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Gordon, Chair 

WS Ranch 
Lindy Burgess 

P.OQ Box 80 
VVyarno, \VY 82845 

Quality Council 

rvlark and members of the Council, 

January 2007 

1 \vould like to the fo1iowing comments concerning the proposed 
changes Chapter 2 of Water Rules 

"VFCM~'J'''''Ja", which will come before the Council on 1 th. 

et aI., does not 
as a rancher/lando\v:ner 

• The paragraph (d){i) of Appendix H which adds language 

seems to require that all discharge water made 
must be utilized bv such must therefore v 

is important is that our livestock have access to rHO>'''U 

water on a round basis. This might 
animals are actuallv 

'" 
Policy 

quality and problems of erosion and 
stream channels or shaHmv aquifers. 

"" the Petitioner~s contention that 
water not being dealt with. have 

place to do just that Downstream .,.A<·'Hr1J' 

water is a current and necessary 



( 
• Petitioner's statement that \vater 'quantity' an issue is not 

nevvs. When quantity of produced water is too great problems 
do indeed arise. If "ve assure that rules pertaining to such 
problems are adequate, then the process work. of us have 
surface and damage agreements which not only utilize the standards 
in the Agricultural Policy but go even farther. Preserve our 
power to negotiate these agreements to curtail production of water as 
problems arise. 

• Petitioner's that bonding "ilnplemen tation 
guidance" r.:of{cerning reclamation of lands impoundments is 
inadequate, If tme, I agree this language should be strengthened 
to require successful reclamation. 

• I Industry and Agriculture can choose best 
water production on a case by case basis. Rules 

essentially fe-injection might weB prove imprudent in areas 
certain oeoim!:v. t; 5 ... 

• There are many inherent problems with water treatment, soil 
amendment other approaches. our ability to negotiate 

best solution on a case case basis while appropriate 
guideUnes. 

" proposed to maximum levels sulfates, total 
solids and barium seem too A quick internet search yields 
recommendations and defensible. 

poses 
petition inaccurately 



hypokalemia as a reduction of Phosphorus the blood. It is in tact a 
reduction of Potassium in the biood. It is not hard to understand why 
this rule change seems completely arbitrary and capricious. It seems 
to have been brought by those with little understanding of the 
science and questionable documentation. 

In conclusion, it :is not to understand the frustrations a few 
who have had bad experiences with Coal Bed .Methane water discharge. But 

are more us have had excellent experiences and wisb to 
preserve our ability to continue to use this resource in a responsible 

sound way. 

you, 

Lindy Burgess 



Wyoming Environmental Quality Control 
122 West 251h Street, Herschler Building, room 17 J 4 
Cheyenne, Wy 82002 Director 

I have H'ved my entire 57 years on the banks of PowderR,iver and Crazy Woman Creek 
drainages. My parents, and now J have been involved in the ranching business all that 
time. I use the waler fi.·,)m methane 101' livestock and have plans to incorporate methane 
water into irrigation, I now pump from Crazy Woman for an existing 68 acre field 
alfalfa. I plan to add 60 more acres of alfalfa using a water blend from methane 
production and Crazy Woman this year, I need either sufficient How in Crazy Woman or 
storage capacity tor the blended water to be able to utilize this new irrigation plan. 

1 think an ranchers would agree that a year round stream l10w is desirable in Crazy 
Woman Creek for livestock water. After observing many deer and antelope water this 
summer from my stock tank that is 30 yards from the house, (because crazy woman was 
stagnant pools,) 1 feel the wild life would henefit also. It is a given that the would 
benefit By eliminating the stagnant pools, we have removed the breeding areas fbr 
mosquito, buffalo gnat, and other undesirables that are problems for humans, livestock, 
sage grouse, and other animals. These problems are: \Vest Nile, Sleeping sickness, Blue 
tongue, and others. Many of the ranch homes are within yards of the hanks of Crazy 
Woman. If this petition passes, summer stream flow in Crazy \'loman is weather 
dependent In the last 5 years, since I started irrigating, Crazy Wornan has ceased to now 
4 of the 5 years. 

I use the water from methane for livestock water in my summer and winter pastures. 
\Vimer pasture has 5 stock tanks and summer pasture has many reservoirs and has 
methane water supplying water to 4 miles of pipeline, with 6 tanks, that I did have to 
pump with a generator. During this drought, the reservoirs were empty and the we111'or 
I'ny pipeline wouldn't supply adequate water and Crazy Woman ceased to flow from the 
first part of June until late October. With the existIng resenl01r5 and ncw ones that are 
now being built, I witl have water in every segment of the pasture, 

I am opposed to having DEQ regulate the quantity of the water andl that the current 
limits arc adequate ror safety. Of it ain't broke, don't fix it). In my opinion the 
landowner should have the personal freedom to use the water produced l1-om his land. 

I think that methane water discharge into Crazy Woman Creek, (with ,vater that W1:\..<; 

suitable for livestock, wildHfe, birds, and itTigation), would benefit not only the ranchers, 
but the entire ecosystem in this area. 

1 also feel that this petition should be disallowed or tabled until the Governor's Water 
Task Force has had time to render their recommendations. 

~Ran~h~~ .. 
Ed~udson 
2879 Tipperary fd" 
Arvada, WY 82831 
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PI LED 
January 11~ 2007 JAN1S 
To '\Vhom It M::JY ('.oncem: Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 

Environmental Quality Council 
We are i:l timall business in ]QmUKm County; we &to a fomily owned ranch. 

PAGE 02/02 

lfthe proposed revisions to Chapter 1, Water Quality Rules and Regulations are adopted, 
you will essentially hobble our abilny to negotiate the use of a CO:o:n.1lodity that is produce 
as a by prodl.tt of snhlea~ing our surface. 
We live in Wyoming where water is. a precious comm.odity. Our bottom line '''lives or 
dies'4 each y~' based on our annual precipitation. 'Ibis post summer we lost livestock 
due to the extended drQn,ght and lack ofwa:f:er. Our neighbor, however, bad Coalbed 
Methane water being pumped into a reservoir in an. adjacent pasture and we were able to 
move otTr ("~tfle on to water. Crazy Woman Creek has gone dry 5 out ofth.e tast 6 years. 
Thanks to Coalbed Methane production we have stock 'W3.ter .m a pasture that has 
bistori(..tilly lXlied on Crazy WofrtMi Creek foJ:' water. R.anchers need to mainialn the 
ability to negotiate how they want to use this by-product (water) of Coalbed Methane 
production. 
Currently Men rancher has the right and abilJty to negotiate an arrangement that enhances 
their personal operation. If these rules are adopted this right and ability will be lost 
Each nmchcr's needs and uses vary widely. Passing 8 stringent set of:mles to meet the 
desires of a few will cripple. the ability of the majority of landowners to work with the 
Coalbed Methane Industry. We can work witb. the Coalbed Methane Industry or we can 
force them out of WY(lming with increasingly unreasonable rules and regulations. Do 
we really want to cut off the bead of ·"the goose that is laying tbe golden eggs"? 
As privalt': laIldl)wnet's we want the right to negotiate how we will use a precious 
commodity (wa:ter) that is produced on Out business property. 
In times. of drought and ever narrowing profit margins jt is imperative that we maintain a 
voice in '\N-furt i'9. done with the water that is produced on our property. 
The Governor has. developed CBNG Task Force to look into this very issue. This task 
force is cunerlJly holding meetings around the state ofWyom.i:ng to gather in:6.:lJ:mati<;n, 
They will submit their findings at their October 2007 meeting. 
If you are not prepared to summarily deny this PRBRCPetitipn, then please, table this 
m:att~r. l1ntit the Governor's task force has assembled its findings. 

Scott and Lom Luttennan 

P.o. Box 56?: 
l517 Tipperary Rd. 
Buff~o, VlY 82834 
(301)1584382 



Len Cannella 
728 Cottonwood Cr. Rd, 
\\lorland, WY 824m 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
Herschler Building 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: Citizen Petition of PRBRC 

To whom it may concern, 

I wish to express my opposition to this petition and make the following points. 

1. 1 an, personally dependent upon the produced \vater I now recei've. \Vere this water 
source to be lost I would suffer insurmountable economic disaster. This \vater is 
also of untold benefit to wildlife and riparian Hora. 

2. Additional regulatory approval f()l' instream uses would be redundant, expensive 
and of no value. 

3. New discharge standards are being proposed without scientific basis or technical 
data. The current standm.'ds have been \vorking for many years and I see no reason 
to alter them. At a ll1inimmn, any new standards should grandfather in the 'Nater 
producers \vho have been discharging for many years and apply only to nc\'\/ 
developmems. 

4. The changes proposed would have devastating economic impacts on the Big Hom 
Basin as wen as the rest of Wyoming. Much of the oil and gas industry that is so 
economically important to the citizens of Wyon).ing 'would be lost. 

5. I do not fed [iny changes should be m.ade until meetings are held throughout the 
state, to give other concerned citizens an 0PPOliunity to express themselves. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

Len Cannella 



January 8. 2007 

Euvironrne.ntal Quality Council 
122 West Street, Herschler Building, Roo.m i 714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Re: PRBRC 

To Wll0m It Concern: 

FILED 
6 

Tem A. Lorenzon,. Director 'j 
Environmental QualIty Counch 

don't pass any rules based upon the Powder Resource Council 
petition. r prefer that we develop CBM on Wymning's terms. Those tenns are the tenus 
that I negotiate with the operator v"ithont interference frorn thePRBRC or you based 
upon some nonsense from a group that says no to everything. I have development on Iny 

and find that I arn to protect the quality of my ranch withom your help. 
don't any additional regulation. 

really opposed to doing any additional rule on water quality 
without recornmendatio.ns froBl the CEM. Wasn't the Task Force created to 
identify the probiems make to them? It appears that you may 
have the "cart the horse." 
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R LITTON, CAIv1PBELL RANCHER 

the Powder Resource Council 
\,y'Quld not be acceptable for our ranch or many 

ranch representatives are 

our area is good enough 
the water and our ,,'-"'""'''''''"' 

( 



at 
( 



an out:stancil job, 
( 

that is to be impossible to or 



( 

Ch.airman, members of the council, my name is Doug and I am a 
rancher from Casper. proposed change the regulations goes far beyond the su~ject 
of environmental quality and reaches into \vater rights, and if adopted, will undoubtedly 
change the whole course of how water quality and quantity is regulated in Wyoming. 

J no Coal Bed Methane production I have a great 
of experience \vith gas exploration and produditin, pipelines, and 

exploration. I have also served a number of years on the Non-point Source Water 
Quality Task Force and was one ofthe original members Task Force. I have a great 
deal of sympathy people who are impacted energy development but this is not 
solution to the problem. 1t is a dangerous precedent to the Department 

Quality to enter into the subject of the al'HOnnt ,vater quantity that 
as a beneficia! use. Beneficiai. use is a term derived fron!. Wyoming water 

not be to mean only the amount consumed 
livestock and wildlife. 

H is caHing Tt)r new regulations to examine ones own 
pot might calling the kettle black. I puxnp water 

and livestock. J Jail to sec practical difference in my use 
water rights what the coal bed industry is goal is always 

to more wator than wildlife and consume. I was torced to by this 
proposed standard} thcn 1 be out of business very soon. It would 
impossible to regulate remote water wens to produce only what fu"1d wildlife 
drink. It is also that this standard not to use water 

does not drink much water but does require a fair amount to 
are adopted as written, it be a matter 

is used to f,rrazing on public and private land. A water 
amount allocated can be controlled those wishing to stop an '"'·Tn., ... ,,, 

the past 
bothered 

who 
Bed Methane nnC'KlfU·,,..,,, 

wa" successfully treated and ,rn,.., .. ,,,,p·f'! 
practice WOUld prohibited if the source was from Coal 

It is arbitrary to treat water produced one 
elOomem diflerently another, r urge the council not to the regulations and 

"'''''''0';1,,,0), language intact. 



Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, I am Faye Mackey a Campbell 
County Rancher. I want to thank you for the opportunity to provide 
comment. I am here to speak, not only for my ranch but for the 581,250 
acres and landowners represented here on the map in blue. These are 
ranchers I have spoken to personally and I am sure there are more that would 
like their acres included in the sea of blue that is before you that I have not 
had opportunity to speak with. These ranchers as well 1 use our water 
beneficially for our livestock, wildlife habitat, irrigation and even some 
domestic water used in areas such as shelter belts around buildings and we 
are able to work with operators to do so. There is no waste of water here. In 
several editorials by some uninformed individuals it has been called a by 
product or waste water from the production of coal bed methane. I can ten 
you that neither of those words fits my use of this water. This water and my 
ability to direct its use on my ranch is essential to my current agricultural 
operation. 

There is no "one size fits all" solution here. We as ranchers know our soil 
types. at whether we can irrigate on a mister or pivot system 

been very helpful in this, testing the soils and taking water 
samples at different intervals to make sure there is no saturation point to 

any unwanted alkaline in the soils that are there naturally. 

There is an saying "a picture is worth a thousand . Well I am 
to save a thousand words and show you some pictures of projects where 
stock tanks have been set and reservoirs have been built in cooperation with 
producers. There is no massive waIl of water rushing down a draw or creek 
as has described. Water in these projects is contained if 
happens to a tail on a reservoir in a natural setting it is hardly 60 feet in 
"-'''I','&L, I do see how it could affect the neighbor miles away let alone 

someone in the next county. Further, I wish, I could irrigate out of my 
reservoirs but water discharged into the reservoir has and there 
is not enough to sustain a pivot system and those that do have it I am rather 
jealous of. I am told that with the pivot system, as you can see in some of 
the photos the forage capacity per animal unit on those acres are down 

8 acres per animal unit versus 32 acres per ADM and droUght some 
may have been as high as 45 acres per A Ul\1. 

On one of ranches North of Gillette they are using a wheel roll system 
instead of a pivot system which works very similar to the pivot, running the 
water for 12 hours on one spot and then moving to spot to water 

/ 



12 hours. After the sprinkler has been moved there are no apparent signs of 
salts. I have been told that they have actually cut and put up hay in area 
this last year, when there were a lot of ranches that had to buy hay in these 
times of drought. Some do not put up hay but use it to "\vinter their cows on. 
There have been studies by industry in these areas that the native grass is 
approximately 5 times thicker than without the application of CBM 
produced water. Even after the pivot is gone and moved to a different 
location the grass will sustain and be thicker there than was before even into 
the following year. The one ranch in particularly that I am talking about has 
5 years worth of data to show the beneficial use of the water on a wheel roll 
system. 

I could continue on with story after story but I want to be brief and leave you 
with this thought. companies that are in this industry have been most 
helpful to us as ranchers we have a good relationship with them and they 
respect our property and help us to make improvements to our I 
found that if I state my wishes, negotiate and work hand in hand with 
industry I can my ranch better for the next generation. You tind 
that there are people who can not get along as neighbors, which is 
unfortunate, and it puts them at odds with the world. On these occasions 
common sense MUST intervene with the understanding that one size does 
not fit all every ranching situation. The citizen petition presented to you 
by the Powder River Basin Resource Council proposes to place a 
stranglehold on these operators, and will effectively remove ability to 
direct, receive and beneficially use the produced water. The way I read the 
petition, it looks like water discharge will essentially cease as we it if 
it is moved forward as presented. I don't see anything in this petition that 
proposes to protect my ranch from the loss of this discharge water. you 
can see from 581,250 acres before you, there is overwhelming opinion 
that the produced water is already being put to beneficial use. We ask that 
this committee rule against this citizen petition brought on and encouraged 
by those who wish to do nothing more than litigate every drop of water. 

Thank you very much for taking the time to listen to one of the silent 
majority. I would happy to answer any questions council may 
have. 
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Explanation ofPreJiminary Research 

RecommendatiOfIs tor Water Storage on Brug's Land 
Ashley Roberts~Yale University lY1EM Candidate 
CMB 
water SarnpieiD 

Electrical 

y€S Brug Iniga ted A 
ConduCtivity 

Calcimn Magnesium ( 
Sarnpleo pH (dS.mj BAR 1 (meq/L) 7128/2006 6.6 yes Brug Irrigated 8 

yes BlUg Irrigated C 
Sfug N6'f Irrigateo 

no A 
Brug NOT Irrigated 

no B 

Brug NOT Irrigated no I~ ,.,.. 

Site #1 BifferCreek 
no A 

Site #1 BitterCreek 
no B 

Site #1 Blttel'Creek 
no C 

Site #2 BitterCreek 
no A 

Site #2 BitterGreek 
no B 

Site #2 Bfttel'Creek. 
no C 

Site #3 Bittel'Creek no A 
SIte #3 BitterCreek 

no B 

- rneqiLj 0.39 4.07 0.411 026 
1128/2006 6.1 0.22 175 tJ.41 

0.31 
:;12812006 5.9 (1-32 1.04 [t7n 

ii78 712812006 5.8 0."17 0.15 0.58 
7/28i2008 5.6 0.14 0.27 0.45 
7/2812006 5.7 0.21 0.71 0,5.5 
7128J2006 7.3 0.82 0.12 4.59 
7/2812006 7.5 0.7/ (1.18 4.23 
7f28/2000 Hi 0.49 D.36 2.58 
712812006 7.5 0.66 0.09 4,38 
712812006 7.6 1,01 0.21 6.56 
712B12006 7.6 2.69 0.47 211 
712812006 7.1 0.79 0.07 5.13 
7/2812006 7.2 a.8S 

(],35 

!4 

365 

Site #3 BitterCreek 027 512 
110 C 7128i2006 7,4 11.73 0.44 3.9[9 

VU. Recommendations tor Drug water storage 

Due to the higher pH of the solis in Bitter Creek versus the pH. of the soi1s that are in the 
cultivated fieJds 011 Me Brug's property, careful consideration should be taken when making 
decisions about water storage. Given the nature of the changes in soils in Spotted Horse Creek 
after discharge in that area, I would recommend that a created wetland area would be the best 
design for this water storage project. An area of land, where future crop cultivation or cattle 
forage is not intended, should be identitied for the water reservoir. The reservoir should btl 
constructed in a manner, eitber lined or otherwise so that it wiH confine the water uf re-

c;:~ulate the Water in the 'pecified Mea without leahge, Suit tolernnt vegetation including 
traao a' ~nJ ~lruL(i rould' "be nfanf",1 and carefully monitored 00 that. t~e veget!lti~n ~o:~ d~~ 5J

: " U ,II U~ v I' 111 , !d b me an area 01 created hablt'h"r not
' b'ecome an Invasive species problem. Tlh ISdar .. eacr,ceaOUte.J t~Cs.OpeCific guidelines, the Brug's, . 

" , If the wet an 1S u . 'b ft! aU"lst; birds and other wetland SP~Cles. . . "I s of land" on their taxes to thel~ e~le 1 , ~', 
could deduct the constmctJOn costs or th~ 'OS'hi area because wetland creatIon IS ~'Iore.:hdn 
raution and careful research base~ on SOlIs In t ~d prevent stagnation of the ere.atea weuand 
v ., d A rec'rculatlon system wou . 
iust diggmg a pon ." . and mosquito inrestatton. ~nd help reduce eutophicatlon, odor Issues 

V H L References _ ." 1'salinity in produced waters from th~ ~~l!~ :alley 
Andrew, Anita S. e: aL 2005: O~gln, °Australia. Applied Geochemi~t:y 2on!~ 4 i 

gas field, Northern ~ er.nto~, r tes under saline condItions of , 
Aschcnb-ach, T.A 2006;V~at1On In grohw:~:ass) and Distichtls splcata (Inland saltgra:ss) Pascopymm smlthn (Western w e g , 



Adding nitrogen accelerates acidification (Brady and WeiI406). "Two moles of acidity 
are formed for every mole of ammonium nitrogen that undergoes nitrification to nitrates, 
use of ammonium fertilizers increase soH acidity" and can be increased from ammonia 
released by heavy manure application (Brady and Weil574). Adding Nl-b tun be 
problematic for soils by causing Nll40H to form which increases pH as well (Brady and 
Weil444J. 

Minimal leaching in arid areas minimizes the soil acidification process which is 
more rapid in moist, humid areas (Brady and Wei1413). Calcium, magnesium, 
potassium and sodium have a neutral effect on pH in water (Brady and WciI413). 
IIydroxyl producing anions (neg~tively charged ions that raise the pH) are lypicaHy 
carbonate and bicarbonate (CO}-'" and HC03") which in this case are mainly coming from 
CaeO) and MgC03 from the irrigation water (Brady and Wei14I3). 

High pH causes nutrient deficiencies for plants as well as osmotic potential 
making it harder f~lr roots to extract water from the soil (Brady and Weil430). Sodium 
competes with essential element potassium making it hard lor plants to get the potassium 
they need when excess sodium is present (Brady and WeiI430). Enough calcium helps 
the plant difierentiate between the competing elements (Brady and Wei1430). 

The ratio of the ions can be just as important as the concentrations themselves 
(Brady and Weil 430). The carbon to nitrogen ration (C:N) ratio average is ] 2: 1 in 
cultivated soils. Maintaining the proper ratio of C:N is important for proper plant 
growth( Brady and Wei! 5(7) 
Chart on page 706-7 about what different fertilizer impacts on soils may be of interest 

Source: 
Brady, Nyle C. and Ray R Wei!. The Nature and Properties of Soils. 13th ed. New Jersey; 

Prentice Hall. 2002. p. 31-44. 
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\Irs, RAMCI-I YV, ...•. .l. ; 

Sheridan and Lindy Burgess 
P.O.Box 80 

\Vyarno, \VY 82845 
January 17,2007 

Re: EQC Hearing on PRBRC Petition 
Concerning proposed rule changes Chapter 2 

s Water Quality Rules and Regulations 

it please the Council, we request your consideration of the 
following points regarding the citizen's petition before you: 

was originally generated in 2005 and therefore uses 
assumptions are not today. 

• It the price gas (ijJ $9; todays actual is .50. $3.50 
the breakeven for O&G in the Basin. 

• I of no irrigation in our area, Sheridan County, which is 
irrigation ... ie treating the soil and/or water before 

application. 

• doing more than paying "lip service" to solve the 
problems water disposaL See I:luber's work with t<i£>:V1PT£n<l"ff 

subsurface drip which shows tremendous promise. 

regulatory process is plenty tlere are excerpts 
from Huber's efforts on Prairie Dog Creek prior 2002: (see 
source listed belo\v) 

water well permits on BLM were held up appeal in 
vVashington ~ 

- 3 permits were tIled for on-channel ponds under 



( 

( 

VvDEQ Requirements to cover 100 wells. Only 2 of the 3 
pernlits \vere granted. 

-off-channel pits were pennitted through the WOGCC. 
Engineering and construction Quality and Control issues 
were addressed to satisfy the pennits. Monitoring wells 
were required to show non-degradation of the shallov<l 
aquifer. The aquifer had water of lower quality than the 
produced water so unlined pits were allowed. 

~by 2001, permits for eight injection wells were sought, only 
six were permitted and 4 were drilled (deep injection \:vells 
Cost $400,000 to 3 IniHion to drill) 

late 2001 new DEQ regulations caused Huber to stop 
three the four injection wells. 

regulatory environment for discharge to surtace strearns 
was so strict that Huber did not pursue . 

