
343PP--Production Revenue Standards Act--10-19-22 

(Revised 10-19-22)

1

PRODUCTION REVENUE STANDARDS ACT
Proposed Revisions Under SB 1524

(Proposed but in Interim Study--2022)
Presented to:

The Fall Seminar of the Sooner Association of Division Order 

Analysts (SADOA)

At:

Tulsa, Oklahoma

(Tulsa Country Club)

On:

Wednesday, October 19, 2022

KRAETTLI Q. EPPERSON, PLLC

MEE HOGE PLLP

50 PENN PLACE

1900 N.W. EXPRESSWAY, SUITE 1400

PHONE: (405) 848-9100/FAX: (405) 848-9101

EMAIL: kqe@meehoge.com/

Webpage: www.EppersonLaw.com



2

KRAETTLI Q. EPPERSON

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW

 Kraettli Q. Epperson is a partner with Mee Hoge PLLP in

Oklahoma City.

 He received his J.D. from the OCU School of Law in 1978 and

practices in the areas of mineral and real property title disputes.

 He chaired the OBA Title Examination Standards Committee

from 1988 to 2020

 He taught Oklahoma Land Titles at the OCU School of Law from

1982 to 2018.

 See his website at www.EppersonLaw.com
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 SB 1524 (2022 Session) overwhelmingly passed both the Senate
(YEAS: 33; NAYS: 5); and the House (YEAS: 75; NAYS: 8)

 But the two houses could not agree on the final language for the
bill, so it was sent to a conference committee over the interim period
between the sessions.

See the History, House Vote Record and Senate Vote Record
below:
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 This Bill Proposed Amendments to the Production Revenue
Standards Act (PRSA)

-- 52 O.S. Sections 570.1 et. seq.

 Such changes were probably prompted, in part, due to a recent
decision out of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Oklahoma: Cline v. Sunoco, 6:17-cv-00313-JAG

 This Class Action decision awarded $150 million in damages
against Sunoco -- $75 million actual and $75 million punitive
damages for failure to timely pay proceeds of production and
accrued interest under the PRSA.

 This presenter (Kraettli Q. Epperson) testified for Sunoco at trial
concerning which of Sunoco’s Suspense Codes indicated the subject
titles were “unmarketable”.

 The court rejected the use of Suspense Codes to determine
marketability of title, saying the codes were an unacceptable “crude
surrogate”.
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KRAETTLI Q. EPPERSON

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW

PROFESSIONAL:

 Partner: MEE HOGE PLLP (10-person law firm)

 1900 N.W. Expressway, 50 Penn Place, Suite 1400, Oklahoma City, OK 73118

 Voice: (405) 848-9100; E-mail: kqe@MeeHoge.com; Website: www.EppersonLaw.com

 Oklahoma Bar - Admitted 1979

 Honors: AV rated; 2022 The Best Lawyers in America (Oil and Gas; Real Estate Law); 2021 Oklahoma Super Lawyers;

 2021 405 Magazine Top Lawyers (Eminent Domain)

EDUCATION:

 University of Oklahoma [B.A. (PoliSci-Urban Admin.) 1971];

 State Univ. of N.Y. at Stony Brook [M.S. (Urban and Policy Sciences) 1974]; &

 Oklahoma City University [J.D. (Law) 1978].

PRACTICE AREAS:

 Mineral/Surface Title Matters: Curative, Litigation, Expert Consultant/Witness, and Opinions

 Mediations and Arbitrations

SUCCESSFUL APPELLATE CASES AND SAMPLE ENGAGEMENTS:

• Amicus Brief: Washout of ORRI (Arnold v. Cabot Oil & Gas Corp., 2021 OK 4)

 Appellant Counsel: Inadequate Legal Description (Riverbend Lands, LLC v. State of Oklahoma, ex rel, Oklahoma Turnpike

Authority, 2019 OK CIV APP 31)

 Amicus Brief: Enforcement of Ancient Probate (Bebout v. Ewell, 2017 OK 22)

 Expert Opinion: Reformation of Deeds (Scott v. Peters, 2016 OK 16)

 Secured AG Opinion: Safe Distance Between Residences and Well Sites (2009 OK AG 5)

 Court-appointed Receiver for 5 Abstract Companies

SPECIAL ACTIVITIES:

 OBA Title Examination Standards Committee (Chairperson: 1988-2020)

 Oklahoma City University School of Law adjunct professor: “Oklahoma Land Titles” (1982-2018)

 Vernons 2d: Oklahoma Real Estate Forms and Practice, (2000 - Present) General Editor and Contributing Author

SELECTED PUBLICATIONS:

• “Payment of Proceeds from Production Under the PRSA: The Obligation to Determine Current ‘Marketable Title’” 93 OBJ 5 (May 

2022)

• “Filing a “Reservation of Time’  Waives Certain 12 O.S. §2012(B) Defenses Because the Rule Under Young May Have Been Superseded 

By Statute”, 93 OBJ 1, (January 2022)

• “Seeking Default Judgment: After Schweigert”, 91 OBJ 54 (April 2020) 343PP--Production Revenue Standards Act--10-19-22 
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MY 10  MOST RECENT GENERAL TITLE ARTICLES

(last revised July 12, 2022)

341. “Payment of Proceeds from Production Under the PRSA The

Obligation to Determine Current ‘Marketable Title’”; 93 Oklahoma Bar

Journal 5 (May, 2022)

338. “Filing A ‘Reservation of Time’Waives Certain 12 O.S. §2012(B)

Defenses Because the Rule Under Young May Have Been Superseded By

Statute”; 93 Oklahoma Bar Journal 1 (January 2022)

332. “Probate Venue (aka Jurisdiction) Is Important: Fulks Overrules

Walker”; 92 Oklahoma Bar Journal 4 (April 2021)

324. “Seeking Default Judgment: After Schweigert”; 91 Oklahoma Bar

Journal 54 (April 2020)

306. “Constructive Notice: Oklahoma’s Hybrid System Affecting

Surface and Mineral Interests”; 89 Oklahoma Bar Journal 40 (January

2018)
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294. “The Oklahoma Marketable Record Title Act (‘aka’ The ‘Re-

Recording Act’): An Argument That This 30-Year Curative Act Can

Extinguish Co-Tenancies”; 87 Oklahoma Bar Journal 27 (October 15,

2016)

276. “Marketable Record Title: A Deed Which Conveys Only the

Grantor’s ‘Right, Title and Interest’ Can be A ‘Root of Title’”; 85

Oklahoma Bar Journal 1104 (May 17, 2014)

248. “The Real Estate Mortgage Follows the Promissory Note

Automatically Without an Assignment: The Lesson of BAC Home

Loans”; 82 Oklahoma Bar Journal 2938 (December 10, 2011)

239. “Oklahoma’s Marketable Record Title Act: An Argument for its

Application to Chains of Title to Severed Minerals after Rocket

Oil and Gas Co. v. Donabar”; 82 Oklahoma Bar Journal 622 (March 12,

2011)

162. “Real Estate Homesteads in Oklahoma: Conveying and

Encumbering Such Interest”; 75 Oklahoma Bar Journal 1357 (May 15,

2004)
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