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February 14. 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chairman 
Wyoming Envi:romnental Quality Council 
122 w. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg'J Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY H2002 
Fax:307-777~134 

... -- ........... " .. , .. -, .. " .. ,,,.' '. 

U ... \'D SURVEYING 

F I LED 
FEB 1 .% 2{)17 

Terri A, loIDrrilO'Il, rnr~ 
"Sn\if,'~ml'ill:.e111lfil!1 iQ~i:.t:;1 ~~1 

Re! Proposed RnJemsking on Chapter I, Section 20 - "Ag Use Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am writing to you today to voice my concern in. regards to the proposed "Ag Use 
Protection Policy"'. ! strongly oppose this rule because it places the Operator in a position 
where existing water manaaement plans and !;trnc.tnres such as reservoirs are :made 
obsolete~ potentially resulting in substantial costs to replace and possibly :t:naking fields 
uneconomical. 

Water management decisions .need to be left to landowners and operators. Reservoirs 
need to remain a viable water management tool without hems requi:red to contain. the 50 
year 124 hour flood event and all produced water. The CBM industry is already carrying 
a sizable .regulatoty burden. This n:ddpolicy would add fw:ther regulatory and economic 
burden. 

Please don't allow this rule/policy :tnaking happen. Tfthis passes the. operators will go 
elsewhere and so will the jobs and people. 

Stacy !Io:PI ........... 

2 Arrow Blvd. 
Gillette, W'{ 82716 

I4l 01 
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t-ebruary 14, 2007 FILED 
Mr. Mark Gordon FEB 1 ~ 2007 Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
Chairman 
122 W. 25th Street 
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director .. 
Environmental Quality Coune!! 

RE: Citizen Petition for Ru'emaking - Ag Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

I am writing to voice my concern with the upcoming rulemaking and policy deci~ions ralRting to 
Appendix H of section 20. Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Quality Rule!'; and Regulilltion 

ThiS policy would disallow the use of a large numhAr of A)(i~tlno and proposed reservoir 
locations in the Powder River Basin, and plaC"A ~t fhstantial restrictions on how reservoirs can be 
used to contain produced water. FurthAr. these decisions propose to set water quality limits that 
CBM produced water C'.annnt mAat 

Reservoirs containing CBNG produced water are benefiniAI to hoth thA s/Jrf~CI? owner and 
wildlife in most situations. A wide variety of wildlife ('.::in hAnAfit from the Eldditional water 
sources including small non..game species. Att~r.harl with this FAX is a copy of the Northern 
Leopard Frog Monitoring (Year Two) report, I'lrAparfl!ld by Thunderbird Jones & Stokes for J-M. 
Huber Corporationts Cutfer DrRW pon. a CBNG project in Campbell County. This five year 
survey was a condition of Approval by the BLMto monitor the potential project impacts to a BLM 
sensitive species. Aft$r the second year of surveys. this caSQ study states that the data "may 
arso sl1gge~t that f.'.eriain CBNG reservoirs propady placed within the appropriate watershed 
multi pMsibly have substantial benefits for several amphibian species and the overall diversity 
nf aquatic wildlife". J present this to you so that you are aware of the extent that reservoirs 
("~ntainlng CBNG produced water are monitored. along with the encouraging results in thie 
particular case. 

Flnal/y, I am greatly concerned that this rule making would halt CBNG development in the 
Powder River Sasin- The negative result would be $b:iggcring to the local and stElte eoonomy, 
and is unjustified. 

Thank you for considering my oonccmG to this polioy. 

Sincerely 

~~ 
211 McKinnElY 
Buffalo. WY 82834 
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JoM. RtTBER CORPORATION 
CUTLEltDRAW PLAN.QF .. DEVELOPMltNT 

NOKTJiKRN LWPAlW J,i'ROG MONl'I'OlUNG 
(YEAR TWO) 

Prepared fa¥': 
J.M. Huber Corporation 

P.O. Box 6850 
Sheridan; WY 82801 

Prepared by: 
WilHam Vetter 

Thunderbird - Jones &: Stokes 
190t Bnergy Court, Suire 113 

cnUeue1~ 82718 
(307) 685-1313 

wVettet@ jsane~.wUl 

30 November 2006 
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INTRODUCTION 

J.M. Huber Corporation's approved Cutler Draw plan-of-devefopment (POD) includes 

approximately 42 wells for extmction of fcdcnUly owned coal bed natural gM (eDNO) 

underlying private and federal lands in northwest Campbell Count)'. Wyoming. The Cutler 

Draw POD also includes the dischru:ge of gl'UtUluwutcr, a byproduct of gas extraCtion, via 

pipelines into new and existing reservoirs in the area. The potential effect~ of di~haTged eRNG 

water to local wildlife popUlations are not yet fuUy understood, but the Powder River Basin Final 

Environmental Impact ~t.ateme-nt (FEISt Biologieal Opinion (BO), and Biological Assessment 

(BA) acknowledge the potential for both benefits and negative impacts. 

The effects of proposed CBNG development on the northern leopard frog (Rana pipiens) 

(a special status species for the Bureau of Land Management's (BLM) Buffalo Field Office area) 

in particular. arc largely unknown. Negative influcnces sUl;h it!'i wa~f manugement instability 

and water contamination have led to declines in northern leopard frogs elsewhere and may have 

UJulJ:ibu~d I.U documented declines in Wyoming over the last two decades. The discharge of 

eDNG water may exacerhate tho~ conditions. Howe.ver, habitat toss has also negatively 

influenced leopard frog popUlations in many western states, and CBNG-related water resources 

may provide significant increases in amphibi:m breeding habitat. Inventories and long~tcnn 

monitoringoi northern leopard frog populations in areas of CBNG development may help define 

the impacts of those activitios in the Powder River Basin. 

Northern leopard fro~s were docum.ented at a single location within the Cutler Draw 

POD ou 9 Sep~UJbt:r 2004, I:ID.d the conditions of approval fur the project stipulate that a 

morritorine plan be implemented (starting in 20(l.') to ~valuate the potential project impac1:$ on 

that species. In accordance with that stlpuJation, J.M. Huber contracted Thunderbird - Jones & 

Stow (formerly Thunderbird Wildlife Consulting) in December 2004 to design and implement a 

monitoring protocol to quantify the presence and reproductive status/suro;,ss of leopard frogs 

within the Cutler Draw POD. The protocol (Cutler Draw Plan-oj-lJevelopmelu Nor/Item 

Leopard Frog (Rona pipiens) Monitorinll Plan, February 2OOS} was approved by BLM. Buffalo 

Field Office biologist am OstJwhu~. The monitoring plan may be adapted, as required by the 

BFO, based on their review of the annual.reports. After three yea~. the re~llftl: ann ohjectives of 

the rstruJy will be reevaluated. but it is expected to continue for five years (through 200')). 

J.!\.'L ~~itt\~:; {.\HpOf;~~i;,H 

{',!;! .. :{ lir:JW . i'X~Ji'~hj-f;t L .... i')p ... t~·d !·~·n~.:! }Vi .. ~id~of{f~:4 '.201.}(> 

p, 03/18 
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METIlODS 

In the first year of monitoring (2005), we inventoried the wetland habitats within the 

Cutler Draw POD in eMly April to identify potential survey si~. The entire POD was searched, 

with additional e.tnphasis on drainages and existing or new/improved. reservoirs, At that time, 

foul' survey sit~ were identified. During 2003, and in conjunction with the on-going 

development of the Cutler Draw POn, three additional survey sites were established and 

included. 

Becau~ of on-going construction during spring 2006. we re-inventoricd wetland habitats 

within the POD on 13 April to conftrm that aU possible wetland site..1t were included in the 

monitoring prognun. At that time. one additional s~y site (8) was establisht:d &ud infurmation 

(a qualitative description of the vegetation. general topography. and water availability and 

quality) similar to dlat collccttlU fur the previous seven sires (see Cutler Draw Pian-of

Development Northern Leopard Frog Monitoring - YP.ar Ont? report for description and 

phorographS Of those sites) was recorded. 1n addition, universal t.nmsverse mercator (U'I'M) 

ctIOrtiinates were rec.orded at the survey point using a hand-held global positioning system (GPS) 

receiver, and pbotographs were taken to document the overall wetland conditions (Figme 1). Of 

the eight sites surveyed during 2006. t:htoo (5. 7. and 8) were impoundments constructed Of 

improved. to contain eBNG water discharge, three 0.2, and 6) were historic impoundments 

primarily fed by precipitation runoff ur ~ uaturallipnng, and twO (3 and 4) were located along a 

creek supplemented by CaNG discharge (Exhibit I). 

Two nocmrnal call surveys were conducted during the period of spring emergence 

(approximately 100 r- wflter temperature) between sunset and four ho1U'& after sunset on 26 April 

and 11 May 2UOb. Surveys were conducted when favorable listening oondition. .. and mild 

weather prevailed (i.e .• calm winds and no precipittloon). AU eight sites were surveyed On 26 

April, atld all but site 6 were surveyed on 11 May. 
Each C4llsurvey w~ initiated wIth it. five-minute waiLing period WId foHowed by a five

minute listening/recording period. A simplified call index was used to mea..'mre the relative 

abundance: of WI calling male anurans by recording either the estiD1ated number ot' individuals 

determined from non-overlapping calfs, tne i:'"~tim.ared number of individuals from 

distinguishable but oVerlapping caUs. or an undetermined amount of individuals from a 

continuous chorus of overlapping and indistinsuishable calls. Although light conditions 

J.\'!. !lti1'\~!l ('otP{'~rili;rt~f 

{'~.: :t:·' t}1';f~,I~ N .. H'th...:(!.i L\"'t~,'~a:d 1"10,:',' l\lh;'tli1()r:H~t. :>!}{;ri 

P. 04/18 
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oecTe'-8l>ed the potential for visual detections. ail amphibians (and other vertebrates not targeted 

by the surveys) seen were documented. After each survey, habitat and survey conditions (water 

temperature, flow, clarity, turbidity, and estimated muximum depth. emergent vegetative cover, 

air temperature, wind speed, al1d cloud cover/precipitation) were recOrded. 

Diurnal visual liLU'Vcys occurred from oue-half huu! I.u SiA h~ after sunrise on 20 May 

and 9 August 2006. As no suitable wetland habitat was present at site 2 on the final date or at 

site 6 on either dare, no visual surveys were conducted at those locations during those tImes. All 

other ~it.eR were inducfJ:a-d in both the 20 May and 9 August 2006 surveys. 

Visual surveys were also conducted during mild weather conditions (i.e., light to 

moderate winds and 110 precipitation) and consisted Qf a cnreful pedestrinn search around the 

perimeter of each wetland to search for mature frogs. tadpoles. and egg masses. Survey sites 

along the creek were inventoried by walking 50 m along the creek cuntow' in both uirecliuns of 

the survey point. Search effort was standardized. but total survey time varied for each s.1te due to 

Ule sil;e of the wetland and the atnibures of the habitat. Shallow sunlit areas were targeted for 

egg mass searcbe.s, and area~ of ~uhmeNed and emargf.'.nt ve.ge<tation were. examined for 

tadpoles. Observations of all amphibians (adult, young of the year, tadpoles or larvae, egg 

masses. and dead) were recorded. All water, air, and habi~t vnriabtes described for the call 

surveys were recorded at the end of each visual survey. The primary water source (eDNG or 

rultUt'Al), mnxinnull Wf4tcr depth, substrate. and wetland persi$tt.mce (pcrmanent OJ:' ephemeral) 

were also documented during the last visual survey. 

RESULTS 

Habitat and Weatber Conditions 

A s:ummary of the surveys conducted and the habitat data collected at each of the eight 

sites in 2006 along with cbanges in the wetland habitats (water depth and percent vegetation 

cover) from year one (2005) are provided in Table 1. Surfa.ce water levols were slightly mom 

C(}nSistent in year two, with overall increased water availability at all previous sites except 2 and 

G. The pell~eut of weLlm«l vt:'geUtU ve cover was similar to year one for most sItes. but nol:iceably 

greater at sites 2 and 3. 

As In the first year of monitoring1 not all sites were suitable for surveys during each visit 

in 200ll due to ffllr.tnations in surface. wate.r levels t:tu:oughout the· area.. Sites t 7 3, 4, 7, and 8 

J.:\1. H~li~l'f ~ '< i:'~J!,)/at;:\Hj 

CHikl ! ;ra"'" ~"nhl .. 'ni:! ;.:dp.:d';j t:rp":: ;Vh)th{i\nn~ ..:un{~ 

P. 05/1R 
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Figure 1. Northem leopr;em frog survey site 8 (August 9~ 2006) at tbe Cutl~ .... Dntw POD. 

were surveyed on all visits (two call surv~ys wu! two visual surveys). Suitable wetland habitAt 

and available surface water were present at sites 2 and 5 on lit! hut one survey date. Although 

significWlt wetland vegemtion remained. the substrate at Site 2 was cracked and completely dry 

during the final visual sllrvey. During the 5l~nd call survey, little SUtface water «8 fi?) QIld no 

surrounding weUand vegetation was present at site 5. Althougll surveys were conducted at both 

sites on the te8pective dates. the results of those surveys were likely indicative of the lack. uf 

suitahle wetland habitat at that time and the results were omitted from the overall analysis. 

Finally, site 6 WflS completely dry during all surv~ys t.\~pt fOf the 11rst call survey. 

Both call surveys were conducted under dear skies with a comhined avt'.tage air 

temperatwe of fl.4" C. water temperature of 14.0" C. and wind speed ot' 0.4 knots. Both visual 

surveys were also conducted under deo.at' skies with a combined average air temperature of 23.5° 

C. water temperarure of 11.8" C, and wind speed of 1.3 knots. 

Northern Leopard FrGg$ 

A toW of 8S leopard frogs were documented (liean! anti/or seen) at five of the eight 

survey sites during all surveys at the Cutlet Draw POD in 2006 (Table 2). By comparison, only 

J 8 leopard ful-gs wen:: d(K;uuwultld at three sites during 2005. As with year one, breeding 

nonbern leopard frogs (callint males) were conflt'ltleri only at site 1_ Nearly hmf (41 of 85) of all 

J.!\.-!. Jii..1h,.:t"t ·orp·ora~:{rE 
{\Hk:t j}j';,-"r\ ~JU:~!k>'l;i I<\'\~;r~nli f:.tJ-:! .\"j;~Hih~f~t~~ ":;}iit, 

P. 08/18 
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Tallie 1. St,lnJIl8l'y of survey Ii oonduc:te( arut habitatdata CClIleetul in 2006 and tile diffetenCe ill wetland habitat from 
year ODe (.wtS) at eight suney shes DU the Cutler Draw POD in.D.DrthwestCampbeB C(lUDty, WyomlDll. 

Water 
Surve)' ftJll.uJ.Wprbnary 
Sites ~ 

1" 

2 

3'" 

4* 

5* 

6 

7" 

Impwndment, 
fed by~prlng 

lfJIpooIldment, 
fed by 1llru)ff 

Crcd:, 
~UJlPlonetlted by 
CBNG discbll(8~ 

Creek, 
sUPPlemented by 
CBNG discharg~ 
Impourulnu:nt. 

suW1eme:ltOli by 
CB~G diich.;ug¢ 

lmpolllcmellt. 
fed hy l'lllloff 

ImpoiJndment. 
fedbyCBNG 

dis:harge 

WttJand 
pe.rslilma 

J1el1l1a1Jent 

Ephemeral 

Permanent 

Permanent 

Semi
pmnanent 

F.phemcm1 

Perromlt.nt 

Call Vuual 
surnys sunre,s 

2 2 

2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 1 

I o 

2 :2 

Flo-\\-' 

None 

Neue 

SJow to 
modtrale 

Slow to 
mcxkrrue 

None 

None 

None 

&tinWed 
l'IUII¢average 
waterd&pth 

62 ID 67 iacbes, 
63 inches 

J to 14 inches, 
7 inches 

14 ta J;) inches. 
J5 inct.es 

12 to 24 inches. 
17 inches 

;: to 40 iu;)')xes, 
18 belles 

Ow 14 inchcs, 
3 ir.cllrs 

66 to n kcites, 
67 inches 

CbsIlgein 
lll'frap! water 

depflJ from 
200S 

+ 5 IDCIleS 

-2 inches 

.. 2 incites 

-t 8 incbes 

+21 inches 

-4 incles 

+ 13 inches 

Water quality 

EstJmaIed 
~average 

veadation 
cover 

Clean and clear 1-10%, 6% 

Clem- and staiw:l 50-&5%,71% 

Clell( to cloudy 
and ~tai1led 

Clear tn cloudy 
ar.d clean to 

stained 
Clear l:l cioudy 

and dell!) to 
stained 

Clem melear 

CJem md clear 
ta c:oudy 

5-70%,49% 

1045%.3J'" 

0-40%.14% 

0-25%,9% 

S~:W%. 13% 

CbMpht 
average I)b 

v~ 
wVllrrrom 

lOOS 

- t% 

+45% 

+26% 

+ Ii> 

+1'!C 

-5% 

-2% 

lmpcundment, )0 t 66· b NA {not Clear to) cloudy NA (:l.or 
8 fed by CBNG P~mtant::nt 2 2. None ~ . :s ell, established in aoo clean to 5-35%. l5% established 

.. _. t.lIs:iliBrgc. III 2005) stained . in 2(05) 

'" Sites with documented northern Jeopard frogoccummce in 2006 • 
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Table 2. Northern 1eflpard f'rng N.".tmrrenc.e during the f.int two years of momtorlng at eight 
RU'l'Vlty ~ on the Cutler Draw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyomin~ 

Survey tlltQtll 1M caU 1"' vtsnaJ Zdvisual Total leopard 
sUe Year survey !!iuoey ~urvey survey trogs . 

2006 I calling 0 6 adults 1 adult, 16 
male 8juwniles 

2005 0 2caUing 
4 adults '- 1idults. 14'" 

males 2ju~enile" 

2006 0 0 0 No habitat 0 
2 present 

2005 0 0 0 3juveni1es 3 

2UUb 0 0 0 1 adult, 7 
6 juveniles 

2005 U 0 0 0 0 

2006 0 0 I adult 
2 adults, 10 

4 7 juveniles 

200' 0 0 U 0 0 
-.~.-.. -. 

2006 0 No hahitat 
0 

8 adult!::, 
II 

:; present '.\juveniles 

2005 Nohnbitat 0 0 No habiUlJ. 0 present present 
--"-

2006 0 No habitat No habitat No habitat 0 
6 

present present present 

2005 No habitat Nobabitat 0 No habitat 0 present present present 

2006 0 0 4 adults 4 adults, 41 
7 

33 juveniles 

2005 No habitat Nobabitaf; No habil.iU t adult 
~t present vc:.~!'-t 

-~-. 

2006 0 0 0 0 () 

8 
2005 No habitat No habitat No habitat No habitat 0 present present present present 

* Includes four Jeop.atd frogs observed at site 1 during the habitat invenrory on 12 Apri12005. 

J },,:'L ! hri"'\l;T (\}t'i)Oi':~1 ~~t~ i 
( t;ih,~( i) .. ;~'W N~fnl'h,:tH} \.·\jp~ti~i r"~{},~~ ;Viii;.d(lH:::: ,·'Olg·; 
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leopard frogs documented in 2006 occurred at site 7, and 33 of those were young of the year 

observed during the last visual survey. However, seven or more combined adult and juvenile 

leopard frogs were al80 ree01"ded in 2006 at sites 1. 3, 4, nnd 5. 

Leopard frogs were not recorded at three survey sites during 2006. Those included site 8. 

which was Il recently constructed eDNa fC5(:.fYoir. and sites 2 aod 6, wbich wen: my during 

some or most of the surveys. However. leopard frogs were recorded at site 2 during the fit!>t year 

of mouiluriug wbc::n surface water was sustained throughout the entire survey period. 

As in year one. tadpoles were ahnnr/ .. nt during the Imt visual survey (20 May), but many 

more were likely undetected because of turbid waters at most sites that resulted from the 

previous night's r.un. As species identification at the tadpole stage is challenging nnd requires 

close visual inspection (i.e .• mouth parts, digestive structures, and orientation Qfthe eye), we did 

not attempt to identify IllI individulds that were seen. In addition. no egg masses wen:: ilkulifit:d 

during either of the visual surveys in 2006. Visibility of egg masses during the first visual. 

survey was also likely lumjt;:n;::u by cloudy water conditions at most sires. 

Diversity and Relative Abundanee 

Six amphibian s.pecies have been recorded during the first two ~ears of monitoring at the 

Cutler Draw POD. and the results at each survey site are detailed in Figure 2. Northern leopard 

frogs and four other species of runpbibions wcro documented during 2006. Those include the 

boreal chorus frog (Pseudacns lriseriata). Woodhouse's toad (Bulo woodhousil), plains 

spadefoot ($caphiopu~ bumbijrufJs). mId tiger salamander (Ambysloma tigrinum). The only 

species documented in 2005 and not 2006 was the Great PJain~ tMt'l~ (Rufo cogMfll$). In 

addition to numerous unidentified tadpoles. nine unknown adult fiogs/toads and one likely 

unknown juvenile were observed e~pins into deeper water before they could be identified. No 

anuran egg masses were found duriJlg either of the visual surveys in 2006. but water conditions 

were lesa than ideal during the fsrst sut'Yey. 

Site 2 exhibited the greatest species richness in the first year of monitoring. but was 

among the lowest in 2006. In 2006, the gf~st spe'Cic;,s richness was recorded at sires 4 (along 

the creek) and 7 (a recently constructed CBNG reservoir) with four and five total ~pecle~, 

respe:cti vel.}'. All:;iA ~mphibian species documented on the Cutler Draw POD in two years of 

monitoring have been recorded hetween "it~" 4 and 7, whk-h share a common drainage and ate 

J NI r!!:~tt:r{~~jq}nt·:i::lj\~ 

{',!:k; i):ti\'.' ~t.:-nl .. :( •. i ~."(l!'i;in.i J"~{!; M~I!'at;;I~i1?~ jt}t}{·( 

P. 09/18 
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Fig,ure 1. Ampbibians re.torded during northern Ie<)pard frog moDitoriDg (2005·2006) at eight survey sites at tile 
Cutler Draw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming. . 
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in relatively close proximity ("'" 0_:1 mile apart)_ With the exception of s:ite 2. where two fewer 

species (leopard frog Mld tiger salamander} were recorded in 20061 species richness at all sites 

was similar (gites J &: 3) or higher (sites if- 7) tlum in year one. However. the species 

composition varied between years at sites I and 3 

The overall relativo abundance of amphibians at each SW:V(;y site (standardized by search 

time) in the first two years of monitoring at the Cutler Draw POD is detailed in Table~. Th~ 

greatest numben. of t;a11ing male amphibians were at site S in year one. In 2006, site 5 was much 

less productive with only thtee chorus fro~ I'f!{",orded during both call surveys. Interestingly, two 

Wooclhouse>s toads were observed copulating at that site during the visual survey on 20 May. 

Although only one. can .r.:urvey (26 April) was conduoted at site 6 in 2006. it hosted the most 

calling anurans. Other sites with relatively high abundance during call surveys in 2006 included 

sites 7 and 8. 

In addition to numerous living amphibians recorded during the visual surveys in 2006, 

several dead individuals were al80 dUCUUl~nted. On 20 May, 13 dead tiger salamanders (1 adult 

and 121arge larval/neotenic stage) were found floating or reached at site 7. The cause of 

mortality for aU could not be discerned, but the adUlt was relatively desiccated and appeared to 

have been dead for an ex.teiided period. The Iarvallneotenic salamanders were better preserved, 

as they were primarily in the water. and appeared to be more recently deceased « J week). Also 

on that date, a dead adult salam:mder WQ.S recorded along the north shore of the creek. all'>ile 4. 

Past disturbance of the surrounding wetland vegetation indicated recent human foot traffic and 

the cttusc of mortality appeared to be fI'OUl tnunpling. One dead adult Woodhouse's toad was 

cUso observed nearby at site 4. but jt had become quite desiccaterland the cause of mortality 

could uut be u~tennineQ.. FInally, an addftional adult Woodhouse's toad was found on the 

northeast shoreline of the ;;it.f'\ 1( reservoir_ The cause of mortality for that individual was also 

unknown. as it was desiccated and appeared to have been dead for an extended period. 

After standatdizing for search time during visunl: surveys in 2006. salamanders and 

mature or metamorphosed frog/toads were seen most frequently at site 7. That was lariely due 

to the number ofdcad tiger salamanders rcco.rded dW'hlg Ule finsl visuw survey on 20 May. but 

<U$() reflected the numerous adult andjuvenife leopard frogs (4 and 33. re.~pectively) rlocnmenre.d 

during the $CCond survey un 9 August. :rn year one, me greatest rate of visual amphibian 

encounters occllll-ed at site 4. where numetou~ jUVEmile Woodhouge'i toads were recorded on 

!. VI j ~:.:b~·!' {\~l'po::u ~'(,":l 

{, "tJtkr Dj";~,,\, . Xpri:)I':{i~ ! .i,:::t\;:ud i:h1~!. ;\;1\.il:i!oJ"!i(i! 310ft 
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Table 3. Relative abnndan~ or all amphibians in the lim two yeAl'$ of monitoring Qt eight 
mrvey ~t"S on the Cutler:tm.w POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming. 

J 

SUrvty sites and Type tlf survel 
SU'.e of wetlaDd !!!!!J!Y an:a 

1 Call surveys (4) 

(0.6 ac-.res) Visual surveys (4) 

2 Catl surveys (4) 

(0.5 acres) Visual surveys (3) 

3 Call surveys (4) 
(im,;flHkll 50m upstream and 

dowMt:ream. - 0.3 IlCtcs) Visual StU vcy:.; (4) 

4 r.all ~flrv*"Y" (4) 
(includes 50m upstream and 

Visual surveys (4) downstream, - 0.3 acres) 

5 Call surveys (2) 
(1.1 acres) Vilma.! surveys (3) _.-_. 

6 can SUfVt}'ll (1 ) 

(2.48.CW!) Visual surveys (l > 

7 Call surveys (:.l) 

(2.3 lII,;fe!;) Visual surveys (3) 

8 Call surveys (2) 

(2.3 acres) 
Visual sti(veys (2) 

Amplu"'blalu recorded ~ 
mfnnte f)f survey timeJ 

lOO6 200S 

0.70 

0.25 

1.10 

o 

1.10 

O.I~ 

1.00 

0.35 

0 • .30 

0.31 

3.20 

2.70 

0.78 

2.20 

0.07 

0.20 

0.15 

0.40 

0.2.6 

0.70 

0.13 

LIO 

0.34 

lAO 

o 

0.16 

0.28 

1'iger saIa~f$ do not vocalize and C.1nnot be detcctt:d duril1g 0All ;surveys. 

Due to periodic dry conditiOll$ that eliminate suitable wetland hahitat and the on-going construction on the 
PUD, not aJf call and visualliurvey~ were conducted at each site in the first two years of monitoring. The 
munl:!en; in ( ) IndlcaTe i1le COmbined rot:at surveys cotKtucted ro date for each type ofsutvey, 

Standardi~ across survey sites by !'!8amh time. All call survl!)'l1 included a five-minute lietenins period. but 
YUuaI surveys differed in time due to wetland size.. shape. and the sUlTOunding hahira!. f)p-.tp,r:tinn rates do a:ot 
include observatioos of tadpoles. 

;. :\'!. ; j :!!\.!i" { .. '''1:01';11 i(Fl 

<. '~ii~l:;' lJr:!'>v . :\Ji>r!;h:l"l~ ! ",·;~~);,.dd !-Il..!;~ ~!;~H!ti'~}li.~:J. "';{jil;; 
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the last survey. Site 4 again had a hiBh rate of visual detection.lO in 2006, hut wa!1: more uniformly 

uivitkd between leopard frogs and Woodhouse's roads. Relative abundance during visual 

surveys in 2006 gen~ny increased from year one at all sites except # 2. and was considerably 

higher at sites j and 7. 

Overall tadpole counts during the first vlsulll survey on 20 May were slightly less them in 

the first year of monitoring. As mentioned above. those results were likely influenced by murky 

water conditions at most sites that .resulted from heavy laiu nUluff during !.he previous night. In 

the first year of monitoring, the greatest numbers of tadpoles (> I 000) were obgerved at Rite ='. 
HOWCVC1, wu/.C;:;r conditions at that site during the fIrst visual survey in 2006 were possibly the 

worst of all the sires and no tadpoJeR were nb~rvt'.d. 'fhe greatest number oftadpole~ (>1000) 

dOCtlmented in 2006 occurred at site ~, where shallow. flooded upland grdSslands hosted 

nnmerous .individuals. Sites alons the Quarter Circle Prong of Bitt.erCreek (3 and 4) also hosted 

Significant numbers of tadpoles (67 and 128, respectively) on that date. 

Other poikilothermic (cold-blooded) vcrtebmtes documented dwiug surveys in 2006 

included Western painted turtles (Chrysenrvs picra belli) seen a.t sites!. 7. and 8. On 20 May. 

two painted turtles were observ~ at sjL~ 1 and three others were recorded at site 8. On 9 August, 

one painted turtle was documented at site 7. 

