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Overview

2

• Introduce the scenario and our example well

• Basic geological concepts

• Correlative interval

• Point of Penetration

• Formations

• Stratigraphic charts

• Spatial Review

• Geological Review

• Form our conclusion 
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Scenario (1 of 5)
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Scenario (2 of 5)
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Scenario (3 of 5)
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Scenario (4 of 5)
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• The Phantom (Wolfcamp) field is too shallow 

• API: 475-30806 Devonian

• API: 475-31797 Bone Spring
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Scenario (5 of 5)
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Is the Ruppel (Woodford) 

an appropriate field for this 

well?
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Concepts (1 of 7)

• The correlative interval is designated by field 

rules or by a New Field Designation (Form P-7).

– Correlative intervals can change over time. 

The current correlative interval for a field can 

be found in the most recent docket.

• Most recent docket for the Ruppel (Woodford): 

CASES 00017226
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Concepts (2 of 7)
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RULE 1: The entire correlative interval from 

11,397 feet to 13,382 feet as shown on the log of 

the G.W. O'Brien et al. Well No. 880 (API No. 42-

495-20260) Winkler County, Texas shall be 

designated as a single field for proration purposes 

and be designated as the Ruppel (Woodford) 

Field; i.e., from the top of the Barnett formation 

down to the bottom of the Woodford 

formation.
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Concepts (3 of 7)

Ruppel (Woodford) Discovery Well
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Concepts (4 of 7)

• Point of Penetration (PP)

– Defined by Statewide Rule (SWR) 3.86(a)(8)

• The point where the drainhole penetrates 

the top of the correlative interval.
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Concepts (5 of 7)
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Novo (Mississippian)
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Concepts (6 of 7)

• Formation

– A body of rock that can be mapped over an 

area; identifiable by its stratigraphic position 

and lithographic composition.

• It’s the formations within a correlative interval that 

are correlated from the discovery well to the 

subject well.
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Concepts (7 of 7)
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Concepts (7 of 7)
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Spatial Review (1 of 2)

• Review the well’s proximity to other fields, lease 

boundaries, and borders.

– The well’s physical location must bring a 

degree of order to the situation.

• GIS 2.5 mi radius review

• Completion records of offset wells

• Dockets

16



Railroad Commission of Texas | June 27, 2016 (Change Date In First Master Slide)

Spatial Review (2 of 2)

17



Railroad Commission of Texas | June 27, 2016 (Change Date In First Master Slide)

Geological Review (1 of 5)

• Review the formations encountered.

– Is the well within the same geological area as 

the discovery well?

– Does the stratigraphy match throughout this 

well and the existing wells in the field?
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Geological Review (2 of 5)

19



Railroad Commission of Texas | June 27, 2016 (Change Date In First Master Slide)

Geological Review (3 of 5)
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Geological Review (4 of 5)
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Geological Review (5 of 5)
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Conclusion
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Contact

Engineering Unit Phone Queue: 512-463-1126

• EngUnit@RRC.Texas.Gov

• Victoria Ortiz

– Victoria.Ortiz@RRC.Texas.Gov

• Rimanda Whitehead

– Rimanda.Whitehead@RRC.Texas.Gov

24

mailto:EngUnit@RRC.Texas.Gov
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