See Case studies of produced water management relative to 
production p. 22-26: 

1 nese lvere all events -'y1Jhich occurred tiJith jU5:f one compan.v in 
just pod prior to the PRBRCpetition .... 

Conclusion: the regulatory proc?!~::Lis working! 
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are in the Petition concerning 
'-' 

are difficult to substantiate. 
It I find no from the University 

recommending the U.i,,"C.!'UC>,U mg!!. 
I did (sources listed below) 

1000mg/1 
no 

Extension service: 1 
3500 mg/I 

Canada: Change mineral ration 

4500 mg!l 

over 

Nebraska study found sulfate levels of 1500 mg/l 
gain t1x 

they became 
" 

the content is 

can cause polioencephalomalacia ... To 
for water, by 3. 

of sulphur to prevent 
£1., ..... '-'-'-': ..... is 4000mgll 

and 

effluent !irnits ;5'tatewitie . 

. Leave ;,Vyoming',s' current limit o/2,OOOmgll as is. 

are: 

cows. 

'VI/joming's on. 
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Utah State University recommendations: 

South Dakota State University interpretation of water analysis for livestock 
suitability: 

Colorado State University livestock drinking water quality: 

University of Nebraska "Variability water compostion and potential impact 
on anirnal performance": 

Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada ivestock and water quality": 

3. for barium the nations drinking water is 2mg/l not 
.2mg/l as the petition and the proposed rule change state. The 

s may have been referring to EPA's reference dose (RiD) 
limit on Barium of .2mg/Kglday. If so, it is weB to note that EPA 
explains: 'a reference dose limit does not mean this exposure level is 
unsafe, but rather without appreciable risk". The RtD is not a 
presumptive drinking \vater standard but rather the step toward 
developing one the Safe Drinking Water Act scientific 
uncertainty spans 113;0 the to three times the RiD. any 
case, if one used EPA's RfD limit for barium consumption of 
.2mg/kg/day, a 1000 pound cow would be allowed gallons 
water at the 2mg/l EPA standard per day and a 180 pound rancher could 
safely consume 4 gallons of such water per day! 

explains that the drinking \vater standard of 2mg/l the lowest 
[,evel to which water systems can reasonably be required to remove 

substance fi'om drinking water using today's technology. 
- because most Wyoming soils and CBI'vl waters are alkaline, 
there is little chance that Barium would be present in anything but its 
insoluble form vvhich means it poses virtually no risk Wyoming's 
drinking water supply. The soluble compound, barium chloride, 
requires acidic conditions mobilize into the water supply. ivfethane 
discharge \vaters are typically low in chloride and higher sulfate 



bicarbonate. Therefore most barium would more readily exist as either 
insoluble barium sulfate or barium carbonate, neither of which would 
mobilize into the water supply. EPA's O\\1n study states barium 
sulfate is largely insoluble and posed no threat to humans or animals and 

barium carbonate was even more insoluble. 

Conclu5;ion -there no jhun.dation fbI' taking action on the petitioner lS' 

request to change the Barium limits in fVyoming 

Documentation may be found at the following: 

EPA consumer J'act sheet on Barium: 

}'he Risk Assessment Information System toxicity sUilllnary 

consideration of these points and YOU 
¥ 

prudence in deliberations concerning matter. 

you, 

and Burgess 
'-' 
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Untitled 
Wyoming Environmental Qua!ity Council 
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Re Citizen Petition of the Powder River Basin Resource Council 

To Whom it May Concern: 

l'm opposed to any rulemaking that has been presented by a petition from the Powder 
River 
Basin Resource Council. ! understand that the Governor has appointed a Coal Bed 
Methane 
Task Force to look at water issues and to make recommendations. I know their 
recommendations 
are not due until October 2007. I believe that you should let the process work and not 
make any 
rules until the task force has finished their work. 

I want the ability to determine what j want to do with the water that is produced on my 
ranch. 
Also~ ! want the flexibility to be able to negotiate my surface use agreements without 
rules and 
regulations interfering in my business. As a general rule, j am opposed to government 
being in 
my business. We have rules now and they are working for the large majority of 
landowners and 
ranchers, ! respectfully request that you deny the citizens petition and wait for the 
recommendations of the task force at the end of the year. 

Sincerely, 

/'V\ 
( :(\ ;JJt{t 
" ,,<.,/)~ 

Duane Odegard 

Page 1 



PROSPECT LAND AND CATTLE CO. LLC 
P. O. BOX 210 

'nIERMOPOLIS~ Wy 82443 
307~864~4224 

Date: Febmary 13,2006 

To: Mark Gordon, Chaim1an 
Environmental Quality Council of Wyoming 
Herschler BuHding, 1 West 
122 West 25 th Street, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

Re: Comments Concerning the PRBRC Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Quality 
Rule Chapter 2, Appendix H and Agriculture Use Protection Policy, 

Dear 

My name is D.l HiHbery, a 4th generation rancher in Hot Springs County, Wyoming and 
r recomni~nd strongly that the petition Subluitted hy the PO\'Iider River Basin Resource 
Council be denied due to the negative impact on my ranching operation, the environment 
including riparian areas, wUdlite, etc., and most importantly the sOc1oleconomic impact 
on Hot Springs County. 

Discussion: 

My ranch is located on Cottonwood creek and is highly dependent on surface 
discharge vlater from Merit Energy at Hamilton Dome Field. 'vVe WiC 4 to 6 
d'S for irrigation purposes during the groYving season and use the water Ii)f 
stock water purposes the remainder of the year. In as much as Cottonwood 
creek would be dry most of the year 'Arithout the discharge water it would have 
a devastating economic and environm.ental effect on our operations. Not only 
would it take productive hay land out of production, but also create shortages 
of stock and wildlife water. 

The surface discharge water from the Hamilton Dome Field not only provides 
irrigation and stock water for all oflower Cottonwood but also maintains a 
live stream that provides habitat fur aquatic and many other types of wildlife 
including deer. antelope, sage grouse, chukkar partridge, etc. With this active 
year around How of water a viable riparian area is maintained for the full 
length of the creek. Therefore, this petition should be denied as it has been 
proven on the ground that the quality of water currently discharged supports 
the albre mentioned environment A change in discharge water quality 
standards could make it un-economical to operate and continue this source of 
badly needed water. To lose this source ofwater ,,,,,ou!d be unacceptable. 



The PRBRC petition should be denied due the disruption of many long term 
ranching families lives. "rhese ranchers contribute to the community, provide 
for their families and care for the land. In addition to the devastation created 
by this disruption to those of us directly involved there will be a tremendous 
negative impact on the total economic structure of the county ofHol Springs. 
Schools will be impacted and services will be affected to an unrecoverable 
state. 

In conclusion J \-''iou!d suggest that if there is a specific problem in the Powder River 
Basin concerning CBM discharge water in terms of quantity ~md quality it should be 
addressed as such and the Water discharge quality standards that exist today for oil and 
gas producers not be changed. These water quality standards have proven to be proper 
and appropriate for the quantities and quality ohvater being discharged. This has been 
proven on the ground and can be readily observed on Cottomvood creek. 

Once again I submit that the PRBRC petition to Amend Wyoming Water Qua!ity Rule 
Chapter 2, /\ppendix H be denied. tn addition I would strongly urge that the existing 
verbiage in Chapter I, Section 20 of the Agriculture Use Protection Policy be retained. 
There is no need to change a policy that has worked weB for decades. 

Thank you the opportunity to comment on this proposed anlendment. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dee J.HiHberry 
Owner/Manager 
Prospect .Land and Cattle Co. LtC 
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To Wnom This May concern: 

Regarding the release of water from the ollfields directly concerns us a.'i 

beef producers. Our carrIe depend on the water coming from the Sulpher 

Creek which comes from the Half Moon oilfield out of Cody, Wy. Water 

out here is not plentiful and wthout this stream we CQuid not raise our 

cattle. 

There are more far reaching effects than just our cattle being dependant on 

this particular water. This is the deer, elk, antelope and various other kinds 

of wildlife. This is the only water available to sustain these 

creatures. So to stop releaSing this water wouid be detrimental in so many ways. 

Whenever we have had any question regarding the water's quality, all we 

have had to do is caU the oil company and they immediatley test the water 

and if there is any adjustments needed they take of it. 

Thank You for listening as this is extremely import~'1t to us and our way of life 

and our income. 

Pete and Dar1eeo Scripps 

221 Half Moon Road' 

P,O. Box 130 

Cody. Wy. 82414 
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January 5, 2007 

Wyoming Environmental QuaHty Council 
122 \Vest 25th Street , 
Hersch1er Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne WY 82008 

Dear Slrs: 

"What works for a rancher or farmer in Sheridan County may not \vork for a Campbell County 
landowner. " 

the past six years I have had a Jot of experience \vith Coal Bed Natural Gas development on 
Iny 3500 deeded acres 500 of which is irrigated and I lease 1500 acres from the State of 
Wyoming. An deVCtOpIl1ent is complete and I am pleased to repOlt that it was iess disruptive 
that I had anticipated. 

Three companies, Fidelity, 1.M. Huber and Pennaco!I'vlarathon, are nO\v producing, transporting; 
and selling CBNG fronl my land. Because of the unknown effects the water being produced 
and use,d on pastures and crop iands, originally I had elected to have all the ,vater removed from 
my property to my neighbors property who were more than \vming to put it to use growing hay 
for their cattle. 

My lands have water rights that date back to 1884 and enough stOred (high mountain) watcr to 
survive almost any drought condition. My neighbors are not as fortunate and rely heavily on 
this produced water. Their adjudicated \'vater fights are about 1116\11 of my water right and they 
need tbis produced water to survive. 

Having seen how weB these three companies managed this water, I have to ask to have it put to 
use on mYOWl1 ranch. 

A seventy acre pivot was erected on a pasture of mine and Pennaco began putting water on this 
last summer. the dr(yudlt conditions at that time were the worst I had ever 80enin the thirtv plus 
years on this ranch, N~ min froin May 15th to Septernber 15th

, This \vater was a welcom; sight 
and immediately began to grow green grass. Another issue from the drought \vas the Jack of 
stock water. My reservoirs completely evaporated and the sifuation became so serious that it 
looked like I would have to sen fifty percent of my two hundred and fifty co\-v herd. 

Fidelity, 1.M. Huber and PennacofMarathon all put stock tanks in areas that better disnibuted 11'ly 

cattle than any thIng I had had prior to development With these stock tanks in renlOte locations 
throughout my pastures the grass actually improved because the cattle were more evenly 
dispersed, 



( 

I find these companies to be responsible and reliable in working with lando\vners on these 
important \vater issues. 

Please do not place additional restrictions on the \vay they handle this water. The country needs 
the gas and landmvners appreciate the water. 

'1'hank you. 

Yours truly, 

Tom Koltiska 
Hat Curved Arrow Ranch 

'i' 
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Jt'EWANT OUR fVATER! 

We are the lamlmwum; and people affected every day by the development of Coalbed 
Natural Gas (CBIVG) ill Wyoming. 

We oppose tlte Environmental Quality Council's (EQC) unfounded adoption of the 
Powder River Basin Resource Council'sproposed amendmellfs to the Wyoming water 

1 quality rules, as these changes are an infringement on private property riglzt~~ They 
j are also unrealistic and constitute a govemmel1f intervention wit/lOut jllst 
compensation. 

, 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations that 
would intrude UpOll private property rights, and possibly, our own well-being. 

I We understand the variation in water quality acrOSS the Powder River Basin and 
Wyoming JirsthalUf. We can tell you that a blanket rule or "one size fits all" solutioll 
regulating CBNG water will not work. 

1Ve call instead f()r tlte EQC and otlter Wyoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 

I approach works best to lIleet the needs of landowners, operat()rs, and the environment 

I X - Ifv()u have CBIVG devel()pment Olll'()Ur land - please Pllt aft X in front o(tour 
! 
iname. 