CONe, ,lJSIONS 

Although the occurrence of northern Jeopard frogs at the Cutler Draw POD in the first 

year of monitoring Wl'lS relatively limited, colonization and/or migration to new sites within 1.111:: 

POD was considerable in 2006, The total number of leopard frogs recorded during the course of 

surveys in Springl.swnmef 2006 J'CpJ."Csented u 472% JnCfl:aiie over 2005 resUltS. Additit'nUUly, 

three new sites (3, 4, and 5) hosted leopard frogs in 2006, amountine to !;:ix of the eight toral 

I>UfV~Y siLeS utilized by leopard: frogs dUlingthe tirst two year of l11()ilitorlng. Interestingly, 

severa1leopard frogs wern mt:'.orded at the creelc sites (3 and 4) in 2006. While those individuals 

were found primarily adjacent to pools and the slower waters along the creek. their occurrence 

the.re is noteworthy because the species is generolly fiot associtUcd with lotic (ntoving) waters 

during emergence and cannot effectively winter in thf>se habitats (Wagner 1997 and Wright and 

Wrlsht 1995. bUl also sec Kendall 2002). Documented. breeding (,;cdllug Jwut:s) of nonhem 

leopard frogs was again minimal in 2006 (recorded at only site I in both years). but the presence 

~,(v!. ;:~d::t.·f(\HPdt~a: •. u~ 
('l,!tk!' D(\~\v . ~\~~t!J::!ti f .\~.;\r·,.~nl !:~';t~, :VjonL;');-.il;~~ '(i;j(") 

P. Li/lR 
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of adult leopard frogs during visual surveys at several other sites !IDue!1.~ greatflr hJ"t".<.'>.ding 

effurf..s !.han revealed by me call surveys alone. Considerable numbers of adult leopard trogs (> 

2) were documented at. three !tite" ((, 5, and 7) in 2006. with lower totals « 2) recorded at two 

additional sites (3 and 4) . .tlUrthermore, several of the reservoirs associated with the Cutler Draw 

POD were sufficiently deep to potontially host wintering leopard frogs. 

The only site where leopard frogs were documented in 2005 and not 2006 was site 2. 

Although wetland vegetation was InOfl:) prevalent at site 2 lu 2006. liVliilabiIity of surface water 

declined dramatically after call surveys and the site was completely dry during the last visual 

survey. In <luwtion, cl;lult! were present at or near the site during three of the four surveys and 

evidence of heavy cattle use (tracb, trampled vegetation, feces, stained water) was present in 

and around the wetland on aU visits. 

No leopard. frogs were documented in either of the first two years of mo1ritoring at sites 6 

and 8. Site 6 has only hosted surface water and suitable wetland habitat during two of the ei~t 

survey dates in those years. Site 8 was the most recently established suitable habilut. 4-" h Wa/i 

constructed and did not begin receiving discharge water until after the 2005 surveys. 

As in the f.t.rst yeaJ' of J.LIuuiu)ring, the relative abundance of other amphibian species at 

the Cutler Draw POD in 2006 was not strongly correlatf>,,d with the relative abundanc.e of 

northern Jeopard frogs. Although most sites where leopard frogs ooctUTed in 2006 (with the 

exception of "ite I) generally hosted several other species (primarily chorus frogs and 

Woodhouse'S toads), the greatest species richness did not necessarily coincide with greater 

occurrences of l~ frogs. While site 7 boasted the highest divc:rsity and the greatest Jlwnber 

of leopard frogs, the site with the second highest leopard frog counts (16) hosted only one 

additionaJ species. 

All sites except site 2 boasted equal or increased specie$; richneg~ during the st".('.ond year 

of surveys. Sites 4 and 7 were particularly rich., with every amptubtan species expected in the 

region occurring h.et:weEm those two sites. More importarttly, it ~y also sussest that certain 

CBNG reservotrS properly placed within the appropriate watershed could possibly have 

substantial benefits fol" several amphibian specjes Md the ovcnill diversity of aquatic wildlife. 

As stated in the previous report. several aspects of this prqiect constrain present and 

future analyses, and the potential for cxtrapoli11ting wsufts across a bl'Oadta' gl;IDg£'Uphic'll range. 

Without statistical compensation for the differences in detectabHity among habitats. species.. and 

.!,~? f iHh,c!' ~ 'cn'pi')i;ti~,tf: 

(-l;t/:..-r i)!~p;\ f'~1'l!'~ih'ni l.,:np\:!' . .! fro~ }V1 .. ;jjrh'nu{~ :~iJi;(~ 
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even life stages of a single species. comparirong among tho.~ factorn Mu"t he done with caution. 

Moreover, this study design bas a liInited capacity to address mechanisms (t:.l::SNU related or 

otherwise) that may regulate amphibian populations. Effects specific to water chemistry. 

parasite loading. pathogens. and predation are important considerations that are beyond the scope 

of this project. 
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Andrew Strike 
Project Hydrogeologist 
Lowbam Engineering LLC 
205 s. Third 8t. 
Lander~ WY 82520 
307.3494269 (cell) 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307.777-6134 

Dear Mr. Chairman; 

FILED 

Terri A, Lorenzon, Director. 
Environmental Quailty Council 

I am writing to voice my opinion ooncemingthe Chapter 1, Section 20,."Ag Use Protection 
Policy", currently under consideration by your Board. It is my opinion; and the opinion of many 
landowners currently receiving dischargedCBM-related water. that the rule wiil create more 
damage than good throughout the Powder River Basin. I am against instituting this policy 
"'ithout further review of the eff'ects of the decision. 

I am a graduate of the University ofWyommg, having been awarded dual bachelors in 
Environmental Geology/Geohydrology and Geology,. with a masters degree in Structural 
Geologylrectonics. I manage an engineering finn based in Lander, and help to oversee a 20-
pe~n ~ ofemplpyees and coritrn,ctors involved inas~sjng and instituting water 
management pians intfie Gillette Area for nuroerousCBM operators. This work has been 
underway for approximately 8 years, during which we have surveyed, designed, permitted. and 
had a large hand in constrooting thousands of discharge-related reservoirs. 

Many of these structures were existing, mld required upgrade to meet already stringent regulation 
by the DEQ, State Engineer's Office and Wyoming Oil and Gas Conservation Commission. 
While the work has had the effect of servicing the needs of operators for water-storage, we have 
always made an attempt to maximize involvement by the landowners in placing reservoirs to 
most effectively utilize the storage for them for long-term. operation of their ranch. Landowners 
have not traditionally had the resources to developlbuild reservoirs to store runoff'in a safe 
manner under the current regulations of the State. Because many landowners do not have mineral 
rights under their property. this is a very effective way of maintaining the value of the 
development on their property. However, the section of the policy related to the protection of 
llnaturally irrigated lands" is scientifically flawed and would bring to a halt all the most useful 
resetvoir-enhancetnent projects we have ever done. 

The concept of natural irrigation is wonderful, and, were it present and active on a regular basis; 
would no doubt make these arid lands of the State a boon to the landowner such that they could 
subsist nicely without any reservoirs at aU. However, and I am sure this point will be made 
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during tomorrow and Friday's presentations, it does not occur the way you have been led to 
believe. The stream channels in the GiUette area nonnally consist of either: 1) swales that do not 
see enough runoff to develop a channel~ or 2) narrow, deep channels that get a high "volume of 
flow for very short durations. The grasses along the banks of the second type of channel are not 
irrigated consistently or with enough duration to allow for grass growth. For these types of 
channel systems to :ir:rigate land, they require installation of a spreader dike or check dam to 
spread the flow overbank and allow for slow inundation (typically 6-hours at a minimum). These 
structures allow for beneficial use of the water and have to permitted with the State Engineer's 
Office. The SE~ decides whether or not the system will be allowed based on the amount of 
irrigation currently under development, and in accord with the numerous Compacts we have with 
adjacent States. It also requires an orderly review system within the drainage, establishment of a 
water right,. and a dermed amount of water that can be used from the system 

However~ the manmade system described is currently being threatened by your policy. It can 
now be brought before your council that lands under anyone's ownership in any drainage "might" 
be naturally irrigated and thus need "protection" from the effects of CBM water. They want 
upstream landowners to store a 50 yr-24 hour storm event in reservoirs upstream (in addition to 
the water stored for CBM development). Not only is this proposed stann event arbitrary and 
capricious. in most cases. if a reservoir is built in a position that is good for the landowne.r long
term (approx 11.2 sq-mile in drainage area). there is no way to store the volume of a 50-yr event 
in the reservoir. Even if such a structure can be built, it is left mostly empty. Stoon events will 
occur. and might fill the site up, but none of that water will make it down to the potentially 
irrigated section. How is that protecting the irrigation use? It seems more likely to me that this is 
a way to stop reservoir construction -- also known as ... my livelihood. 

M wife is currently attending law school in Wyoming, and we both have plans to stay in this 
state and become productive, influential people in our communities. Thus far, we have been 
lucky enough to 00 this based solely on the compensation I have been receiving for doing my 
job, and doing it with respect for the landowners that live in this area. Now you are proposing I 
ten these landowners that in order to develop minerals and fill the coffers of our state on their 
property. we will need to treat the water to levels more stringent than the water we drink, dump it 
in the creek, send it to a neighboring state, and never utilize it on their property. I think this a 
direct threat 10 my job, a slap in the face to the landowners that benefit from this development, 
and a threat to future prosperity for our state as a whole. I thus request that you suspend 
instituting this policy until such time as we can go forward in a manner that actuall y takes into 
account some basic, scientifically defendable, assllt1lptions. 

Please contact me for additional testimony, research, or clarification of any questions you might 
have concerning this issue. 

Thank you for consideration of my comment, J -c * Z.~1<{-2ro4 
Andrew Strike 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental C::lUaHty C<:mncil 
122 W. 25lh Street 
Herschicr BU1ldins, Room 17 I 4 
Cheyenne .. v.,ry 82002 
By Fax and Hard Copy 

I am 'ATiting this letter with concern. 1 am concerned about the .Ag Use P;-Oll':'jtlon 
Ruie and the effects it will have on lamkl>'lners in the state ofWycming. ThIs ! rule does 
not protect the benefu;iaHy used reservoirs that are already in place and th\,: future 
construction of these valuable res(}urces. M.any 1f11ot alloftbese reservoirs would have to remain 
empty or nelda very small amount of produced water in order to contain the 50 year / 24 hOLt 

storm event In ""ss",n{~"" th!'::w r$s~rvoir!;l wonltt be emrty llntil "nell R1'1 event occnr<;. 
landowners rely on these reservoirs to water their livestock and wildllfe and cannot wait in terms 
of years fur water'. 'Nhilc the reservoIr docs tlct hay.;: to be ~rn.ovcd, it n!:;;o can't be used. 
According to the policy! rule, water meeting extremely stringent limits could be used in rGservoirs 
not required to comain the 50 year I 24 hour storm e'~""t)t, or the vnm:r "Dulll bt sent tv vff dm1m~1 
pits. Landowners do not generally want pits or reservoirs that do not "apture water This 
pr~,posed poiicy / rule would require operators to build structures that ;,vauld not be beneficial to 
la,.'1do'\.\'l1ers ]ifter there is no produced water. or after producei.! 'Willer has dec i£f'I/!d En flow. These 
structuxes would then have to be reclaimed. ,"Vblle current reservoirs, for the most pan: would be 
'.Hlstly bel1eficiHI t{'l lanrlmvnem eveniHherE; was no produced water in thenL 

In order to use these reservoirs, water quality limits that are unreasonable !!lust b~ l)}et. 
The proposed wat~r qu~lit), HmltG wc/uld be too stringent to ~conomlcally me-et in an indus;trythat 

already has vast :regulatory requirements. These proposed limits, are not even rea.cned with 
natural flow. Almost atlY storm thal fluws duwu Jnlini:l.ge and into these n;scrvolrs could ,v,:,t l:nee:t 
the E.C, limit proposed, 

The theQry ofthis poUcy ! rule is to protect "Ag Use", but in reality what it does IS 
eliminate the beneficiaJ use ofreSef"voirs toiandowners, Al1 empty res~rvo1r, to be [tiled 
by a S0 year 124 hour storm event, is a detriment to a landowner not E benefit A,nother 
U!j"c~t1 dfecf nfthe policy! rule wouid be that a single lanclowll<~r do'¥vllstream Df many others 
could be responsible for h(,)',v the upstream landowners would 1>::: required to 
their own. pro~; even lfnot a drop of water WllS to pass over th", p\'opcny Un!;;. would not 
let landowners manage their Own: property. 

The walcr m~tlIagI;;'Hl"'llt of (;oal bed natura! gas ue¢·ds to be regulated loftd.cwt)<)cr;l !lnd 
operators wi:th benenclall.l5e :in mind. Reservoirs c.an be a benefit for mailY years to come, eVen 
after coal bed natural gas produced water is gone. In order for thOSe reservoirs to be a 
they must be able to capture natural now. This proposal would stop the co;J~,tnJction 
this type of containment :>tructure and force most existing reservoirs to removed ilnd 
reclaimed. Removing t11ese structures would stop beneHl:S from natum! flows fr(Hl1 

l~ndo\"''ners with water needs for years to come, 
ThAnk you for taking the time to :revi~v this letter-

stJ/JrM 
----,CffSSiaywesT-!5rooR----- .---~----.... -.... -~~-.-..... ~ .. -~-.~.~.- ...... , ...... "" .. - ..... -... ,--~ 

1115 Middle Fork Drive 
GH1ctte, Wyoming 82718 
Email: cswestbrook@hormaiLcom 
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February 14,2007 

\Vyoming Envin:mmentaI QuaEty Council 
122 W" 25th SL 
He:r1.)chler Bldg., Room 171,1 
Cheyenne, \VY. 82002 

Vl~TES PET~~OLEUj';; CDRP 

t oppose the ruiemaking :rugges'tions entitled ChapteT I Section 20 1 '\,,;'as 
actively involved in the Oil & Gas lndtlst!:v for 27 years. I my husba..l10 to 
cancer in 2003 so at that time I moved somewhat away from the industry, 
resident of Campbell County it is JUGt rw.turru t1:wt I have come fuH cirde and am now 
involved i)l the Energy Industry again. Tne jmpact oft.lIe rulcmakingwtluld 
shut the CHM industry the Basin once again destroying economic futures of thousandS 
of people the sUITOundinp; area and e"ventually destroy the econmny of the State 
Wyoming. 

Please base your rulemaking on the Montana soil samples and not the 
California. Using C:alUonua samples 1S like comparing apples to 0ranges. 

Industry needs policies aM procedures to foHow but 
the policies. 

Asking l11dustl)l to prepare the 50 year! 24 hoUl:' rain event is ludicrous_ 
event would ever occur most people woatd be watching there homes, 
vehides float down the draiuages at that point and would not reany be realiy 
about water qualit"j only about quantity. 

In su,'nmary, please not incQrporate the rulemaking suggestions that have been 
before you. The Operators in the Basin have enougtt reguLatory btrrden already _ to 
are a business that looks the bottom line also; after a time to will b~: to 
dose me doors and the economic impact will truly shake the nation. a rime ofwzl' it 
seems Impractical to be putting our$¢JYc~ in a position y,'hore we rMHy do have to rdy on 
imported :fuel. 

cc; Governors OfficG 
State Senator 
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February 14. 2007 

Mr. Mark:. Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
Herschlet Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 

LAND SURVEYING 

RE: PolicylRnlem.aking on Chapter 1, Section 20- "Ag Use Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

T am writing to voice my OfIinlOt1 about he ahove i~j:me. T feel that water 
management decisions need to be left to the landowners and operators. Reservoirs need to 
remain a viabt", W/;l!.tlr uw.rntgt:mc;nL lool without beiug rt:quirw lu \.:uutaiu ilie 50 yem-/24 
hour flood event and all of produced water. 

The Water and Waste Advisory Roard suggested to WYDEQ that it c.onsider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appl'opriate fQ1" mst: iu Wyuming ~ the study lliak~ ~c; UfMUi1:s ~iruilm-lu thaL ill 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should consider the 
advice of the WW AB. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" will make it difficult for operators to drill or 
coru;truct projects until they have a water management plan that they count on. That will 
make operators g()away,and which in tum will make jobs go away. 

r 4iIn not a lI:Urface owner, I lUll 'flot a mineral owner, and I am person that hru; ajob 
mapping fur the CBM industry. My job is providing me with the security to be a first 
time home buyer, and to be the best provider I can be to my soon to be daughter. 

I strongly fecI that this policy/rule should not be able to go through. I appreciate 
your time in hearing my thought and opinions. 

Tb.ankyo~ 

Lindsey Dossett 
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February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming EnvironmontaI Quality Council 
122 W 25th St 
HI;)I1".;h1t:r Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT TO: 

FAX NO. 307 873 RRRR 

FILED 

Citizen Petition for Rulemaking~Powder River Basin Resource Council et AJ
Revision Ve~ion-WQf) Chapter ')-"Ag-T!~'~ Pnliry" 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

r would like to respectively object to the current revisjons that are proposed to the 
Council by a tew landowners to make more strict limits on discharges from groundwater 
sources. Approval of this request would have very devastating effect on the CBM 
industry and supporting business' across the state. It would also require a much larger 
effort in manpower and resources to regulate the nIl eR that am prnJ'ICI~eri. The nl Ie ;'t • .:: 

proposed will set water quality limits that are so stringent that water appropriation as we 
know it will cease. 

As a Ploie.. ... siomd Engil1~r whu WitS responsible for enforcing WDEQ Wa.ter Quality 
rules and regulations in the Powder River Basin over the past 5 years I cannot understand 
how neW waterquaIity limits can be considered based upon recommendations that seem 
to be "taken from the heart". Scientific research should be the only method for revisions 
to standards that have been in place and serving the Waters of State for over 20 years. I 
also cannot understand how the current process meets the requirement" that govern the 
pT()('MHre to make changes to existing ntle!:. The authority to m;;tke environmental policy 
as well as the procedure to change current rules is outlined in the Wyoming Q4ajity Aot, 
Title 35 of Wyoming State Statutes Artiele 11. 

The Administrator"s authority to recommend standards, rules, regulations or permits is 
specifically defined in Wyoming State Statute 35-11-302 Part (a) 

(vi). This statute reqUires that in. recommending any standards, rules, regulations, 
or permits. the administrator and advisory hoard shall consider allfacts and 
circumstances hearing upon the reasonableness of tIre pollutlon involved including: 

And 

(4) 'T'h.P. r.hn.mcte.r and degrlBB of injury 10 or inlerforenc.·/i? "'!lith thi? health and well 
being of the peopls, animals, wtldlife, aquatic life and plant lifo qIfCDtec/: 

(B) The social and economic value of the source of pollutiOn; 
(C) The pl'iodty of location iTl tlil; ureu invu/ved; 
(D) The technical practlcabitfry and economlc reasonableness o/reducing or 

elimtnating the source of the pollution; and 
(E) The ejject upon the environment. 

P. OliO? 
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(v) Such reasonable. time as may be necessary for oYvnerS and operators q( 
pollution sources to comply with rules, ref:,ulatioI1S, !::tandard<..' nr [JRrmils 

l\,1aking this rule chanse will m~e all wctters thnt are brought to the surface from all 

underground source a wastewater (poHUtiOll). Adoption of this policy to a rule at this 
lime: would nut be basc<1 upon sound science. The infurmation the Council is using TO 
consider this rule is based upon studies from sources that are very limited in the number, 
The research is not clear as to how it compares to the area of consideration (Power River 
Basin). 

I have a large stake in the result OfYOUf actiDn~., T am now fm'IplDyt>iI hya CRM 
production cc)n1pany. My kids are educated by the teachers in the new schools that 
continue to be funded by the industry thttt is targeted in this policy, Changing 0. rule to 
eliminate an industry~ CDN, will also again push our you.ng pwfessionals to other states 
fur mtl~llI1gfu1 anp]OymenL 

1 have worked the WDEQ regulation side ofthe arena and understand that defining any 
water as a waste without very sound scientific evidence will have negative results tc)r the 
public and government The Sate of Wyoming will monetarily and socially suffer from 
the result of foolish rule making that is not ha.<:ed upon the science. 

Please carefully consider you vote on the Section 20 revislons proposed with the "Ag Use 
Policy". Consider the: te:chnical practicability and economic reasonableness ofre.duci.lIg 
01' elimillatin8 Iht!- suun.:e of the pollution. Jwsl n::mc:rnbtoT LIlat Lhe pollution here must 
first be defined. 

Thank you 

p, O?/O? 



2007 

Mr, lv/lark Gordon 
Chairnlan 
Wyonling Environmental Quality Council 
122 \V, 8L 
Herschler Bldg" F .. l11. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY g2002 
c if "'0'7'-~'7~ 'l'~" ."a::\>-" 1-/ ;-0 "'.,. 

'vVyoming Departnu::nt of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division - Attentlol1 Bill Dirienzo 
Herschler 'Building, 4th Floor West 
122 \Vest 25m Street 
Cheyen.'1e, Wyoming 82002 
Fax - 307-777-5973 

RE: Proposed rulemaking to Chapter 1, Section 20 

Dear ML Gordon and Me 

I have recently learned of the proposedrulemaking to chapter 1, sectio:n 20 to as 
the Protection Policy). As I looked over the facts $lli-rounding this issue I became 
very concerned about the polential effects this could have on CBM producers 3.11<1 c:.:u:rent 
users of IJfOduced CBM discharge. 
This policy has "(;,,t default limits for Be a.'1d S.AR based on a of California soils 
vegetation, and it has ignored data from a smdy which uses similar soih and 
(perfol111cd in Bridger Ivlontall"). The Bridger ivlontru"1a study conduded that 
similaI to what We have in Wyoming, have the ability to W<lter 
S.AR va.lues and still maintflin theIr productivity. The higher Be and SAR \vol"kl. 
not anow disdlarg{~ of any produced water; hOWever, lim.its \Nouid ml're 
economic tc·rthe majority Qrthe Basin's outfaHs. 
Coal Bed YJ.6i:haxw is an important natural resourCe that provides large revenues for the 
Federal and State governments alld supports ma.'1Y private individual$. Ecot'.cmics;rre an 
impon<mt consideration in any business venture; as operators aIe lorceci to m:xe to 
produce the saxne amount of gas the economics diminish to thi3 gas, 

the event that operators aIeforced to treat an of their produced water, many fields 
would become un.econontic arld their gas resource 'would be lOST. The landownc;rs '0 

use the produced water from these fidds would also be lost, 
This proposed rlilemaking also states th,at if the default 
water could be contained i1:t ii; reservoir if to contain The 50 year 
24 hour stort'..1 event This ViliS proposed to protect the dmvnstrei"JTl irrigation 
produced water contained in the reservoirs. This seems 
freeboard is left to contain the 50 year event n.o ,vater 

10 3DVd 



idgation during: staftTl event. Inst.ead 
elirninates It. 

Under the policy an operator can treat their 
resenroir \vitllout m"~intajni:ng the 50 year fret!board, The econ.omics \'i2;ter 

and then discharging it into a r(:scrvoir., that had 5uostalldal cost aS5oci!lT¢d ,vl:h itS 
construction, do not add up to the cost e.f:fecti\-;e. prod-uction of gas, "[his &ee·1J1S tc llle 

it would eliminate the uSe ofreservCiirs as opeTalOTs could not m both Trbat \\3Tf:r 

and build reservoirs, Under tills new scenario I see :\\/0 differenT options for the 
aO\-V1'lstre?4l1l irrigators; ~.ither they >:''''''P''''',. 11.0 \vater (vlith reser"voirs \vdh 
freeboard the 50 'year have a COl1tinual strearn 
their bottomlands (from the treatment facilities). Neither of these options seem to me as a 
protection for the dOVl-11strearn irrigators, 
I em::ol,trage you to look at the studies were perrorr:l1ed 011 simihu' 
V"O,?T7<T'!{Yf'l' I think these ate the mOST accurate representation of the 

the Pmvder River Basin. r support 111e idea of developing 
resourceS in a manner; ,however, I don't see 
responsible development. I See this policy as limiting the beneficial USc of the watz;r 
resource for lIla.ny landowners that have c;ome to depend on 

Respectfully, 

.1ebediah Tachick 
Agent 

Yate;;: Petroleum 

time to read illy comment. 
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Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 \Vcst 251h Street. Hcrschlcr Building. Room 1714 
Cheyenlle, WY R2002 Terri A. Lorenzofl, Director 

Environmental Quality Council 

Mr. Mark Cionion: 

I am against the content in Senate File 0055. It behooves llS to ",'!ait and hear 
what the recommendations or the Coal Bed Met.hane Task FOl"cC atc. This is 
not something to rush into. The tkcisions made here will have h;r reaching 
and lasting effects. 

There are other entities involved here ah.o. I would certainly hope common 
sense~ in 8hOl"t supply these day~~ would hold sway. 

We rnust remember this is Wyoming and not Culii~)rnia. What works there 
pl'obably won~t fit Wyomingtt' variow:; typC~1 ofsoilfl~ climate, plonts und 
animals. Wildlife, f()r one, in this 8tnt(;}~ hav(;} lived OJI t.his water for oons. 
To think thtlt now they can't drink the water they've always had available is 
ludicrous. 

Countless jobs and future~ of the people of Wyoming depend on these 
decisions. They shouldn't be taken lightly. 

SamJra J. Smith 
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Fehrumy 14,1.007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hcrsehler Bldg. Rrn. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

PI 

Terri /t Lorenz' '""n· iI'"", t 
- • V" i..ll!ocor 
tnVlronmentai Qu'-'j,'t1; ('0' '., 

~, a '} ... .1 .unClr 

RE: Proposed Section 20, Appendix H - Agricultural Use Protection 

Dear Mr. Gordon; 

r respectfully submit for your consideration the following comments regarding Section 20 
Agricultural U~ Prul.t:cLiun Pulicy. 

I have been a Campbell County resident my entire life of 45 years. I have worked for a 
Wyoming Company, Energy Lahoratories, Inc_ CPT.T), for 1.1 yeArs, the past 20 years 
serving as the Laboratory Manager. This company is a full service environmental 
laboratory. As a lifetime Wyoming resident I have great respect for the t;nvirV/l[T!t:nL and 
all of the wonderful activities that it provides along with a wonderful place to raise a 
family. I take great pride in helping ma.ny industries and individuals solve Lheir 
environmental issues. I finnly believe that the CBM industry should be very closely 
regulated as not to damage any part of the environment. That being said, it must be done 
in a fair and responsible manner. During my 23 year employment with ELI, I have 
analyzed and studied thousands of water, soil, oil & gas, hazardous waste etc. samples 
and projects. 

First, there has not bccn enough scientific study or investigation to support the effluent 
contaminant ]ever~ propo~.fl And furthermore much of what is used isn't pertinent to this 
area, our climate, nor the plants grown here. I won't list the many concerns T have with 
these: limits but here is one example. TIle pWPU~I;lU lirnh for Barium is 200 ug/L. The 
"Safe Water Drinking Act" has a limit of 2,000 ug/L. Wyoming Chapter I Rule, Quality 
Standards tor Wyoming Surface Waters; Non-Priority Pollutants, has a limit of 2,000 
ug/L. Wyoming Chapter 8 Rule. Quality Standards for Wyoming Oroundwaler~, noes not 
list a limit for livestock classification period. 

Second, I personally witnessed Mrs. Glessie Clabaugh say "I never verbally, written Or 

otherwise agreed to be a part of the Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Quality Rule, 
Chapter 2, Appendix H. My son and daughter work in the CBM industry and arc doing 
welL I have no problem with the Methane. 1 found out my name was on the petition when 
a friend pointed it out to me." J cannot help but wonder if the other nine Landowners are 
of similar consequence. Furthennore, how much should be made of a petition that clearly 
ha~ /IV lj~cJibilily? 

1 of:2 
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Third. DEQ Director John Carra in a letter dated January ?.4, ?007 wrote, "Unless it is the 
Council's intent to prohibit surface discharge of CBM water to the surface, the proposed 
ruLe is unworkable." According to most operators there isn't all cCUllumical way of 
managing the water in the manner described in this petition. Therefore this petition would 
likely have the effect of shutting down this industry> its jobs, and eliminate cnonnous 
revenue to the state of Wyoming. I respectfully remind you that Methane is a clean 
burning fuel. America is the world's largest energy consumer and will get it from 
Mmewhere; I suggest we utilize the cleanest possible fuels available. 

Fourth, I have heal·d l\jslimony from many Landowners that believe this petition will also 
have the affect of severely limiting their resource management capabilities such as 
forage, wild)jfe~ recreation, soil quality, etc. as well as the water which, by the way, is the 
only resource of consideration in the petit.ion. It is a weI/-known faet amongst 
environmentalists, landowners, agriculturalists, and scientists, among others, that ALL 
resources be managed in conjunction as they each affect lltt:; vthc;[!). 1 urge you to talk 
with many of them to ascertain their mainstream concerns, ideas, and beliefs. 

Fifth. the 50-year containment option is simply absurd and has no legal or facIIJ~ I basis. 
The CBM industry most definitely does not even have a 50-year life in the Powder River 
Ba~in. The DEQ has failed to consider the tcchnk(ll practicability and economic 
reasonableness ofrequinng 50-year containment according to W.S. 35-11-302(a)(vi)(D). 

