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February 14, 2007
FEB 1 ¢ 207
Teri A. Lorenzen, Direclor
Envirommants) Cualty Counct
Mr. Mark Gordon. Chaitman
Wyoming Environmental Quality Comncil
122w, 25% 6.
Herschler Bldg,, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002
Fax: 307-777-6134

Re: Proposed Rulemaking on Chapter 1, Section 20 — “Ag Use Protection Policy”

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am writing to you today to voice my concern in regards to the proposed “Ag Use
Protection Policy™. | strongly oppose this rule because it places the Operator in a position
where existing water management plans and struchmres such as reservoirs are made
obsolete, potentially resulting in substantial costs to replace and possibly making fields
uneconomical.

Water management decigions need to be left to landowners and operators. Reservoirs
need 1o remain a viable water management tool withaut being required to contain the 50
year / 24 hour flood event and all produced water. The CBM industry is already earrying
a sizable regulatory burden. This rmule/policy would add further regulatory and economic
burden.

Please don’t allow this rule/policy making happen. T this passes the operators will go
elsewhere and so will the jobs and people.

Thank Y 2
Stacy
2 Arrow Blvd.

Gillette, WY ¥2716
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February 14, 2007 E E Es E ﬁ

Mr. Mark Gordon -
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council CER 14 2007
Chairman | |

i Jeri A. Lorenzon, Director
erschr Bidg R Environmental Guality Counet

Herschier Bldg., Rm. 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking ~ Ag Use Protection Policy

Dear Mr. Gordon:

I am writing to voice my concem with the upeoming rulemaking and policy decisions relafing to
Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Quality Rules and Reguiation

This policy would disallow the use of a large numhber of axisting and propased reservoir
jocations in the Powder River Basin, and placa sithstantial restrictions on how reservoirs can be
used to contain produced watar. Further, these decisions propose to set water quality limits that
CBM produced water cannnt maet

Reservoirs containing CBNG produced water are heneficial fo hoth tha surface awner and
wildlife in most situations. A wide variaty of wildlife nan henafit fram the additional water
sources including small non-game specias. Aftachad with this FAX is a copy of the Morthern
Leopard Frog Monitoring {Year Twoj repart, prapared by Thunderbird Jones & Stokes for .M.
Huber Corporation’s Cutler Draw POID, a CRNG project in Campbell County. This five year
survey was a condition of appraval by the BLM to monitor the potential project impacts to a BLM
sensitive species. After the second year of surveys, this case study states that the data *may ,
alsn suggest that certain CBNG reservaire properly placed within the appropriate watershed 3
could possibly have substantial benefits for several amphibian spacies and the overall diversity é
of aquatic wildlife™. | present this to you so that you ars awsare of the extent that resarveirs
eontaining CBNG produced water are monitered, along with the encouraging results in this
particular case.

Finally, | am greatly concerned that this rule making would halt CBNG development in the
Powder River Basin. The negative result would be staggering to the local and atate economy,
and is unjustified.
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Thank you for considering my concomns to thia policy.

Sincerely

ohn Vasalin
211 MeKinney
Buffalo, WY 82834
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J M. BUBER CORPORATION
CUTLER DRAW FLAN-OF-DEVELOPMENT

NORKTHERN LEOPARD FROG MONITORING
(YEAR TWO)
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Prepared for:
J.M. Hisber Corporation
P.O. Box 6850
Sheridan, WY 82801

Prepared by:
Willlam Veuer
Thunderbird - Jones & Stokes
1901 Energy Court, Suite 115
Gillette, WY 82718
(307) 685-1313
wyetter @ jsapel.cuoi

30 November 2006
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INTRODUCTION

1.M. Huber Corporation’s approved Cutler Draw plan-of-development (POD) includes
approximately 412 wells for extraction of federally owned coal bed natural gas (CBNG)
underlying private and federal lands in northwest Campbeil County, Wyoming. The Cutler
Draw POD also includes the discharge of groundwater, 4 byproduct of gas extracton, via
pipelines into new and existing reservoirs in the area. The potential effects of discharged CBRNG
water to focal wildlife populations are not yet fully understood, but the Powder River Basiv Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), Biological Opinion (BO), and Biological Assessment
(BA) acknowledge the potential for both benefits and negative impacts.

