nimals are known to inhabit the project area. The fauna of the area
'j?cen,;ste predominantly of ‘mule deer, coyotes, rabbits, foxes, and varieties
o of small ground squirrels and other types of rodents and varilous types of
,repti}efs. 'The area 1is used by man for the primary purpose of grazing
domestic 1ivest0ck and sheep. The birds of the area are raptors, finches,
_egrOHnd sparrows, magplies, crows, and jays. The Green and Colorado Rivers
‘*heve been 1dentified as habitat for the humpback chub and Colorade squaw
‘mfish

:ﬂSo¢131~EEOhomic Effect: -

An on the ground surface archaeological reconnaissance would be required
prior to approval of the proposed action. Appropriate clearances would:
~then be obtained from the surface managing agency. If a historic artifact,
an_  archaeological feature or site is discovered during construction
operations, activity would cease until the extent, the scientific
Aimportance, and the method of mitigating the adverse effects could be
etermined by a qualified cultural resource specialist.

1There are no occupied dwellings or other facilities of this nature in the
general area. Minor distractions from aesthetics would occur over the.
“1ifetime of the project. All permanent facilities placed on the location
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- would be painted a color to blend in with the natural environment. Present
‘use of the area is grazing, recreatlon, and oil and gas activities.

Noise from the drilling operation may temporarily disturb wildlife and
people in the area. Noise levels would be moderately high during drilling
and completion  operations. Upon completion, noise levels would be

“infrequent and significantly less. 1If the area is abandoned, noise levels
gshould return to pre-drilling levels.

The site 1s visible from a major road. This State Highway provides access
to Canyonlands and Dead Horse Point recreation areas. Drilling and

production equipment will be highly visible to travelers to these state and
federal recreation areas., Traffic conflicts should be minimal at this time
of year.

The ' overall effect of oil and gas drilling and production activity is
significant in Grand County but it is difficult to assess the environmental
impact of a single well on state and/or national levels. However, if said
well was to produce in sufficient quantity, additional development wells
might be anticipated. This additional development, in turn, would lead to
‘greater environmental and socioeconomlc consequences.

" Should the wellsite be abandoned, surface rehabilitation would be done
according to the surface agency's requirements and to USGS's satisfaction.
" This would involve leveling, contouring, reseeding, etc., of the location
“and possibly the access road. If the well should produce hydrocarbonms,
‘measures would be undertaken to protect wildlife and domestic stock from -
- the production equipmént.

‘VArches National. ‘Park is nine miles to the east. Canyonlands National k

"vf=Mbnument 13 eight miles to the south. Dead Horse Point State Park is seven}?,%ﬁ”

  parks, forests, wildlife refuges or ranges, grasslands, monuments, trails
) o ‘other formally designated recreational facilities mnear the proposed
f;location.,

L | L
'“The prOposed 1ocatlon is within the Big Flat-Squaw Park Planning Unit. This S

“‘the surface ‘managing agency of the Federal surface in the area. The study
includes additional information on the environmental impact of oil and gas
operations in this area and gives land use recommendations. The E.A.R. is -
~ on' file in the agency's State offices and is incorporated herein by reference.

 Waste Disposal:

fThe mud and reserves pits would contain all fluids used during the drilling‘f
loperations. A trash pit would be utilized for any solid wastes generated
‘at the site and would be buried at the completion of the operations.
~Sewage would be handled according to State sanitary codes. For further
nformation, see the 13-Point Surface Plan.

Cimiles to the southeast. There are no other national, state, or local = . "

‘1Enviroqmgnta1 Assessment Record was compiled by the Bureau of Land Management,Vf”



“Altérnatives to the Proposed Action:

1)+ Fot Approving the Proposed Permit~-The Oil and Gas Lease grants the
~lessee exclusive right to drill for, mine, extract, remove and dispose of
~all oil and gas deposits. Under leasing provisions, the Geological Survey
- has an obligation to allow mineral  development if the environmental
‘consequences are not too severe or Iirreversible. Upon rehabilitation of
. the.site, the environmental effécts of this action would be substantially
mitigated, if not totally annulled. Permanent damage to the surface and
subgurface would be prevented as much as possible under U.S.G.S. and other
controlling agencies' supervision with rehabilitation planning reversing
almost all effects. Additionally, the growing scarcity of oil and gas
.should be taken into consideration. h