Sixth, I ask you what is the difference between the water produced by the CBM industry 
and the water produced by the Agricultural industry for watering livestock and irrigation? 
Allow me to answer that. arme:ci with water analysis data fi'om thousands of waters in 
either category. First, a note: A very large portion of the Agricultural water produced tor 
livestock watering andirrigl'ltiol1 is OfUilluioWIlljuality, as it h; not regulated and thereby 
not analyzed; In general there is Agricultural water of higher quality than the typical 
CHM water, the same quality as it is produced from the same coal zones, and much lower 
quality. Without querying all of the data in our database ( want t!~ M 8 bit careful with 
this statement, however I'm certain that a high percentage of the Agricultural and rural 
private produced water fits into the lotter, lower quality, category. I would glauly put 
together unbiased water quality data given more time, and written permission from the 
ownershIp of said data. 

I would like to thank you for your time and consideration of my letter and for the service 
you provide as councilmen and woman. You are tasked with incredibly diftlcult decisions 
that affect thousands of people and likely do not get the respect you rightfully deserve. 

Best Regards, 

Terry Frledlan 
Energy Laboratories, Inc. 
Laboratory Manager 

2of2 
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February 14, 2007 
Via Facsimile (307-777-6134) and regular Mail 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W 25th St, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wy 82002 

Re: Proposed Section 20, Agricultural Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr. Gordon 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director" 
Em1ronmental Ouality Gouncn 

I respectfully submit for your consideration the following comments regarding the 
proposed changes to the Section 20. Agricultural Use Protection Policy. 

Please use the recommendations from Mr. Harvey's (Ke Harvey, LLC) study in the 
process of decision making for establishing the Be and SAR default limits tor end of pipe 
water quality. Overly restrictive water quality limits have the potential of causing current 
discharges and future discharges ·of water to no longer be available for providing water to 
livostock, wildlife; and for irrigation without additional tx~cnt. Tho water tha.t is being 
pumped to tbe surface from the coal is of better quality in many instances then the water 
that has been used in the past prior to coal bed natural gas development and the idea of 
having to possibly treat to meet overly restrictive regulations is a waste of additional 
resources. 

The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that tbey consider water 
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. M the Board pointed out this 
study at Bridger would definitely be more representative of the soils found here in our 
State VS. the State of California. Please consider the good advice of the Water and Waste 
Water Advisory Board ill your decision making. 

The proposed ruJ.e seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use fot the 
w~ter :inti w:mt to cont.inue there right to do so. A~ proposed Appendix H will interfere 
with the livelihoods of many land owners who currently rely on the produced water to 
enhance ranching operations. The proposed idea of building re;!let'Vcir sites in the 
drainages that will contain a 50 yrl 24 hr precipitation event and the produced water is 
just not reasonable. Many of the areas that land owners would prefer operators build 
reservoirs would be eliminated as an Opn01.l bec:!lIse of thil'l 1111c. The property owners 
ability to manage !be water resotrrce and grazing of there pastures would be Significantly 
impacted by Lhis rule. Plt:W>t: Kt;ep in ruiwl th~ operators and property owners need water 
management tooTs they can work with to compliment each other; and this proposed rule is 
not that tool. 
TIutnk you fO/))hJl~.~:tl!nity to cnmment. 
Sincerely, ~ . 

Boyd Abelseth 



3417 Cameo Ct. 
Gillette, WY 82718 
February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 West 25th St_ 
Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FILED 

Terri A Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality COl1ndi 

Re: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking - Powder River Basin Resollrce Council 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

Unless it is your intent to prohibit the surface discharge of CBM water I believe the EQC has no 
choice but to deny the PRBRC's Citizen Petition for Rulemaking. 

You've heard all of the testimony and read the letters from Mr. Cora and his crew at the WYDEQ 
and, possibly, even a few letters from a pro-CBM law firm or two. Out of all of this information 
we have heard recently, it appears to me that even the current WYDEQ rules are suspect given 
(1) the effluent limits from the Water Quality Division were based not on tolerances of native 
Wyoming plants, but on tolerances of plants grown in CalifornIa soils, Or (2) basing reservoir 
containment volumes on 50 year events where there is absolutely no basis for that. It is clear to 
ll1ethat no one knows the true and correct answers Of tbe cumulative eftects of water discharges, 
CBM or otherwise. To compensate for our collective lack of knowledge, someone picks a 
number and then makes it 30% more conservative just to cover their unknowns. My hope is that 
conunon sense will prevail and I enco'urage you and the EQC to use your common sense and 
keep Wyoming moving forward. 

cc: Mr. Dirienzo, WYDEQ WQD 

1:0 39'itd 



FFR-14-?007 UFD 03:15 PM J M HIlRFR 

Mr. Mark Gordon 

FAX NO. i07 873 RHRR 

F I LEn 
fEB 1 ~ 2001 February 14, 2007 

Terri A. Lorer.zon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

Wyoming Environmental QUC:ilily Council 
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 

Mr. Mark Gordon: 

I am opposed to the section 20 rule because of the harm that it wilt C::JlJRB to the 
economy and Slate of Wyoming. The CBM industry has provided numerous jobs 
for Sheridan and the state of Wyoming. (t's very simple: more jobs ""- more 
money. An businesses have increased profits by the ifl<.aeased cash flow from 
the industry. This rule will not only effect CI3M industry, but harm ranch~r.:; as 
well. Once again. I stronQlyoppose the section 20 rule. 

Angela Griffin 

P. 01 
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14 February. 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 

FAX NO. 307 B73 RRRR 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
112 West 25th Street, Hersch1er Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX; 307-777-6134 

Rh: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality RuleR and Regulations 
- will not allow any discharge of produced water_ Period. None of the CBM water in the 
Powder River Basin or even grounowMer elsewhere in Wyoming - including that in 
existing ranch Rto(:k tanks used for stock watering will meet proposed wateJ· yuwily 
standards_ This means those ranohers, CBM producers, 0.· allY uLhtrr party who 
discharges groundwntor to the surface in Wyuming will no longer be able to continue 
doing 50. 

Mr. Mark Gordon, 

I am against this proposed rule change. It would have a negative effect on my 
employment in the CBM indu.c~tty> and any other person that produces ground water for 
beneficial ll.l;le_ What about all the natural occurring spring water? Arc they pwpusing CO 

~top that also? 

~
OL..IIO~ffrn. aJ.lllP.E . 

.. ~ . . '. .;; ': . , . 

P. 01 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
F I LED 

'Wyomfng Ertvimnmantal Quality CouftrlJ 
122 West 2Sth street, Herschler Building, Room 1114 
Chayanner WV a~OO2 

FAX~307-777-6134 

Tern A. Lorenzon, Director 
EnvrronmentaJ Quaity Coordi 

RE: AppendIx: H of section 201 Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quanty Rules and 
Regulations - win not allow any discharge of produced water. Period. NQne ot me 
CBM water in the Powder tUver Basln Qr even groundwater elsewhere fn WY -
including that in existing ranch stm:k tilnks used for Stock watering - will m=l 
proposed water fluaRtV standards. This means thzst t'iln~r$1 CBM produt::efS, or emy 
other party who dIscharges groundwftter to Ule 5Urfac;c In Wyoming will no longer be 
able to oonti,... doing so. 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

I oppose this nllp. it thrp..atens my joh and mV familY's well belno. C8M has brought so much 
growth to the State of Wyoming and not to mention all the REVUENUE, which Wyoming now 
enjoys. Schools, roads, houSing and so many jObs are being created by the abillty to use/produce 
materials or c:of1talned in the ground her in Wyoming. 
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Mr. Mark 6Ordon 
Wyoming enVIronmental Quality Council 
122 West 25th street, Herschler BUilding, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX: 307w777-6:134 

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
Regulations 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

r am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule Changes because it puts my career ift jwpardy and 
I have a hungry family to feed and support. furthermore, thiS will cause grt:!alll<lf!'n to the 
agricultural community. 

Thanks for your considerations on thiS matter. 

SinrerelYt 

RIcky Henurj(.:~ 
42 Luwl;.'!r Prdit"ie Dog RoeId 
Sheridan, WY 82801 

P. 01 
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Mr. Matk Gordon 
Wyoming Envinmmentt'd Quality Council 
122 West 2Sth Street, Her-schIer Building, Rt"lt)m 1,714 
cheyenne, WY 82002 

FA.X: 307-777-6134 

R£::: Appendix H of .section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rul!'!s ;,md 
Regulations - will not a.flowany discharge of proauced water, period. None of the 
caM water in the Powder River 6~!3in O'r even grO'\mdwater elsewhere in WY 
induding that .in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering - wi!l meet 
proposed water quality stand,wds. This means that ran<:hers, (:l)M producersf or any 
other party who di~(;hl\t'gp.~ groul1dwatp.r to the surface in Wyoming wi!! no longer be 
~blf;l to (;ontinue doing so. 

Stop thIS i:lC1;lon and send a mess<lge lQ tilt:: PDwder Rlve; 8df511t Ri;:~;,l)u!""2 Counc,i) that 
is jnt~r~t0d 1n developing a sound Coal Bed Methane iril:±ustry based on sr.:iencl? !.i,nd 
and not Oll fear or perSOf1cH feeHngs, CBM!s bOH'I, good fOf the State uf Wy(}trlillS cmd Uk; pc;upit~ 
INho live and work here. Jobs, !:<JX$$, zmd opportuhiti0s are abundant in a thriving 1~~c6no(ri':i, 
which Wyomlnq now enjoys, in part thdnks to CSfVl. schoOls, roads, housing and jobs 1m: 
built one! C(eahlo by the ability to use and r)fod~jce materl.:l1s provided or contained :n the 
here in W'!oming. 

The Powder River Basin R.esolJrCl? Council is t:yng to stop Ct>M eJeveloprnent and in turn ruin the 
ability of the Wyoming farm nnd ri.lnch community frot"n rGising ond curing for trldr crops 01' 
!ivestoc'l< operations, which in tum, l)rovieJes a living and a way or !jj"2 tor thelr fan1!flcs, 

look lit Sf'MTe File 0;:;5, which was voted down on January 19, 20D7. The members or that 
committee stated that the CGH Tn!;k rorC1,~ VViY5 <'lddressing the issue and their recommenQotionc; 
would be ll~;l:'d, 

Thp- water produced frem'l CBJi.1 O€nefits botb thE' ;;1grk1Jltut7li !ntlH~hV i'llir1 the vviklliFE'. 
Water i:.; put LQ goo,) u::;ed::i t>Luck <;llH,l wHulift;: wdl8i dnd crop or range lrrigatlon, The cKiencc IS 
in place, which allows the lc:;nd application of this water to not only nOds!? a crop i:\I it tn inrr('r,>;t" 
the proteln content and the ~mouflt of hurv(:!stable pmducLTht;; ",vib dn~ b:.Ylh::d dnci enhanced 
<lnd lif~ gOB$ on. Th~ wikHife utilizes the water and feed <i'lnd thus thr!ll0);;, Streams: <1r0 not 
deqraded, as the PRBRC wants us to Deneve. There afe no sJgnificant Cf1i::ll1ge:i ii! ::.lfldcl)!! 'N,JtI",;; 

'Nhich would harm or threaten Wyoming's w1!dflf« or H%, agricultural 

~OOL 
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February 14,2007 

Attention: 
Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
t n WeRt 25th Street. Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82007. 

FltED 

Terri A Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Duality Counci! 

My name is Mark van Houten. I am the Production Analyst for Baker. Fnergy and am 
very much UPPV:500 to the proposed section 20 rule changes. The Coal Bed Methane 
industry 'pays by bills and gentrr'dlt;~ much need funds for the economy of Wyoming. The 
proposed section 2U rule changes have the following big impli\;l1livHlS: My job and my 
co-workers jobs are being put in jeopardy as well as many in the agricultural and 
ranching communities. The infrastructure of Wyoming would suffer greatly without the 
tlmd1ng generated by the coal-bed methane industry. These proposed section 20 rule 
changes appear to C".ater to a few disgruntled. people who think that shutting down the 
coal-bed methane industry will solve all oftheir pTohlems. What they fail to see due to 
their very narrow viewpoint is that they will be creating far more ptohlP.ftl~ than they are 
solving. I slmugly urge you to vote no to the proposed section 20 rule changes. 

Sincerely, 
(' A . f)~ ~-----Q L .....L- -
-, f Lt~_~) (\}~ ~~ 
Mark D. van Houten 

HHHI-I FJ ~ IfW '(1t-J ItH.J \I"ltltlll II ,. " •.• 
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February 14.2007 

Mike and Deth Jaeger 
2614 Arrowhead Drive 
Rapid, City SD 57702 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
Wyuuung Environmental. Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Street 
Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Dear :Mr. Gordon: 

STORlvl CAT ENERGV PAGE 02/02 

FItED 

lem A. Lorenzon, Direc.tDr 
Fnvironment::;.~ (Jijality Ct:Mld; 

We have reviewed the proposed Section 20 rule changes. We are in opposition to the 
Section 20 proposed rule changes for the following reasons: 

• Several members of our family are employed in the CBM industry, and we are 
thankful for the job opportunity which allows us to meet OUf financial obligations. 
The proposed Seotion 20 rule change3 placca 01ll'5 and many other flUlulic:s' 

flnancial stability at risk. Ultimately this will cause great harm to the economy in 
the state of Wyoming. 

• Ranchers work extremely hard to realize a fmancial profit in their businesses and 
the proposed Section 20 rule changes will not allow them to have the liberty to 
utilize resources that belong to them; namely their own water on their own land as 
they see fit. The rule changes will hlnder~ not help current agricultural practices 
in the state. Using their own resources a!'; they see fit ha'l allowed many rancher~ 
to stay in business and avoid foreclosure, especially since the current drought has 
been of :such long duration. 

We appreciate you pru:!sing our opposition and comments on to the appropriate party. 

Sincerely~ 

Mike Jaeger 
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222 S. GILLETTE AVE .• STE. 502 
GILLETTE. WY 82716 

OFFICE: 307-686-2082 
FAX: 307-686-0565 

February 14,2007 

T COLEMAN Oil & GAS, INC. 

Mr. Mark Gordon Ter:' A 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W 25th St. 

1:ft • rt • Lorenzo D' 
t...IlVlronmentaJ Q nil. Irector 

ua Ity COl.Jnc/i 
Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne,~ 82002 

Dear Mr_ Gordon: 

Re: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking 
Powder River Basin Resource COl.Ulcil 
et al- Revised Version - WQD Chapter 2 

This is my second letter to you regarding the PRBRC's proposed rule change. I am 
against amending the Wyoming Water Quality Rules. 

The proposed rule has dire consequences for the coal bed methane industry in the Power 
River Basin. In many instances the consequences will be equally dire on local ranches. 

Coleman Oil and Gas has operated jn the Powder River Basin for the past eight years, 
although I have hecm a Camp},ell Co:unty resident for thirty years. Last year we paid 
about two million dollars to Campbell County in personal property and ad valorem tax; 
this payment is solely from our CBM operation. 

It is my opinion that the petition is directed exclusively at the development in northeast 
Wyoming for the sole purpose of stopping development. Coal bed methane is a very 
valuable resource for the nation and I think we have shown from the past eight year 
history that we can develop it responsibly. 

If you would like to discuss this matter with me personally, please feel free to contact me 
at 307-686-2082. 

Sincerely, 

Robert G. Vergnam 
Operations Manager 
Coleman Oil and Gas, Inc. 

I 
I 
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• 
ArtIfIcial Lift Systems 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
1;7?W 25~St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 
Fax 307.777.6134 

WEATHERFORD 

Subject: Chapter 1, Section 20 and As Use Protection policy 

Mr. Mark Gordon 

PAGE 01/01 

2-14-07 

I am wtifing this letter to express my opposition to proposed changes regarding Chapter 
1, SeGtiun 20 Hnd the Ay Use Protection Policy. I am the Business Development Manger-Coal 
Bed Methane Solutions for a large service. We have grown our company in Gillette from a 
struggling six employee operation to a thriving thirty-two employee business due in large part to 
the CBM Industry. 

I am extremely conMrned that the proposed changes would not allow our CBM 
producing customers the ability to produce their wells. If Our customM ate not producing their 
wells then there is no needier ourscrvic:c company. Our employees, their spouses and their 
children's fively hood are at stake. 

I am also concerned the increased regulatory issues resulting in increased operating 
costs are going to push the CBM Operators to move their operations to other parts of the RoCky 
Mountains were is easier to produce CBM wells. 

Thank you and please reconsider 

smh~ 
Ray Hawk 
Business Development Manager 
Coal Bed Methane Solutions 

3307 East 1!"J Str8et 
GlIIe1t&, WY 82716 
USA 

Tel. 30/-tl82~ 
Fax 307-682-1513 

ray.na~.com 

Ray Hawk 
BusinMt Deve/opmont Manager.cBM Solutions 
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fcbnw.ry 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainrmll 
Wyoming bnvironmental Quality Council 
Herschlet Bldg .• Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 

Dear Mr. Gordor'l* 

FAX NO. 307 An IiIiIiA 

F I L H II 
FEB f .~ 2007 

_ Tern It Lorenzan, Director 
t:nwonmentaJ Quafwf Council 

I am writing in concern to the proposed section 20 ruJe. I am a Wynming native and am 
m::;u (;;mpfoyed by the COM industry. l have seen the tremendous benefits of the CBM 
industry in all aspects ofJifc in Wyoming: significant increases in educational funding, 
increased production by farmers and ranchers due to tht:: availahility of'm1ter for 
livestock and crops, and increased stab1lity for small business owners. 

This industry has enabled many youn~ people to buy their own home, pay otf schoo! 
loans and other tiehtR, provide a more fuuIDcially stable environment for their families

j 

and stay in Wyoming. It is crucial to weigh all of these fa.ctors when considering this 
proposal, and more importantly, the fate of each factor, should CRM operations be forced 
I.u shut down. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely. 

~. 7i:J 
WhitncyE. Bor 5~ 

P. O? 
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February 1"4. 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Counclf 
122 W. 2511'1 S1. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax(307)777~134 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director" 
Environmental QuaHty CouncH 

RE: Pl.IRf .. Ie COMMENT TO: Citizen Petition for Ru!emaking--Puwljer River !3asln Resource Council 
et. A1-Revision VArnion-WOO Chapter 2-" Ag. Usc Po/icy" 

Dear Mr. Gnrrlon. 

I am llllfiting to stress my opposition to the Powder River ~oo Council Citizefl petition fO! 
rulemaking. I strongly and POSitiVely oppasa the sedinn ?O ruts change and feel that it po3e$ a tong 
term threat on landowners. farmers, famRies. and the CBM industry TM language in th$ petition 10 
conruslng in content as it leads me to beliave aU 0( nearly an CBM discharges to thP. !'ll.lrface would be 
fcl!"bIaaen baseCl on the standards proposed in the patition. This includes ranchers (property ownp.rs) 
wi IU J;;houki be aflowed to uS& their own permitted reservoirs. 

If this proposed :;;ectio/1 20 rule Change rS accepted several family members and friends will be out of 
work~ I am asking. at the l~l$t. to give the tamilles, communities, ranchers, teachers, and industry, 
$ciantificroct pasod information and 9i'v~ Uie regutatory agencies a Chance to do their job. 

Sincerely. 

~~,7?tCG~ 
Brooke E. MI.:Coy 0 
P,O. Box 7200 
Sheridan \NY 82001 

'-." .. " . 
t',,: 

•• , ,', >' 

" .'" .. : .~ . ~~:.. . . ~ . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ . 
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JIM'S WATERSERVI~INC 
COALBED METHANE DIVISION 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon" Chairman 

307-682-1834 

1409 F--cheta Road, Suite B 
Gillette, Wyoming 827] 6 
Office: 307-682-1813 
Fax: 307-682-1834 
Email: jblJwscbm@vcn.com 

F I LED 

p. 1 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Street 
HerschlerBuilding, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmenta! Quality Councii 

Fax: 307-777-6134 

Re: Proposed Rule I Policy Chapter 1 Section 20 (Appendix H) 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

FACSIMH.E CORRESPONDENCE 
HARD COpy ro FOLLOW I"L4 UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Jims Water Service, Inc is a Wyoming Corporation that has done business in this state as 
operator, owner/operator in theCBM I Oil and Gas Industry as well as construction, and water 
hauling among numerous other entities for over 30 years. Currently we have pulling units, 
roustabout crews, pipeline crews, drilling rigs, OTR and Local trucking, Water Enhancement 
(FRAC) tanks and rentals, rental properties (commercial, industrial and residential) averaging 50 
- 75 plus employees utilizing 100-150 local and state vendors over the 2006 year with a work 
area covering all of the Powder River Basin and greater. It is our opinion and history that we as a 
corporation have made a major impact throughout our: journey in the IndustIy through the good 
years and the bad, Boom or Bust, you might say. JWS has weathered monumental changes in 
rules and regulations over the years, and we are still in operation. This doesn't hold true for a 
monumental amount of other smail companies. We have seen them come in fast and go out just 
as quickly for various reasons. After 30 plus years, we as a corporation, our employees, 
contractors, sub-contractors nor our vendors want to see this happen to us. 

After extensive review and meditation, Jims Water Service. Inc adamantly opposes the 
Department of Environmental Quality's proposed rule changes for Chapter 1 Section 20, 
more specificaDy your Agricultural Use Protection further known as Appendix H. Any 
rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed methane production water to be 
discharged due to such stringent criteria, eliminates the beneficial use of such production water 
and therefore results in eliminating the economic feasibility and possibility of methane 
production! Production water is a constant and reliable source of water needed by ranchers, 
landowners, livestock, wildlife, aquatic life as well as the use for agriculture and this is in 
addition to waters in reservoirs, streams, Jakes and rivers. 



: ...... : ....... : .. : .. : ... : ........ :.:., .. : ..... . 

Feb 14 07 04:0110 JWS-CBM 307-682-1834 p.2 

Water management plans and plans of development have been implemented and continue to be 
required, regulated and monitored for specific reasons and results. These results of which JWS 
and other operators have achieved and exceeded. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed rule changes. Please note our 
opposition. 

Julia Brown, CBM Division 
lints Water Service, Inc 

JWS/jb 
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FILED 
Weatherford 

To whom it may concern, 

Terri A. Lor.'OO.l~F;l" D;ll~W 
EnviromooruItal :OJta'lli:tt Q;t~iit;\i 

My name is Joseph Feeley. I work for Weatherford CPS and have 
seven years with this company. My role is the CBM shop manager here in Gillette 
and have seen this business grow over my three years in this city. 

Bringing my family here from Colorado has worked out well for my family 
of five. Excellent schools and abundant job opportunities make Gillette a wonderful 
place to live. 

Of course all of this will be ruined if I lose my job due to a ridiculous 
ruling pertaining to the quality of CBM discharge water. I agree that this water needs 
to be monitored and it needs to be clean, but according to the information that I 
have read., the Gillette city drinking water does not meet these requirements for 
barium content. And I was told that when rainwater falls onto the ground and trallels 
a few feet, this water does not meet the stringent requirements set forth! 

I have to ask that you please consider the negative impact that will 
result from the passingofthis AG use protection policy. The passing of this policy 
will not only affect me directly and everyone here working in the coal bed methane 
industry in the entire powder river basin, but also will negatively affect the ranchers 
and the entire social structure in this large area. If this policy passes, producers will 
go elsewhere or out of business. The city of Gillette may never recover from the 
passing of this unfair proposed water quality and regulation policy. 

Joseph P. Feeley 
3307 East 2nd Street 
Gillette, Wyoming. 82718. 
307 -682-8056. 

Signed, cfon--.g~. 
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Weatherford 
FILED 

FEB '~ q 200/ 

Terri A. LOrerr?D",; 0: j,'.c>cto' r: . - . -t J v ; 

enVlronmentai QuaJity CounGii 

To whom it may concern, 

My name is Mario R. Rivera Jr .. I am a twenty-nine year old male who is 
concern about this situation pertaining to the quality of the CBM discharge water. 
I understand that the water needs to be deaned and monitored which t know it is. 

The reason I'm concern is myfamily which is my wife and son. Were from 
the state of TEXAS which is hard to find a good job like the one I have here in 
Weatherford. That's Why I came up here to Wyoming to make a better life for me 
and the main reason for my wife and son. Here in Gillette I will give my son evrey
thing that I never had which I never got back home in Texas. Gillette is a wonderful 
community and that a plus. So please reconsider on not passing the AG use 
protection policy a lot of jobs are at risk here . 

This is Mario R. Rivera ESP TECH Thank You III 

Mario R. Rivera Jr. 
3307 East 2nd Street 
Gillette, Wyoming. 82718 

307-8050, 
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To whom it may concern, 

I am deeply concerned by the bill at hand. This is not a very well thought out 
plan. The well being of Wyoming, Campbell COllllty, and the people that live here are in 
jeopardy. The methane field is the biggest booming industry in Wyoming at the present 
time. The oil and coal industries have pretty much leveled off but the methane still 
continues to rise. Now what happens to the economy of Wyoming, not to mention the 
economy of the ~iates that receive the gas? There will be no natural gas for heating of 
homes, businesses, and so forth. Thousands of people will be without employment, and 
live stock will he without water. Without live stock ranchers will have to s.ell out and the 
beef market tumbles. 

It is in the greatest interest of everyone that you do not go through with this plan. 
You will most certainly put a very large burden on the shoulders of not only the methane 
workers, but those in the oil and coal industry as well. 

With deepest concerns, 

Garrclt S. Giddens 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzon" Director " 
Environmental Quahty Counclt 
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To Whom It May Concern: 
In regards to the new water tIlallagement by the EQC please do not let a couple of 

disgruntled landowners ruin the industry for the rest of us. We all live and work in this 
connnunity and it is a big part of our lives. It does not affect just the CBM or the 
landowners; it will affect the whole entire community. Not only does if affect the job 
market; it affects the revenue of the county and state, the realtors, the other landowners, 
the schools, and businesses that are supported by this industry. 

As a landowner with the lack of moisture in this area over that last couple of years I 
think the value of the water being put into reservoirs, treated or reinjected by the 
companies shows that they are willing to try and help with this problem. As an employee 
of a CBM company I have seen and heard them try and work with the landowners to 
develop a solution for all concerned in regards to right of ways, roads, livestock watering, 
etc. 

This is not a fly by night operation that will last for a year but bas been developing and 
studied for several years now. Let the landowners and the companies work this out as 
they each know what they need and do care about the future of this community. 

Thank you, 
Harold Jacquot 
Gillette, Wyoming 

PILED 
FEB \ 4 :mn 

Terri A. Lorenzon:. Dlre(,'1ot~i 
Environmental Quant'I COUr'l\>, 
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FILED 

Weatherford 
To: Mark Gordon, Chairman 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
123 W. 25m St, Herschler Building Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Bill Dirienzo, Water Quality Division, WDEQ 

From Jim Gossens, 
District Manager, Weatherford CPS 
Gillette Wyoming 

Subject: AG Use ProtectionPolicy 

Mark, Bill, 

18m A. Lorenzon, Director" 
. . . , Q' .""~., r"un""'; Ernnronmema! "- -valliy '-"-' "L'" 

February 14, 2007 

I am the District Manager with Weathcrford CPS in Gillette Wyoming, I am writing this 
letter as a response to the possible passing of the AG Use Protection Policy currently the EQC 
considering making rule changes. 

As I see thepoUcy all water that will be discharged from all CBM well needs to meet, 
the levels set forth by this Council. The limits under this policy are such that the city of Gillette 
Drinking water, irrigation for parks, rain run-off cannot meet this stringent level I am hoping 
that the Council takes in accOlmt how this win affect the Landowners, Producers, Service 
Companies, and the thousands of people working in this industry. 

Probably the biggest effect would be in the Mineral Tax base, a large amount of tax. 
money would be lost if such a policy is approved, companies would have to shut down 
production thus laying off people and effecting the amount of money Wyoming collects on 
Mineral Royalties and Sales Tax, I believe would also pay the councils salaries since they are I 
believe are under ilie budget of the Governor's office. 

I have been involved in the CBM Industry for nine years as a field service level, a sales 
level and now a manager for Weatherford CPS and watched how the water is used and how not 
having the water can the landowners in drought years. Being an active person in hunting and 
fishing, I am very aware ofwildIife and I have seen no negative effects of water to the wildlife 
resources but exactly the opposite. 

1 currently have 32 employees at my location, which are at some level connected to the 
CBM Industry in Gillette. Along with those 32 people employed here, they have families, which 
number around 100 individuals directly involved in this industly. 

I do not believe the DEQ and the EQC have evaluated the social and economic impacts 
this would have on the CBM Industry and the Powder River Basin. 

I cannot speak for my employees but I know them wen enough to say we all do not agree 
with the AG Use Protection Policy. 
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Thank you the opportunity to comment on this policy. 

James. E. Gossens 
District Manager, Weatherford CPS 
GiHette, Wy 82718 

PAGE 13'3/12 
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Baker Energy 
A Unit of Michael Baker Corporation 
POB 827 
Sheridan. WY 82801 
307.675.6400 Phone 
307.67[).6430 Fax 

To; Mr. Mark Gordon 

FILED 
FEB 1 ~ 2D07 

Terri A. Lorenzon. Director 
Environmental Qua~t'l Courd; Fa 
' •• ' J X 

Company: Wyoming Environmental 

Quality Council 
.....................•........ -----------~-----------

Fax: 

From: 

Pages to 

Pol/ow: 

307-777-6134 

Ace Armann 

Baker Energy 

Phone; 

D8te~ 

Re; 

1/23/2007 

Appelidix II of Section 20 

Wyoming water quality wles & 

regul€ltionG 

o Urgent xO For Review 0 Please Comment o Plca$c Reply 0 PIQtJSQ RQcyclQ 

Mr. Gordon 

I would like to voice my concerns about the petition By the PRBRC to make 
changes to Appendix H of section 20 Wyoming water quality rules :2lnd regulations. 