NAME ADDRESS EMAIL 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

We are tlJe landowners and people affected every day by the development of Coa/bed 
Natural Gas (CBNG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Envir01lmental Quality Council's (EQc) unfounded adoption of the 
Powder River Basin Resource Council's proposed amendments to tlJe Wyoming water 
quality rules, as lltese dtanges are an infringemel1t on private property rights. They 
are also unrealistic alld constitute a government interventioll without just 
compensation. 

j We respect tile current reU!iOnable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
I bemificial uses for CBNG water. We do not support challges to these regulations that 
I would intrude upon private property rights, alld possibly, our own well-being. 

I . 
I We understand Ihe variatioll in water quality across the Powder River Basin and I Wyomingjirstlumd. We can tell you that a blanket rule or "one sizejits all" solution 
I regulating CBNG water will not work. 

j
l We call illsteatlfor the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water multagement techfliques that exist alld c01ttimle to grow. This 

! approach works best to meet the l'leeds of landoWllers~ operators, and the environment. 
j I X -lfrou l,avt! 'CBNG dt!velopmeltt on your land- u.lease put an Xi" [rollt oif.oUY 
i !:!!1!!lf!::. ' • _ 

NAME ADDRESS EMAIL 
------------------------~~------------~~~~------~~~~--------
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

We are the landowners and people aDected every day hy the development ofCoalhed 
Natural Gas (CBNG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Envirollmental Quality Council's (EQC) unfounded adoption o/the 
Powder River Basin Res(JlIrce Council's proposed amendment.'IJ to the Wyoming water 
quality ru/eft as these changes are an infringement on private property rights. They 
are also unrealistic ami coltstitllte a government intervelltion without just 
compensation. I 

We respect the current reasonahle water regulations, which include the wide variety of I 
beneficial uses for ("'BNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations that 

! would intrude upon private property rights, and possihly. our own well-being. 
i 

We understalld the ~'arilltion in water quality across tlte Powder River Basin and 
Wyoming /irsthalld. We can tell you that a blanket rule or "olte size fits all" solution 

I regulating CBNG water will not work. 
1 

We call instelld/or the EQC and other Wyoming regulato.ry bodies to utilize tlte wide 
variety o/water management techniques t/ltlt exist and COl1tinue to grow. This 
approach works best to meet the needs 0/ landowners, operators, and the environmellt. 

x - I(YOli have CBNG development on vour land - please put an X in front of your 

~ 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

I We are the la;W()wnen and people affected every dily by the development of Coalbed "'"'1 

j Natural Gas (CBNG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Environmental Quality Council's (EQc) unfounded adoption of the 
Powder River Basin Resource Council's proposed amendments to the Wyoming water 
fuality rules, as these changes an an infringement on private property rights. They 
are also unrealistic and constitute a government intervention wttlttJut just 
compensation. 

We respect IN;' CU17'eltt reasonable water regulations, whick include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations that 
wouliJ intrude upon private property rights, and possibly, our own well-being. 

. We understand the variation in water quality across the Powder River Basin and 
11: Wyoming firsthand We can tell you that a blanket rule or "one sir.It fits all" solution 
regulating CBNG water will not work. 

I We 0011 instead for the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory hotlies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 
approach works best to meet the needs of la1li/qwners, opera/OI'S, and the environment. 

x ~ lfrou have CBNG development on tour/and - please put an X in front of your 
name. 

ADDRESS EMAIL 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

! We ore the landowners and people affected every doy by the development of Coalbed 
Natural Gas (CBNG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Environmental Quality CouncWs (EQCJ unfounded adoption of the 
P()wtier River Bosin Resource C()uncirs proposed amendments to the Wyoming water 
quality rules, as these changes ore an infringement on private property rights. They 
ore also unrelllistic and com1itute (1. government intervention without just 
compensation. 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
bentdicial uses for CBNG watef'. We diJ not support changes to these regulations that 
would intrude upon private property rights, and possibly1 our own well-being. 

We understalld the variation in water quality across the Powder River Basin and 
Wyoming firsthand We can tell you that a blanket rule or &'one size fits all" solution 
regulating CBNG water wiN not work. 

We call instead for the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 
approach works best to meet the needs of landiJwners, operators, and the environment 

X"" l[you hal'e CBNG tievelop'ment on rour land -:: please put an X in front o[your 

!.Y!!!1!!:.. 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE # EMAIL 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

We are the landowners and people affected every day by the development of Coalbed 
Natural Gas (CBNG) in WYoming. 

We oppose the Em'irollmental Quality Council's (EQc) unfounded adoption of the 
Ptnvder River Basin Resource Councirs proposed amendments to the "Wyoming water 
quality rules, as these changes are an infringement on private property rights. They 
are also unreulistic and comtitute a gOl'ernment intervention without just 
compensation. 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations that 
would intrude upon private property rights, and possibly, our own wel1~being. 

We understand the variation in water quality across the Powder River Basin and 
Wyoming firsthand We can tell )'00. that a blanket rule or "one size fits all" solution 
regulating ('""BNG water will not work. 

We call instead for the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory bodies to utilize the 'wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 
approach works be~1 to meet the needs of land owners, operators, and the environment 

I X - Irvou have CBNG development on your land - please put an X in front orvour 
I name. 

NAME ADDRESS PU:ONE# 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 
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We are the landowners and people affected every day by the dl!l1e/opment of Comhed 
Natural Gas (CBNG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Environmental Quality Councirs (EQO unfounded adoption olthe 
Powder River Basin Resource Council's proposed amendments to the Wyoming water 
quality rules, as these changes are an infringement on private property rights. They 
are also unrealistic and constitute a government intervention without just 
compensation. 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations that 
would intrude upon private property rights, and possibly, our own weD-being. 

We understand the variation in water quality across the Powder River Basin and 
Wyomingfirsthantl We can tell you that a blanket rule or <lone size fits all" solution 
regulating CBNG waterwiH not work. 

We call instead lor the EQC and other WYoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 
tlPproach 'works best to meet the needs of landowners, operators, and the environment 

ll- Ifv{)u have CBNG development on vour land -plea.fie put an X in front of your 

EMAIL 
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lYE W.4NT OUR WATER! 
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We are the landowners and people affected every day by the development of Coalbed 
Natural Gas (('ENG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Environmental Quality Council's (EQc) unfounded adoption of the 
Powder River Basin Resource CounciFs proposed amendm,ents to the Wyoming water 
quality rules, as these changes are an infringement on private property rig/tts. They 
are a150 unrealistic and constitute a government intervention without just 
compensation. 

, 
1 
I 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which. include the wide l'ariety of I 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do IIOt support changes to these regulations that I 
would intrude upon private p1'Operty rights, andpossibly, our own well-being. I 

IUlme. 

EMAIL 
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WE WANT OUR WATER! 

We are the landowners and people affected every day by the development of Coa/bed 
Natura/6as (CENG) in Wyoming. 

We oppose the Em'ironmentai Quality Council's (EQq unfounded adoption of the 
Powder River Basin Re..fource Council's proposed amendments to the Wyoming water 
quality rules, as tllese changes are an infringement on private property rights. They 
are also unrealistic and constitute a government intervention without just 
compensation. 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations, which include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to the..'fe regulations that 
would intrude upon private property rights, and possibly, our own well-being. 

We understand the variation in water quality across the Powder River Basin and 
Wyoming firsthand. We can tell you that a blanket rule or "one size fitf a/I" solution 
regulating CBNG water will not work. 

We call instead for the EQC and other JfjJoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques that exist and continue to grow. This 
approach worb best to meet the needs of landowners, operators, and the environment 

X -If,ou. have CBNG deve/(mmenton .!'our land - please put an X in front of your 
name. 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE # EMAIL 
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We are the landowners and people affected every day"hy the development of co;d'bedl 
Natural Gas (eRNG) in Wyoming. ' I 

We oppose the Environmental Quality Council's (EQC) unfounded adoption of the 
,Pl1wder River Basin Resl1ul'ce Council's proposed amendments to the Wyomillg water 
quality rules~ as tllese changes are all infringemeJlt on private prl1perty rig/Its. They 
are also unrealistic and constitute a governmeltl inten'ention withoutjllst 
compellsation. 

We respect the current reasonable water regulations. which include the wide variety of 
beneficial uses for CBNG water. We do not support changes to these regulations tltat 
would llttrude upon private property right ... and possibly, our own well-being. 

We understand the variation ill water quality across the Powder River Basin tlltd 
Wyomingjirslhand. We can tell you that a hlanket rule or 'fone size fits all" solution 
regulating eRNG water will not work. 

We (,;(111 insteatl for the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory hodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techlliques that exist and continue to grow. This 
approach works best to meet the needs of landowners, operators, and the environment. 

x -[(you have CRNG deve/opmmt on vour land - please put 011 X in (font o[ypU! I 
___ ' , __________ " __ , ___ ",,, _____ J !!!l.!.t11!:.. ___ '''_m",_ 

ADDRESS EMAIL 
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Ji"WE WANT OUR WA.TER! 

la,'d~'Wllers and peqp{ij,iI!feeted every day hy the development of Coalbed 
((]I~N(1} in. WyominJ:.: 

Il;(J~uairityCouncirs (EQC) unfounded adoption of the 
pr(;~p(J~~e(1 amentlrments to the Wyoming water 
'iin'lZelne1'tt on pr;jva.te property rights. They 

'prltlft,<>fti in!ervehtwn .without just 
w;~¥. 

We respect the current reason'tt61e water regulation~,\vJ'ii;ll.include the wide variety of 
hlmejicial uses fvr CBNG water • . We dv not suppilrt chaniJe$.!o t~ese regulations that 
would intrude upon private property rights, and pvssibly; our own well-being. 

We 1l1tderstand the variation in wllter quality across the Powder River Basin and 
Wyvming firsthand. We can tell Yl)11 that a blanket rule .or "one size fits all" solution 
regulating CBNG water will not work. 

Wecll.!! insteadfor the EQC and other Wyoming regulatory bodies to utilize the wide 
variety of water management techniques thaI exisland cmllillue to grow. This 
apprtJQch works best to meet the needs of landowners, operators, and the environment. 

x - Iiron Irave CBNG dl!Veiopment on yourland - please put an X in front ofvour 

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

PI LED 
JAN f 8 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, DIrector 
EflVlronmerrtat Qualify COUncil 

Re Citizen Petition of the Powder River Basin Resource Council 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I'm opposed to any rulemaking that has been presented by a petition from the Powder 
River 
Basin Resource Council. I understand that the Governor has appointed a Coal Bed 
Methane 
Task Force to look at water issues and to make recommendations. I know their 
recommendations 
are not due until October 2007. ! bel ieve that you should Jet the process work and not 
make any' 
rules until the task force has finished their work. 

I want the ability to determine what I want to do with the water that is produced on my 
ranch. 
Also, i want the flexibility to be able to negotiate my surface use agreements without 
rules and 
regulations interfering in my business. As a general rule, f am opposed to government 
being in 
my business. We have rules now and they are working for the large majority of 
landowners and 
ranchers . I respectfully request that you deny the citizens petition and wait for the 
recommendations of the task force at the end of the year. 

Sincerely, 

Micheal Odegard 

Page 1 
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January 26, 2007 

"" Tern A. LorenzGn, Director 
I:11Vlronmenta! Quality Council 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 2Stl1 St. 
Herschler Bldg,> Room 1714-
Cheyenne, WY. 82002 

Dear Councilman, 

My name is Saunda Phillips and I live fifteen mUes West of Gillette l Wyoming, 
My husband and 1 were transferred here "With his job in the Energy industry Sl;:'Yt:;!l{et:;n 

years ago_ We c;'!me to Gillette under the premise that we would oniy be here for three 
to five years. Much time has passed and on three different occasions when other 
advancemem Oppufl!.lI.lities to relocate other places crune up we $lways made the der.Jslnt1 
to stay in GiUette. We laugh about it occasionally when the Virind is bIo'wing 35 mnes per 
hour and it is 5 degrees below zero but the cold hard fact remains that we love it here ~ml 
obviously wocldn't change lncatinfls for anything. 