The effects of proposed CBNG development on the northern lcopard frog (Rana pipiens)
(a special status species for the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) Buffalo Field Office area)
in particular, arc largely unknown. Negative influences such us waler misnugement instability
and water contamination have led to declines in northern leopard frogs elsewhere and may have
voutributed w documented declines in Wyomting aver the last two decades. The discharge of
CBNG water may exacerhate thoke conditions. However, habitat loss has also negatively
influenced leopard frog populations in many western states, and CBNG-related water resources
may provide significant increases in amphibian breeding habitar. Inventorics and long-tcrm
monitoring of northern leopard frog populations in areas of CBNG development may help define
the impacts of those actvitics in the Powder River Basin.

Northern leopard frogs were documented at a single Jocation within the Cutler Draw
POD on 9 Sepiesuber 2004, and the conditions of approval for the project stipulate that a
moritoring plan be implemented (starting in 2005) to evaluate the potential praject impacts on
that species. In accordance with that stipulation, J.M. Huber contracted Thunderbird — Jones &
Stokes (formerly Thunderbird Wildlife Consuiting) in Decamber 2004 to design and implement a
monitoring protocol to quantify the presence and reproductive status/success of leopard frogs
within the Cutler Draw POD. The protocel (Cutler Draw Plan-of-Development Northern
Leopard Frog (Rana pipiens} Monitoring Plan, February 2005) was approved by BLM, Buffalo
Field Office biologist Bill Ostheimmer. The monitoring plan may be adapted, as required by the
BFO, based on their review of the annual reports. After thres years, the resnits and ahjectives of
the study will be reevaluared, but it is expected 1o continue for five years (through 2009).
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METHODS
In the first year of monitoring (2003), we inventoried the wetland habitats within the

Cuiler Draw POD in carly April to identify potential survey sites, The catire POD was searched,
with additional emphasis on drainages and existing or new/improved reservoirs. At that time,
four survey sites were idemtified. During 2003, and in conjunction with the on-going
development of the Cutler Draw PO, three additional survey sites were established and
included.

Because of on-going construction during spring 2006, we re-inventoricd wetland habitats
within the POD on 13 April to confirm that all possible wetland sites were included in the
monitoring progrom. At that time, onc additional survey site (8) was establisfusd znd information
(a qualitative description of the vegetation, general topography. and water availability and
quality) similar to that collected for the previous seven sites (see Cutler Draw Flan-of-
Development Northern Leopard Frog Monitoring - Year One report for description and
photographs of those sites) was recorded. In addition, universal transverse mercator (UTM)
conrdinates were recorded at the survey point using a hand-held global positioning system (GPS)
receiver, and photographs were taken to document the overall wetland conditions (Figure 1). Of
the eight sites suxveyed during 2006, three (5, 7, and 8) were impoundments constructed or
improved to contain CBN(G water discharge, three (1, 2, and 6) were historic impoundments
primarily fed by precipitation ranoff ur 4 natural spring, and two (3 and 4} were Jocated along a
creek supplemented by CBNG discharge (Exhibit 1).

Two nocturnal call surveys were conducted during the period of spring emergence
(approximately ¥ ! water temperature) between sunset and four hours after sunset on 26 April
and 11 May 2006. Surveys were conducted when favorable listening conditions and mild
weather prevailed (i.e., calm winds and no precipitation). All cight sites were surveyed on 26
April, and all but site & were surveyed on 11 May.

Each call survey was initiated with a five-mninate wailing period and followed by a five-
minute Lstening/recording period. A simplified call index was used to measure the relative
abundance of &l calling male anurans by recording either the estimated number of individuals
determined from non-overlapping calls, the estimated namber of individuals from
distinguishable but overlapping calls, or an undetermined amount of individuals from a
continuous chorus of overlapping and indistinguishable calls. Although light conditions

3. Huber Corporginss
ot

i Phopese Nuottiwrs Loopad Frop Moottorme 2006

P. 04/18

O aatar




FER-14-2007 WED 03:00 PH J M HIRER FAX NO. 307 873 8AR8

decreased the potential for visual detections, all amphibians (and other vertebrates not targeted
by the surveys) seen were documented. After each survey, habitat and survey conditions (water
temperature, flow, clarity, turbidity, and estimated maximuom depth, cmergent vegetative cover,
air temperature, wind speed, and cloud cover/precipitation) were recorded.