I am ot;!P..gJ!.~.q .. (9Jh..r; p{..9P"Q!;Jeri section 2() rule change. 

This rule change will also cost me my job and thousands of other people their jobs. My 
f::Jmily rAliA~ on mA to provide for them food, shelter clothing not to mention their 
education. 
It will also cost the State of Wyoming millions if not billions of dollars in t(3X revenues. I 
believe that state employees are paid their salaries from tax revenues so ultim8tply it 
will Ann up 8ffp.~ting the jobs of STATE EMPLOYEES as well? Where does It stop? 

I have been involved in the CBNG industry for 7 years. I have seon numerous 
beneficial uses for produced CBNG water. When produced responsibly everyonA (;r:ln 

hAnAfit fmm this produced water being discharged! 

@001/002 
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I he State of Wyoming should use science to make decisions of this magnitude and 
not Ut:l rTloliv~lt:ld I;y lhl:;'l I:'lHlolion::; or ::;pecii;ll interest groups like tile PRBRC! 

I personally have developed wells on lands owned by PRBRC board members. 
find it ironic that they continually blast the same industry that pays them royalties from 
<::lgn~emenls that they have signed. All to often they exaggerate the facts in the pre::;s. 
Just a few weel~s ago we hod 0 request from 0 PRBRC board member to give thorn 
water for their cattle. Now that's IRONIC when they are trying to stop all discharges. 

Lels slick to the facts not fiction. 

Thanks for your time. 

H.E. "Ace" Armann 
Field Operations Superintendent 
Baker Energy 
Cell 307-752-6368 
Office 307 ~6 75-64 '13 
aarmann@mbakercorp.com 

~OO2i002 
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February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Street 
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, VVY 82002 

YATES PETROLEUM CORP 

Bob and Roni Irwill 
4 Fawn Court 

Gillette,vry 8Z718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwin@vcn.com 

Re: Oppose Action before EQC for PolicylRulemaking on revising th.e 
WQD·s Chapter 1, Sectiun 20, Appendix H. aka: "Ag Use Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

PAGE 01 

I wrote to you a little over 2~wks ago, opposing the PRBRC's Petition ofWQD Chapter 2 revision. r 
hope the EQC board uses their head & heart:> wh~u rualdHg that .issue's rcco:rmnenclation later this week. 

In that letter, 1 introduced myself and I will not reiterate~ but have it suffice that r again write from dual 
perspectives: (1) as a family man, 8 yP-Rr dti7.en nf Gillette, fearful of economic downturn and impact 
the both referenced adoptions could make into reality and (2) as a professional. tax-paring citizen, 
whose future of gainful employment in Wyoming ilS highly dependent on the continued viability of the 
CBM industry here in the Powder River Basin. 

I m:p compeUedto write again to vehemently protest and hflvp. my vC)ice heard, too. T know the changes 
to the WQD eh. 1, Sec. 20~ Appendix H (and/or Ch. 2), as proposed, will no doubt, gravely impact me 
and my fumily's optimism of the PRB CBM imlustry n~ma.illl11g stroug, and our well bdng and 
retirement planning via another +20 yeats of foreseeable employmen.t with the CBM industry. 

This methane/CBM Play's BOOM, which is within )'Our powp.r tn KTU., was founded on economics. 
In the early 1990s, Martins & Peck, discovered the technique estabJ:ishing-cheap~ economic recovery of 
methane gas contained within the coal aquifers. OperaLuns hav\;; to pwduce water, to lower pressure, to 
facilitate gas extraction from the coal. It desorbs out from within the coal. there is no gas cap or trap. 
Once out of the coal it migrates in the coal toward lowest pressure source, the well bore. Surface 
discharge of the good water was not:~Fprobletn then ann sh.onldn't he now - there are established 
techniques and BMPs in~plaee or available, but not currently permit-able that can manage problems. 

Cheap economics. propelled the BOOM - as the CBM wells are nothing more than converted, simple 
water wells dually capturing gas. Today~ similar wells have quadrupled in cost. Ancillary services for 
most permitting, materials, and labor have incl'ease.d up to 10~fokl. The economics ofthe CBM Play are 
already heavily taxed. 

Deletion of Operator's surface discharge option, mandating expensive treatments and or injection, 
effectively will BUST the CBM Play; if your decision is to make this trial-Policy, a Rule. 

1 
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Bob and Roni Irwin 
4 Fawn Court 

Gillette, WY 82718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwinCa}vcn.com 

PAGE 132 

Passing th.ts Polky into Rule RTCScnts an ''unwritten'' mandate implyiHg contiHued dewdnpment • 
opportunity using extremely costly operational injection. or treatment systems, as the only Detlnlt-able 
discharge alternatives. Passing, as is, directly afiects my family life and the community of Gillette, 
should industry's economic vl;lh1Hfy (Le., surface discharge) be removed. 

Yes, there were/are water problems and some necessary rules have been adopted (these on EQC's table 
are not needed!), and there were/are Rogue Operators that don't play by the Rules, but they ar~ fl;;w and 
eventually get caught, T'boP. Oil & Ga<:! Industry has been around for over 100-yrs and for the 1 75~yrs, 
policed themselves. In the past 25-yrs, the Industry h.as become one of the most, ifnot THE MOST 
regulated in history, We don'l Il~ MORE rules, especially ones thnt are unattainable in compliance 
and politically motivated - in this case, to STOP CBM development, as we know it. 

The way I see it, we don" h(11)p. tz wt:ite.r quality or quantity issue. We have a water management iSSlle, 
nothing more than what industry policed years ago - except then it was oil management, not water. 

Quality standards are already conservative. and waters above that standard are already being treated. 
Economics in those treatment areas are already difficult to maintain profit. °10 impose a 10 times more 
stringent standard will not work. It c10eR no good - may be met at End-ai-pipe. but to run it down the 
draw any distance to an° ICP, because of the soluble soils, concentrations revert back to pre-treatment 
levels. There is a natural balance tbt:$e soils and waters attain. 

In my opinion, a ridicwousaspectof the proposed Rlliechange is that the new standards under 
consideration are derived frOM J:I C;aHfomia~hased soils study. Why not use local soils for any 
guideline change? - as per the WW AB's suggestion for EQC to consider that any revisement of WY 
water quality standards be based the BrIdger, MT Study; not Californian soil/water. 

Quantity isn't the real issue, either. Albeit, there have been manageable problems. Many potential 
beneficial uses of'the water are not considered because existing ree;ulation makes it libelous for 
ptosecution~ because there is no good way to transjer control to a landcywner for their use and/or it is 
cost prohibitive, often both. rt ):ou WtU~t to pelionn good Ru1c~making, figure THAT ability outl 

Landowners have always asked for water to isolated, float-activated tire tanks - industry can no longer 
provide these because of the liability should it ever drop one drop on the ground. They've asked for 
water to establish tree farms and wildlife shelters; can;t do. for same reason. They've asked. "Why 
do all the Operators on my place have to huve separate 7'eservoirs?" and often simultaneously point out, 
CT Operator A built this near empty reservoir, you can put your water there." No can do; not 'With current 
Rules that have forced Operators, because of the harsh liabilities, to form sepata" WMP strategies. 

In the 8 years I've been living in Gillette and working the PRB CBM Play, I've seen every applicable 
agency alter and modify "Ru1~"uuder their guidance; and each time it puts one more layer ofindustry 
expense or accountabilty in the name of some protection, deemed necessary generally as a result of 
Rogue independenfs action or to satisfy a begrudged landowner. 

2 
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6PRB FIt E D 
ENERGY, JNC. 

FeblU81'Y 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality CotUlcil 
122 W. 25 th Street 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wy 82002 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Ouaiity Council 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulellla.king - PRBRC et al- WQD Chapter 1. Section 20 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

PRB Energy, I11C. ("PRB") is a relatively new CBM operator i11 the Powder River Basin. For the 
past several months we have been trying to summarize the impact ofpl'Oposed policy and rule 
changes as submitted to the WEQC by the PRERe. 111 previous correspondence to the WPQC, 
I had mentioned the potential for oUI' cOlUpany to drill approximately 250~300 CBM well:;; to rl 
deeper coal ill the eastern edge of the basm. In flying to evaluate the il11p~ct. to our c:omprlily of 
the petition. it is most probable that allY "new" pol icy 01' 1'llle ch~llee.<; will hAv(~ R SI'IVl'lrB 

economical impact to us. 

PRB ill a relatively small oper:<!t.or with only nOO r.HM wl'llls in tht:' basin ~U1d the,refore we ope-orate 
on a vel)' l'lmaJl c:<!pit:<!1 hllclgct in Clompl'l1'i!;on to Som~ ofthe larger ope,rators in the al'ea. It 
al~pe~r:;;, in ~1I1l1mari7.ille tIll': pp-tition, IIny ChAllgr:S hi applying for or the. renewal of a CBM 
cli~dull'Be permits will hlwf: A fU1R~ial inlpar.:t to ~t1r company. rfthe WBQC acts favo1'able for 
tl1B prflsel?.t petition,. it is ftppared the cost to handle. the dischs1'se of CBM Wah~l" in our operations 
will ri~e substaiitially. These are costs a small company like ou1'S cannot absorb ill our budget and 
would therefore have a significant impact to Ol.lr proposed drilling program and 0111' future in the 
State of Wyoming, 

As stated in previous cOl'1'espondence, PRE has a great workins l'¢latioDship with the landow11el"{; 
we p1'esently operate 011. All of OU1' landowners have indicated to PRB that they want to oontinue 
to utilize CBM water discharged on their land and several have even Qsked for odditioll01 wote!', If 
PRB is successful in developing the deepcr coals on our lenses) we will be able to supply !l watcl" 
source to our 18ndown~j'e fo1' the future. If the petition i3 3uccC33ful in getting rulc and policy 
changes, it appeal'S PRE will not bc ablo to supply a wote!.· :;ource to our landowners fOf their 
beneficial Ull0, Moro 8ignificantly~ PM will most likely not be able to economically develop the 
deepsr oonl:J ifthe indul)tl'Y i3 not permitted to discharge CEM water at the s1.lrflll;("., 

Thank you aguin fo1' your valuable timc and pleasc feel free to 1;1\11111(:; anytime if you lllay have 
any questions. 

812 E. 4th Street • Gillefte, Wyoming 82716 
P.O, BOl( 2668· Gillefte, WyOl)1ill)t 8'2717 
Phone;. 307-686-3797' Pax: 307-686-3743 
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February 14, 2007 

1-fr. Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
Environmental Quality Council 
Hersc.bler Building - KIn 1 '/ 14 
122 W. 25th Street 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FILED 
. A, Lorenzon" Di~ctor " 

Te~n t ' QuallN uounc!I 
Envlfonmen al ' 

Re: WQD Proposed Agriculture Use Protection PoJicy, Docket No. 06-3819 

Dear Chairman Gordon, 

Western Fuels-Wyoming, Inc. is the owner nnd operatol' of the Dry Fork Mine in 
Gillette, Wyoming. We are commenting today on the proposal before the 
Environmental Quahty Council to approve the Agricultural Use Protection Policy 
as a Policy or Rille, It is our understanding that the EQC has four options before 
them today: approve this as a policy, approve it as a rule, approve it as a policy or 
rule with modifications, or disapprove of it altogether. 

The Dry Fork Mine WDHQ/LQJJ permit contains a unique set of agreements 
which are intended to benefit a local stream (Moyer Creek), While the proposed 
policy/rule appears to intend that our operation's historical discharges ate exempt 
from the agrioultural usc policy) we arc concerned that during implementation of 
the policy or rule, an assertive regulator could misconstrue the language to force 
its implementation on some or all at our future discharges. If the proposed 
language were inadvertently applied to our agreement to contiituous~v 
supplement flows inthis Creek, we might 110t be able to comply at all times with 
thy disGharge standards contained in this propo!3cd policy/rule without 
installing/operating a very costly water treatment system, Further, even with such 
a treatment system, upset conditions are not eXerrJpt under the current proposed 
policy/rule, One of the only sure things in life is that equipment will fail and will 
need to be occasionally taken offline to be maintained, During that period, our 
GontinuOU$ dischal'ge water may not meet theBe standards, 

We also would like the Council to be aware that these treatment systems are not 
a.q ~imple as relocating a Texas-designed oilfield water treatment system to 
Wyoming and plugging it in. They require large heated and pressurized 
buildings, sigLlificant dcctl'ical infrastructur~ to ope1'ate the motors, compressotS, 
and heaters, compressed air water blowout systems, MSHA approved motors and 
electrical disconnects, and MSHA specified and trained operators, '11'1e 
!mpplemental heating and safety related equipment typically far outweighs the 
treatment system itself in cost. Just having a system of this ma.gn.itude available 
[t;:quil'08 U$ to spend thousands each month to keep the power available "on
demand" and the evet"-changil):g labor force operators trajned_ There must also be 
roads and systems to dispose ofwaste sludge: 
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We are concerned that, if applied to us, the policy/rule may cause us to abandon our 
voluntary agreements to supplement flows to this Creek. Doing so would have a ne8ativE.~ 
impact on local wildlife and downstream users, and could impact the viability of our LQD 
permit to mine. If we must limlt· or curtail our legal and high quality djsc.harges into Ihis 
creek, 1t may impact our operation to the point of reducing our ability to recover all our 
leased and legally mineable coal. Ultimately, this may result in a takings issue. Worse, if 
coal H~covery were impacted, eaeh ton. of coal1ost would reduee revenues to the federal, state 
and local economy by approximately $1.86). Losses to our mine employees would be on the 
order of an additional $l/ton. Treating prior to supplementing flows .into the Spring could 
severely impact our ability to compete with other mines in the PRB. Because of these 
reasons, we specifically req11est that our supplemental flows into· Moyer Creek be exempted 
from this rule. 

If our activities at this Creek cannot be specifically exempted, we believe this policy/rule 
nE'lt".ch: to a.t leaRt he modified. The policy/rule should be modified to make al10wances for 
upset conditions, in order to exempt all operators who might be inadvertently discharging 
while their treatment systoms wcn~ u:nknowingly out of 3crvicc. 

We request that this proposed policy/rule not be implemented. as currently written for the 
following rea."ons: 

• This policy/rule appears tu bt: Vl:lly GI)::;L1y to implement. A GOISt/benefit analysis 
should accompany a proposal of this magnitude_ 

• This policy/rule is more stringent than Federal :rules; therefore, it could impact the 
ability of Wyoming COIlJto compete_ 

• This policy/nde impacts different areas of the State more than others and again could 
impact the ability of certain mines to compete against other mines within Lhl;: Stale:. 

• As this program appears to benefit only a few agric11ltural producers, perhaps it would 
be less costly for the State qr a group of operators to pay the cost for treatment 
systems at a few sites downstream of a group of wellfield; or at a few sites upstream 
of a few ranches, rather than at each individual discharge point. We question whether 
this is the right solution to what appears to be a very a limited problem. 

While leaving it as a policy will be preferable than implementing it as a rule, it is nonetheless 
a high im.pact program whose benefits seem to be ovcnvhelmingly outweighed by the costs. 
For that reason, it should not be approved as currently proposed. 

Beth Goodnough 
Director of Regulatory Affairs 

t "A Concise Guide to Wyoming Coal 2006", Wyoming Coallnformation Comtttittee, Wyoming Mining 
Association_ 
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Mr. Mark G(,l'<li>n 

Carda Schmidt 
(j lOS. Jefl'erson $1. 

Sh<:.:nlidall, WY 8Z80 1 
307f6TJ-5793 

;~!:i~:b}:nif·1J@'yQ!1,:,:gIn 

Wyotning Environmentnl QU<JUty Council 
122 West 25th Street 
Hcrschlcr BuHding, ROQr11 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: Proposed changes to Appendix H -- Section 20, VV'yo. Water 

Dca!' Mr. Gordon: 

Vlitn regard to tho changes as t)fOpo::lcd hy the Powder' River Resource CounciJ to Sec:tkm 
:;;0 ill5 $tatcd ubove:, i wish to f.;t'lte my fervent ohjecti()f1s, 

1 Hl'n employed hy Baker Energy ;m<! know how much the {~BM has contni)utcd 
10 our State's current flnandal \vcHbdng. lVIo8t states 1n our nation love w be in 
OW'l)\)sitioh. i truly helieve that most people in \Vyoming strongly $uppmt the 
indui:ltry, hnw1i.Jver:it jg idways the negative minority who speak the loudest in my 
humhle opinkm, the PJ{PHC "lokt H1-l way" year~ ago dnd ohJ~cts to just about any 
industry in our StRte. They do not speilk t(H' the majurity OrtIs. 

\Vc tt'U>lt Y()\.t witl continue to maintain our State'" hest intt.;'(csts ot lwmi wh(;:n you make 
your dcclslonf;. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

r feel that if this bill is passed, it very well could cause a more negative effect than 
good. Ifpassed: I. the majority of my friends and families, and thousands of other people 
would be left without jobs and a way to support themselves and their families. 

I am currently employed by Weatherford CPS in the 185 product line, I am part of 
a crew who constructs methane gas separators, plainly put- methane gas is our life, if they 
shut down methane, they shut down our shop. I with many other people will lose a job, 
Please do yout best to keep myself and my friends in our positions with today's 
workforce. 

Thank you, 
William PorLer 

FILED 
'1": • A" ~ orenzon, Director " 
16m . L.. ("\ \" r COl 'nCli 

;::nvj-onmerna! '..>lua.lty / ". 
",. .... % 
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F I L E 11 
Febtuary14,2007 

To All Concemed Parties: 
Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 

Envkonmenta!Quality o,:JlJncll 

My name is Vietor Psttida; I am an ESP SupervisQr of the Weathertord 
Company. Having been with my company for one and a batty-ears) l 
relocated to the GiUette area fi-mn Texas with my wife aud twO daughters 
due to better QPPOrtUnities and i.tupJ;Qved sehooHng. I have chosen to write 
this letter in concern fot the tisjng debates over Methane Site closer, It is 
my ~Ji~fthat a drmrtic mea.$ttte $UCh as this would have lang-term 
ramifications to the economical foundation of Gillette. 

So saying, I am also able to undemtnnd public oonoorn over potential 
problems with the water. Just as closet ofMetb.ane Sites will have 
economical effects, so too difficulties in and with the produ~ water could 
also prove damaging to our cou'ltnunity. Neither of these circUlnst.lm~ 
would be beneficial or satisfactory to the public. 

A1thouW:t Illy sittmtlofl does leave me in a biased position~ I do express and 
feel that mutually advantageous goals can be rea.ched if allc.onc.er.f),ed ~rties 
are willing to work diligently toward possible solutions. We must bear in 
mind that our ultimate priority should be the welfare and security' of the 
entire community of C-dJ.lett8 ] our home. 

very sincerely, 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter may be short and sweet, but I believe that the words that I speak will 
explain themselves. 

PAGE 11/12 

If this bill passes it will greatly effect my life and the ones around me, I work hard 
to pay my bills, this job is what I have, obviously if this bill passes I will have no job. I 
am not the only one that will be affected, many families will be without, and I hope that 
we can find a way to stop this bill from passing. 

Please take into great consideration the effect this bill will have not just on people 
like me but our community as a whole. 

Thank You, 
Zachariah Cook 

FILED 



Mark Gordon, 

I am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule changes beca~se it 
puts my career in jeopardy and I have a family ano bllls ~o pay, i~ 

will hurt the economy of Wyoming and could Bankrupt, Ranches, 
:F.,uullli;!:S, uu.:slut:::s:s':s. I KIlUW £UL d [<1<.;1.. 1..11<:!L. ).1.. iA<:l.::i ll",ly o,-<l llle 
Ranchers and farmers due to the Wa'l:er that CBM provides for them and 
lUl.,;ULll<:::. I Wd<:S d. Wd.Lt:::L wt:::ll uL.Lllt:::L l..11 Sla-uld<lll, WyululilS} [0:(" 10 yei::lr:s 

before working in the CBM industry, and now visiting with my previous 
l.,;u::sLumt:L<:S LlLd.L bau Ldlll.,;llt:::<:S wlLlluuL CBM i;U1U L\()W h",::; CEM developmern:. on 

there ranches really like the water we provide them, They have 
BI:;!.:I.ILh).l;;!L. <.:-vw:::;, (.;,l,vl!::;, I;!\,: I.,. , 11.. 11",::; Jl!;:;!V"'L" veell vetter for t:hem. 

John Steil.."" 
ProducLion Supervisor 
Gtorm Cat Energy Corporation 
307-752-6198 (Cell) 
307 675 6482 (Office) 

FILED 

Terti A.. Lorenzon, Director. 
EnvironmenTal GualJty Gou:!'!!): 
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February 1.4, 2007 
FILED 

Dear Mark Goodman: 
Wyoming Environmental Quality COUncil 
122 west 26th Street. Hersctlier Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

I Qm opposed to the proposed sP.r.tinn 20 rule changes beCause it puts my career in jeopardy aod I 
have a family to feed. thL~ will cause great harm to the economy of the State of Wyoming. 

I ~m also opposed to the profJOSed section 20 rule changes because it will harm many agrk.:ullwal 

operations rather than help them. 

~ ~-.-------
SiflC{;lff;l/y, 

Chuck Turner 
NBU Supply Chain Manager 
2266N. Main 
Sheridan. Wyomin~ 82801 
Office: 107~673-8800 ext. 207 
Fax:307-613-SS00 
CoIl: 307-751·0134 



FER-14-?007 WED O?:5? PH J M HHRER FAX NO. 307 873 RRRR 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
WYoming enVIrOnmental Quality COUncil 
122 west 25th Street, Hersdtler Buildln9t Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 

F I LED 
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P. 01 

__ Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
tnt'lronmental Quality Councii 

RE: Appendix H of sec:tl6n 20,. Chapter 1 Wyoming WabM' Quality RUI~ and 
Ragulation$ - will not allow any discharge of produced water. Period. None of the 
CBM water in the Powder River Basin 01" even groundwater elsewhere In WY ~ 
includinG that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering ~ will meet 
propo$E!d water quality standards. this means that ranchers, CBM producers, or any 
other party' who discharges groundWater to the surface in Wyoming wiU no longer be 
able to mritinue doing so. 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

Stop this action and send a message to the Powder River Basin Resource Council that Wyoming 
is interested in developing a sound Coal Bed Methane industry based on science and engineering 
and not on fear or personal feelings. CBM is both, good for the State of Wyoming and the people 
who Hve and work here. Jobsr taxes, and opportunities are abundant in a thriVing economy I 
whic:h Wyoming now enjoys, in part thanks to CBM, Schools, roads, /lOusing and jobS are being 
built and created by the ability to use and produce materials provIded or contained In the ground 
here in Wyoming. 

The Powder RiVer Basin ResoUI'Ce councl! IS trying to stop CBM development and ill tum ruin the 
abifity of the Wyoming tarmandranctt communitY from ralsfng and caring for Lhtltr crops or 
livestock operattons, whiCh in turn, provIdes a livIng and a way of lift! fOr their families. 

Look at senate File 055, whICh was voted down un J(jf/uaty 19( 2007. Thtl members of that 
committee stated that the CBM T(;lsk FuR:~ Wd,s addressing the issue and their recommendation:;; 
would be used. 

The wi;1U:!r I.lHJduced from CBM benefits· both the agricultural industry and the Wyoming wild/ife. 
Water is put to good u~ lIS stock and wildlife water and Q"Op Qr range irrigation, The SCience is 
in place, whidlllllOWs the land application of this water to not only raise a crop but to increaS$ 
the protein content and the amount of oorvcstabfe product. The soils are treated and enhanced 
and life goes oF'!. The wffdlifc utifizes the water and feed and thus thrives. Streams are OQt 

degraded, us the PRSRC wants us to believe. TIlers are no significant changes in strpllm wt'lter, 
which would harm or threaten WyOming's wildlife or the agricultural industry. 

Thanks for your coMideration. on this mat:t:er. 

dt!~ 
larry W. B~ PE 
Worklng, Uvi091 praying and paying taxes in Sheridan, Wyoming 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental ~ <.:ouncil 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., R001l'l1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307~ 777-6134 

NO, () 171 P 

F I LED 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quallt1 Council 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RuleIPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1. Seotion 20. 

Oe-Jlr Mr. Gordon, 

I am an HES Professional working fl'li PennacolMarathon Oil Company in Gillette, WY, 
wotking in the Cool Bed Methane Industry. I have lived in Wyoming for the past 26 
years, 25 uf the.m with IIlining companies. I have seen the PRe oppose the mining 
industry when I worked for ilit:::m aud wllcn they couldn't succeed there; I see they are 
now picking on the CBM Industry. We (the CBM industry) are being 'Very proactive in 
the methods we are trying to come up Wlth to control the water issues at hand. By 
allowing the PRe to pass this petition, this would be very detrimental to the economy of 
WY, not to mention the economic devastation it would have to Gillette, Butrruo. :Sheridan 
and. other S"w'"'!Cnndhq; ~ru;. 
The governor has CIlcouraged thEl Powder River Safety COllIl.Cil to come 'Up with training, 
propose new regulatiuns, etc. from. Qur newly formed Safety Group because there are no 
current OSHA regulations that apply specifically to the CDM industry. If the· govemor is 
asking for our help; how can your department allow this small group from the PRe to 
counteract the governor's initiatives to help support the Coal Bed Methane Indusliy??? 

X oppose th0 DepartmeJlt of Envirownental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) or Policy 
.-eganting Chapter 1. Section: 20. 

• 1 o}ll>Ose any ru1emllkin,g that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed produced water 
to be discharged and thus 'beneficially used. 

• Water has to hem the stream and const~T1tJy available to ranchers, livestock and wildlife 
if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

1 would ww like to make the fol1o'Wing points about this role: 
• Appendix H will d.imi.naw a SOllf(;C of water needed by ranchers and will negatively 

affeCt liV'esrockand wil~ uses 
• Chapter I, Section 20 and theAg Use PrlJ~ctio.u :Policy docs not proteet existing uses of 

CBM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to tlow dOWll his dt'ainage. hr:: may be p.rohibited to do so if 

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets 8AR and Ee limitS that CBM produ~u water cannot meet. 
• The section on "Naturally Irrigared LandS" wou.ltl allow a single landuwntl,r or CMm. a 

third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for wilt.l1ift aud 

livestock. 
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• NatUtal rainwater flowing down the draino.ges du.ring storms does not typically meet the 
defaulL limits spt'lled aut in the Draft Section 20 role/Policy. 

• This pollc:yll'ule has 'the effuct uf 1iw.iUug the jurisdiction of thc State Engineer and 
appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory ~oard suggested to WYDEQ that it coniSidt:r WaleJ 

quality sWldat'ds based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more apprupr.w.1.t: 
for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to 1hat in WYOming. r.-tilit:r 
than the California study currently being used . .l>.HQ shoUld heed the advice of the. 
WWAB. 

• This RnleIPolicy places the Operator in a position whe:re existing water management 
plans and structures such as reservoirs are ntade obsoIete~ resulting in substantial costs to 
rep lace. possibly making fields WlecoIlolllical. 

• Operators recognrre wlltermanagement is a critical path to their development plans. 
Operators will not likely orilllC'.onlrtruct projects until a water management plan can be 
£inned up. This poliey/rulewill likely have a negative effect on future development of 
CBNG teB01.1rOes in the Powder River 'Al't~in. 

• eDNG industry is alreadY Otltrying a sizable regul!lto:r.y hlil'den. Further regulation puts 
further production atjoopn:nly. If:fu.rther production! development is in jeopardy 
econ!JJllil.; impacts 8.l"e likely to follow. 

• Water :management dech;iullS need to be left to rcspOt'lSible landowners and operators. 
Don't take away use ofreservulr:s (which may not be capable of containing the 50 
yeatl'1.4 honr event and all produced waka) as a viable water DllI.ll.Ilgement teel. 

Thank you for the opportunity to COllllllen:t on this rul,,_ Agaiu, please register my opposition to. 
tnaking this a rule or policy. Please fool free to contact m~ at 307·685-562:> of you have any 
questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyomfug and do nol Wl1llt. to lose my ability to make a. 
living in this wonderful stat&! 

~y,~~, 
~burg 

BF-S Professional 
Marathon Oil COlllPany 

D '1 
!. / 
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February 14,2007 

Mr Mail< Gordon, Ch<1itm~'lil 
Wyomlr,g Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VlY 82002 
Fa" - 30.7-777-6134 

RE: DEQ'.sProPQsed Rllle/Policy (Appendix n) regarding Chapter I, Section 

DearMr, Gordon, 

! am a Admin. l\SSistant for Marathon Oil Corporation. A long time resident 
CC\1mty of25 years. My family homesrteaded here. We have a ranch south of Gillette, a 
lot of coal bed methane wells & reservoirs on the ranch. TIte tcservoirs have done as 
well as the outfal.1s. They supply water every year when there's not a good 
spring and when we are in o,..rought it)' the sumUler, livestock and \:yildlife 
towards the reservoirs always being full. 