In 2000 the CBM industry was knockinZ on or door. We were told our little "Hee 
of heaven was about to become home to a C13M development. Imagine the rage) the fear~ 
the intimidation. of dealing \\'ith development that 'was unknown to our pan of l.;ouuLI.y 
und ttuly much u.nregulated at tbjlt time_ As lando\V11.£rS my husband and 1 were at ,Jdds. 
He. being loyal to his calling in the Energy field. told me to relax and get along and sign 
a document gi viug some strangtl1.i the right of ingress and. egress on our private suns!':!":. 
1 was angry and on the fight for weeks. I insisted that the Operator put in our Surface Use 
Agreement very strong language about monitoring both om domestic wen and l.h~ 
methan~ discharge water, After much discussion witb. the Operator as well as wat.er and 
soil specialists \\'e came to an agreement. The Operator came on the surface to drill the 
wells and put in the infrastructure. 1 sulked in t.h.c background stili licking my"Wo1.mri;:: and 
waiting for the ftrst hl.nt of somethi-ng to go ,:vtong. Nothing went "'\i'm:mg!! f They came in, 
did the work they -needed to do and left The Operator and the subcontractors were very 
respectful ruid conscienfi ous of our property and our livestock. We are not fee n:-ineral 
ovvners. we are not land barous. and we are not even compensaten aU that well tor our 
surtace'in. comparison to today;s mmnal sl.ldacc damage pl.lym~ni:: ,but., -:- WE nAVE 
'VATERH Water has probably even added appraisal value to our uttie shce of heaverL 
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I hnv~rccently been made BWl'rfe flfthe Petition to Amend Wyoming Water 
Quality Rule~ Chapter 2, Appendix H. I a..-n sympathetic to the Powder Basin Resource 
Council led by nineteen 1l1dividuahwho fed like thcy have bell:n put up'.:m by the CHM 
Industry. However, I am not v.1.lling to sta..'1d by and watch as nineteen individuals r..un 
the 
economic lives of thousands of pM pIe. Many people in Campbell County and the Pov.'\ier 
River Basin have lived thru the "booms and busts" of this fragile economy. The stakes 
have been ralsed now. As r read thl; petition I have to laugh and cry in the same mimlte. 
The water provided by the City of GiHette to its inhabitants would he considered 
"polluted" water by the PRBRC standards. Most livestock a.ftd wildlife should have 
al~cady expired if in fact banmn, sulfates, and total dissolved solids play that much into 
the "polluted;; \ .... -ater standards. Having an animal husbandry background and a verj 
tl1orough knowledge of most of Lhe H vestock produt:;Gr3 in the utea, I can safely say th::lt 
the water quality has not endangered herd health. In fact it is the drought conditions the 
last six years that has been oppressive to livestock producers, in fact those Hvestock 
producers that did not have the luxury of"he:nencial use" of CBM water in various 
locations so that they could manage their pastures in this time of drought were some of 
the first to have to make drastic cuts tu the.!! livestock herds. 

It is refreshing to find that the PRBRC has some solutions to the CBM dischargt: 
watc, quandAry hut the alternatives fflll ~h(lrt ofreal world application. Reinjection may 
.have worked in the San Juan Basin in Colorado and New Mexico but Wyoming geology 
is far ditlerent and so is the water, Water Ln':atment as Ii solution still demands a discharge 
permit. ifthe PRBRC wants to regulate the quantity of water that moves down the 
drainage also how is the Operator ever rewarded for treating the water? Soil treatment hi.'Ui 
also been tried by 0. numbeJ: of Ope17ators in the Basin Vv'ith very limited success. In fact 
soH conditioning treatments have just proven to us that we do not have soil in Wyoming, 
just plain old dirt 

In conclusion 1 beg of you, as an impartial, responsible Councilman to find the 
PetitiUll to Amend Wyoming 'Vat~ .. Q~ality Rnle~ C.hapter 2. Appendix If 
unacceptable. The economic impact would be devastating not only to the area but ~ls~ to 
the State. Literally thousands of lives would be affected.. r be1icYC most Operators m t~e 
region arc doing the best they can managing CBM Vv'ater discharges, Operators are facmg 
rule changes and regulatory pressures from half a dozer: gove~m~~ agencies everj~a~. I 
bdkve the petition is rigid and unforgiving s<:lmewhat like the l~alvlduals that are w:n~g 
to burden thousands of people with inflated claims ofland and 11Vestock damage .vhtle In 

the same minute they are hypocritical enough lu take those CBM surface dama.ge 
payments to the bank and cash them. 

T'w.nk vou fur vour time and attention to thi", very 1mportant :ma.tter. - . 

Respectfully, 

PAGE 03 
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January 29. 2007 

Carol AM MoUi 
PO 80x 16 

3877362381 

5521 US Hwy 14 .. 16 
Arwd(l, WY 82831-0016 
Phone:307~736-2423 

Fax: 307-736-2301 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chdirman 
Wyoming Envlronmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Building. Aoom 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
rax: 307-777-6134 

Dear Ntr. Gordon: 

LLOYD MALLI 

F I LED 
JAN 292007 

c Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
..... nvlronmental Quality Council 

PAGE 02 

I am writing about the revised petition from the PRQRC. Being Q rancher I have seen the 
good things the CBM discharges have done for the ranchers. The water has been used for 
reservoirlS ond stock tanks in pastures we have nqt been able to U$e bec4use of the drought. 

It doesnt seem reasonable, that a small group of peopte can speak for the majority of the 
ra~hers and farmers, involved with CSM. Surely, the DEQ and WQt> are. doing their job QS 

to the qU<dity and quantiiy of the dischQrges whe.n giving permits for thfi!l.m. 

Our cattle and horses hove been drinking this water for quite awhile and they seem to be 
okCly, as does the wildlife also. 

The CaM industry has helped the economy from state levet on down to private citizens. 
There are more jobs and opportunities for everybody. r certainly don't feel threatened by 
c:my of it. Wher~ thcr~ Ql"C probleMs the people and the CBM industry could find SOt\'Ie 

common ground and work towards a soluTion to it. . 

Sincerely. 

fAMtG-v>n~ 
Carol Ann Mam 
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J' anuary 29, 2007 

bon C. & Setty Ann Mafli 
P.O. Box 66 
600 Arvada. GiHette Rood 
ArvQda, WY 82831 ... 0066 
Phone: 307-736-2376 
Fax; 307-736-2377 
E-Mail: dandbrogllierangeweb.nef 

Mr. Mark Gordonj Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental QuaJity Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VVY 82002 
F(t)(~ 307-777-6134 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

13077382377 p, 02/03 

F I LED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

In response to the Citizen Petition for Rule Making, revised version WQb Chapter 2: 

As 4th generation r'anchers, contractors end Mineral owners, we have some ccmt:erns about 
the language and ramifiCCltions of the petition before your committee. 

1. As ram:hers .,8 would not hove bun able to survive the ktrt eight (8) YMrs of 
drought without C8M water in our wafer tanks and reservoirs. 

2. In our C4Se the CSM water has been manc:tged responsibly by our operators with tuff 
cooperation with to maximize the bei\cfits of wetar. 

3. As for the petitioners in thiS aCTion, I know for a fact I that certain one{s) h<tve had 
offer~ by the industry to reme.diate their probtems and have been denied access to 
do the work Also I it '""'s thot some of the petitioners admittedly do not even 
hGve current CBM issues. 

4. The statement on page thr. (3) of the petition that -Every ranch and farm 
operation i$ thNXt'tUted by CBM dischai"ge welter.1f Is at the ve.ry (ens.t quite 
presumptuous 4nd does not speak for any $Ort of majority in our area. Speaking for 
ou~lves. feelings threatened is an extreme over statement. 
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5. In a democratic society, rm somewhat shocked 'that 11 people can bring about rules 
that do tremendous harm to eountltis agriculture industries. I was always under 
the assumption. in our so<:iety. the majority overrufed the minority. 

6. In dOSing. I understand there are some isolated issues which need to be addressed 
and should be, but I dor{t believe hundreds of other folks should pay the price for 
dealing with these iS5UeSt by eliminating our indtvidual USe of CBM water for 
Agricultural and wildlife beneficial use. 

Thank you for your time, 

Q:--~~ 
c~L~ 

Don C. and Betty Ann Medii 



January 29, 2007 

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

FIt ED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking - Powder River Basin Resource Council et 31-
Revised Version - WQD Chapter 2 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

My name is Clinton Pickrel and I am part of a sizable :fumily ranch corporation in N .E. 
Wyoming. Our ranch runs livestock on over 100,000 acres and we have been involved 
with the CBM both as surface and royalty owners. I have read both the above mentioned 
petition and the letter from Mr. Wagner who represents the DEQ. While I share the same 
desire to be a careful and attentive steward of the abundant natural resources on our ranch 
as the petitioners do, I am also aware of the impact that the Oil & Gas Industry bas upon 
our economy. 

According to Mr. Wagner's letter "The language in the revised petition would prohibit 
any CBM discharge if there were any physical, chemical, or biological alterations to the 
receiving water caused by the discharge. The petition goes on to state that no discharge 
may cause the release of any "chemical or chemical compound'! (only distilled water 
meets this definition). There is probably no case where a CBiW discharge would be able 
to meet all of the conditions of this section a/the proposed rule. It is a standard to which 
no other industry or type of discharger is being held." This statement causes me 
considerabJe concern because of the detrimental effect this would have on our local 
economy affecting Landowners as well as the CBM Industry. 

It is also my understanding that the Attorney General's office has repeatedly cautioned 
against this petition and the rule it proposes, and that the EQC would be wise to heed 
their attorney's advice. I agree that there are valid concerns as it relates to water 
discharge not only from CBM but also from the Oil & Gas Industry as a whole. These 
issues require our attention if we want to preserve our land and maintain a healthy 
economy. In my opinion the above petition does not impartially address both sides of the 
issue therefore I would be opposed to the Citizen Petition for Rulemalcing - Powder 
River Basin Resource Council et al- WQD chapter 2. 

Thank you for allowing the opportunity for input. I can be contacted via email at 
clinpic((!:;vcn _com. 

Sincerely 

/L-------#~p 
Clinton l~krel· 

7hl7C'-OC I-I tiC' 



January 26, 2007 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25m Rt. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
CheytmIll::, WY. 82002 

Dear .Mr. Gordon and fe-How Councilman, 

FILliD 
JAN 2. 9 2007 

T6!ri A,. LC:~~~:i:i~rd 
Efi'<:'lfOi1men 

My name is Jeff Morgan. I am opposed to the Petition put before you by the Powder 
River Basin Resource Council named the Petition t(} Amend Wyoming Water QuaDi)' 
Ru]~ Chaptc,' 2, App(;ndix H. 

I am a life long resident of Campbell County. I chus~ to stay here bC¢lluse I could make a 
living bert!; a.<:: a rancher. The drought has had a huge impact on the number of livestock 
we can run and the way we manage our pastures. If it had not b~en tor !:he CHM industry 
my wif~ i1Ud I would clUTcntly be running no livestock <'It a.IL We have taken the liberty to 
enclose pictures of some of our light calves. Please also find pictures of reservoirs filled 
with CBM water that have allowed' us to continue to eWl somc livestook and allowed us to 
better rotate and manage our pastures in this severe drought. The benefits of CBM have 
far outwweighed the bad. Sure we put up with some dust and some inconveruent traffic. 
CBM opc;;r4toxs ha.ve done l'anch improvements that we could have never afforded to do. 
A well placed cattle guard, a few new gates~ and most of all water and reclamation 
seeding have been a huge win tOt us. We feel our reclaimed gt"ass aJ'eM arc 100 percent 
better then the old stands. One of the other great things that CBM water hashrought us is 
the ability to plant windbreaks that amount to 1,600 tr~es, We are very proud of our Wind 
breaks as tht:'y have added value to our property. They offfilr wind protection to our 
1i vestock as well as various species of wiIdlife~ We never have considered water to be a 
burden. Our current pennitted stock and domestic wells imve vcry poor quality water 
compared to the C-BM water. Our two track ranch roads that were impassable in mud and 
snow are now graveled and usable year round. 