Diurnal visual surveys occurred from oue-balf kour o six hours afler sunrise on 20 May
and 9 Aogust 2006. As no suitable wetland habitat was present at site 2 on the final dare or at
site 6 on either dae, no visual surveys were conducted at those locations during those iumes. All
other siter were included in both the 20 May and 9 August 2006 surveys.

Visual surveys were also conducted during mild weather conditions (i.e., light to
moderate winds and no precipitation) and consisted of o careful pedestrian scarch around the
perimeter of each wetland to search for mature frogs, tadpoles, and egg masses. Sorvey sites
along the creck werc inventoried by walking 50 m along the creek contour in buth directions of
the survey point, Search effort was standardized. but total survey time varied for each site due to
the size of the wetland and the atributes of the habitar. Shallow sunlit areas were targeted for
egg mass searches, and areax of submersed and emergent vegetation were examined for
tadpoles. Observations of all amphibians (adult, young of the year, tadpoles or larvae, egg
masses, and dead) were recorded. All water, air, and habitat variables described for the call
surveys were recorded at the end of each visual survey. The primary water source (CBNG or
natural), maximum water depth, substrate, and wetland persistence (permanent or cphemeral)
werg also documented during the last visual survey.

RESULTS

Habitat and Weather Conditions

A summary of the surveys eonducted and the habitat data coliected at each of the eight
sites in 2006 along with changes in the wetland habitats (water depth and percent vegetation
cover) from year one (2005} arc providcd in Table 1. Surface water levels were slightly more
consistent in year two, with overall increased water availability at all previous sites except 2 and
6. The perceut uf welland vegetmive cover was similar to year one for maost sites, but noticeably
greater 4t sites 2 and 3,

As in the first year of momitoring, not all sites were suitable for surveys during each visit
in 2016 due to finctuations in sucface water levels throughout the area. Sites 1.3, 4,7, and 8§

JAL ey {onmandaen
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Figure 1. Northern leapard frog survey site 8 (August 9, 2006) at the Catler Draw POD.

were surveyed on all visits (two call surveys und two visual surveys). Suitable wetland habitat
and available surface water were present at sites 2 and 5 on all hut one survey date. Although
significant wetland vegeration remained, the substrate at site 2 was cracked and completely dry
during the final visual survey. During the second call survey, little surface water (<8 ft°) and no
surrounding wetiand vegetation was present at site 5. Although surveys were conducted at both
sites on the respective dates, the results of those surveys were likely indicative of the lack of
suitable wetland habitat at that time and the results were omitted from the overall analysis.
Finally, site 6 was completely dry during all surveys except for the first call survey.

Both call surveys were conducted under clear skies with a combined average aic
temperatme of 11.4° C, water temperature of 14.0° C, and wind speed of 0.4 knots. Both visual
surveys were also conducted under clear skies with 8 combined average gir temperature of 23.5°
C, wawer temperature of 17.8° C, and wind speed of 1.3 knots.

Northern Leopard Frogs

A total of 85 leopard frogs were documented (licurd and/or seen) at five of the eight
survey sites during all surveys at the Cutler Diraw POD in 2006 (Table 2). By comparison, only
18 Icopard frogs were ducunenisd at three sites during 2005, As with year one, breeding
northern leopard frogs (calling males) were confirmed only ar site 1. Nearly half (41 of 85) of all

i Hiaher Corporation
Catier D37 Nosthers fonsan Sos Maalioosy 3008 S
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Table 1. Summary of surveys vonducted and habitat data collected in 2006 and the diffevence in wetiand habitat from

year one (2005) af eight survey siles on the Cutler Draw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming.