1 oppooe the Department of Environmenta.l Quali~'~g proposed 
or-Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

lI' T oppose any mlemaking that reduces: M e)lmjflf-lTes th8 ",hiUty c0a1bed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be :in. the stream and constantly available to randlers, and 
wildlife ifit is to be beneficially re-used. 

1 wou1d also like to make the folhywi.'lg points .. bout this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers 

negatively affect livestock and ,,~ld1ife uses 
4lI Chapter 1, Section 20 and the AS Use Pratection Policy does not twr,n","'l' p'n .. ,·rnu 

uses of CBM produced waters, 
• If a rancher wants water to flow dO"w11 his drainage, .he.rnay be prohibi ted to so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily &ets SAR and Be limits that CBM produced water c·a.rmot 
meet. 

1J; The section o.u "'1"latrually liTigated LeuluS" wouh.1 allow it :':lingle iallll\YWm;.r or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from use ofvlater for 
v.11d1ife and livestock. 

.. Natu.......u. rmmvater flowing clown the drain..,.ges during storms llot typically 
meet the default limits spelled 01.11 in 1.1e Draft Se.cTIon 20 mle/PoEcy. 

;lie Ibis poJicy/mle has the effect oflimiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer 
and appropriated water rights. 
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• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to \VYDEQ it consider 
watu quality standards based 011 the Bridger Montana Study, This study Is man:: 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to ttl 

Wyotn.i.ng, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should. 
h~d the advice of the ''\}.lW AR 

(I This RulelPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, 
:in substantial costs to replace. possibly making fields illleconomicaL 

" Opemtors recognize water management is a critical paLl) to their development 
pl(lrtS. Operators ... ill not Iik-ely drilliconSh"l1ct projects until a \vatex J.:m'lnageweH! 
plan. can be fwned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on 
future development ofCBNG resources:in the Powder River Basin. 

"" eRNe} industry is ~1ready carrying a siz."'tble regulatory burden. :Furthef 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy" If fu..rther production/ 
is i'lljeopardy economic impacts are li;1.;:eIy to foll.ow. 

• Viater management decisions need to be left to re..:;pomihle la.ndo'hncTs and 

operators. Don't take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable 
containing the 50 ycar/24 hour event a11pl'l:wuced wakr) as J;I watcr 

management tool, 

Thank you the opportunity to comment ¢n this rule. Again, please my 
opposition to making thlsa rule or policy. IJQye Wyoming and do not want to lose my 
ability' to w..ake £LliS:jng in this wonderful state I 

~lJt~~ 
Holly Hough 

,. 0 
L 
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February 14, 2007 

Wyoming Envi.ronmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Sf. 

P I LED 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenn.e, WY. 82002 

Dcar Mr. Gordon, 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmeniai Quality Council 

My name is Jim Nies; I work for Yates Petroleum as a drilling superintendent 
in charge ofhil"IDg Jig::> ~rul contractors to oversee and perform various services that 
are needed for the completion of these welJs. 

I am concemerl ~bout the Chapter 1, Section 20 rulcmaking changes that ~n.: being 
presented to the EQC. I feel this will affect agriculture waters as it exists) wil1 restrict 
future water lllaJlagemcnt for CBM development and the beneficial wildlife uses. 

I believe it is overkill to design reservoirs to contain the 50 year! 24 hour storm 
event. The fifl;!flc:il'll burden to build a reservoir to contain such an event would suvu 
destroy the bottom line of any CBM Operator. no matter privately held or public.ly traded. 
The amount of sur[<:l\;t: disturbance related to containing the 5U year! 24 hour storm event 
in most cases wou.ld not be allowed by the BLM ou Federal Projects. The private 
landowners would not want a reservoir that is capable of holding 12 acre feet of water to 
only hFlvp. 1 acre feet of water in it. Not to mention the threat of West Nile that wuuld 
lurking in a reservoir with such littlewatedn it. 

Treating produced water with technology that is available today is emIt 
prohibitive, as the minute the treated water is put in contact with the soil it quickly 
hecomp.s laden with salts from the soil and would once again not meet end of pipe te::-;tiIlg. 

In conclusion, please consider all aspects ofthe proposed role changes before 
making the tough decisions that face you and your feHow council memher!L 

Thank you for allowing me to comment on this issue 

Yuurstruly, /1. 1.1-of::.: 1~ 
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ViA FACSIMIl F 

February 14, 2007 PI LED 
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th st. 
Herschler stdg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 
Fax- 307-777-6134 

i!=fB 1 ~ "ml'I"< 
$ ,::.. t ~ LuUf 

T(.l 'tl i 

,~ . ¥,m ft Lorenzon Director 
t:nvlronmental Qualf,'tH ("\ . ,. 

.. 'J IJouncli 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I represent an envIronmental englneerlng firm currently pruviding water management 
support to CBM producers in the Powder River Basin. Our firm, ATC Associates Inc., 
employs approximately 20 fulf-time employees, many based in our Gillette offICe, Which 
are solely dedicated to providing environmental solutions to CBM production in 
Wyoming. On behalf of my employees, I would like the opportunity to submit my opinion 
and to represant our firm's interests in rasped to the proposed rule change, 

I uppose the Department of environmental Quslity'G proposed Ruls (Appendix H) or 
Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. I oppose rulemaking that reduces or eliminates 
the ability for coalbed prodUced water to be dischargBtl Clnd thus beneficially wsed by 
Wyoming ranchers and landowners. Water has to be in the stream and reliably available 
to ranchers, livestock and wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule's applicability in respect to 
caM water reuse. If p2&sed, Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by 
ranchers and will negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses. Additionally, Chapter 1, 
Section 20 and the AS Use Protection Policy do not protect existing U&QS of CBM 
produced waters. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel tree to contact me at 406-860-
4771 conceming my Opinion. 

Sincerely, 

James Sulflvan 
ATe Associates Inc. 
3250 HaCkathorn Lane 
Gillette, WY 82716 
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Mr. Mark Gordon> Chairman 
Wyoming EnvirorlmerrtnJ Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St 
Ht:T::,;chl!;:r Bldg" Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax ~ 307-777-6134 

Dear Mr. Gordnn: 

YATES PETROLEUl CORP 

Buster Ivory 
1413 Carm.c1 Ct 
Gillette, \\7,.7 82716 

February 14,2007 

Thank yZ}U for th£ opportunity to oomment on the Policy/RulcrrHlldng on Cbapter 1, S~ct!on 20 _. Usc 
Protection Policy," I oppose Appendix :Ii which wil! eliminate the '[me of an important watc!' rt:SvlH'C,~ for 
many agril.;ultural Opt1ralions and prevent the use of what is often the best water managemcnt wo! for the 
CEM industry. OVer the past five years I have been in contact with hundr~ds of landowners in the 
Yowder River Basin. 1 have worked closely with more than fifty to develop water management 
that benefit!;'''' them as <J. rancher as wel! as enabled companies to produce gas, Together we have worked 
together to resolve issues and form plans that 'vork~d for both p3rties, ! have made changes in strategies 
at every stage ofpla:nning to comply with landowners conc.em~. ram nnt writing tn spe9.k nn the helmlf 
"fthese landmvners, but to let you knew 1'10\'1/ the pedley has affected my ability to develop plans which 
comply with their rcq'tl~sts; Ifthi$ 1"1.110 is made the problem ",,,ill be much '.vo!'se. 

I !;camut II rillk uf uTi!;; probk:m, real vr perceiveu, lhat I have seen ur heard a.OOtlt that has been solved by 
the policy or wouid be solved ifthe :l1l1~ was made. ] am cer..aln that many new pmblems will be created 
by tl:\e rule. 

Hel'e ;are some oHile most common requests I hear whe11 meeting with ranchers t.o development water 
ma.l'l3.f;en:H:lut strategies and th¢ difficulties this rule will present: 

PIC!1$1:'> usc un of (lur existing rC$cTVQh'$ fot'wntcf' storage. W", win !>ci'ldit ft~f>m stock water 
at these locations in this time of dt'l,lught. This rule '.vUi make this impossible in most cases a;; 
the existing sht;:s j5:c;;1\entlly have large drainages ;ibOYi;1 tht::m and cannQi. c~m(:ain the ye;,ct' 
event 

;II Please use on-channel im.poundments rath""r thanoff-<:hannet The rule would cnccmmgc just 
the opposite. 

ll> flease site some: re.. .. ervoirs lower in the drainage so tln:y win receive natural :nmoff'l.lud be 
~ful t~ me Sifter- the CB~::t industry is gone. Aga3n the rule discourngc3 rcscryoirs in 
any locations except extreme neadwat¢ts because they arc unable to contain. the evt.'11L Reservnir 
C\).tl.Srruction is an expensive undermkingand Iaxl.downers wouId Eke to build some in locations 
that improve the long: term value of the ranch and its grazing. 

Overall, my most common reply to what T believe are reasonable requests for water managem.ii:nt by 
landowners is, "Cur!fmt regulations will or may not allow us to do that.>' 
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Some additional areas of concern at~: 

• This will affect current discharges alr~ady in use as well as future discharges, 
.. Existing reservoirs may have to be abandoned, Construction of new faciiities wHi cause 

unnecessary disturbance. 
.. Limits are currently based on California studies and not the available and mCH"e appropriate 

Bridger study, 
'" Containment lOf the 50 year ,,~'Vent requires eit'icr pits or large~ partially filled 

:;t;t:nano is appealing to the majority .of landowners I interact with to form plans. 
.. Having taken hundreds of samples from natural runoff and help ¢cd to run stream stations 

within the Powder Ri.ver Basin. I know that natural water Hewing in the basin not meet theSE: 
standards itt many if not most cases. 

11\ The majority of the CBM weHs in the basin have it stock water appropriation, filed with the State 
Engineer, assoc1at<!d with them. This mlc infringes upon that right. 

This ruie win not soive any pn,blt;;Hl::i, Itp!l.!:iscd it will only result in removing "vater m:lns<,(Jerm~'rH 
planning decisions from the private property owners' hands and denying their use of an 'importa.nt 
resource aval1able to them. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

My name is Scott Azure and I live in Gillette Wyoming, I am writing this letter to 
you about the water bill you are voting on this Friday. I am a welder/pipe fitter for 
Weatherford CPS in the 185 product line and have worked in and around the methane 
field for 10 years. A very large amount of my friends and family work on or in the gas 
fields of CampbeU Co. But 1 am not the exception, a good share of this county counts on 
the methane gas fields to provide for their families. 

T do think that there should be regulations on the water but to make it ten times 
cleaner than our drinking water is crazy. The produced water from methane wells helps a 
lot in providing water to livestock, where do to our drought, was none before. I can tell 
you that my family own a ranch in Recluse, Wyo. And depends on the water from the 
wells drilled on our land. I believetbat many others also depend on produced water, not 
only for livestock to drink but to be used to grow vegetation for that livestock to eat. Its 
not just livestock that are benefiting from this water, it's the wild animals who are even 
more affected by the drought that we are fighting. 

In short my girlfriend and I have 3 children together, all of our lives count on my 
job to provide food, shelter, clothing, etc. If this bill passes, I will lose my job, my kids 
won't understand why they can have something to eat, or why they can't have that new 
toy. Please think. about that, and thank you for not voting in favor of this bill. 

Thank You, 
Scott Azure 

PILED 
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Bob and Roni Irwin· 
4 Fawn Court 

Gillette, WY 82718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwin@vcD.com 

PAGE 03 

I've also seen the CBM Industry mature. Industries responsible Opt:rators & their sub-Contractors have 
han success confonnin.i to most of the "Ru1e" changes within economic reasonableness and utilized an 
industry driven ''peer pressure" to modify practices to accommodate most all landowner voiced 
wUlplaints, primarily related to constructional surface disturbance excess, Migration of developments 
onto Federal minerals (78% of the PRB), all under BLM reguiational guidance~ has made all companies 
aware and forced them to address rectification of these past (early play, Ftle minerals dominantly) 
pr.actice grievances to where: now, the known modus operandi of ''minimize disturbance'~ is the norm, 
irregardless of mineral status (Fee, Federal, or State). The DEQ has a.lready severely restricted surtace 
ilis(;harge to meet limits via Whole Effluent Toxicity (WEn Testing in a large sectnr, in the heart of the 
Play. The local community drinking water supply's (Gillette & Buffalo) have much higher tolerance. 

wQn Ch_ 20 alreadYPI'otects downstream users, so I voice opposition to WYDEQ's proposal for this 
Policy to Rule change - to have future and existing reservoirs to be built (retrofit) to contain the huge 
50 yr!24 hr event, in addition to produced water. I! deflnitely would prutt:ct against aU water's, 
methane-generated included. migratio1;1 across lands; but. .. 

How could it still allow usage of upstream runoff-derived waters, when they are all held 
back; or meet companies dual mandates of ttminimize disturbance n & "retain econDmic 
viabtltty" in creation ufthf::~e. mammoth Sh-uctul'es that nobody wants/or posterity? 

My l~t point is: that the CBM Industry is under enough governmental regulation., NUW! 
Implementation ofeitlter Appendi~ II or the Cb.. ? Petition willki11 the playas we know it. 
Water:has always ruled the West. We've been i.n a drought for over 7 years, with CBM waters being the 
only source providing "life's blood" to the majorily uflandowners that want the waters. 
Don't cut off the hand that delivers. 

My 211d point is: that We have a wate .. mSlnSlgem~.nt i!;/ilue, nothing more. as stated. than what industry 
policed years ago - except then it was oil management, not water. Evidence is this: At one time, it was 
OK to run crude Gil in a ditch (ephemeral drain~I;). Such action today is. acroSS the bol.ltd, viewed 
~Q~urd. Environmental awareness infiltrated the industry to make that kind of change via peer pressure. 

Today, Industry-accepted "peet-Policy" is that having ~rude on the ground is aNot-to .. b~ ... performed 
SOP (standat'd operating practice). Similarly, with respect to the water issues that need management. We 
need a change in game planning. We need a united Ope:J'atol', Confl:'actor, Landowner, and and AU
Agency Regtllatory Front (With "whistle-blower immunity"), to identify and sanction minority 
Rogues givingtbe CBM ingustly a black eye. All Operatof$ must comply with existing regulations and 
collectively work 10 maluJ amends a1'Jd seek solutions f() thtz aggrieved landowner's issues. 

Operators and COntractors ~ should, and I'm sure mu:!!! will, now, apply their internal industry peet' 
pressure and make operating practice adjustments. Landovvners can continue to express their desire for 
achieving optimal beneficial use of the waters they desire to manage as their lands steward. ReguJators 
need to heed those majority landmvner desires and work practicable mitigation to the non-desire folks. 

3 



.. ». » ... » ..... »........... . .. . ..................... " .. ' .. ".... . ........ -.............. ; .... :.: .... , ....... ~.~.;.:.: .. ....:.; ... , ..... ',' 

02/14/2007 16:22 13076824641 YATES PETROLEUM CORP 

Bob and Roni Irwin 
4 Fawn Court 

GiJlettCt WV 82718 
(307) 686-8660' 

brirwin(QNcn.rom 

PAGE 134 

Regulators can and need to seek to find ways to promote more cooperation vs. the adversarial tone most 
aU Policies/Rules have propxga.ted - the "what is goodfo,. me" or "my Agency's" pigeon.~hoJed vision 
of bow their Rules apply, only; all under the guise of universal protectionism wi a politically correct 
(pC)-ring to the name 0/ the action ~ and not considering side e!fgcts of those actions/Rules to the big 
picture, 0/ tegional economics and Intal Range benefits: not considerinl{ the majority or drought, etc. 

Ca.c;;e in point~the Ag Use Protection Policy. Who's NOT in favor of protecting Ag Use? 

A11-R~gLt1.atory Agencies wanting to make Rule changes need to :re-exarnlne the exi~tjng rules. firstll 
There is plenty of latitude to make productive t!hanges so industry can continue the PRB CBM Play. 
Killing anything doesn't generally create a viable solutton to any problem - ofterJ it is called murder, 
whi~h in most civil societies is shunned Again, back to peltt-pressure - it works/ 

All Agencies need to seek input on how to manage these necessary wateJ'S ANn keep the plav alive. 
I al.one could ha.ve written 20 pages of suggestive commentary) regarding known areas of bureaucratic 
red-tape with inter-disciplinary overlap that needs addressIng. 

I believe the CBM industry's eyes have been opened: wide by this potential KILL action before your 
buanl, and will be openly willing to promote all positive and I:!roductive Rule-making ref(lrm. 

Seek these positive, indu8try promotional commenta.ries out - comt: tu Gillette to hear from the 
affected PMflle~ - and they will be eiVen! 

The actiuns before you now, promote the cxa~t opposite! 
FILtD 

R.espe.ctfl111y and very concerned, 

IJd{\~ 
Bob Irwin 

ps: Happy Valentines Day!! 

4 
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Febtuary 14, 2007 
V\Iyomlng EnvIronmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St., Harschler Bldg., Room 1714 
C~ne,vvye2002 

Dear Chairman Gordun. 

COPYMAX PAGE 02/03 

I offer the following comments on the Environmental Quality Council's oonsider3tion of the .w.gQ.. 
Chapter 1, SUJjace WatI! Standards Rulernaldng., ~ No.. 06-3819. 
The eQC ~,;hould rej.llcL rul~ng, specifically the AgriCUltural Use Protection Policy (AUPP) 
Section 20 revisions' for the follOWing reasons; 

1. The WOEO have not met the burden of proof by providing credible, peer reviewed Scientific 
Bvidence (Of the default limits propoaed. foUowed by public review. 
2. The consequences to operators and landowners Who desire the use of CaNG and/or other 
sources of produced water far outweigh ~ny as yet unproven bencfitl;'l by the proposed ru19, 
3. The WOEQ has repeatedly told legislators. landowners, operators and othar regulatory bodies 
that the AUPP is a "pOlicy" not a rule, with no consequsMSs to ihoee owide of tOo coalbed 
natura! gas arena. In other words, the WOEQ has changE!d horses in mid-stream With no notice or 
opportunity"for addit;on~f input. 
4. Adopting the rule proposed by the WOEQ may provide a "f&el-good" answer, but in the end will 
not alleviail! f'uhJr. donfficts. One downstream landawnc!lr will have the power to dictillte a 
watershed, depriving those Who want the use of produced water. 

Surden of proof . 
I have personslly attended every hearing on the above-mentioned proposed rulemaking and have 
reviewed aU of the infomtetion submitted by the WOEQ. Additionally, I have the bt>r'\&rrt of hailing 
researched and written about CBNG production in fhe PoWder River Basin for my own publication 
89 well sa otherG, both focal and regional, for the bettor part of a ~adQ. I have, in many r'.flAAf:. 

both first-hand knowledge of historic events and documents. retrieved from public information and 
testimonyt!'tatled to tnodjsQU$sion andSecuon 20 re-vil1lioi'l$. 
Theevideneerelied upOn'by the WOEa provid,eslittle in the way, of standard scientifiC data 
col/eetion and robuGtreviow by 3 team of qualified scientists. Th WDEQ has ehoEUm in~tp..Ad to 
base the AUPP on what has been tanned "erring on the side of onservatism.· The WDEQ 
should be held to thO highest standard of proof and ~ceountabili 

Un'trtc"dcd coneequencee 
By now, the EQC has heard testimony from scores of /andowne both in and out of the Powder 
River Bcsil') who ha~ been or arQ u~ing produeed water in their Otim,Jltl.lr.:t1 operations to their 
benefit. A statewide rule witt) general applications Will not fit the ajority of landowners, and will 
deny Odjudiootcd water righUi to th~a who depend upon produ " ~Ar far their operations. 
Producers given "default limits" In the permit for EC and SAR 1h CaM prodt.l('.lSd ~ter typically 
cannot meet, unless the PI'Qducet is witfing and' can convinoo th landoWner that all reservoirs 
they discharge into WQUkj contain aU of the prodyced ~ and of . f 24 f/ 
SS!t. Of tf'le prodiJolar con c:onduet .. "!:live ~rn Mil 'J8QBtation and water quality 
"Section 20" work to essentiafly prove to WYDEQ that the limits y set in the ~ are too 
conservativG~ Wi CEQ h"stated that they know~ dAfault lim is are very conservative, The 
operator has to do this even if they are never going to see 'r; overtop ~t during rain 
or snow moft~. Por axatnpl~, (f l'Qservoir MooWAA CBM dI 12 stream miles above a 
location that has either permitt8d or non-permitted irrigatIon or (anyone) has saId that 
there is a IcoatiOn where natl.:lnlll irrigation (.say d $I~~) is 'ng. The water has conductivity 
of 1 eoo and has an SAR of 12. The reservoir never overtops "9 dry condltlQrls but might 
during rain ave~. Watar from this l'9!W'l1Clir never leaves the m ranch. The reservoir 
drains about a square mile of drainage and W8$ put in by a pre ous landowner back in the 
1030s. The CaM company ~NnittAd it and broughf it up to cu t standards when the pre!ient 
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landowner agreed to its usa for CBM. The permit would renew (or be issued) with an SAR limit at 
snd of pipe of -6.5 - 7.5 and an EC of -1330. The produced water can't meet the limits. The 
reservoir cannot be ctesianed to contain the SOyI24hf flood event plus the produosd water. 
The raeuIt Is that the landowner osnnot utiliZe the produc:ad water going into that resElNOii'", 
ks one rancher. Oavid Ffitner of Shell Wyoming, observed, the results of adopting the proposed 
rules to the l!igricultural community witl create ohaos. Surely there is a better answer, 

Public input 
The charn:l8$ and various modifloations to the AUPP have been difficult for the public to follow. 
The request for rulen\eking as reported in mainstream media and in public meetings has been 
confusina end contradictory. The EQC must carefully consider I10w the proposed rule will play out 
in other scenarios and in other Basins, and must notice 1:tte rule with the appropriate period Of 
review and discussion. 

Providing real 80IutJuns 
If the goa/ of the EQC is to provide solutions rather than a feel-goOd POlitical compromise, one 
answar might to lie with mediation for the minority of landowners Who say they are affected, The 
state has a duty to protect the rights of those to enjoy the benefrts Of pl'Odt.lc$d water, Witl'lout the 
fruitless efforts of rutemaking that will sUfely be overturned later. Operetors have been willing and 
able to seek communication and solutions for affected landowners, but nave l:Iean rebulTed. A 
mediation program could mean a new start in crafting solutions that afe beneficial for Qveryone 
in\lOlved, providing the parties approach the issue from the standpoint Of hOnest coOperatton and 
a desire to see the conflicts resotve~:t 

S~~'tLb 
Gar. /dine Minick 
Pub! her 
RtX*y Mountain Energy Reporter 
POBox 1510 
Casper, WY 82601 
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VIA FACSlMILE 

.February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark GordoJ4. Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. ?5th St. 
Hersclller Bldg., Room 1714 
Ch<ry'cnnc, WY 82002 
Fu-307-771-G134 

NO, 0168 p, 8/9 

F I LED 
FEB 1 4 2007 

Tem A. lorenzon. Director 
Enviro~l Qualrrf Coundl 

RE= DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Cbapter 1, Section 20. 

I am a. Facilities Engineer working in the Powder RiVet 'RRsin Coal Bed Methane 
Industry. lam a Wyoming native and have been. employed in the CBM industry since 
1999 and have wi~s:st:U a co.utinuous change throughout the piLSt yell.r'S concerning the 
business. Most of which are good and necessary bUL Ilu:: DEQ rule chango now proposed 
for this industry will have a substantial impact on both producers and land owners that 
benefit from the production of CBM waters. 

I oppose the Departmf!nt of F.nvimnmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Polley regarding Chapter I, Section 20~ 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminntes the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be dil:ichargc:;d and thus beneficially used. 

• Watei' has to be iIi the streainand constaritly available to ranchers, Hvestock and 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

I wonId also. mm t.o make the fullowing points about this rule; 
• .AppendiX H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and "Will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife U3eS 

• Chapter 1, Section 20 and tlle Ag Use Prote("1lonPolicy uut::s lliJL protect eKistlJlg 
uses of C.8M produced waters. 

• If a rancher wants water to flow doVllD. his drainage~ he may be prohibited to do so 
ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets 8AR and Be limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on ~'Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single lando,",,-ner or 
t:ivt:in a third Vdlty to depdve landCfV\.'llets from b¢nencial use of wa'tcr suitable for 
wildlife and livestock, 

• Natw:a1 rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typicaUy 
meet the default limits spelled out:in the Draft Section 20 rolelPolicy. 

• This policy/rule has the e~t oflimitingthejurlsdicrlon oftb:e State Engineer 
and appropriated Water rights. 
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• ~ Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana. Study. This study is mnre 
appropriate for use in Wyoming ~ Ihe study makes usc of soils s:imilar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California stUdy currenUy lx?ing used. DDQ should 
heed the ad-vice of the WW AB. 

A This Rult"JPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
ma.nagement plans and structnre~ such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making field.Q uneconomical. 

• Operators reco~ water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely driWuUllSt.r:uct projects until a water management 
plan can be fir.tned up. This policy/role 'Will1ikoly have:: tl negative effect on 
:future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG ioon .. 'ffi"y is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water managemenl. clooisio.ns need to be 10ft to responsible landoWllers and 
operators. Don't take away use ofres~rvo.u'S (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 yearf.l4 hour event and all produced water) l;I:; a vlab!.: water 
:ma.nagement tooL 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule, A~ please register my 
opposition to tnakin.g this amle or policy. Plp.8$le feel ±reeto contact me at 307-660-1328 
if you: have any questions regarding my opinion. 

Sincerely. 
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Mr. Mark GordOD 
wyoming EnviroJ1DleDi:al Qu.1ity Council 
112 West 15* Street, Bcnchler Bnildiag, Room 1714 
Cheyenue, WY 81001 

FAX: 307 .. 777"'134 

PI.LED 

R.E~ Appendk II of semon 20, Chapter 1 WyomiDg Water Quality Rula and 
Regulations 

Mr. Mark Gordon. 

This letter is to provide comments opposing the proposed rule change(s) with t"e!'\pect to 
Section 20~ Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and Regulations. 

Many rattt::hers in Wyoming have benefited tremendously from CBM discharge water due 
to drought conditions. Without this ability. Wyoming fanners and ranchers: will have a 
difficult time oaring for livestook and crops. 

I have been a ~iderrt in the state of Wyoming for the 18,t;!t two years. As a parent of three 
chil~ 1 am impressed wItll how much money the CBM industry has poured into 
education. As a teacher of 11 year.;, I know flrst hand how important it is to have money 
flowing into the system. Without tbis money in education, programs that help our 
children are bindered. "'----

Please consider the how many individuals will be affected without the water produced as 
a result of CBM development. 
1banks for yO'lU' consideration on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~4\R~~ 
Gina Rougeau 
14 DeerRUfi 
Dig U~ WY 82833 
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February 14. 2007 

Mr. !t!fark: ~ ClIainnan 
Wyoming ~ Quality Council 
·122 W. 25th St. 

•• ., - ••••• '. ., •••••• ,"., ••• ,,', •••• '.~ , '.> ~, , 

307 685-3106 p,1 

F I LEn 
FEB i % 2007 

.1IeIscbIer BIds.,. Room 1714 
~WY82002 
Fu-307-7T1.o134 

c Terri A Lor~nzon, Director 
t:;;!iV!ronmenfai QuaJiFj Council 

BE: . DEq$Pmposed RulciPo1icy{Appeodix B) n=garding Chapter 1, Secti<m 20. 

DearMr_~ 

I ana business owner in Gillette,. Wy I bave 9 children in Campbeti County School. 
~ l.emplQy 2Opeop1ewho's:.6uni1ies depeod on the CBM indnstty-
I oppose the1JepartBlent ofElMroIlllMllW ~s praposed Rule (Appendix B) 
or Poliey nganliag CIt.apter 1., SectioIt 2&. 

• I oppose any mfemakiBg 1hat reduc:es or elimi:natestbe ability tbr coalbed 
produced 'Water to he cJiBcha.tsed and tl:ms beneficiaUy used. 

• Water has to be in ihc.stlam aad COlISta!ItJy aftiIable 10 raa.cbers. livestock and 
wildlite nit iJ.1O be beneiidaUy n>USed. 

r 'WOUld. abo like to make the :fuIlowing points ahoo:t thi$. rule: 
• Appe:odixH will dimiMle a source of"W8tl:rneeded by nmd1ers and will 

aegarively affect livestoek and wildlife uses 
• Cbapaer 1, Section 20 and 1be As Use Protection p~ does not protect <=xistiug 

uses. ofCBM produced waters. 
• lfa~ waot.$"'Pr.Id:el'"1O flow. down his -dntiDage,. be may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYD.EQ ~y setsSARand EC Iimits1bat CBM prOduced water (';8IUl()t 

meet...: 
• The secuon. on~y .J'nisated I.ands'" would allow a ~e landowner or . 

even a tbird party to deplive landowners :trom benaficial use ofwater suitabJeror . 
wildlife and livestoek 

• Natu:r.al ~flO\IriDg.dowathe dJainage:s during storms does not typically 
meet the detiudt limits spelled out in the Dt8ft Secdon 20 ru1.eIPolicy. 

• 'This. po1icylrulehastbeet'Qct ofJimiting the jurisdi.ction of'1he S1atCEngiDeer 
and appropriated wat«tisht&. . 