In concIusi~ please deny the petition that has been put before you. If you have any 
questions please do not hesitate to contact me at 307-680-1771 Or in the evening at 
307-682-7355, PJea~e accept my sincere invitation to visit our ranch. 

~~ 
7~ . 
uyd~~ 

Respectfully} 

Jeff & Becky Morgan 

d~OO wn31O~13d S31~A 
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To: 'tv1r. Mw-k Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122W. 25 th SL 
Herschler Bldg, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, \l,Ty g2002 
Fax 307-777-6134 

FAX NO, 3078B28080 

I would hk~ ttl respond to the Powder River Basin Resource Councils Petition for 
rule on water quality, Chapter 2, appendix H. I would like my comments considered with 
as much emphasis as those submitted for change of the Wyoming Water Quality Rult:s. I 
personally oppose the Citizen Petition for Ruiemaking. 

I would like to speak from t\vo different points of view. First, from the aspect as 
an employee of CBM industry and also irom the view as member of a homestead 
ranching family and mineral owner. 

As it employee of the CBM industry! see these rule changes as stoppage of all 
water discharges. Consequently this would eliminate my livelihood and have devastating 
economic eonsf',quences for myself and my family. \.\lho kno\vs how widespread this 
economic impact would be to me or the thousands of employees that touch this industry 
tl1ru goods or services directly or indirectly_ 

From a ranching land owner f~\mily and mim:ra! owner I would like to address 
these aspects. First, r would Jike to speak. of beneficial usc. It has greatly increased the 
utilization of our pasture ground by cattic due to \vater heing more pkntiful and placed in 
strategic locations. Aiso if it had not been tor CBM water discharges in the past six years 
my cattle would have to travel great distance;; to seek daily water. Also over this period 
of thnl: catt1e has utilized this water in pasture grazing and confinement \vith nO ill health 
effects. f have asked both producers on our property to maintain total containment of this 
water as 1 want it and see heneficial use of it, Wild life, espedally deer, has also 
increased on our 1800 acres in the n;(;ent past due to this abundant water storage. It: has 
been my experience .haL when you work with the production companies they will 
Jiligentiy strive to accomplisb your goals also. As for being stewards of the land we 
know the problems associated with OUt property to address SAR, water quality, and 
quantity ptob!ems and have been highly successful in working together. If water 
discharge were to stop this would require downsizing our herd capacity and impact the 
familyeconornkaHy. 

This industry has also greatly helped our family by Hna1Jy seeing some of the 
minerai ownership that has been there for 80 years with royalty income. To ehm.imne 
water is to eliminate this also. 

As you can see we are opposed to this petition. I don't think people unaersLamJ 
the economic magnitude this would huve on the State, Counties, EindimHviduaL It w()"uld 
he devastation of a great magnitUde that would be Hzlt for long term. T also have concerns 

D 
" 
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that: these cnanges would also affect conventional ,vater wens ,vith over flows a<;sDcime:J 
with stock tanks, etc. 

247 Montgomery Rd. 
Ginette, WY 82716 
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January 26, 2006 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Envirorunental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

Re! Wyoming water quality rule~ 

Dear Mr. Gordon. 

YATES PETROLEUM CORP PAGE 61 

FILED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzen;. Director " 
Environmental Quality CeunCh 

It has come to my attcntio:t'J. through a UllXling that was held in Gillette, Wyoming on 
Thursday January 25~ 2007 that the EQC is going to rule on a petition concerning 
discharge of produced Coal Bed Methane (CBM) water. I am a third generation rancher 
. south of Gillette with extensive CRM development on m.y place and I am also the Land 
Department Supervisor for Yates Petroleum Corporation. This has put me in a unique 
position to have extensive working kl).Qwlwge ftom both sides of the fen.ce. 

T.his petition is alarming to me for various reasons as 3. rancher; the water discharge on 
my ran.ch has enhanced the ahility afmy cattle to more efficiently grnze my pl'tStU1:'cs and 
provide additional water for the numerous types of wildlife that inhabit it. When prudent 
Operators and infunned Laoduwrwrs come together at the table solutions that are 
beneficial to both patties are the result. It is unfortunate that this is not always the case 
but why should all ofthe ranches that have benefited. from this additional water be put at 
the mercy of a few that have hAd or are experiencing nega.tiv~ impacts from the produced 
water. I sympathize with these rancbers and their inability to come to a mutual 
agreement with the O'pe('ator(~) or h.ave inimitable circumstances but I would hope that 
our judicial system would be a better place to resolve these twas of disputes. 

It is my understanding that the c,hange in Barium Standard will only apply to CBM water 
and that th.e current drinking water standards are 10 times less stringent than what is 
ptopQsed fur CBM di:icharge, so why arc the people allowed to drink it'; wash their 
clothes, water their lawn$~ and any other number of uses. If a family living in Gillette can 
put water with these types of barium limits on the ground what is the logic for a different 
:;\tanoam for CBM water? 

Sincerely, 

~/~ 
L. D. Gilbcrtz d.~~~~sttuat 
174 Black & Yt::lluw Rd. 
Gillette, Wyoming 82118 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chajrman 
Wyoming Envkonmental Quality Council 
122 W. 2Sftt St. 
Herscflk>.J' Rlds: .• Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Pax (307) 777-613~ 

WESTBROOK PAGE 01/03 

PILED 
'fern A. Lcrenzon, Director 

Environmental Quality Councii 

RegardiIJg lht: Pt;tilio.u to A.ooelld Wyoming Water Quality Rule, Chapter 2, Appendix II. 
I have lived in Wyoming and made a liVing with livestock in Wyoming. My parents have 
made their living With stock in Wyoroing and have leased pasture all over the state. I also 
have many friends whose family are ranchers. I have not heard of a problem with water. 
I just know that their ranches benefit if they have minerals and own the mineral rights. 

I went to school at the. Univel'sity ofWyoruing. I l"XloW tlmt tim r:ost thr.m is low bP.r::'IIl~ 
of our states minerals. 