2) Minor relocation of the wellsite and access road or any special,
restrictive stipulations or modificatlions to the proposed program would not
significantly reduce the environmental impact. There are no severe
vegetative, animal or archaeological-historical-cultural conflicts at the
site, Since only a minor impact on the environment would be expected, the
alternative of moving the location is rejected. At abandonment, normal
' rehasbilitation of the area such as contouring, reseeding, etec., would be

“13~Point Surface Plan.

Proposed Stipulations of Approval:

“Operator to line reserve pit. Operator responsible to ensure a stable and
v tight reserve pit.

f ﬂdverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided:

' of 'land ‘surface “for the lifetime of the project which would result in
 ,1nnreasad and accelerated erosional potential Grazing would be eliminated
‘in the disturbed areas and there would be a minor and temporary disturbance

E > wﬂd}ife and ' livestock. Minor induced air pollution due to exhaust«_,
. emissions from rig engines of support traffic engines would occur. Minor =~

. increase, in dust pollution would occur due to vehicular traffic associated

for fires, leaks, spills of gas, oll or water would exist. During the

® ‘ R ® . FA No. 604=79

undertaken with an eveantual return to the present status as outlined in the‘

S

: Surface disturbance and remaval of vegetation from approximately 1.5 acres = °

with the operation. If the well is a gas producer, additional surface :“
disturbance would be required to install production pipelines. The potential

. construction and drilling phases of the project, noise levels would increase.

‘Potential for subsurface damage to freshwater aquifers and other geologic
" formations exists. Minor distractions from aesthetics during the lifetime
“.of the project would exist. If the well is a producer, an irreplacable and
.+ irretrievable commitment of resources would be made. Erosion from the site
~would eventually be carried as sediment in the Green River. The potential
for pollution to the Green River would exist through leaks and spills.

‘substantially greater environmental and economic impacts.

Ifkwell is a producer, other development wells would be anticipated with.
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. Determination: . : ,

fThis requested action does mnot constitute a major Federal action
significantly affecting the environment in the sense of NEPA,
L Bee, 102(2)(C).

Date V4 District Engineer
U. S. Geological Survey
Conservation Division
01l and Gas Operations
: Salt Lake City District




FILE IN TRIPLICATE | e
FORM 0GC-8-X

3TATE OF UTAH .
‘ MENT OF NATURAL RESCURIES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MiN.Ns
1588 t h -ih Temp?e
a jty, Utah . 84116

C*PREPORT OF WATER ENCOUNTERED DURING DR: "I G**

, WZLZ I\,ctmz 5 Nw;:b?x 13-22 Federal Bartlett Flat ,‘:

'oPQ/'llLtOIL Husk_y Oll Company Addxress 600 g Cherry | St.,Denver Colo‘

: contuacton o ' Add&eéé:

-

iocation sw % swk . Sec. 22 7. 258 R. 19E Cmﬂﬁy Grand _

- Water Sands

From T ‘ Fiow Rate o Head

e | ‘ ‘ DIVISION OF
- 5. . o _ - OIL. GAS & MINING

(Continue on reverig s.¢z 47T 0 :e~sa.;)

Formation Tooa

“'Remajzfz,z‘  The céptioned well will not be drilled.-v

CNOTE: (a} Regoat on zhis joam ab pissdded §or ot utl ¢-7¢, Genenal Rules and
‘ Regubsricn: aiua Rules 55 Pracddce zoad Furddduni,
(b] 14 a waten analysis has teen made of Ina above aep ~ted zowne,
- pleasz gruwasd o copy along wAlth Lhis §enm



DLAYIUUY P Vandan

Coa 5000 LB. sz@ice

MINIMUM BOP FOR S

M!Nh/ﬁUu’: ChOf(C MANIFOLD -

‘2" QuTLET

JTC) f5?ﬁ

2"