• 1'he Water"" a:nd WasaeAdvisory Board sn,ggested 10 WYl)EQ tbatit coosider 
water quality stanclucIs based (JJ.'1ihe Bridge Montana Study. This study 15 more 

. cipp~ fbr usc iD W~ u the-study makesnseofsoils simi1arto that in 
"WyoIniDg. ratlierthan tile Calimmia.~ cmrently being used. D£Q should 
beedtbe advice aftbe WWAB~ 



Feb 1'~' ~;.~;~.~ ........ "~'i~~;~~~"~il' ';i~;~""""""'" ..... ,. ,., ... , ...... ,., .......... """, .,-,. -..... , ............ ,., .......... , .. ', .. "., ........ ,. "'" ......... " 
307 68~106 2 

• nra~plMc:s .. Opc::mIi:ai m&pDIition~"'ist;ali8watct' 
ni ..... i·l)i~.,..~ ____ ~~./II_u:l ...... ~DtIIl;..Q*ing 
i:a -sullie ,; I c:asa.,1Dz . If. co.""""''''' ,.&iWs UIIICICOU<'" .. III 

• OS-•• 5 cea..:~:.!.iltti~;-i."'" Z I dillla.-cdic:al ......... _ '. 11% 
-pIaI:IS. .G)t ~".JiIi:ieiy ~., .. ·i«~aatiI • ...... ".'h!5* i.·11 

pI'M ... w:filJllMl.· 11is~"'''''''lana·Jlll8lliledi!tt;an 
~"c1",,-0f'~ .t .. _.:'t'Sdlifieft -~Basia. 

• c.aN&.....,.i:r .... ~.~,.,....,. ........ .,. 
I'1iF'-jrmpuIS ..... pagdlw::tiD&t ........... H'fiIIdrer PI~ dntIop.meDt 
i$.iQ:jr::iOpInIy ... - -1:"" ~"-~1D""" • w...-, ,C 8 ,,-' lu· .. J:IIIIIIe4sollell4 .. ",_g_ilcdr_lowJllUSaud 
qHl'IIIIIan DlDri'tIIlil ........ et. n .... s.(wlIicb-... .t._ ...... of 
QJI .... iirta tlleSO~ ____ """"" 011 ~_a-viilibteWllle£ 
~i"'otlDal. 

DIIIlfc]'t:IUkdlcOJll:!O" .....,...,Q1IW' ... mtdis.llJfe. ApiIIr,pla:se' ...... sty 
oppasltiAla 1D ........ 1ibia a UJIe otpoic;y. :P1a;se'w.fieeJD cc.'aJCt'metat ~0453 
tf)aa:haY'C.... . ...... * • ...,.I.·.in. , .. "''''; • ..,.C ... ..,.lQz. 
!!!¥+Ih:p· .. m·tMpe ..... • .. '" ...,..., 

p. 



Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
'122 W. 25th Street 
Hcrschlcr Bldg., Room 1714 
Cht~yc!lnc; WY 152002 
FiL'( - 307~ 777-6134 

Mr. Gordon, 

My n"me i::; Annette Hoffinn.n. Thi~ if:; my i'i"cond lctter to you con<:.em1TIg the Citizen 
Petition for Rulemaking. I moved to GiHette, WY. one year ago. I love this community. 
I have; a gflOfj~paYl!l,gjob H1 the CBM industry. I.tmve worked since I was 13 ye;:m; 01l:L 
TIle job I have now in tile CHM indu~try is the fif%t one I have-ever held that paid mOre 
than 30K a year. 1 have struggled as a single parent for over 20 1 went ba~,k to 
college in 2002 to cam my Hachcl{}r~ Degree in Environmental Studies. in {he 
CBM Indus!.!'; allows rne to live \vithout government assistance, help my danghter go 10 

coUcgc,pay my bills, and STU.L have something to put tor retirement 

i am very concerned about the environment Not just here in NE Wyoming, but 
arc<trs, T WflS hom and raised jll~t 200 miles northwest of GHl!.~it¢" WY. CBM wutcr iB :nol 
the enemy. Waler mallagcmcllt~ or lack of, is the true culprit. There arc many~ MANY 
options to handling tillS discharge water. Please he reasonahle in the decisions that afl~ei 
~!) mitfly w;; on <1 pc:n;;oonf kwd. let llS try ttl leave (Jut emotions and look at tJlI.;\ 

sci'.mtiJic [acts that can he held up to any test~ developed. 

To cut off all the water output frorn CBM development is not a feasible nor re~pom;iblc 
solution. 1 have seen fin,thand tht) bClleficial uses fQI' this rli!lcnarge water. I have been in 
CBM fie-Ids and the bt::m::.[its have far ()llt~we.ighed ;HlY detrim'~rlr", tn the hmt There. are 
more ranchers who will suffer ciJnS(X1IJl;:llCtS from ,.,tapping CBM discharges few 
ranchers and landowners who art:: supponing lhi:; pcliliuu, At a Hll:ctlllgjU.l'it last ni'f.!,htin 
Gillette, a landowner sttJod and related tilt;: fact lhat her name ',"('as 
petition without her knowledge or permissi.on. arc we no'\.'\! that 
;·myone WIK)se name i", un Lhal. pdltion is 

NE Wyoming needB CBM dew!opmcm. Stopping discharge wilters Of applying 
unreasonable limits to the constiluent Umits 1S not the ~olutlon. J understand there ;;lIe 

problems with some fl1dlvkiuals; however, Changing the WDEQ rules is not a fi.)T 
those solutions. 

T{J::~£dor t~r~Unit~o co:menl on this petition. 

Annette Hoff~ 00-· --
agh.Qi.;fml11161 (o)ms 11.(:.()1ll. 

4D6~2~n ~28g5 

307·299-f.i3R 1 
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Via FacsimHe 3U'lrrn-6134 
and US Mail To: 
Mr. Mark Gordon 

Rick D. Btiscoe 
P. O. Boll' 6690 

SheridAn, WY 82801 

February 14,2007 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Ruilding, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

,PIL,tIl 

'T; • 

0- le,rn A. Lorenzol1, Director 
t:rJvrronmentai Quality Coun.cil 

RE; Appendix II of Section 20, Chapter 1, 
Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
Regulations 

Dear Mr. Gordon. 

Please, be advised that I adl'lml1ntly 0ppol\e the proposed rule changes regarding 
the referenced. As a member of the energy community in this state and having mown 
hero by choice to live, work llnd enjoy Wyoming I find it offenslve that the Powder River 
Basin Resour~ Coy,ucll may have the ability to' influence the change of pO'licies based 
on sound science through their rhetorical propaganda, 

1 helieve agriculture stands to lose as much. if not more, than the energy industry 
if the prop0$e({ rule <:nangesare implemented. Many historical stock watering practices 
will no longer be permissible, Agriculture and indUStry are being targeted now and this, I 
believe, will escalate in thl;': futllffi, 

As an energy ind.ustry profession ill, a conservationist and a Wyoming resident by 
choice, I strongly w'ge you to also oppose tbe proposed rule changc$ to Appendix H of 
Section 20, Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Quality Rult:lS and Regulations. 

Rick D. Briscoe 

,.. 
". 
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Mr. Mark Gonlou, ClutirlluUl 
Wyomiag E.anrolUDeatal Quality Council 
.t22 W.l5* St. 
Bendder Bldg., RooId 1714 
elley_ae, WY SlOOl 
Fu: 307-177-6134 

18m A lorenzol1, Director 
Environmefifai Qua.~ty ~:lmcH 

Re.! OppoAtloll of Proposed Seetion 20, .Appe2ldix H - A.g u •• Pl'otection Policy 

lkar Mr. GOrdOIl: 

By wa.y of introduction. 1 am a Professional Land Surveyor licensed in the State of Wyoming. So 
you might ask. yonrselfwhy I would be in opposition to the Proposed Section 10, Appendix H ~ 
Ag Use Protection Poliey? Because r take pride in the relationships that our surveying finn 
(Land Surveying Incorporated) has created with landowners throughout the Powder River Basin. 
I support all the individuals and ranchers that benefit from discharged CBM waters. 

r have seen first hand the ranchers that became accustom to CBM discharge water flowing down 
their drainage" ot' being stored in. reservoirs. Most are more than thankfuJ of nny wm:er that they 
can use for livestock or irrigation in such tim~ as drought. It is one less wony tt..atrtltlQhers J1ave 
tQ deal w@:day:W d(ly; . W~J is bc::iug ufi'tiln::u to Ii v~1pi;.1k. iu .lhus~portiun!i.orpmltUl'f.')S that wtlre 
once llWerfully ~~. S~~alOftheprOduGers have not only createQ. in"igationsystems, they 
also catty the expense of daily operations including iuu'Vesting the furage that was grown fi'om 
prodnced water. The only expense the rancher has acquired is the actual feeding oftbe harvested 
hay. The Rule/Policy will put the producers in a position where they can no Ionget' offer .meh 
wonderful benefits created. by discharged waters. 

Plea~ tab into c.onsideration the: property risb:t9 of eacl11sndowner and do not make changes 
solely based upon eJevenpeople'sopinion, the population of this State is much greater. Water 
~t dccisiona nc:;cd to be 1dt to indMdualllmdQwnof$ and prodUOCts, realizing there Me 
waters produced that require treatment aad not all waters are created equal. 

Tha:ok you again for the opportunity to speak my mind and pass along my thoughts and please 
ntaIce the correct decision and ~ any changes. If you. have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to call or write. 

RespectfuIJy. 

~~.~ 
Cevin C. Imus, LS 
Vice Prc.sidcnt 
Land Surveying Incorporated 



Feb,14, 2007 10:41AM 

VIA :FACSIMILE 

Mr. Mark Gordon~ Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th 81. 
Herschler Bldg.) Room 1114 
Cheyenne. WY 152002 
Fax - 307~777~6134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Pollcy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20, 

Dear Mr, Gordon, 

I am a Senior Planner working fotPennaco/Matat'hon Oil Company i.n Gillette, WY, I hav¢ 
lived in Wyoming off and on for the past 13 years. During my previolls assignments an 
Industrial Contractor, my duties were assigned in severa! cities and states, basically I was 
working on the road away fixlm my permanent residence for' more than 15 years. I since 
accepted this position" a long term project in the .Powder River Basin. position has 
pleased my f~i1y including my \v1fc, step chHdren. and grand chUdren, that I mIl. in 
one location. I have a mortgage1 several vehicles and the Gillette area benefits because a 
large portion of my income returns to the local economy. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) or 
Puliey regarding Chapter 1, S~rlon lO. 

tI I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed produced 
water to be discharged and thus benefi.cially used. 

(I Water has to be in the stream andconstMtly available to ranchers; lIvestock and 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re..:used, 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
Ii Appendix H will eliminate a source of \vater needed by ranchers and \Yin negatively 

affect 1:lvesrock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect uses 

ofCBM produced waters. 
'" If a rancher wants water to flow down h1s draim.t~t:, he may bt;:: prohibhed to do so if 

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Ee limits that CBM prod1.wed water cannot meet. 
tI The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or even a 

third party to deprive landowners from beneficial US$ of water suitable for wildlife 
and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater Hewing down the drainages duri."1g storms does not typically meet 
the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. 

.. This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer and 
ap'pwpri~~ W'd.Ler rights, 

Puge 1 of2 
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• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider \vater 
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming) rather than 'tho California study currently b~ing used, DEQ should heed 
the ad:vioo of the WWAB. 

• This RulelPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water management 
plans and structnres such. as reservoirs: are made obsolete, resulting :in !>UbstlL'1.t1al 
costs to replace. possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development plans. 
Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management plan can be 
fmned up. This policy/rule \\111 likely have a negative effect on PJture 
ofCBNG resources in the Powder Rivet Basin. 

E! CBNG'industry is already carrying a sizahle regulatory burden. Further regulation 
puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! development is in jeopardy 
economic impacts are Hkely to follow. 

.. Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners ()perators. 
Don't take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of containing the 
year/24 hoUt event and all produced water) as a viable water management tool. 

Thank you, for the opportunity to comment onthls :I:",'tlc, Aglli~ please register ttly opposition 
to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307~299-3579 ofjioU have 
any questions regarding my opinion, ilove~~voming and do not want to los? m;:: ability to 

a.k r' . h' d" , m e alywi In LIS won errm statel 

;rOIY, 

Page '2 of.? 
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Dear Friends, 
Tem it loren. 

I am writing this letter i:fi tcgatds to the upoom.i:ug v~, . 

in fact decide the very fate of our community. My name is Tyler Dabney, I tile 
Project Manager for t.b.e 185 product line belonging to Weatherford CPS. (T myself have 
been involved and employed in the coal bed metrume gas :field for 6 years now and :have 
gathered a usable amount ofkoowledge therein). My product line is charged with 
designing and :6Wri.outing m.cthaDc gas separators fOK thr; coal bed gas industry, which 
alone should attest to the amount of concern we ate all sharing at this time. As of now I 
have 5 electricians and/or apprentices, 5 hand$lwelders, 1 secretary, 1 Shop 
Forman/inventory control~ and entire crew of subconttactors, and of cO'lll:Se myself, for 0. 

grand total of thirteen fmnilies JUST 1N MY FACILITY in the direct path of the 
decisions to oo.tn('J ill two da)r$ time. Folks I UillllSl>'Ure you that the quality of our 
discfutrge water is of my utmost concern, but let us be reasonable about this. To SQV that 
the quality of discharge water is to be ten times the quality oj'that which we drink is 
absurd!! r ~ not sayiua tAAt there lI:h(ntkf not bs· quality control issues, l am oo.yi.ng that 
there is absolutely N(J REASON for this Tree Hugging Ahsurdity! 

I :myself am part of a farully that fHk.es ownership in a ranCh. (the Uoubie E 
Ranch of Recluse Wyo.), I firsthand have seen the effects of coal bed methane, and can 
say that I am not at all in disagreement with the things that I have witnessed upon my 
own land. let alone that of otht\l:'S. Produced water that is being stored in ow: new 
reservoirs has provided Vital Nutrients and sustenance to the cattle that graze upon what 
is left of t)ur grass in light of our ongoing drought_ That water is in short, a lifeline to 
those cattle, and the revenue from said d:rilling has been a lifeline not only to our ranch, 
but to m.y grandmother of73 years young. The production from our wells has brought 

. new life toourbmd;.; awl to our &miIy. We are seemg nlWrGRBl?:N grass, healthycatt1e, 
and a sdtneWbatcomfortable Jivmg. What else can one ask for? 

This letf.e1: i~ presented to you, to give you my thoughts and concerns involving 
the upcoming vote. Do we need quality control implementations targeted at our 
Produced Warer? Absolutely. But the proposal at hand, Ladies and Gentlemen; is not the 
answer. Not only will itjeopaniize the welt being oJ ones self atld ones SUOO(lUllab, 
thought needs to be taken itt context relating to the Ulo!U!ds 9fjel!s. !l!d hundted$ of 
rnllIlons o!dOll!n @!!tdlmlost in G!,!l@tJJ;Cc»atY .• ~ 1 camIDtbegin 10 
fatb.Qtli the amount of jobs and revenue throughout the United states that. will be forfeited 
due solely to ~ I deem as POOl' judgment and narrow mindedness., on the shou1ders~ of 
d~re I say- a few E:x:fremists led astray. 

If we allow this Absurdity to pass~ not only are we allowing others to tell us how 
tt) tU:ink., live~ work, act.. we are forever bowing down to those who have absolutely No 
Idea how the real world wom. For those executive tYpe environmentalist who have 
never set foot in the methane field, never turned a wrench, or in most cases never made a 
living the hard way. This seems to be the logiCAl choke, W(; u~ to ailigkren them as to 
the workings of rue a tew tiers down. May this letter bring us the fUel needed to 
accompltsh OW' goal of preserving (J w({V Qflife. (And More lmpoftantly Our Jobs!! I). 

Very Siru:':erely, Tyler J. Dabney 
Project Mgt. Fctbrication, Weatherford CPS 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark: Gordo~ Chairman 
Wyoming En'VironmentaI Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Sf.. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenno, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

NO, 0170 P. 7/1 

F I L E Ii 

Terri A. Lorenzon. Director 
Environmental Quality C,<JW'wil 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RulelPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am. a. eoat analyst working capital Qnd eJ..."}>ense budgets, as well as admirristrative 
~UpelYis.iOll issues for Pelln8Col.M:ara.thon Oil Company in Gillette, WY. I ha.ve lived in 
Wyomi:ng tor the past 6 years. I 1wv~ a mOltgage, am a tax payer, a registered '9'otOt, and 
active Within my community. My husband also works for the CBNG inuwsLry as a 
production operator for Anadarko, 

I oppose the nepartment of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix II) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulomaking that reduces or eliminates the ability fox coalbed 
prouu~ wate.r to be discharged atld thus benefioially used. 

• Wate! has to be in the stream and oonstantly available to ranchers, li vt:slock and 
wilc:llife ifit is to be beneficially·re-used, 

I wouJif a.l~o like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix II will elimi:n,a.te a. source of water needed by rancbers ::\nif will 

negatively affect livestock md wildlife- uses 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Ust;: Prut~t1on Policy docs not protect existing 

uses of CHM produced waters. 
• Ifarancherwantswaterto flow downhis drainage, hemaybeprobibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbi1rarily sets 8AR and Be limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• Tho soction on ''Natu:rally lnigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
(fil'tiU a. thltd party to deprive landowners from beneficial use ofwatet suitable fox 
Wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater floWing do'WIl the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the default llinits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rnlelPolicy. 

• Thillpolicy/rule has the effect ofllilliting the jurisdiction ofllie State EngineeJ" 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Wasto Advisory Board suggest.xJ. to VV"YDBQ thatit considet 
waun:: qwiliLy l:!Laudards based on tho Bridger Montana Study. TIlls study 109 more 
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
wyumi:ng, ra.ther than the California study cur.rently being used. DRQ !'lhould 

heed the advice of the WWAB. 
• This Rule/Policyplaces the Operator in a position where existing water 

:management plans ann Rtillci:u;res such as reservoirs are made obsolete~ resulting 
in substantial costs to replace) possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water manage.tntrrtt ilS a cdtical path to their development 
plans, Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative eftect on 
future development of CBNG resollrCes in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is already can:ying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further productionl development 
i$ in jeopardy Al'.()nomic impacts are likely to follow, 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landownerS and 
operators. Don't take away use ofn::s~rv"Qifs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you f-or the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel :free to contact me at 307-685-5116 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I wish to continue working in Wyoming 
and contributing our significant wages to the Wyoming economy, However, if policies 
are changoo and llnlitations set so stringently that our own drink:i:ng water cannot meet 
the specs, we will be forced to leave this wonderful state and pursue other opportunities. r 
cannot envision the large unemployment, abandoned homes, and destructive economic 
impact the proposals before you coulilll1timately bring. 
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MARATHON OIL GILL 110768?76?1 

Mr. Mark Gorrlon, Ch.a:irman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Slug.} Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777"oB4 
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NO. 0108 p, {)/9 

F I L H D 

Terri A Lorenzon. Director 
Emrironm6nta! Quality Council 

RE: 'DEQ's Pr()l'o~ed RuleIPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, :Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

1 am a Information Technology CoJ1$Ultant working on computer systems for 
PennacolMarathon Oil Company in Gillette) WY. I have; lived in Wyoming for the past 
21 years. r own two houses, a camper and 3 vehicles of course I pay taxes on all of them 
;n the state of Wyoming. I am. an active sport enthusiast participating in such activitit::s as 
Golf, camping, hikin~ fishing. and hunting in Wyoming. 

I oppose the Departm.cnt of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or POHcy regarding Chapter 1, Section 2{). 

• I oppose any rulemaldng that reduce::> OJ: eliminates the ability for aoalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially LlliOO. 

• Water has to be in the streatn and constantly available to ranchers) livestock and 
wildlife if it lR to bebeneficia11y re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points abollt thi~ rule: 
• Appendix H will eliwiuate a soutee of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wild1if~ uses 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 a:o:d the Ag Use Protection Policy does not prol;e(.;t ~Jlistiug 

ll.,>eg of CBM produced waters, 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to· do so 

ifWYDEQ EU'bittarily sets SAR and EC limits. that CBM produced water cannot 
mtwL. 

• The section on "Naturally Irrigated u£.uds" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from benefichU use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwMer flowing down the drainages during storms does not typical1y 
meet the default limits spelled out ln the Draft Section 20 rulelPolicy. 

• This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the ~tate Engineer 
and appropriated waic::r rights. 

• The Water and Waste AdVisotyBoatd suggested 1.0 Wl.'DEQ that it consjdcr 
water quality standards based on the 8ridger Montana Study. Thi~ study is more 
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approprlaIe for use in Wyoming as tho study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study cUIrt\ULly being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

• This Rulp./Pnlicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to teplace, possibly making fields uneoonomical. 

• Operators n::coguize wa.termanagcment is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not lik.dy ddWconstruct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned. up. This policy/rule '\\illlikt:ly hav~ a negative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Bi:U$ID. 

.. CBNG indll.~try is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. t\u'ther 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! development 
is in jeopardy economic i:tnpaots are likely to follow. 

• Water managtmltlllt de0i.5ions need to be left to responsible landowners aml 
operators. Don't take away u~e uf reservoirs (whioh lnay not be capable of 
containing the 50 yearrM hour event and all produut:d water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportnn1ty to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. PJe~l.qe feel free to contact me at 307 ~660-00 13 
uf you ha.ve any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to 
lose my ability to mHk~ a liv.ing in this wondodhl state! 

Sincerely, 

P 7/0 
" to' J 
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GREENB £NTBRPRISJ;:S, INC. 
Il!I3!I'ai)2E.#16s§~£aa 

. P.o. BOX 166 
GILLETTE, WYOMING 82717 

307-682.7380 
FAX 307-686-2692 

February 14, 2007 

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division - Attention Bill Dirienzo 
Herschler Bldg., 4th Floor West 
122 W. 25 th St. 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
VIA FACSIMILE: 307-777-5973 
HARD COpy TO FOLLOW 

Dear Mr. Dirienzo, 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzon, O!f~'1(1f . 
Environmen1a\ GYJa~i'l.V ~~f{;'; 

My name is Lee Greene, and r am the proud OWner of Greene Enterprises, Inc., a 
coal bed methane well service company, ) have been in this line of business for over six 
years, and have seen a lot with regards to regulations and policies. However, this 
particular policy, the "Ag Use Protection Policy," is highly unreasonable and 
unattainable, . 

The "Ag Use Proteclion PoHcy" is unreasonable for many reasons. First, this 
policy does not only affect the alleged "evil gas companies" or the "evil contractors", but 
it has an effect on many others, including family and friends that are employed by Greene 
Enterprises, Inc, Those names are: 

Alejandro Barrera 
Aureliana Estrada 
Brett Egberto 
Chris Cox 
Chris Greene 
Curtis Greene 

Darrel Sutherland 
Francisco Reyes 
Jason Sindelar 
Jesse Simons 
Jimmy Moore 
JoAnna Greene 

Kelly Ramsdell 
Kristain Schutt 
Matt Miller 
Timothy Worden 
Tony Hanson 
Travis Egberta 

The policy also has an effect on the employee's families, their home mortgage 
companies that they pay bills to, the car (;.ompanies, local business such as Wal-Mart, the 
stores on Main Street; this policy a1Tects the Wyoming economy as a whole. 

Landowners are also affected by this policy. Coal bed methane water is a source 
used by the landowners for irrigation and watering livestock. This policy would cause 
the landowners to no longer be able to use CBM water as a sourcc. In return this would 



result in causing the landowners many problems. First, the landowners' Crops vvould not 
be receiving the water needed. Further, livestock .. especially during the drought, would 
have complic.ations from the lack of water in thc reservoirs. Lastlv, the landowners 
would be losing money from either having to find other ways to i~igate or water their 
livestock or having acreage taken away from rh0m by having bigger reservoirs built to 
hold the water capacity required. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" causes problems for the wildlife as \-vell. For 
instance, the irrigated crops provide food, water, and shelter for much \.vildlife. If there is 
not an~ water to irrigate the crops, then those crops will no longer be able to provide that 
protectIOn and food to the wildlife. The same can be said about trying to build bigger 
reservoirs. The wildlife that surrounds and inhabits those areas will also be losing 
protection, food and water. The Department of Environmental Quality and 
Environmental Quality Control stri vc for the protection and preservation of wildlife, and 
the HAg Use Protection Polky" would be disnlpting that. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" is also unreasonable for the simple fact that all 
involved would be required to meet a water quality that is truly unattainable. The current 
Drinking water requirement is 2000 PPB, and the current CBM water standard is 1800 
PPB. This policy would require that the standard forCBM be 200 PPB. Now why is it 
that the current standard for CBM is higher than the standard for Drinking water and that 
the new standard that would be implemented is even higher than that? There are many 
samples of water that can be taken that would fail this reqUirement. For instance, a 
sample of rain water would fail the current and the proposed standards. Further, the stock 
water wells would not even meet the "Ag Use" Protection Policy requirements. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" is not protecting anyone. It does not protect the 
jobs of the thousands of employees working for the coal bed methane industry. It does 
n(),t protect those employees' wives or children that dep~nd on this job. It does not 
protect the economy, the "mom and pop" stores that stnve on a :trong economy. It does 
not protect the landowners from drought, dehydration, or los~ of l~~; It does not pro.tect 
the wildlife from losing shelter, food, and water. The only thmg thIS Ag Use ProtectIon 
Policy" protects are those people who want coal bed methane dri.llin~ to ce.ase altogether 
because if this policy passes it will. The requirements proposed lJ1 thIS policy would be 
nearly unattainable and are highly unreasonable. This is why I am strongly opposed to 

the "Ag Use ProtectionPolicy." . 

Thank you for your time. 

Lee V. Greene 
President of Greene Enterprises, Inc. 
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Februru:y 14, 2007 

w. Mark Gordon,. Chainnan 
Wyoming Em1ronmentaI Quality COMcil 
122 W. 25th St, 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne~ VvY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RulelPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1; Section 

DCttt Mr. Gordon, 

, ~ Z :. 
~< 

I am. a Ptofe>..ssional Landman working Surface issues for Pennaco/ Ml!nr!l1tlH Oil 
(!ompany:in Gillette; WY. I have lived in Wyoming since October of 2003. I have a 
wife, a mortgage and three (3) vehicles. My wife 1-1/0rk8 for the Womelfs Resource, 
CcnLcfm Gillette and we attend and arc ac'tivt;; participants at Gillette Christian CenteL 

I oppose the Department of Envirolllllental Qu:ili~r's proposed Rule 
Ol' J?olicy regarding Chapter 1, Secti(l:l:), 2ft 

It I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability 
produced water to be discharged and rhus beneficially used. 

• Water'h!l.<i to 'be in the stream: and constantly tivailableto iatlchers, ;"""',,,1'r\,A\, 

wildlife if it is to be beneficially ie-used. 111ere are many ranchers 
hwvily 011 CbUl water in th~ir xa:o.ch opctations. 

1 would also like to make the following points about this mle~ 
.. Appendix H wi11 elinrlnaw a source of water needed by ranchers ~lld 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
" Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection policy does not 'DH)te(;t '"~""'''"'"'Fi 

l1Rl':!,; of t:RM prtJd't)coo waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow do;;vn his drainage, he may be prohibited to so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Ee limitlj (hal water Garuwt 

meet. 
• The section on ''Naturally Irrigated Lands;' would anow it single lando'l,'VIl.et or 

even ill: third party to deprive landowners ftorn benefidalu8e water 
wildlife and livestocK. 

ill Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages storms does !It')t 

meet t.~e default spelled out in the Draft S2c:tion ;1) mle/Policy 
iii! This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jutisdiction 

and appropriated water rights. 
" The Water &'"id Waste Advisory Board suggested to \\r<[DEQ that it ,-,v,,,>oc',,,,",' 

water quality standards based 011 the Bridger M(mtana Study, ntis 
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar tAl that 
Wyorn.ing, J.'<lilier than the Califomia .study ('J;.u:rently being u,geri. ,:;'hnnld 
heed the advice of the \VWAB, 

ill This Rule/IJolicy places the Uperator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

~ Operators recognize water managerntn1. is a cdtlcalpath to thCiir d¢'/¢lopti;'~ent 
'Plans, Operators \-viII not likely drilllconstruct projects until a water ma..11agement 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River 

o CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable reguJatDl'Y butdel1. 17urther 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! (1e'lel~)1JTne!lt 
is in jeopArdy eoonomic impacts are lik:ely to tollow. 

" Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners EL'1d 
opemtors. Don't take away USe of reservoirs (which may llot be capa"\:>lc of 
conta:ining the 50 yearJ24 hour event and all produced water) as a ,vater 
management IDoL 

Tharik you for the oppo:rtUnity to conu:nent on tIus rule, Again> please register 
opposition to making this a rule or poHcy. J! lease feel free to contact me at 
if you havp. any qnestions regarding my opinion. Hove WY9nJing fu"1d 
my ability to make a living iI]. this 1£:.9pderful statel 

Sincerely, 
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Mr. Mark Gordon. Chairman 
Wyoming Enviromuental Qu.ality Couucil 
In W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, ,\VY 8'2002-
Fax - 307-777-0134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RuleJPolicy (Appendix H) regarding ChaptC'T 1, Section 20. 

near ML Gorikm, 

I fLtn an Ad'? Facilities Sveoiulist\V011{ing Methmie Gas Gn-them!..§; 1.S$uas 
Pe.uuaco/},,{arathon Oil Company in. C:rillottc, \Y1' hay::; 30+ years 
am 51 and a \\fyeming Native and have been fortunate enough to live 
{) yea,.--s. .l. presently have a mortgage, '2 vehi.cles, and a vested interest in '-',.,., ........ ". 