Change in
Change In Estimated sverage %
- Water Estimated average water tange/average  vegetation
= featorefprimary  Wetland Calt  Yisual range/average  depth from veguintion  cover from
g Sites SOUKCe persistence  surveys  survess  Flow water depth 2008 Water quality cover HHS
= Impoundment 62 o 67 inches
- 5 ] . 4 . _
£ 1 fed by spring Permanent 2 2z Nene 63 inches + 5 inches Clean and clear 1-10%, 6% 1%
; Impoundment, 3 to 14 inches, . .
: 2 fed by runeff Ephemeral 2 i Nene 7 inchos -2 nches Clear and sisined  50-85%,71% +45%
g Y Slowte 14t 13 inches Clear to cloudy
a2 & § ; ¥ : ine .
> 3 gﬁmﬁr t;z Permanegnt 2 wmoderate 15 inctes + 2 inches and stained 5.-10%, 49% + 26%
Creek, , . Clear tv elondy
4 suplomentedby Pormanent 2 y  Soww B2 DR ifiches  addemm  1045%.31%  +1%
CBNG dischargs stained
Impoundment, Ny - .- Clear to cioudy
5t supplementod by pf;’gm .2 1 Nee ‘g;g‘c';':;“’ +2linches  anddemnto  0-40%, 14% 4 1%
CBNG discharge ¥ stained
: Impoancment, 8 to 14 inches, . : .
6 fed by ranoff Fphemeral 1 0 None 3 inches -4 inches Clesn andclear  0-25%, %% -5%
hrpoondment, .
7~ fedbyCBNG  Permament 2 2 None 6 o T2ICheS, 4 13 inches Clean el 5.30%, 13% .2%
discharge inches 12 ¢.oudy
Inpoundment, 10 to 66 inches NA {oot Clear 13 cloudy NA (net
8§ fedby CBNG  Poomanent 2 2 Noae 46 inches ' established in and elean to 5-35%, 15%  established
dischurge 2005; stained in 2005)
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Tabhle 2. Northern lenpard frag aerurrence during the fivst two years of monitoring at eight
survey sites on the Cutler Draw POD in northwest Camphell County, Wyoming,

Survey 1 el 2™ call 1* visual 2* visual Total leopard
site Year sarvey survey ~ survey sarvey frogs
1 calling I adult,
, 2006 male a & adults 8 juveniles 16
2 calling 2 achults,
2005 0 males “adults 2 juveniles 14*
No habitat
, 2006 g 4] 0 prosent 0
2005 ] 0 0 3 juveniles 3
2006 0 a 0 L adalt, 7
3 6 juveniles
20085 0 0 0 0 a Z
2006 0 0 1 adult 2 adults, 10
4 7 juveniles :
2005 0 0 0 0 0 :
iy No hahitat . 8 adults,
5 2006 0 present u 3 juveniles H
2005 No habitat 0 0 No habitat 0
] present present
2006 No habitat No habitat No habitat :
6 0 present present present 0
2005 Nothabitst  No habitat o No habitat 0
present present present
2006 0 0 daduis o 4adults 41
7 3 juveniles
No habitar No habitat No habital
2005 present proscat present I aduly 1
2006 0 0 0 o 0
8 4
2005 No habitat No habitat No habitat No habitat 0 ;
present present present present %
* Includes four leopard frogs observed at site | during the habitat inventory on 12 April 2005.
SR Tuber Corporaes
Cuthy Jraw Neonthors Toopad frog Momiorun MG Pagc b
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leopatd frogs documented in 2006 ocowred at site 7, and 33 of those were young of the year
observed during the last visuat survey. However, seven or more combined adult and juvenile
leopard frogs were also recorded in 2006 at sites 1, 3, 4, and 5.

Leopard frogs were not recorded af three survey sites doring 2006. Those included site 8,
which was a recently constructcd CBNG rescrvoir; and sites 2 and 6, which were dry during
some or most of the surveys. However, leopard frogs were recorded at site 2 during the first year
of meniwring when surface water was sustained throughout the entire survey period.

As in year one, tadpoles were abwmeant during the first visual survey (20 May), but many
more were likely nndetected because of turbid waters at most sites that resulted from the
previons night's rain. As species identification at the tadpole stage is challenging and requires
close visual inspection (i.¢., mouth parts, digestive structures, and orientation of the eye), we did
not attempt to identify all individuals that were seen. In addition, nu egg masses were ideatificd
during either of the visual surveys in 2006, Visibility of egg masses during the first visual
survey was also likely hindered by cloudy warer conditions ar nost sites.