RUS3LR

4" QUTLET

&

N PERGTR e
. OPERATEC VALVE

2" QUTLET

~

3M OR 5M RSRA

LEGEND

@@@@@a@@@@

PRESSURE GAUGE

CASING HEAD w/ 2~ 2° QUTLETS

ORILLING HEAD /2 FL.GD QUTLETS

RAM TYPr_ BOP w/ PIPE RAMS

RAM TYPE BOP w/ SLIND RAMS

HYDRIL BOP (ANNULAR TYPE)

'BEl'.L MIPPLE

FLOWLINE MINIMUM SIZE 8" LR

2" FILLUP LINE AT RT. ANGLE TO FLOW Lne(@)

HYDRAULICALLY OPcRATZD VALVE

-

TEST:

¥ LET
Ly aoslistas-e
CHOKE

AFTER WIPPLIIG UP O SURFACE
PIPE, BUT BEFORE DRILLING OU/

THE CELIENT PLUSG

THE 5.0.P

SHALL 2F5 colFD 7O 7HE PAT"D
WORKING ,.ESS URE,

FPEOUtN Vi

THE B.O P’s SHALL BC CrelLED
CLOSED AND DPEN EVERY 7'!”"~

A TRIP IS 2ADE.



** FILE NOTATIONS **

DATE:‘A#L b, 1979

Operator: ﬂtﬁézl W &W
Well No: ;&4’;4044 Boantlelt 3&2}6 /3-22

Location: Sec. 44 T. 355 r. /9E County: 67}71/}(»5(-

File Prepared: /”W‘?f 7 Entered on N.1.D.: ,f_‘i__j
Card Tndexed: /7 CompLetion Sh@@t’,ﬁi_;]

Z,:Z]API Number___“43-0)19- 30553

CHECKED BY:

Geological Engineer:

Petroleum Engineer:

Director:__g ¥ 3/%, M&%ﬂ:‘»w}ﬁt‘r
APPROVAL LETTER:
Bond Required: i_/_: 7 Survey Plat Requinred: [::7

il

Onder No. 0.K. Rute C-3 [ Z—t

Rule C-3(c), Topoghaphic Exception/company owns or conthols acheage
within a 660" nadius of proposed 454"10_{

\ _—
X Lease Designation L’@d_ / PLotted on Map /17_7

Approval Letter Written /_(_ j_j

(o

L



 September 28, 1979

Huzsky 04,3. Company o
600 South Cherny Street,
Denver, Coloradé 80222

wezz No., Fedeaaz Banzzett Feat 13-22
Sec. 22, T. zss R. 19E.,
. Grand Coum*.y

e Insofar as this oédx.ce 48 concefmed approval £o d/uu the aboue :
- referred to oil well L8 hereby granted in accondance with Rule C-3, Gene/wﬁ
Rules and Reguzax;wm and Rules of Practice and. lece,dune .

“Should you du‘e}mu,ne -that it will be necessany to plug and abandon

this well, you are hmaby nequuted Lo imm edm.teeg nouéy one of /the
60L£mng

MICHAEL T. MINDER =~ 7‘» FRANK M. HAMNER

- Geological Engineen S Chief Petrnoleum Enguzee/z ,
0f4ice: 533-5771 S Offdcer  533-5771 0
‘Home 876-3001 . PR Home 531-7827

‘ Enclosed please §ind Fomn 0GC-8-X, wlu,ch i8 to be completed whethen
- on not waten sands (acquifers) are encountered during dnilling. - Your
coope/z.aaon in compﬁetmg 2his form wu?L be apmeuaied :
quthm, it 48 aaqumted that tIuA Dwuwn be noaéx.ed woth,m 24
hours after drnilling operations commencc, and /that the d}uwng contracton
~and nig number be wemﬂLed
The API numbe/z cusu_gned 1o ﬂ.,us we,u 48 43 019 30553
" Sincerely,
v ‘DIVISION OF OIL GAS AND MINING
: Micha‘e,ﬁ T. Maéndefr. .
‘  Geological Engdneern
ce: | USGS 3
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