Thank you for your tiu~, 

Sincerely, 

~~~~ 
MAntiy Jvol'y 

86 Spicer Laue 
Cody. WY 82414 
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Mr. Mark Gordon.. Cbair:man 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herscbler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY ~2002 
Fax - (307) 777-6134 

WESTBROOK PAGE 02/03 

F I LED 

I have become aware of the Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Qunlity Rule, Chapter 2, 
Appendix: H. My grand:firther's father came to Wyoming from Nevada m the late 180Qls 
and purchased and homesteaded. 'HUB ranch was owned by our fimlily until the 19)$0'5. 
My grandmother's grandfuther came to the United States from I:reland in. the late 1800' s, 
joined the cal-v.uy and later ranched in the Big Hom Basin. His son was the first white 
drilll born i.u (bat area. 

I am proud of Wyoming and the way the people who have lived in Wyoming take care of 
their state and use thA :re.90llf.(\P.'il that we have. My hm;hand and T have owned Rinck and 
leased land in many areas of Wyoming. We have many personal friends who own 
ranches all over Wyow.ing from Cht;yellIW Lu TULdn.gLo1:4 Casper, Cody, Thef.tll(JpoJis, 
Worland; Ten Sleep, Oillette, Roset, Arvada, Wheat1.a.nd, Douglas, Kemmer. SO.Il')e of 
these own the nilileral rights fur their land and benefit greatly from this and some do not. 
We never bad. a problem wit,h water fur our livestoC'k and r have never heard of any 
problems with the water from other ranchers. In:filet I know that one felt that there was a 
great opportunity for irrigation with the additional water. 

I know that we all benefit from the minerals in Wyoming. Out three children attended 
the Uxri:versity ofWyoriling. All of ()ur schools benefit but we certainly benefit 
financially because of the low cost for attending college in Wyoming. We also benefit 
because of no state inCome tax and also property taXes. 

Wages in Wyoming are low comparoo to many other places in the United States. Any 
al'ca wherc minerals are aotively ptoduced in Wyoming benefit from the dollars that 
come :into and filter through that area. 

Thank you fur your time. 
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Mr. Mark Go.rdOl~ Chah'UllUl 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Councll 
122 W. 25th Sf. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - (307) 777·6134 
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FILED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

Regsrding the Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Quality Rule, Chspter 2, Appendix H. 
I have lived in Wyomin,g and made a living 'With livestock in Wyon:ring. I know ranclwcs 
all over the state. 1 have .nevet had a pluuwm with w~, I kIlow many nmcbe.rs near 
mineral development. A:friend who ranches from Rozet to Gillette said that the Belle 
Fouche River wouJd not have had any water in. it during this drought jf it had not been fur 
the water generated by the mineral development He vvas grateful for it. ! also know a 
rancher near Arvada who has told me for years that it has made his ranch better. He is 
working on a system to irrigate with it and is anxkll.l~ to finiRh to project. 

r think that it is :i:nretesting that the few ranchers that I have heard CQrop1ain about it do 
not <:>Wt1 the mincrnl rights for their property. 

r Jmow thai: everyone in the state benefit:, either directly or :indirectly) from minerals in 
Wyoming. I have seen how it hurt Cody when they stopped drilling here. Many like the 
tact that we have no state income tID4 low property tax, good salaries in the sclt.ools and 
low college tuition. We can than the minerals in Wyoming for all ofthls.. All of our 
schools benefit hut we certainly benefit financiallY because of the low cost for attending 
eollege in Wyoming. We $1190 benefit ~(".:mst:'l ofno state income tax and a.lro property_ 

Tb.cmk you for your time, 

):j~~~.~ 
iiIDlvory 
84 Spicer T ..ane 
Cody, WY82414 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Control 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

682-6034 

F I LED 

Terri P,. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

This letter is to state my opposition to the Citizen Petition for Rulemaking - Powder 
River Basin Resources Council et al- WQD Chapter 2. 

I vigorously oppose this petition. The standards set furth in the petition are unreasonable, 
especially since the methane water is held to a higher standard th.en oil well, and coal 
mine discharge water. The Wyoming Attorney General~s office bas cautioned against this 
petition, and jf CBM water is held to a stricter standard than other discharge water, the 
rule will be struck down as arbitrary and capricious. 

Thank you fur your consideration of my opinion in this matter. And remember no water, 
no gas, no revenue. 

Sincerely, 

-7-" -+ttq;..',dd.==~~----'7"'~P-"'::""'-. ~-___ Jess Gray, President 

--/-7li~i9ri---ti-f--fJ''-/-'-' --- Je1fGray. General Manager 

Tisdale Creek Ranch Inc. 
10277 S. Hwy 59 
Gillette, Vv'Y 82718 
307-682-2706 

p.2 
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From: Roy E .Knutson, Jr & Debbie Knutson 
P.O. Box 2604-
Gillette. WY 82711 

To Whom It May Concern. 

PAGE 02 

F I LED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

After reviewing the petition to amend Wyoming Water Quality, we have some concerns :regarding the 
.ffects of the petition &$ presented by the Powder R~ Resource Council. 

We feci that we hAvo an unbiased opitUon on t:b.U matter as W$ art"! invnlved in the methane from both 
sides of the i$SUe. We ate contractors to many oflhe methane companies m Campbell ComDy and we 
all!iUlum: a lanch that is greatly aft'cctcd by the meths.n4 activity. We are able to Me the i\J~ue from 
both. sides and have great concerns about the eftects of the petition that the Council has submitted. 

There are four different methane companies that haw drilled and produced wells on our land and we 
have yet to see any «OSlon or salt buildup in our soils. Some oftlu.~ wt:lhs un ow buid 1m,," been in 
production for 7..8 years. The water is discharged down the draws to reservoirs. It benefits our ranching 
program treme11domly due to tOO iocrease 1n stock water and the plush grass that grows in the bottoms 
oftbe draws. In some of om pastures. we could use even more methane water. 

We have numemm rubber tire tanks that the methane companies have installed fur stock use. The 
overflow from these t.anks goes directly into areservou-which al10ws 1lS to not have to cheek water 
evety day. The mCfft8e .u:a deer and Antelope that we have seen on our ranch in the last few years is due 
largely the increase in. water availability. 

We are also one of nw.nerous vendorslcontraQtQrs in the methane mdustty that employ many people 
(who are "'Oty coru;cmcd about 1hcir jobs and future for theit' :families). ':l'b.$ mefh$ltlf'ltndr:Mttry u a 
whole has beerl \'e:ty gracious to a lot ofpeople and th" State of Wyoming. 

!he methane mdu9try has more of a positive VCftrus negative affect on the residents and landowners in 
Wyoming. so we need to be very care:ful not to caus~ tbe states cc.onomy and lively hood to be brought 
to a halt. while entertaining the misdinlcted ideas of a few disgnmtled landowners. 

Our real cxmcem here is that. through knowing the majority of the petitioners. we believe their real issue 
is oot the environmental effects. as much as it is a personal agenda agsinst methane companies and their 
poJicieR relating to put ne~aos and settlements. 

All in. aU, we ate ~ advocates of the metb.ane industrY and what it has proVided to the majority of the 
ranchers and the workfurce in the State ofWyomiDg. 

Sincerly, 

Roy E. Knutson. JR. 
Debbie Knutson 
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Robert & Nora Bala 
1507 Highway 50 

GillAtte. \NY 82718 

Janua.ry 26, 2007 

Me. Mark Gordan 
Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St, . 
Herschfaf Building, Rm, 1714 
Chayenne,VVY.82002 

Re: POWder River Basin Resource Council proposal for COM standards for water 
discharge WaD Chapter 2 

I am a IGindowner in CampbeH County Wyoming. I work for CBMA Inc, an 
environmental consulting business. My wife, a third generation resident, has 
family members re~jding within the county. They are actively involved in 
agriculture, tead"iin9, COal minIng, local government and many other professions, 

Residents here depend heavily upon our energy production and mmeral 
productIon for our living. Without the npportunity of employment associated with 
these producers, many of our young people would leave our community and 
state to find empluyment, Production of our minerals is also a great help paying 
the costs of our agriculture operatkms_ Without this income many of our 
neighbors would not be living here contributing to the tax basis of our commumty 
and S!atl;L The effluent lim!t~ ()f CBM produced water should not be changed to 
accommodate the proposed lfmlts. VVithout the CBM produced water much of our 
family rancll operation would not !:;>e watered, creating hardships fo wildlife and 
livestock. The water produced by many of our livestock wells 1s of poorer quality 
than the CBM water we are able to utilize, Families residing here in this area 
have utllized much poon~r w~t~r than what is allowed to be discharg-ed by the 
methane industry. 

j urge you to consider finding betier W<'!l)'s to please this 1S$Ue. i suggest 
we allow the methane industry to discharge water and produce methane In our 
area, OUf local economy is very depend<:lnt upon the productlon of this form of 
AtiMgy. The DEQ is monitoring the water quality according to limits which may 
need rJ1anged, but not to the extent it wn/ force companies aut of business. This 
!egislatlon wi!! have a far reaching impact upon the economy of our county and 
our state. Saunders Enterprise, our partnership livestock operation, has utilized 
the CBM water for livestock. Taking thiS away during our current drought 
~ituAtfon would jeopardize many of the livestock operations in our area. 

VVhy should CBM water btl singlod out for strict limitations while aHowing 
others to proouce w2ter that will not meet the criteria proposed by the PRBRC? 



3076855541:1 

The water of the city of Gillette will not meet the pr'OPosed criteria, If the 
limits of water which jg produced within our state changes to this plan, when wm 
our domestic water wells have to meet this cmeria? This question could become 
a major problem for any water welis in our community. Some neighbors utilize 
water from CBM production for domestic purposes, enjoying betier water than 
was available t'O them in the past It seems the benefits outweigh the problems, 

Respectfully, 

Robert Bale 

;Fuld; 
Nora Balo 

J!~ fycb 
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Mr Mark Gordon 
Chairman 
Wyoming Enviromnental Quality Council 
122 W. 25 th Street 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

F I LED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking- Powder River Basin Resource Council et al Revised 
Version - WQD Chapter 2 

Dear Council, 

I am a rancher in North West Campbell Co on the Middle Prong of Wild Horse. We run the 
ranch under the Middle Prong Land and Livestock L. P. We have 24 CBM Well on our ranch 
and 7 outfalls from Marathon and 3 out falls from Yates that arc from State of Wyoming wells on 
the School Section we lease, WlI2 S 36 T 54 R 76. 
We are one of many ranchers that in the last 7 years have been in drought and thanks to the water 
that we have received ITom the outfalls from the CBM Wells on the ranch. We have been abJe to 
graze parts of the pastures that we did not have water in before CBM. Thesc far comers were 
water only in the bottom of draws by springs that have long dried up. My father-in-law back in 
the 50's and 60's had build 9 resaviors threw the ASCS Office and going into this drought they 
were dry after the first year. Now I have water in 7 of these and hopefuUy the other 2 will have 
water as soon as Yates gets their permits and drill in the BLM that We lease. 
If I read the changes that are being asked to be made, I would lose all the water that I now have to 
water my cattle. The levels of pollution that are asked to be changed are only for CBM. Gillette's 
city water which would not pass these standards would be left alone. 
Not only the cattle we own water at these resavoirs but so do the deer, antelope and last summer I 
was riding and saw 13 head ofBIk. It has been years sccncc I've seen even one Elk here on my 
place. A year ago last fall there were 9 head out our back door. I have pictures of those and 
believe they were here drinking water from the CBM tank that waters the pasture behind my 
house. 
From the money side of things the CBM has let me pay my place off, our cattle off and several 
other debts that 1 had. Before CBM my children were never going to be able to take over my 
ranch as I needed to keep ranching until my death. Now that I have been able to pay things off 
my daughter and her husband are coming home to help and take over in about 5 years. If this 
industry in shut down that may never happen. 
As far as been a steward of the land I feel we are as good as any. The CBM has helped us put in 
water system to move water from one side of our ranch to the other, so when we move cattle the 
water can fallow. My children will be 5th generation on this ranch. 

Hopefully you will make the decision that your rules are reasonable as they are now and not 
concenter the changes The Powder River Basin Resource Council are trying to regulate for us all 
and most of us are capable of taking care of our own ranches and families. 

--207-7~b,-44~ I 

...... : .. :; .... :.;;: .. ;.~.; .. 

c:ltos:toO loO 92 uer 
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James A. Wolff 
148 Recluse Road HCR 77 
Cnllette, Wyoming R271 li-1203 

January 26, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon Chairman 
Wyoming tmvironmentaJ Quality Council 
122 W. 2SI1· St. 

JAMES A. WOLFF B 001 

JAN 29 2007 
Herschler Bldg .• Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 Terri A Lorenzon, Director. 

Environmental Quality Council 

RE: Citizcu Petition for ttulema'kins - Powder River Basin Resource Cou.n~iI ~L al
Revjsed, V(lr~iun - WQO Chapter 2 

Dear Sir: 

In reference to the petition hefore YOll, James A. Wolff: Martha Joan Wolff, 
husband and Wife and son James H. Wolffwish to express our views as owners of 
a ranch in Campbell C()uniy~ consisting of 11,080 acres. lames A. has ranched and 
fanned for 6S years, his father and grandfiltber before him and latnliiS H. fur 40 years, 
Wlii r~ll.hallbe use of methane water has been very beneficial to our cow calf ranch, 
by watering our livestock. during the severe drought that Wyoming has endured the Jast 
seven years and still are. I'm sure there is a negative side for the ranches that don't need 
the water. Having CBM operations on our ranch since 1999 we have beneficial use of 
the water by iD.st8Iling water tanks all over the ranch suppling water for our cattle and 
wildlife, where we never bad it hefore. Ry having this water the wi1d1ife numbers have 
increased and helped <-'teste better faU hunting of the deer and antelope. Having this water 
has also helped the cattle utilize all the grass on the -ranch and improvo the calf weights 
in the faU. CDM operations have improved our ranch by wilwog and shale roads u.rul 
twu track. trails to una<lCessible places, and building reservoirs. CBM has installed. power 
Jines on our ranch, maldng it possible for us to put electricity to our ranch water weJls. 
Without the u.se of the water none of this would of happened. Over the past seven years 
CBM employees have put out 3 lighting started prairie fires before tbeygot very big. 
They also caned us if they noticed any problem with our livestock. What a honus it lR 