Diversity and Relative Abundance

Six amphibian species have been recorded during the first two years of monitoring at the
Cutler Draw POD, and the results at each survey site are detailed in Figure 2. Northern leopard
frogs and four other species of amphibians were documented daring 2006, Those include the
boreal chorus frog (Pseudacris triseriata), Woodhouse's toad (Bufo woodhousii). plains
spadefoot (Scaphiopas bombifruns), and liger salamander (Ambysioma tigrinum). The only
species documented in 2005 and not 2006 was the Great Plaing toads (Bufo cograrus). In
«idition o numerous unidemified tadpoies, nine unknown adult frogs/toads and one likely
unknown jnvenile were observed eseaping into deeper water before they could be identifiad. No
amgan egg masses were found during either of the visual surveys in 2006, but water conditions
were less than ideal during the first survey.

Site 2 exhibited the greatest species richness in the first year of monitoring, bat was
among the fowest in 2006, Tn 20006, the grealest species richness was recorded ar sfres 4 (along
the creek) and 7 (a recently constructed CBNG reservoir) with four and five wtal species,
respectively. All six amphiblan species documented on the Cutler Draw POD in two years of
monitoring have been recorded hatweaen sites 4 and 7, which share a common drainage and are

Yare 7
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B ¥ osodhouse's foad

3 Great Plains toad
W Plains spadeioot
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{ W Unidentified
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Figure 2. Amphibians recorded during northern leopard frog monitoring (2005-2066) at eight survey sites at the

Survey Siies (Year)

Cutler Braw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming.
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in relatively close proximity {~ (0.3 mile apart). With the exception of site 2, whers two fower
species (leopard frog and tiger salamander) were recorded in 2006, species richness at all sites
wag similar (sites | & 3) or higher {sites 1 - 7) than in year onc. Howcever, the species
composition varied between years at sites | and 3

The overall relative abundance of amphibians at each survey sike (standardized by search
time) in the first two years of moniforing at the Cutler Draw POD is detailed in Tabhle 3. The
greatest numbens of calling male amphibians were at gite 5 in year one. In 20086, site 5 was much
less productive with only three chorus frogs recorded doring both call surveys. Interestingly, two
Woodhouse’s toads were observed copulating at that site during the visual survey on 20 May.
Although only one call survey (26 April) was conducted at site 6 in 20086, it hosted the most
calling anurans. Other sites with relatively high abundance during call surveys in 2006 included
sites 7 and 8,

In addition to nurnerous living amphibians recorded during the visual surveys in 2006,
scveral dead individuals were also ducwnenied. On 20 May, 13 dead viger salamanders (1 aduit
and 12 large larval/neotenic stage) were found flnating ar haached at site 7. The cause of
wmortality for all could not be discerned, but the adult was relatively desiccated and appeared to
have been dead for an extended period. The larval/neotenic salamanders were better prescrved,
as they were primarily in the water, and appeared to be more recently deceased (< 1 week). Also
on that date, a dead adult salamander was tecorded along the north shore of the creek at site 4.
Past disturbance of the surrounding wetland vegetation indicated recent hyman foot traffic and
the causc of mortality appeared to be from trumpling. One dead adult Woodhouse's toad was
also observed nearby at site 4, but it had become quite desiceated and the cause of mortality
could nut be determined. Finally, an additional adult Woodhouse's toad was found on the
northeast shoreline of the site & reservoir. The cause of mortality for that individual was also
unknown, as it was desiccated and appeared to have been dead for an extended period.

After standardizing for search time during visual surveys in 2006, salamanders and
mature or metamorphosed frog/toads were seen most frequently at site 7. That was largely due
to the number of dead tigor salamanders recorded during e first visual survey on 20 May, but
also reflected the numerous adult and juvenile leopard frogs (4 and 33, respectively) documented
during the sccond swrvey on 9@ August. In yedr one, the greatest rate of visual amphibian
encounters occurred at site 4, where numearous invenile Woodhouge®s toads were recorded on
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‘Table 3. Relative abundance’ of all amphibians in the first two yesrs of monitoring at eight
survey cites on the Cutler Draw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming.