I 

Catupbell County, tLl1d Wyoming. 1 also plan on \Vyoming TIcxt 5 
years. 

I oppose th.e Deparln:l(~:r.tt (If Bll.vil'oln.n~ll.tal Qualitylg proposed Rule 
or Polley :regarding Chaptcl' 1; Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulexn~g that reuuce", or t;1imirmit:;; Lhi:: abiliL,Y fur {..;ui;iJb;;;:,J 
produced water m be discharged PJ1d thus beneficially used, 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranehers, '",·,~,,·j"!"".v· 

,\,,rildlife lfit is to be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the follo'l:t.ring points about this rde: 
• Appendix n \\0.11 eliminate a source of water ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock lind wildlift:; U~t;l$ 
III Chapter I, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not ftWW",-,'T v.',"-,"Ul~6 

use; of CBM produced waters. ., 
III- If a rancher wants water to flow down his draiI:t?ge. may be pr6hibitf,>,(l to so 

'f"P,TT"\7">Q b" 'I' '"' A h • E?~" '. 'h < CB"' ti .1l. <4 ' 1 vV' ;r.v:o at ttran y sets :'::i.J.u:<.. ana. ,t_: illlUts t at ... ,iv.t protJ'llCE'-<.J WareT Ci1:nnot 
rnoot. 

II! The; st;(.;oou OIL "Nt!.tu('l:l.Uy Itrigai.<;;;(l LaD,os" would a 
even a wJrd party to depllve landowners £tombeneficial use of water suitable 
\1t-ildlife and livestock. 

Itt Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms 
meet the default limits s:pel1ed out in the Draft Sectiou 20 

.. This policy/rule has the effect oflifiliti:n.g th.e jnriSdiction ofth,t 
and appx'¢ptiatcd 'Y'vator righ.ts. 



( 
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'" The ,Vater and Wast;:: Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Smdy. TIus study is mon: 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils sin'rilar to in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the ad'¥ice oft-lAe \v-W AB, 

t; Tbis Rule/Policy plac.es tr..e Operat(n: in $ position where existiugw3rer 
managem.ent plans alJ.d structl.U:es such as reservo1r>; ?.1'e made obsolete; 
in su.bstantial costs to replace; possibly miking fields uneconomical, 

• Operators recognize water ma,''lagement is a critical pam to t..'!J.eir development 
plans. Operat.ors will not likely drill/construct projects until a '.vater UJ"al<l.SV}'H\.'j,i\' 

pl<1l1 can be fin:ned up, This policylrule wi111ikely have a negative 
future development ofCBNGresources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regu lafi)ry c\1)T(lm:L F\llili.er 
tegul11tion puts further production at jeopardy. If further producticmj 
is injeopardy eco1:'lomic impacts arc, l:ik:vly to folk""", 

$ Vlater management decisions need to be left to responsible lfu"1dm.vners and, 
operators't Uon1t take a:;'/8,"Y use .afreservoirs ('\¥.tJich may· not be or 
containing the 50 yearJ24 hour event and all produced vv'ater) as a water 
management tool. 

~ you for the opportunity to comment on this rnl$, Again, please register tt1)' 

oppositiox). to miiking this a:rule or polioy. Please feel free to conto.ct me :::t 307 622 1275 
If:V!Jtl have ao.)' questions regarding iuyopinion. 
my ability to mak~_a Hving in mis wonderful state! 

Since:rely~ 

~./ ~ A--:;f;:~ 
V 
Gregg Putman 
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Febrrnrry 14,2007 

lv1r. Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002-
Fax- 307~777-6134 

1 ~ 
(, " 7 I ; 1 .. 
hi ; n 

RE: DRO's Proposed RulefPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 2tL 

I am an Administrative Specialist wo:dci:P.g in the Safety Departm.ent for 
P~llYfarathoil on Company in Gil1ette~ WY. I grew up "lyommg 
back to the state after losing my job in Denver in June 2004. J rnuved 
I love living here and vvas tired of big city living. 

I would like to :tl1ak:e the follo\'Vfug points about this rule: 

~ 

'" If a rancher wso.ts'CV-ater to :flow down his drnin~ei?:, he may he pmhihited. to do so 
ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Be Ih"1:lits i:hat CBM pr-::>duced water C::iX"Mlot 

meet 
• The section on "Naruta11y Trrigftted Lands" would allow a siugle la:m.luwmtl or 

even a third party to det,.1l'ive landowners frOlrl beneficial·use of water :tor 
vvildlife and livestock, 

" Na:rurai rainwater flo-wing down the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the d~fau1t limits spelled mrtm the Dl'afi Section. 70 rnJ~/l'oHcy 

... This policy/rule has the cficot of limiting the jurisdiction of the State "->.'-'.SL',''''''L 

and apprupriat~ ware.!: .rights. 
• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to that it consider 

water qualit;y standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. Thls is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to 
Wyoming, rather than the California study CtUTent!y being used, 
heed the advice of the '1,NY'\,VAB . 

., This RulclPolicy places the Operator a position, 'lih.<ltc 'Nfltc.r 

m.w:lagcmlCllL FlatUS aad si..n.u;;lu.res such as reserViolls ar.e made obsolete" ",,,;:;.tUl.=)O, 

in subst..antial costs to replace, possibly making fields ooecononlic-at 
" Operators reccgpJze water management is a curl.cal path to development 

plans. OperatotS will not likely drillf.construct project'S a water """'"H"",;;, ...... W'.V'.M 

plan. can be firmed up. Tuis polit'Yirnle will likely have a negative 
futu:l:e development of CBNO resources in t.T:le Powder River Basin. 

.' 
D 



Thank you :fo!' the opportunity to comm~nt on this l'tile, Again, please my 
oPPOSitiOll to making this a rule or policy. 

Sincerely. 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
HerschIcr Bldg.~ Room 1714 
Cheyenntl. WY 82002 
fax - 307~771-6134 

FILE]] 
FEB 1 4 2007 

,..'1e,rrI A Loren2on, Director 
t:f1VlrOnmental Quality Council 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dew::Mr. Gordon, 

I am a Mining Engineer working as a Project Mflnaeer for PennacolMarathon Oil 
Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyoming fot the pat'lt 11 years after seeking 
refuge from an overcrowded Colurado. The first five of those years I spent self employed 
after starting a small retail business in Bu:trdlu,. WY. During this time of self employm~t, 
life was extremely difficult due to scraping a living in a pm,}1' economy. I was forced to 
liquidate my business and relocate to Gillette where jobs could be found. After workill.g 
five years with a small Civil Engineering firm, I was hired into my present job when;; fo!
the first timc since movi:u.g to Wyoming, I am fairly compensated. My wife of28 years 
and two iliwglrtc::rs have made these adju.stnlents ::lR well. All three have been assimilated 
into the community with work, 3chooland ehUI'¢h, We all do weekly volunteer work. 

Although. the following opposition statement has b\;ell reported by others~ I fully agree 
with it~ contents and believe that the passing of this ruling will have a negative affect not 
only CBM operat-OTS. but ranchers, wildlife and the public in general. 

I oppose the Department of'Environment:al Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20 •. 

.. I oppose any rulemaking thaL reduces or eliminates the ability for cO!ilhed 
produced water to· be discharged andrhu::; beneficialJ:y used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to rarlt;liers, livestock and 
wildlife if it 1~ tt'> be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points ahout this rule: 
• Appendix H will elirtJ..i.uato a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Pulicy does not protect existing 

us~~ of CBM produced waters. 
• If G. rancher wants water to flow down his drainage~ he may be prohibited to do ::;0 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Be limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meel 
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• The secUo.u 011 "l-.Taturally Jnigated Lands" woulci allow a single lando\\'Uer or 
even a tblrd party to deprive landowners from beneficial uSA of water suitable for 
wildlite and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during stor.tl18 does not typically 
meet. the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rulelPolicy. 

.. This policy/rule has the effi>.ct {)f limiting the jurisdiction of the State l;:ngineer 
and appropriatod water rigb.ts. 

• The Water and Wwste Advisory Bofttd suggested to '\XtYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standardS based on the Bridger Mon.tona Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study :r.uakes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the Calitbmia study currently being used. DDQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

• This RuleIPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
mauagctrlent plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in subStantial costs to replace. possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water manag<mle;lt is a critical pllth to their development. 
plans, Operators will not .likely drill/construcL projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule \\-illlikely have a nt:gatlve effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CaNG industry is already cany1ng a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
r~gulatiou puts further production at je.oparfly. If further production! development 
is in jeopardy eCOllO.t.ruc impacts ore likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to bt:lleft to responsible lando'W'l;lel's and 
operators. Donlt take away use of reservoirs (which way not be capable of 
c.ontaining the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) ~ a viable water 
management tool. 

Tha.nk you for the opportunity tooomntent on this 11lIe. Please register my opposition to 
making this a rule or policy. Please fccl free to contact roe at 307-685-5078 if you have 
any questions regarding :my opinion. I have appreciated living in the beautifill Rtate of 
Wyoming and desire to see it preserved for oounL1ess generations to follow. 

P, S/g 
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VJA r ACSJ:Mn..n 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
He.rschler Bldg., Room. 171" 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

NO. 0169 P.? 

PILED 

Terri A Lorenz/.m, Director 
EnvironmeJ'1"lEj Qua1ffy Cow'}ci1 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RuleIPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1. Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I ant currently working as a Project Manager for Penn.acol1v.tarath.on Oil Company in 
Gillette, wy. IjUJ:iL m.oved 1.0 Wyoming a.iltrr 8+ years wiLh Marathun. Iha.vl:;: be::m 
vacationing in Wyo:tntng since I was 9 years old and have family that visits every year. 
Living in Wyoming is a dream come true for my wife and me. My family has been in the 
drilling business for almost 30 years in P A and r finally reached my goal of being in the 
same business. I have a mortgage. 2 vehicles. a camper for vacationing in this beautiful 
state, and a wife that will be working in the Ca:rnpbell County School System. I also have 
grandparents that are very active in the Churches end family counselins in Casper. They 
also do home study sessions in Casper and Cody. 

I oppose the Department of EnvironntentaI Quality~s proposed Rule (Appeudix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 11 Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers~ livestock and 
wildlife if it IS to be beneficially rc-uscd. 

I woUld also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eJinl.i:nate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Polit.y does not prOfE'.ct existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• II a fancher wauts wate.c to flow down. his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets 8AR.and Be limits: that CBM prOduced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on ''Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single lando-wner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water sUitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Naturol rainwater flowing down the t±rninages during ston.n.s does not typically 
meet the defa:uI.t limi:ts spelled out in: the Draft Section 20 rulcJPolicy. 
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• This policyh:ule has the effect of limiting the jurisilici.ioll ufthe State Engineer 
and appropriated. water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study, This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming a..<; the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study ~tly being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice ofthoWWAB. 

• T1rls RuIelPolicyp1aces the Operator in a position wltt;trc; I:lxlSil.ilg water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to rep1ace~ possibly making fields uneconomical.. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct proj ects until a water m.anagement 
plan can be finned up, This policy/rule 'Will likely have a negati.'~re eff~~t crt'! 

future developmont (>f CBNG resouroes in the Powder River Basin. 
• CBNG indUStry is already carrying a l:>izablt; rt;gulatolY burden.. Further 

regulation puts further production at jeopardy. Iffutther production! dev-elopment 
is injeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't takA ::I:waym,e ofresetVoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 yeax'/24 hour event and all prodtlc.ed wat~.r) as ::1. v1::lhle water 
management tool. 

Thank: you for the opportunity to comment on this rule, Again, plt;~e register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-685-5065 
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to 
lose my abi~ to make a living in this wonderful st~te! 

Sincerely, 

~;?;~~ 
Brian Boyer, PM/Geologist 



02-114-' 137 14,33 FBOt'H1orthland Industrial 

J~ORiHLAND 
INDUSTRIJU. 

;fj;,"- .. . 
·.~PEC'ALTlES L.I."C. 

=~07-t3S.2-0977 T-'437 P002 

1.'0 Box 1,886 - lOgS Roi.ler(SOu Circle· Gmcttc. WY liZ7l Ii .. Tel: ]\i7·682.·2ll6J }\u; Jn7·fl~2,·{NTi 
E-mail eo info(l5!nisproecss.colH 

January 29. 2007 

BiH Dirien:to 
Wyoming Departrncnt of Environmental Quality- Water Quality Division 
122 W, 25 th St 
H~rschler Bldg., 4tb Floor \-Vest 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax: 307 .. ,77T,5973 

F-?;54 

RE: Conuncnts pertaining to the propo3cd Chapter i. Section 20, Appendix H Usc 
Protection 

To: The Chairman (If the WF,QC, 

Northland IndtL'ltrial Specialties, LtC would like to take this opportunity to Clll1IHH:n! on 
expre3!:> our opposition in regtwdx to (he propo~ed Chapter t, Section H -
Protection Policy Ru!cmaking DeeiHiol1, 

It is rmr understanding th .. 1t Appendix H would eliminate a smrn;t! 
a .. .',d will n:-.;gativcly affect livestock and wildlilc uSCs due to the overly 
would be enforced for CUM produced water discharge, arc firm believers 
responsibility and munagemcnt of produced water development, however to 
regulation for permitting seems damaging to our economy i.md 
relationship beh'leen CBM p1'Octucers and landowners should 
produced water discharge and usc. These are the ones affected by the 
allowed right to manage ltiS best seen fiL 

The limiJ:j that ,).re heing set for BAR and seem to be unattainable as 
docs not typically meet the ddault IhniL'> :;:pelled nut in policy. The 
Advisory Board suggested ttl WYDEQ that i l con~ider \vaLer 
Montana Study, This study would seem lo be more appropriate 
m,lk:cs usc of soils similar in Our statD, mther til,H) (he Calilhmia !51udy 

What sets the precedence tor a 50 ycar!24 hour tlood evc:nt Jnd why is 
management of the landowners' reservoirs? Why !lot a 5 year event or a 1 YCUf even!':' H 
seem that \f thel'e was such an event there may not be many places 

could uo, 

Assul11Jng lhi;{ poiity were lo adv:.mce io the poin! 
v;mtk! be n:sponsibtc fix the compensation oC tIlt landowner'> who 'wmtld be 
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by the ioss of water used for irrigution, and livestocK.. Would it be the State? 
(individual and busine::>i;)? 

F-254 

\voile it is understood ti1"H there have heen holated problems with some land owners/ranchers, 
there is a va:;it majol'1ty that have bendiled frum the use the water for 
irrigation, livelltod, amI wihlliie drinking waler in lm:atlnn:l that had little (ll" none to current 
weather conditl<.ll1s. 

in samma.ry we oppose lot:: proposed ;\pp<;:1\dix H Rulemaking deci:-;ion. We yQU for 
opportunity to eom.mcnt on the ruling and rc:;penfuHy ask (h,lt our cornmcn.ts be submitted lnto 
tho rec{)'rds. 

~---t.::::::::=:""'::::::=-;;~""M'_',"_"""._"""" 
M. Norstcgaard 

Field Construction Supcrvisor I OWner 
Northland Industrial Specialties, LLC 

Co: NIS, O"'mers 
LLC 

Ridge Runners Investment:;, T,LC 
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VIA F ACSlMILE 

February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gotdon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hersohler Bldg., Room 1114 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 
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1! I' T 'f'3 D r is ~ . 

Terri A. Lorenzon, DIrector, 
Environmental Quality Council 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chaptel' 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon. 

I run a Production Supervisor working WatP.r Management issues for Pennaco/Maratb.on 
Oil Company ill. Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyoming for tbA pa.<;;t 7 years. I have a 
mortgage, 2 vehicles, 1 child ill the Campbell COl.mty School System. I will have ::l my 
daughter enrolled in school next year. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed RUle (Appendix II) 
01' Policy ngarding Chapter 1. Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulema1cing tkrt reduces or eliIninates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus benAficia11y used. 

• Water bas to be in I.l.w stream and constantly tlvru.lable to ranchers, livestock And 
wildlife if it is to 1:Je beneficially re-UlSt1d. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule; 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestoclc and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Se¢tion. 20 and the As Use Ptotection Policy do~~ not protect existing 

uses of CBM proc1u\X'ld wat~. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow do-wn his drdinagtl, he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets 8AR and. Be limits that CBM produced waf..t'r caunot 
meet 

• The section on ''Naturally Itrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from heneficial use of water suitable for 
wildliftl and live$tQck. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the dtainagQS during storms does not typically 
meet the default'llinits spelled out in the Draft S~cU01i 20 rule/.Policy. 

• This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the juriSdiction of the State Engmeer 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water M.d Waste Advisory Board ~llgge.~ to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality sta.ndMds based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for ~ ill Wyoming as the study makes use of s<>ils similar to that in 
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Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed th~ advice of the WWAB. 

• This RuleIPolicy places the Opeml.ol .in a position whe.rc existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservuirs ace made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not J.ikP.ly drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can. be fumed 'Up. Thit; policyh:ule will likely have a negative effect on 
future u~v~lopment of CBNG resou"(ces in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNQ- indust.ty is already carrying i.1, sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If furlhe.r: produ.cti¢n/ devolopment 
is injeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

A Water m.anaeement decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
op&:rators. Don't take away u~e of reservoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 year/2-1 hout event and all P!OChlCed water) as a viable water 
managemruL tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this mk. Again, please regist~r my 
opposition to making this a rule or pOlicy. Please feel free to contact mt: i:l.t 307-660-0013 
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love WYoming and do not want to 
lose zny ability to make a liviDfil in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 

Paul R. Beacham 
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February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
HerschlerBldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

307-682-1834 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RuleJPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am a Self employed Field Manager in the methane fields. I have lived in Gillette, Wy 
for the past 26 years. I have raised 4 children and have 1 still in elementary school I 
attend church at Trinity Lutheran. Our family is involved in many community functions. 
I oppose the Department of EnvironmentaJ Quality~s proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife ifit is to be beneficially re~used. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix: H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock: and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage. he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Be limit~ that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on <'Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/PoIicy_ 

• This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming,. rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AIl. 

p.3 
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• This RuleIPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans_ Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

10_ 4 

• CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. Iffurther production! development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likeJy to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-%12 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
R&B Enterprise 

Randy Elliott Owner/Operator 

~~. 
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VlA F ACSIMlLE 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

F I LED 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RuleJPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am a pumper in the methane field I have lived in Gillette for 9 years. 
I oppose the Department of EnvironmentaJ Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Poliey regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water bas to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively a:trect livestock and wild1ifeuses 
• Chapter I, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Be limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during stonns does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 ruleJPolicy. 

• This policy/rule has the e:trect of Iimiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
WYOlllin& rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

p. 1 
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• This RuleIPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing. the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-689-1212 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
RobertE. Avery 

~·r~vf:-~-
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14,2001 

MT_ Mark Gordon. Chairman 
wyotning Environmental Qnsdity Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hersch1er Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82(}02 
.Fax - 30,/-7n--6134 

NO, 0167 p ~ 

F I LEn 

Terri A, Lorenzon, Director 
Environmentat Quality Council 

R E: DEQ's Proposed RulelPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am an Adminisl.ru.iive As.-;istant working for PctUl.IlCO/M:ru:athon Oil Company:in 
(:iiUette~ WY. I moved to Wyoming in 1989 with .my two daughters. I have enjoyed my 
time in Wyoming and now have grandchildren who also live here. 
I have received the following infonnation from our water management group and 
sincerely hope the correct decision is made regarding this issue. Many people benefit 
from and make their daily living from the CBM business. 

Oppose the Departm~t ofEnviromnental Quality~s proposed R.ute (Appendix H) or 
PoUey regariling Chapte:l" IJ Section 20. 

• Oppose any rulemaking that reduces or efuuinall;;:; ilie ability fur coalbed 
produced water to be discbarged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife if it 1R tn he beneficially re--used. 

Note the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will di ruinate a SO'I.lrC¢ of water needed by rllIlche:rs and Vlill 

negatively affect livestOCk and wildlife Wit:s 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

uses ofCBM produced waters. 
• 1£ a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets S.AR and Be limits that CRM produced water cannot 
.tUeet. 

• The section on "Naturally Irrigated LmIdls" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of Wl;f.{er suitable for 
wildlife and livestook. 

• Natural rainwater flowing OO'Wll the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the default limits ~11M out in the Draft Section 20 ruleJPolicy. 

• 'This po1i(iy/tule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer 
and appropriatt:d water rlghm. 
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• '!'he W~r and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDBQ that 1t consider 
water quality standards based OR th¢ Dridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropria.te for use in Wyoming as tfu:: :51.udy makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wy~ rather than the california study currently being wst:d. DEQ should 
heed. the advice oftb.e WW AR 

• This RuleIPolicy pla('.e.~ the Operator in a position where existing water 
numngement plans and !rtructU.res sueh as ~oirs are made obsolete. resulting 
ill substantial costs to l'epfuce, possibly making :fields l.11lBconomical. 

• OpetatoI'S recognize water IIlWlagement is a oritical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill!COJl:$lrucl projects 'Olltil a water mnnagement 
plan can be fumed up. This policy/rule will likely have a nc.-;gative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder Rivet Basin. 

• CBNG inclustry is alff'MY carrying a sizable regtllatory burden. Further 
rogulntion p't'lts further production at jeopaTdy_ If further production! development 
is i.u.jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Warer management decisio~ nt:ed to be I~ft ro responsible lattdovvners and 
operators. Don't take away use ofreservoinl (which may not be oapable of 
containing the 50 year124 hour event and all produced water) as Ii viable water 
:management tool. 

Thank you for the 0pp0rt'wlity to comment on this rule. Again. please register my 
opposition to making this a. rule or policy. Please feel m.e tn contact me at 307.685.5088 
if you have any qUtlStiOllS regarding my opinion.. I love Wyoming and db nnt want ta lose 
my ability to make a living in this wondedul statfJi 

~:&~. ----...."'" 
Vicki Dutterficld 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Envinmmental Quality Council 
12;2. West 25th street, Herschler BuUding, Room 1714-
Cheyenne, WY 8~2 

FILED 
FEB 1 ~ 2007 

P. 01 

FAX! 307-77/-61:34 
Tem A Lorenzon. Oirer;tor 

Environmental Quaiit:,J Coundi 

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming water Quality Rules and 
Regulations 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

1 am writIng to provide comments opposing the propo!*!tl rule c.hitllge(s) with respect to Section 
.201 Chapter 1 wyoming Water Quality Rules ttnU ~~ufat:iQns. It is clear th<!:lt the proposed 
Ct'la0ge5 Will do little more than harm the Sldll:! of Wyoming on multiple levels. Simple cow culf 
ranchIng operations willlll.t!fdily dly up and blow away, ~s such minute elements ()S windmill or 
water well operdLaJ !;)wck tanks will no longer be permissible means to woter livestock. Their 
ul/t;:rOuwing discharges will not meet the proposed st;!ndqrds. Furthermore, t;lmilar instanceli 
where the overflow fills Md ~ssociated reservoir will no longer be permissible either. This state 
has been in ~ prolonged period of drought ilnd were it not for CBM discharge water, many small 
mnching operations would have already gone under. 

The Powder River Basin Resource Council is trying to stop CBM d.!VI~lopment and in turn ruin the 
ability of the Wyoming farm and ran~h community to raisa and care for tnAir r.mp!': and livestock 
operations. In one motion, the PRBRC stand.s to kill both industry non agriculture all together. 
F¢r too long the voice of a vocal minority has beP.n rlktAting the actions of the silent majority. 
The Views of the petitioners. are· not the. vi@wr. of t'M people of Wyomrng who choose to make it 
their home: I am on~ ofm;;my lInivPor..;ity of Wyoming graduates (I personally have a Master's 
Degree in Fnvimnmp-nl'al Economics) who want to remain in their home state and invest their 
pmt1uctive lives into making it their home. r make a good income, pay all of my bills on time, 
and r pay my taxes. How do the petitioners expect the economy of Wyoming to remain intact if 
their proposed rule changes get adopted? Are they going to make up the fiscal difference out of 
their own POCkets? You and I both know the answer to that. 

The water produced from CaM benefits. both the agricultural industry and the Wyoming wildlife. 
Water is put to good use as stock and wildflfe water and irrigation. The science is in place 
allowing land application of thiS water with proper oversight and management. The soils are 
treated and enhanced and life goes on. Wildlife and livestock have flourished in the presence ot 
CBM produced water. You can even discuss this with the el.M wildfife biologIsts if you Uke. 

1hanks for yOUr consideration on this matter. 

Sincerely, 
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~f.acy K.')lordd 
1',0, Box 3385 
GiHette, V;;Y 82717 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
WyOtl:ling Etrvironfh.ent:'ll QnPtH1Jl <:rmncil 
J22 W. 25th Sf. 
Herschler Bldg. Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax -3Q7-711-6134 

1v1r. Bill DiRienzo 

VATES PETRDLEUM ClJRP 

\Vyoming Department ur En v iromut:Htal Qualhy 
Water Quality Division 
Herschler Buildim~. 4th Floor West 
122 West 25 th St. ~. 
Cheyenne" Wyoming 82002 

RE: Policy/Rulemaking on. Chapter 1, Section 20 - Use Protection 

Dear ~1r, Gordon, 

Thank yOll for the opportunity to comment on this issue. I run oPPU~t;;U to H 
because I feel it would elintinate the use of a very important water reSource. 
existing Policy and proposed Rl.11emaldug (:if passed) has pot.ential of 
discharges already in use·as well as future disoharge.s" Existing reseTVoir'i will he 
affected and may have to be abandoned and construction of new reservoirs or 
wiH cause 14'1;i1.ecessary disturbance, I personally do not S~ how thh" wouJd vw'.'~.n 
landOVv1),ers 1n any way, shape or torm. I feel that it should be 11p to prhlate "',,"'''''''''1''h, 

f.audowners to establish water management plans that are acceptable useful 
CBM S<.;rvice provid<'Jt's to meet their indjvidual needs. Passing this 
deny landmvners that opportunity and their right to choose the flow' U~"".'~'U 
Hvestockand wildlife water. Containment ofthe :50 year event will re('PJin;~ dthc! 
partially filled reservoirs: and neither of these would benefit or 
livestock either. Landuw1J.ers 'l,villiosc their right of choice. The rna] ority of the 
wells $n the bru;;in have a stock '\\tater ~PJ?~'op:riation, filed with the State:>; h,.;,.,.,.",,,,,w 

associated with when. 11115 rule infringes upon that ri~J'J.t 

The limits proposed have been currently based ~1n Caliibrnia studies 
appropriate Btjdger study and it seems oud to me that even 
basin ",vould not meet theso dcfu1.l1t limits, 
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This rule win not solve any problems1 but will create new ones. If this is passed, it 
clt:::uy private property Jandow'llersthe ability to make decisions concerning their (:wn 
and it wi11 eliminate a valuable resource that should be available to them. 

2 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairrmm 
Wyoming ~m,'ironmenta1 Quality Council 
122 W. 25l!1 St. 
Herschler Bldg, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

February 14,2007 

Todd Merchen 
641 {} Hudson A Vi?:. 

Gillette, Wyoming 8271 g 

Re: Ptopot.'ed Section 20, Appendix H - Agricultural Use Protection 

ivir. Gordon: 

I previously contacted you about Citizen Petition for Rulemaking -::.;eQ,~>tg~r.Jgy~[J3asin 
Resource Council ot al- WQO Chapter 2. That letter was dated January 2007. As I 
stated jn that letter, I live with my family in GiHette,Wyoming and am employed as a 
:registered professional engineer and registered professional geoiogist by Lowhru:n 
Engineering LLC. Gillette is our home and where we want to stay., My employment in 
the CBM industry is critical to supporting my family. The CBM industry is also critical 
to sustaining this community. 

Last night 1 attended a meeting of concerned citizens about the proposed Section 
Appendix H· Agricultural Use Protection rute making, I sat with s.everal. ranchr;;;ts who 
depend on the CBM water to sustain their operation. These are f{)lks I have \-vorked 
in the development uTUIe ga.."! and water resource and have become frie:rlds '\vith. A.s I 
discll..')sed in my previous letter, they are receiving a substantial bentllll watexs. 

The rule, or fear implementation, has alr~ady impacted our business and ha.s 
stymied developmel1t of one of our nation's <..-"Titlcai natural reSOllrces. 

There appea.rs to be no scientific basis for the establishment of the 50 year event 
throughout the P()wder River Basin as the controlling stem!!, event to pnJteivi 
lnigated Lands". It is a lazy -v'.:-ay, and deceptive way, of trying to cripple the 1!l(lUSlry 
Some rurtural1and use has been impacted because of irresponsible development, 
however, these impacts are localized and not basin .. vide. These should be addreffscd 
individually and not by a blanket rule that ~iures so many. 

Please carefully consider this Ag Use Protection rule, it is iOO generaJ, without scientinc 
basis. and "WiH likely injure many landowners in the guise a few. 

Respectfully, 

~-r~cJ1l 
Todd Merchen PE. PG 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th 81. 