to have CBM people looking out £01' our ranch. and are willing: to help when in need. 
We don't feel the water has cau.sed any damage to oUl'ranch. 

We have found from dealing wIth many methane COIJIIUWWS Lhat it is best to !Set dOWJl 
and have a businesslike discussion with the land men of these various companies, usually 
coming to an agreement that is suitable to both. parties. 

We are concerned that if this petition is passe<l it wt1I mean most methane activity would 
cease. many contractors would be out of work and their employees would he laid off 
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and possibly other .iobs of employment are not available. It would be a hardship fur 
many. 

In sununarywe do oppose this petition. Ifit does pass our ranch wil1 mlffer, Calttflbetl 
County will suffer ~d our state will suffer. 

Thank You. 

~~-¢# 
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Mr- Mark Gordon 
Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122W. 25'h Street 
Her;:;chler Bldg., Room l714 
Cheyenne. Wyoming 82002 

Dear Council. 

Being a rancher on the Powder River south of r\rvada, \Vyorr.ing has been easier now that the 
CBM has drilled some wells and is putting water into the tanks and then storing in pits. We lease 
0, place plus I have a ranch ()fmy Qwn next door. My place is up offtne Powder a.'1d the !ease 
place is right on Powder River. l only had one oidwater Vv'eli on my place and the rest was 
watered of tun off into a resavoir. With the drought we have not had any run ofT to! several years 
now and so have not be able to run cattle on my place for the last 3 years. About a year ago the gas 
company drilled some C3M wells on nk: but didn't ha:v~ much \vater, so they gave me the pipe, 
and I had to do th(;: work and the digging and put a water line in from the new we!! they citified me 
ror the old one that quite. This fan we were able to put 120 head into pasture that we have not 
been into in 3 years on my own place. 

placc is in thc fortaficuiion Area on the ELM and they have a herd of Elk planted in there. 
Once in a while you use to see a few elk dovm on my place but not many, this fall we saw around 
35 head and r filled my landowners permit on my OVil1 place. So 1 know for a fact the elk and deer 
have come to water. 

Th.c Iea..<;e place has Powder River thm the middle so have water most the time btlt -lor 2 years the 
river totaHy dried up_ At that time we used the CBM \-vater to water the cows out of the Pits they 
have built on the River. 

With a time of no hay growing and needing to feed, the money that has come from the CBM has 
made me able to huy ihe cake and bay I a.:rn in need of with out borrowing more than 1 <-"an pay 
back. 

1 have !x,-cH reading the changes the Powder River Basin Resource Cotmci! has asked you to put in 
the rules and do not helieve they are to the benefit of the ranches in our area. 

Tha.,k You, 

Q·U 
rr//v 
v 
Jeff L Sorenson 
POBox 56 
Arvada, Wyoming 82831 
307-736-2451 
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Mr. Maxk Gordon, Cbainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 w~ 25th st. 

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, Wy 82002 
Fax .. 307~ 777~6134 

FILED 
JAN 292007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Council 

r own and operate a ranch 22 miles south ofGillette~ I'm writing to you and the oouneil 
to object to the petition to amend Wyoming water quality role, chapter2, appendix h. 
My ranch was had CSM water discharged across it and stored on it in ponds for 12 years. 
It has HELPED me to increase my herd by one third and is helping me put back some of 
my ground water that our seven year drought took away, With out this water 1 would be 
out of business. I distribute this water across my hay field in tho spring to help with the 
min T dem't get fa get my hay marted_ I've increa.~ my hay production by 506A>. I have a 
lot of deer and antelope on my ranch tbat also belletlt from this water. The water has not 
caused any damage to my range land nor hay' ground and in my opinion is of vital 
importance to Wyoming~ we as ranchers have been able to graze longer in pastUres that 
bcfurc CBM water were pullc::d out of by Juno do to the lack of water. PLEASE considli!r 
the views of the ranchers that use this water before ruling on this petition. I know Tooter~ 
Bill, and. Robert ( Ranchers named in this petition) and they are the first to complain 
when there COM land 'lISe checks are late also. In my opinion thc more water that is 
produced the greater the benefit to the state land, the economy, stoc~ and wildlife there 
is_ 

Th.ank you for the opportunity to express my views 00 this matter. 

Rockin .R.aftcr 0 Rancb 
752 Hoe creek: rd. 
Gillette, wy 82718 307-680-1394 
Steve Moore owner 
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From: Roy E .Knutson, Jr & Debbie Knutson 
P.O. Box 2604 
Gillette, WY 82711 

To Whom It May Concern. 

PAGE 02 

FILED 
JAN 29 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Qualit)' Council 

After reviewing the petition to amend Wyoming Water Quality, we have some concerns resanfing the 
effects of the petition alB presented by the Powder River Resource Council. 

We fecI that Wg havo an unbiased opinion on thU matter as: we arl!! involved in the methAne fi'nm both 
sides of the i$SUe. We ate contract:ors to nwlY of the methane companies in Campbell County and we 
altiUlum: a ranch that is greatly aft'cctcd by the ~ activity. We are aN. to see the ittue from 
both sides and have great concerns about the efteots of the petition that the Councillw submitted. 

There are four different methane companies that have drilled and produced wells on our land and we 
have yet to see 81ly eroSIon or saIt buildup in (tUr soils. Some oftht; w~1hs un ow Jilin! 1m,," been in 
production for 7..8 years. The water is discharged down the draws to reservoirs. It benefits our rmlchlng 
program tremendously due to the increase in stock water and the plush grass that grows in the bottoms 
of the draws. In some of our pastures. we could use even more methane wtltor. 

We have numemUA rubber tire tanks that the methane companies have installed for stock use. The 
overflow from these tank& goes directly into a reservoir' which al10ws us to not have to check wilier 
every day. The mCl'ftSfl! in det!r and IHltelope that we have seen on our ranch in the last few years is d!le 
largely the increase in water avaiJability. 

We an:: also one of nUtllCfOus ycndorslcontroorors in the methane industty that employ DWlY people 
(woo are very COIJA;cme6 about their jobs and fUture for thtri~ ~). Tb.e meth$lflf'l ;ndmdry as a 
whole has been \'ely gracious to a Jot ofpeople and thc State of Wyoming. 

The methane industry hss more of a posjtive versus negative affect on the re&idents and landowners jn 
WY0min8. so we need to be very careful not to cause tbe statos ewnomy and lively hood to be brought 
to 8 bait, while entertaining the misdirected ideas of a few disgruntled landowners. 

Our real cxmcem here is that, through knowing the majority of the petitioners, we believe their real issue 
is not the environrnentaJ effects.. as lIlUCh as it is a personal agenda against methane companies and their 
pnJiciea relating to past ~ons and settlements. 

All in aU. we are ~ advocates of the methane industry and what it ht\S provided to the majority of the 
.ranchers and the workforce in the State ofWyomiDg. 

Sincerly, 
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( To: Mr. Mark Gordon 
Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking - WQD Chapter 2 
By: The Powder River Basin Resource Council 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

307-750-2713 p.2 

PILED 
JAN 292001 

Terri A. Lorenzon,. Dlrectof
cil Environmental! Quality Coun " 

This letter is in regards to the Citizen Petition for Rulemaking: Filed 1-05-07. 

I have made my "living" in the methane play around Gillette, Buffalo. Sheridan WY and Decker MT for 
the last 12 years. I also have mineral royalties around Sheridan, WY. 

I strongly oppose this petition as the DEQ states it will shut in 99% of all surface discharges. This would 
put thousands of people, Hundreds of businesses out of work and hundreds of mineral royalty owners without a 
check. 

The standards already in place are below Human dri.nking water standards for many of the limits. The 
standards do not need lowcred for livestock or wildlife. 

The State Engineers Office (SEO) issues the UW5 - appropriation pennits with the beneficial use listed 
of pumping the water to surface to get the gas out of the coal. Livestock and wildlife uses are secondary 
beneficial uses. 

I put in over 800 acres of irrigation in Sheridan County over five years ago using the methane water that 
is still going strong and producing two cuttings of alfalfa each summer. Correct soil science was conducted 
years ago and is still proving itself working. 

I know of many ranchers that would be devastated in Sheridan County without the water in ponds, tanks 
for livestock and on hay fields to support their operation in this 20 plus yearlong drought. 

Thank you for reading my comments and I strongly urge you to vote NO on this petition filed to 
circumvent the SEO and the WOGCC. This petition is not for the better good of the people or the land. 

Verlin Dannar 
P.O. Box 350 
Sheridan, WY 82801 
Phonc:307-75~2712 

Fax: 307-750-2713 

Email: verlin@vcn.com 

I-Z7--0 7 



Jan 29 07 11:41a 

r· To: Mr. Mark Gordon 
Chainnan 

Verlin Dannar 

Wyoming Environmental Qualify COlll1cil 
122 W. 25th St. 
HerschIer Bldg., RID. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: Citi7.en Petition for Rulemaking - WQD Chapter 2 
By: The Powder River Basin Resource Council 

DearWYEQC. 

307-750-2713 p. 1 

FILED 
JAN 292007 

Terr; A Lorenzon, Director ~ 
I' • I' Q 1\1'\1 Council 

~nv\mnmental ua <J 

I am writing this letter in regard to the Citizen Petition for Rulemaking filed by the Powder River 
Resource Council 

I am a rancher in Sheridan County and previously in Campbell County for the last eighteen years. 
I have benefited and appreciated the CBM water for the last 11 years. 
I understand there are a few instances where problems may have occurred, but the majority of ranchers 

that I interact, do business with and neighbor have all considered it a great blessing. 1 can remembe£ ail of the 
times I stood looking at windmills and a dry stock tank: in the heat of August hoping for the smallest bit of wind. 
After the methane came. the water quality for their discharge was better than the old wells on the place. My calf 
weaning weights averaged 25 to 40 pounds higher than previous yeats due to .fres~ cool. clean water supply. 
The amount of wildlife increased tremendously due to a constant water source. Deer. Antelope, Sage Grouse 
and Ducks all previously scarce, became abundant. 

We also stocked several of the CBM reservoirs with Brown, Brook, Rainbow and Cutthroat Trout, along 
with Bass and Channel Cat fish.. AU have thrived and grown. They are great recreation for kids and adults. No 
one had ever had close access to fishing before. The closest opportunities were to drive to the mountains. the 
bass pond at Weston or the community fishing lake in Gillette. 

Whenwe moved to Sheridan we bought property on the Little Badger Creek drainage. The water quality 
is so poor there that it was unusable for stock. I lost 2 calves and a cow the first year, and then had to haul water 
for the rest of the summer. Wildlife was scarce due to inadequate poor water supply. I started a bird fann and 
planted Pheasants. The birds left becaUSe the spring to be used as a water source dried up due to many years of 
drought. 

Since the CBM water has come in I have been able to utilize the whole ranch for grazing. Wildlife has 
moved in abundantly. Sage Grouse, Deer, Elk,. Antelope, Hungarian Partridge and Sharptail Grouse have 
populated and established where none have been seen before. 

The game birds that were planted have moved back in the drainage now that there is abundant quality 
water. 

I strongly vote NO to the petition. It would be devastating to all ranchers in my area. Devastating to all 
wildlife that has come to rely on these water sources. Devastating to all fish that have been planted in the 
reservoirs to establish recreational and ecological benefits. Devastating to all people who are employed and rely 
on this water in the future. 

Thank: you for taking the time to read this letter. Please take into consideration that a few people should 
not be allowed to set standards on the livelihood of the majority of us that it would negatively affect. 

c;.~:' ;2J~,.....,.-t!'------ 1~,2 q . () 7 
Karen J. Daiiuar 
Rancher 
P.O. Box 350 
Sheridan. WY 82801 
Phone: 307-750-2712 



PAR Ranch 
P. O. Box 154 
Meeteetse, WY 82433 
307-868-2355 

January 26, 2007 

RE: PRBRC Petition to regulate discharged produced water 

Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25 th Street 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Dear Council Members, 

JAN 292007 
_ Terri A Lorenzon, Director 
t:nvrronmentai Quality Council 

I am '\VTiting in response to Jill Morrison's written testimony January 16, 2007, at the 
EQC hearing in Cheyenne with regard to Powder River Basin Resource Council's 
(PRBRC) petition to regulate discharged produced water from coal bed methane and 
conventional oil and gas production. I was in no way coerced or bribed by industry 
representing conventional oil and gas or coal bed methane production to attend the EQC 
hearing. I voluntarily attended the hearing concerned with the fact that our produced 
water may be shut down as a result of the PRBRC petition. We absolutely depend on 
produced water and are not seeing adverse effects from this discharged water. 

I do not feel we have been misled by industry when considering the seriousness of 
eliminating produced water. In the Big Horn Basin, landowners and mineral companies 
have a symbiotic relationship, as we understand the economic benefit both the 
agricultural and mineral industries provide to our state and each other. 

Please consider ruling against the PRBRC petition. I think it would be advantageous to 
coal bed methane water recipients if cases were reviewed individually as opposed to 
making a blanket ruling affecting all produced water users within the State of Wyoming. 

Sincerely, 

··1 , //' 

YI >/ £Jj ('.' 7wr!/ 
...... Lf U.· 

RoriRenner 

PAR-Ranch 



F I LED 
JAN 29 inn? 

To Whom It May Concern: To • • j _ 

fern A. l..orenzon, Director 
I am a landowner from Campbell County and testified at the JanuaJrffrtWl~lr8ta! Quaiity Council 
1 ill hearing about the petition that was In front of you. I truly appreciated the 
chance to discuss with you my concern about aspects of the petition that could 
prevent me from using coafbed methane water as a part of my operation. 

I am concerned that my thoughts about the petition wfll not be given the 
appropriate amount of consideration because of Jill Morrison's letter to you. 
would rike to say that, yes, industy offered to help with travel arrangements .. 
This help in no way influenced my position on the issue. There are several parts 
of the petition that I believe could stand in the way of my use of this water, and 
that is why f chose to testify in opposition to it. 

I ask that you please consider that the method I chose to use to get to Cheyenne 
for your meeting should not have any bearing on your rulemaking proceeding. I 
wourd further suggest that if you could hold a hearing on this issue closer to the 
farmers, ranchers, and communities that are actually affected, my travel and the 
travel of others would not have been so burdensome. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

;/l d ~ 
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