;- Te!ri It Lorenzon, Director 
environmental Qualify Council 

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule!Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter I, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am a pumper in the methane fields I have lived in Gillette all my life. I have been in this 
line of work for 5 years. 
I oppose the Department cf Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a Source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses . 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to· flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and Ee limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on ·'Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during stonns does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 ruleJPolicy. 

• This policy/rule bas the effect oflimiting the jurisdiction of the State En&:rineer 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 
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• This RuleIPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule wiIllikely have a negative effect on 
future development ofCBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

p.2 

• CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production! development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't take away use ofreservorrs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-299-4009 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
Tanya Elliott 

~~£~ 
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February 14,2007 

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division - Attention Bill Dirienzo 
Herschler Building, 4th Floor Wel>"t 
122 W. 25 th St. 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

307-882-2517 

Re: Proposed Section 20, Appendix H - Agricultural Use Protection 

Dear Mr. Dirienzo: 

After attending last nights CBM meeting regarding the Ag Use Protection Policy we felt 
cornpeUed to write a letter. 
First, we were verj disappointed to hear and read the letter from a rancher whose name 
was put on this petition without her knowLedge, That puts the petition on ground 
forns. 
Secondly to hear that the water being discharged would haVe higher water than 
the water we drink (if this rule passes) was astonishing. Ibis leads 1..'S to believe that the 
citizen's petition was introduced to not just improve the water quality, but to stop the 
dischargjng ofwdter. It very weU would if this rule is passed as it would be very for 
the water to meet these new expectations. 
Lastly, to hear a landowner speak about how this rule would affect him (when this is 
supposed to protect him) was what sealed the deaL Taking the discharge water away is 
not going to do any good for most landovvners. When ,'lC see lando\\'D.ers that are 
t.ltis cause that is supposed to protect them, we see the real truth of the matter. 
When you see the papers upon papers that CBM companies already go through to 
permits etc... You see that they are doing everyihing in their power to keep the land, 
vegetation, wildlife, and water in the very best shape it Call possibly be. There is no 
rCfl.son to add another rule that would end up taking away a very important resource to 
most landowners which in turn would make the rest of the land suffer. 
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( i L) TETRA TECH EC. INC. 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 92002 
Fax - S07-777-e134 

303 980 3539 TO 913077776134 

VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14, 2007 
TTDN-MOC/GEN-07 -113(X) 

Subject: WyomIng DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, 
Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

P.02/03 

I am a Professional Engineer working on water management solutions for several CBM 
operators in the Powder River Basin. I am a registered Geologist and Engineer in the state of 
Wyoming and have worked in the energy industry for over 25 years. J believe that the Coal Bed 
Methane industry is good for Wyoming and the land owners and ranchers of the state. 

• I am opposed to the Department of F!nvironmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
reg:·miing Chapter 1 . Section 20. 

• I oppose !itOilte rul&!making that reduces the ability to usa C8M produced water for 
beneficial use, 

• Such UGCG of CBM water include live~tock and wildlife watering and crop irrigation whic;.h 
have proven to be beneficial to the 3tate. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule, 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source 01 water needed by ranchers and will negatively 

a1'tect Uvestock and wildlife watering. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so if 

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that cannot be meet. 
• The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or even a third 

party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water· suitable for wildlife and 
livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not always meet the 
default IimitR spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. 

• This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the Stotc Engineer and 
appropriated water rights. 

• The Water ond Waate Advisory Board ha3 suggest~d that WYDEQ consid~J Wi:lll:J 
quality standards based Olt the Oridger Montana Study which is /fJUIIZ Clppropriate to the 
atate of Wyoming than the California study currently U::il:u. The California soli model Is 
not representative of Wyoming soil and does nol/.lJurJuce representative results. 

• This Rule/Policy plat;e::; the Operator in a posItIon where existing water management 
plans and stJu{.;tures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, which will result in 
:substantial costs to replace making many CBM fields uneconomical. 

143U"ion Boulev.~td. SlJite 1010. Wkewood. co 80228·1875 
TeI303.988.2.2.02. Fax 3m.980.3539 

www.LL~d.com 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
February 14, 2007 
Page 2 

303 980 3539 TO 913077776134 P.03/03 

• Operators recognize water management is ;:;) critical path to their' development plans. 
Operators will not likely drill/construct prOjects until a viable water management plan can 
be developed. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effsct on future development of 
CBM resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• The CBM industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory and financial burden. ThesE: 
proposed rules will put future production at jeopardy and will likely have an economic 
impact to the state. 

• Water OIcHl~gernent decisions need to be left to responSible landowners and operators. 

Thank you for the opportunIty to comment on this rule, Agam, please register my OPPOSition to 
making this a rule or policy, Please feel free to contact me at 303-980-3544 with questions or 
comments, 

Kf):bJ 
Cc; Project File 

Ith S. Da~on PG, PE 
Principal Engineer 
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-----------------------------------

Brennan Engineering & Instrumentation 

February 14,2007 

David D. Brennan 
Brennan Engineering and Instrumentation 
5700 Antelope Valley St 
Gillette, WY 82718 
Phone: 307-685-2987 

Mark Gordon 
Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 West 2S1h Street 
Herschler Bldg. Room 1714 
Cheyenne, ~ 82002 

F I LED 
FEB 1 ~ 200/ 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
EnvIronmental Qua/iflj Council 

Re: Opposition to Chapter 1, Section 20~ Appendix H of the "Ag Use 
Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon 

Please do not let Chapter I, Section 20, Appendix H of the "Ag Use 
Protection Policy" pass your approval. The CBM industry has been working 
hard to comply with all the rules and policies set by WYEQC and the 
WYDEQ. This policy not only puts tighter restrictions on CBM water 
discharges but it also effects the rights of ranchers and landowners from 
discharging water on their own property. Please do not let this policy 
become a rule. We think that it should be up to the DEQ's discretion and let 
each decision be site specific. 

Sincerely, 

David Brennan 
BEl 

p. 1 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14, 2007 

M1' _ Mark Gordon. Chair.rnan 
Wyoming Envi:romnent~l Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
HGTschler J)1ag., Room 1714 
Cheyenne~ WY 82002 
Fax·- 3(J7~777-6134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed RulelPolicy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20, 

I oppose the Department of Envir'onmeut;tl Qu~Uty~s proposed Rule 
or Policy rtgal"dmg Gbapter 11 Section 20. 

II I oppose any rulemaldng that reduces or eliminates the ability tor ,",V «Hi"'" 

produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially use<i 
.. "Water has to be in the stream and oonst:mtiy available to 'Vl\"U"-,."', 11VI%;,[OC'K 

wildlife if it is to be beneficially l'e-used, 

I would also like to make the fullowing points about rule; 
• Appendix. H ¥Y'm eliminate a soun::e of w-ate:r needed by raJlchers and wm 

negatively affect livestock and~ildlife use,s 
lilt Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect Vh''''''.''''',' 
~s of CBM produced waters, 

!It If a rancher want.") water to flow dovY'll his droinage, he may 00 prohibited. to so 
IfW'i'DEQ arhituu:lly sw 8AR and Be llinits that CUM water, (>ttl110t 

meet. 
lIO The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands" would pJlowa 

even a iliird party to deprive la:udown~s from beneficial use 
,wdlife and livestock. 

• 'Nau.lr.al r.ainwaik"X flowing Qcnvn the drainages durmg stO'nns does not 
meet the default l1mit.s spelled out in the Draft Se(>tt0112() nil.elPo1icy. 

CI· This poucy/:ru.te has th~ efft::cL of 1i.miting the jLlIi:;iliCtiOIl of ille Sllilt: "-'li,'.',.u...;'"'""" 

and appropriated water rights. 
.. The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to W)'DEQ it COIlISlur;,r 

water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study, st!Jdy is more 
appmrmate for USle in Wynmin!?; a..:;: the study make~ 'Q~e of ~nn$; i'llrnHar to that 
Wyoming~ rather than the California study currently being used. 
hetx:i theo.dvice of t'be WWitB. 
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• This RuleIPolicy places th~ Opc.rato).' .in a position whct¢ cx1Bting water 
management pians and structures such as reseJVl.)irs are j}).ad~ obsolete, 
in substantial costs to replace. possibly :making fields uneconomical. 

til Operators recognize water management is a critical path. to their developm.ent 
plan£. Openttoffi win not likelY dril1lconstruct projects until a vl/atel' m~ma,geJ!!!.ent 
plan can he fumed up. This policy/rnl~ v..,H likely have a ne~ative 
:fu.ture development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basi,L 

'" CBNO industry 1S .already cl:U"1)'iug a sizable regulatory burden. Flli"'"ther 
regulation puts further production at: jeopardy. If furluef p.roduction/ eI<JPIDlciut 

is ill jeopardy economic impacts axe likely to tollo'\-v. 
* Water :r:nan~ement decisions need to be left to responsible ifmdo'01flers and. 

operators. Don't take away nse ofrese.rvolrs (which may not be carlan.tB 
containing the 50 yea.r/24 hour event and an pmt111ced water) as a 'viable Vi/filer 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comm.c;mL 'OIl lItis .role. Agaill.; please :register HI)' 

opposition to making this a rule or policy. 

Sincerely, 
I} <, . 1 tl-
~~.#~ 

i. Jim Tumli:nson 
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February 14; 2007 

WIT. Mark UordoX1, Cb..aLrman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Cou1:l,cil 
122 W. 25th 81. 
Her~(':hler Ridg., T{oom 1714-
Cheye:nne~ "'tV 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaldng-I'owder lU:ver Basin Resource 
Revised Version-WQD Chapter 2 

I wl):rk fur 'Pt;;1llil;tl;o!MaJ;atholl Oil CmnpaliY in Gillette; V/'l. I 
work on newly drilled wells, I have worked in the oil &. g<i:> iIliJIJl:ihy for 34 years, I 
moved back to Gillette, arter an absence of 7 years, from Texas TO be a of bed 
natural gas development I have resettled with a mortg~ge; 2 autos, and other 
financial responsibilities, 

I oppose the Citizen P·etitiol1 for Rulen:'Hlldng - Powde.r River Basin Resouf'eJ2 
Council et al- WQD chapter Z. 

• 1 oppose any mlernaking that red:uces or l::limiu<ltt..':S ilie abllity fiJr ooalbvd 
prouuced water 1..') be discharged andilius beneficially used. 

~ Water has to be in the stream and COl1stantlv available to ranchers, and 
wildlife if it is to be benefidally re-used. W 

r"wouid ill,o like to make the follmving points about this role~ 
., 1ft-his rule is passt;U: in any form, the financial ri'tll1:ificatlous to me, my 

my fellow employees and my company ,yill Ol:l deVaSlliLiI1g. 
ofta'\( l:"eyef!...l!,e, to t,)e county and state fi."om t.)e trenlendous reduction in Coal Bed 
Natural Gas production J£jjl change Wy01ning~,uevenue picture from hi:l:},:lbl.gJi 
surphlS to a deficit. 

.. Joh::n Wagne,\ Admitdstrator of the DEQ1s WAtA, r:}1m1ity 
tho EQC with h13 understanding of the effeCts of thii: proposed 
stah::d Llie rule will have the cffe.2! or prohibiting mO$!~jfI~£yt on CEM u:roduood 
water discharges, 

.. I oppose iillyrule that w(JUld set stricter standards for Powder River 
produced water than the existing '\v~l'DE8 stan,dards for Convcl1tioD.al 
Gaq Operations, The concept of a standard is self-explfu'iatory, . 
applied over the entire stat~" The Powder and Ton,!;"ue Rivers are n.Q1auy "1;++.".,."",,t 

from the Wind/Big Horn or Sh.oshon.e rivers. This mle js bound to be 
down as arbitrary a..'ld capricious upon appeal. 



'" It is well understood by the Fmnaw ao.d other CBNC operators in the bMi;:l 

problems \vith CBM water on some indi'viduals" propeme':\ !Uight I;;:xl!3l. I ha.ve 
personally dealt ~ith many of these individuals .. .In opinion, view 
rights they are (jwed is skewed beyond all reasonableness. There are rnany 
opt10m: available for conflict resolutions that are 110t being pursued 
petitioners. Changing wate,t qn>lHty mle~ is not a for t110se issues. 
eVo;:y C'M!;; an engineered solution ha~. been ofier.ed to the 'fh", 
peUtiol1ers seem opposed to anything but !l fight 

• The Attorney General's office has fept'atedly t:auLiullt-d tht;) EQC 
petition and the rule it proposes, The BQC would be 1vise to I11I;1_1' attun:K~V 
advic.e. Again, upon appeal this rule will be struck down as erbttrary and 
capricious. 

Thank you for ml0 opportmuty to ('A,mment on this rule. Aga~ please my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. 

Please feel ftee to contact lli\;'\ at 301~(160-4670 of you have any quoBtioris regarding my 
opinion, lyras bornanQ reared i~"Wyo:rl.1ing mlt;l,~.9 nol want ~QJ.Q'§'~ l11:y ability tQ."m~c s 
living in this wonderful ~ti!tel 

Charles:a Haskins Ir, 
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February 14, 2007 
Via Facsimile (307~777-6134) and regular Mail 

Mr. BiU DiRien7...o 
Water Quality Division F I LED 
Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Herschler Building, 4th Floor West 
122 West 25th Street 
Cheyenne~ Wyoming 82002 

Re: Proposed Section 20. Agricultural Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr, DiRienzo 

FEB 1 4 2007 
Terri A Lorenl{)n, Director 

Environmental Quality Council 

I respectfully submit for your consideration the following comments regarding the 
proposed changes to the Section 20, Agricultural Use Protection Policy. 

Please use the recommendations from Mr. Harvey's (KC Harvey, LtC) study in the 
process of decision making for establishing the Ee and SAR default limits for end of pipe 
water quality. Overly restrictive water quaHty limits have the potential of causing current 
discharges and future discharges of water to no longer be available for providing water to 
livestock, \ ..... ildlife. and for iIrigati(>n without add.itional treatment. The water that is being 
pumped to the surface from the coal is of better quality in many instances then the'water 
that bas been used in the past prior to coal bed natural gas development and the idea of 
having to possibly treat to meet overly restrictive regulations is a waste of additional 
resotn:ces. 

The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to Wi'DEQ that they consider water 
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. As the Board pointed out this 
study at Bridger would definitely be more representative of the soils found here in our 
State VS. the State ofCalifomia, Please consider the good advice of the Water and Waste 
Water Advisory Board in your decision making. 

The proposed rule seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use for the 
water and want to continue there right to do so. As proposed Appendix H will interfere 
with the livelihoods of many land ,owners who currently rely on the produced water to 
enhance ranching operations, The proposed idea of building reservoir sites in the 
drainages that ~i.I1 contain a 50 yr/24 hr precipitation event and the produced water is 
just not reasonable. Many of the areas that land owners would prefer operators build 
reservoirs would be eliminated as an option because of this rule. The property O\'VD.ers 

ability to manage the ,;vater resource and grazing of there pastures \vould be significantly 
impacted by this rule. Please keep in mind the operators and property owners need water 
management tools they can work with to compliment each. other, and this proposed rule is 
not that tool. 
Thank you for the opportunity to comm)jnt. 

Sincerely, B6<jJbP/S ~ 
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A'J'TN: Mr, Mark Gordull 
Wyoming Environmontal Quality COllllcil 
122 West 251.h Street, Hcr~chkr BLlilding, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, W Y 82002 
FAX; 307-777-()134 

HE: I)roposcd Section 20 

F IL ED 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quairty Council 

J (till oppo::)c:d tu tIlt: proposed :-il.:dioll 20 JLIl\:; changes bccause it will cause great harm to 

the economy of tho Slale of Wyoming. 1(. will deCrCW.l0 Cur00l' ()pportuniticf) :1fJ '\vol! hac 
have a long tcnn effect 011 othel'jobs, slIch as rcat c.statc, that are not din"I',rJy n~I;'Jf('~d II) 
coal bed methane dcvclopnlCrlL 

The prop():~od section 20 wouk!n 't allow rnnchem to \.we rOGcrvoin; they already have 
pel'n.1itt.ed (.0 {'eed !ivestoc.:.k, It will have. a negative effect on theil'livelihood HS well as 
CHuse major price increases ill the callie l11arJ<c! I1s decrea~ing wate!' supply would also 
dl!Gr<';<LSG iIl!rd siz(;, MallY UIIJd't:J!:i WI;:I~; "lblc;; Illl;(.JlI.(.illw;; ,.IIOdu(;(il.l1l withoLll having to 
{ilt:. bunkrLlptcy duo to the pOl>itivo offootf!. of eon I bed methane dov~)lopl11(:)nL 

Overall. proposed sec.lion 20 is extremely cost ineme/ent, It would hindcl' rhe economy, 
illl!l'GWSG tn:lllkl Up((;y li/il.lgl:i(llld lowel tilt! (.lvelagt: iJl(;fmiG rate of Wyorningitcs, 

... / 

"'; .. j C.· (, C': i'·~,.,..l·'·.:·:·"'·'<::: ,~/ )! r· 
Tucker I .. Smi lh 
:->/1cridan, Wyoming 

l,:' 

{ 
/' \, 

\, .' .••... 

@OOll001 

r r·· , 
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febnIafy 14, %007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyomino Environmental Quality Council 
1.22 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1114 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX: 307-777-6134 

R.E~ Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
R89u1ations 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

I am writing to ~rovide comments opposing the proposed rule change(s) with respect l.O Section 
20, Chapb!!r t Wyoming Water Quality Fillies and Regulations. It is clear that the proposed 
change.-; would be damaging to Wyoming and the majority of its residents. Rancttl:Ms would lose 
thl!! ability to beneficially Lise CBM produced water for anything simply at the ul!lmand of some 
rlnwnstream landowner who perceived that it might damage his (and. The tread of DCQ has 
stated that virtuallY all discharges of CBM water would not be able to btl permitted under the 
proposed limits. 

The Powder RiVer Basin Resource Council is trying to stop CBM development. For too long the 
voice of a vocal minority has been dictat'mg the actions of the Silent majority. The views of the 
petitioners are not the views Of the people of Wyominy whQ choose to make it their home. I am 
one of many IongtI~ WYoming residents Woo wiml to rem~in here ond invest their producth/p. 
lives .ioto maldng it their home. r~ proposedc!li.'toges would very likely .. efimiriate. my job and the 
jobs ofthousands Of other res/aents who rtIdke their living in the CBM industry_ 

As manager ot operations (or tfle t.,'uHlpany I work for, rain ten you that if surfru::e discharge of 
caM procfUoed water Is not pennilt:ed, we will lose opproxima1;aty ninety pE'r~nt of our 
100mmctd naturaJ gas prodUt:Uon. 

lllank you tor your con:"ideration. 

Since;~:; j f n 
W.~1 
47 Upper Jtoad 
Shericibn, WY 82S01 

P. 01 
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February 14~ 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 

FAX NO. 307 673 RRRR 

F I LED 
l=~n ·1 ' , '-.0 , ,~ '){lrrl 

~ t.Vt!~ 

P. 01 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Counell 
1 n West 25th Street. Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VV)r R2002 

Terri JI j (' ;::: . . '" Luren70n I)' 
,-nVJronmC")'~' Q'-. ',,,,{rector 

VI ld/ >va/ity COuncil 

Deat Mr. GOt'don: 

Fot a multitude ofre;:asuIls, I am opposed to the proposed section 20 nlle changes: 

1. This rule/policy would add further regulatory tlud economic burdens to the CBM 
industry which is. already heavily burdened with regulatory r~u1remcnts. 

2. Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and hay!;; a 
negative impact on livestock and wildlife needs. 

3. Existing useS ofeBM rmduced waters are not protected by this rule/policy. 
4. Landowners seekins beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife and livestock 

IIlI1Y be deprived of the ability to use this water by a ~ingle landowner or third 
party because uf the section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands", 

5. Ranchers may be prohibited frum allowing watCl' to flow down their drainage 
systems ifWYlJbQ sets 8AR and Ee limiLs llUlt CBM produoed water eannot 
meet. 

6. This rule/policy will financially devastate both ranchers and the CBM imlu:stly; 
this deva.~tation will directly translate to an overall decline in the prosperity of the 
State.ofWyom1ng M a whole. 

The complications created fromthi$ proposed "solution" will create problems far greater 
than what the original "plOblem" ever contained. If approved, this nde/policy will 
immediately cause significant loss amungst the general populace of Wyoming: loss of 
jobS/livelihoods~ loss of"industry, loss of revenue, luslS uf ranches, 1055 oflivestoek, loss 
of wildlife, etc. 

Ultimate1y~ the addendat s of a few individuals with "special interests" should not be 
permitted to adverse! y affect the needs of the many individuals who will be severely 
impacted by the approval of the proposed section 20 rule changes. 

Thank you very much [O!" your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 

~·bt7-
Debbie George 
Sheridan, Wyoming 
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February 14, 2007 
. .$. F I 'I!" ED " . L . . 

Wyoming Environm~tal Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Sf. 
IIerschIer Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne~ VV1r.82002 

Wyoming DEQ/ Water Quality Divi.sion 
122 W. 2Stb St. 
Ht::f8chler Bldg .• 4th Floor West 
Cheyenne, VVY.82002 

Dear Mr.. Gordon &':MI, Dirienzo 

_ Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
t:f'n!1rollmental Quality Council 

I oppose the proposal put before you known aR C.hapt€'l' 1, Section 20 aka the "Ag 
Use Protection Policy". It seems to me the only protection this offers to Agriculture 
lands and the associated stewards is sllnilar to {Itt: protection an umbrella gives a 
water thirsty salt cedar tree in the desert. Literally taking available water away from Ag 
lands is unacceptable as we plod our way into the seventh year of a drought. 

I. like most Powder River Basin area citizens· do not envy your position. The position 
you have been appointed to is a huge contentious (I;:sponsibility. I only hope that you 
have the ability to weigh in on all point.~ of view. I know ycn have heard economic 
impacts) social impacts, agriculture impacts, etc ... As a council the redundancy of the 
comments must be almost numbing hut pleasp. rt:'.member we are the $ii.ent majority. 
We are the working class middle man who puts in the 40 to 80 hour work week and we 
all just wunt to go 'home atl.d enjoy our faulm~:-;; nOl fight the battles) one at a time, that 
helj,i us assure we will have jobs at the end of your rulemaking decisions. 

Thank you for suffering through yet one mO.re Ietter~ The decisions before you are not in 
fact "Ag Use Protection Policy" in reality it is <GAg Use Prevention" ofptoduccd water. 

Happy Va.lentines Day, 

SaWlda Phillips 
P,o. Box 1103 
Gillette, WY. 82717 
307-660·3836 

ec: Govetnor Dave Frerl1it:uthat 
Senator John Hines 
Senator Michael VonFlatern 
Representative Sue Wallis 
Representative Timothy Haillinan 
Representative TUl11 LubxlliU 
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VT..A FACSIMILE 

february 14} 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon,. Chairman 
WY<:lnri.n.e Rn't1rMmentaJ Quality Council 
122 W,25thSt. 
Rcrsohlor Bldg., Room 1114 
Ch6Y~rlne, WY 82002 
Fax- 30i-777~o134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rtue/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 

Dear IvIr, Gordon, 

r am ki P.rufeslSlo.ual GeOlogist working Water Ma:nagemcnt issues for PCn,tHlf'.A)/Mammon 
Oil Company in Gillette, Wy.~. I have live.o. in Wyoming {or 'Lh\:: p~t 6 yea{£;. I have a 
mortgage~ 3 vehiclesj 3 children in the Campbell County School System, 1 also have 1 
child who is a freshman at the University of Wyoming. I am ver:'1 active in the 
area and I attend the Wesleyan Church in Gillette, 

I oppose the D0p~rhne:nt of :i£n"ironmentftI Qn~1ity~s proposed :Rut" 
01' Pt)licy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking lhat :r\;;jluu~s or ellilliuates the ability for coalbed 
produced. water to be (ljscharged and thus beneflcially nsetL 

111 Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestoc}{ 
wildlife ifit is to be benencial1yre-used, . ' 

I would also like to' tnake the follo'CV-lng points abo'ut tl)ig 1:'111e: 
.. Appendix H will eEt1:cinate a so~cc of water needed by rtulchers G..'1d win 

negatively affect livestock and wildllfe lJses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use flrotectionPolicy does not protect 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If &- T'RT1r:he:r want<; water to flow down hlsdrainage, he may be prohibit{';ci to do so 

if WYDEQ arbitrruily sets S_4.R and He lio::Jits that (;RM produced water ClhillO! 

mc<>t. 
.. The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands}' would allow a s111gle landovv:ncr Ot 

even a third party to deprive lando\x,'ners from beneficial us/:: of WaltJ. ::ruitab1e for 
wildlife and livestock 

• Natural rainwater floVving down the draillages duting storms de)es not tWlca,11v 
meet the fJef<lH1t limit'! spelled out in the Draft Section 20 mlelP,)l1cy, ~ ~/ 

'" This policy/nile h~ t:he effect of liullting the jurisdiction t)ffhe ETlgi:tlez~r 
and applupriated w<rter rights. 

.. The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggtkiLeu to Wl'DEQ that .1t i;o:nsidcJ: 
water q;uality standards based 011 the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 

? 
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appwpriato tbr 'iiSehi. WYClming as th(; study makes usc of soils similar to that in 
\Vyoming,l rather than the Califumiii l5lUUy cUTIvn(ly Dv.il1g i.i:ivd, DEQ should 
he.ed the advice oftlle \1v"W AB. 

.. This Rule/Policy places the Operator ill a position where existing water 
management plans and stru.ctures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, re-sulting 
in substantial cost; to t'e{ilacff:, p()s~ihly making fields ll1leco:nomicaL 

lit Operators reoognize water mtmJ.i.gement ffi a critioal ptrth to meir developlnent 
plaus. Operators will not likely drillioortStl."uct projects until a Water 11'l.auagcmont 
plan. can be finned up. This policy/rule wm likdy havt:: \'A. llt::gative dlbcl t;H), 
futm-e development of CBNG resources in the Powder RiverB·as111. 

.. CBNG mdustry is already carrying a sizable regulatory b'urden. Furfuer 
regulation puts further :production at jeopardy. If further production! development 
is :in jeopardy economic j.ro:P:1~ts aT'€: likely to follow. 

.. \Vater man~gctncnt dooisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
up;;;rator~, Don't take away usc of IC$en'oirs (which may not be, capable i)f 
containing the:50 year/24 hour event and all produced Wiii,er) as a vi!:lbl" water 
management tool 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this n:de. Again, please register my 
oPJlo . .;;itl(!'!1 tn maldngthi!:: s. mle or policy, Please feel free to COntact me at 307-660-0013 
of yon have any questions regarding my opimoi'L I love \Vvl:>:mix1e ?-:!!{1..£lo not \Vi'lnt to 
lose nrV' abili1Y"t.o n'Hllse allying in this wcm,derfjll stated 



Feb.14.2007 4:46PM ENERGY LABS INC 3076824625 

February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark GoTdon, Chainnan 
Wyoming Ellvi!'Olllllental Quality C(mllcil 
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne.VVy.82002 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

F I LEn 
FEB ! ~ 2iID? 

c Terri A. L?renzon, Director 
",tlVlronmemal Quality Council 

By way of introduction, my name is Daniel J. Kaufmann. I have been a resident of 
CampbelI County Wy. Since "1991. I have been a resident of Wy. Since 1975. T have been 
involved in Gas and Oil exploration, production, monitoring. testing, and compliance 
since that time. I am currently employed by Energy Laboratories Tnc., Gillette, and Wy. 

I am writing this letter in concerning £he proposed regulatory changes involving Chapter 
1, Section 20- Appendix H HAg Usc Protection Policy". I won't burden you with 
comments conceming the importance of Dnergy Production in Wy. 

In a letter to John Corra, from DEQ Director ftom BiB DiRie1l2:o WYPDES Manager, 
Mr. f)1Rit'!fl7.0 ~tat~~ mminrl!: ll~ that th~ Rtlv1ronmMf.a.l Qn.aHty Act c:()nr:lin~ df.":finitlons 
for" credible data"," pollution" and other information for the purpose of designating the 
uses of surface waler ami (i.\;sessing I.he aLlailHJleIll of those deSignated use~. If Chapt,er 1, 
Section 20 - Appendix H is implemented, the following may result: 

t. Elimination of a source of water currently used bcneficial1y by a large number of 
rancher~. (This may affect Livestock as well as Wildlife.) 

2. Could change requirements tor cxisting water management. 
3. If the implenientationOf arcqUitc1llc!ltto build or maintain reservOirs capable of 

containing a " 50 ycar / 24 hour" flood event plus produced water, ranchers and 
operators will nOE be ahle [0 logistically oreconomical1y comply. 

4. If the implementation of a requirement to build or maintain reservoirs capable of 
containing a " 50 year 124 hour" flood event plus produced water, the natural 
rainwater ±lowing down the drainages during storms would not typically meet the 
default limits. 

5. Ranchers and operators wouldlosc a system currently used, which lets the 
Rancher, and operators. make watCJ: mal1agcment decis,ions, ill a teamwork: 
approach. (This system currently otTers several options, solutioliS. etc. for both 
partie~ ) 

T appreciate the due diligence and work concerning AU of Wyoming> s natural 
resource.«. If a change occurs which takes decision making away from the lancto'wner, will 
everyone involved feel they have reached a fafr decision? 

Thanks For Y our Conf,ideratlon~ 
Daniel J. Kaufmann 

~D~31 