Amphibians recorded per
minute of survey time’
Survey sites and
skt of wetland survey area___1YPe O survey’ 006 2008
i Call surveys (4) 0.70 0.20
(0.6 acres) Visual surveys (4) 0.25 018
2 Call sueveys () 1.je 0.40
(©.5 acres) Visual surveys (3} 1] 0.26
3 Call sarveys (4) 110 Q.70
(invludes S0m upstrean: and
downstream, ~ (.3 agres) Visual s veys (4) 0.19 .13
4 Catl snrvays (4) 1.00 1.10
(includes 50m upstream and

downstream, ~ 0.3 acres) Visnal surveys (4) 0.35 0.34
5 Call surveys {2) 0.30 {40

- (1.1 acres) Visual surveys (3) 0.31 0
4 s Call surveys (1) 320 0.16

(2.4 acres) Visual surveys (1) — ——

7 Call surveys (2) 270 ——
(23 nerey) Visual surveys (3) 0.78 0.28

2 Call surveys (2) 226 .

(2.3 agres) Visual suyveys (2) 0.07 -

1 Tiger salamanders do not vocalize and cannot be detected during call surveys.

2 DBue to periodic dry conditions that eliminate suitable wetland habitar and the on-going construstion on the
PLD, not alf call and visual surveys were conducted at each site in the first two yoars of moniioring. The
sumbers in () indieare te combined total surveys conducted to date for each type of survey.

3 Standardized acvoss survey sites hy search time. Al call surveys included a five-minute listaning period, but
visual surveys differed in thme due to wetland size. shape. and the surrcunding habitat. Datartion rates do not
include observations of tadpales.

SN b Coeparation
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the last survey, Site 4 again had 4 high rate of visual detections in 2006, but was move uniformly
divided between leopard frogs and Woodhouse's toads. Relative abundance during visual
surveys in 2006 generally increased from year one at all siteg except # 2, and was congidersbly
higher at sites 5 and 7.

Owverall tadpole counts during the first visual survey on 20 May wcre slightly less than in
the first year of monitoring. As mentioned above, those results were likely influenced by murky
water conditions at most sites that resulted from heavy rain rupoll during the previous night. In
the first year of monitoring, the greatest numbers of tadpoles (>1000) were observed at site 5.
However, waler conditions at that site during the first visual survey in 2006 were possibly the
worst of all the sites and no tadpoles were observed. The greatest number of tadpoles (=1000)
documented in 2006 occurred at site ¥, where shallow, flooded upland grasslands hosted
mmerous individuals. Sites along the Quarter Circle Prong of Bitter Creek (3 and 4) also hosted
significant numbers of tadpoles (67 and 128, respectively) on that date.

Other poikilothermic (eold-blooded) vertebrates documented dwing surveys in 2000
included Western painted turtles (Chrysemys picta belli) seen at sites 1. 7. and 8, On 20 May,
two painted turtles were observed al site 1 und three others were recorded at site 8. On % August,
one painted turtle was documented at site 7.

o

CONCIUSIONS

Although the occurrence of northern leopard frogs at the Cutler Draw POD in the first
year of monitoting was relatively limited, colonization and/or migration to new sites within the
POD was considerabie in 2006. The total number of leopard frogs recorded during the course of
surveys in spring/summer 2006 represented u 472% increase over 2005 results. Additionally,
three new sites (3, 4, and 5) hosted leopard frogs in 2006, amonnting to six of the eight total
survey sites utilized by leopard frogs during the first two year of monitoring. Interestingly,
several leopard frogs were ecorded at the ereek sites (3 and 43 in 2006, While those individuals
were found primanly adjacent to pools and the slower waters along the creek, their occurrence
there is noteworthy because the species ic generally not associated with lotic (moving) waters
during emergence and cannot effectively winter in those habitats (Wagner 1297 and Wright and
Wright 1995, but alse sce Kendall 2002). Documented breeding (calling mules) of nonthem
leopard frogs was again minimal in 2006 (recorded at only site 1 in both years), but the presence
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of adult leopard frogs during visual surveys at several other sites suggests greater hreeding
ciforty thun revealed by the call surveys alone. Considetable numbers of adult feopard frogs (>
2) were documentad at three sites (1, §, and 7) in 2008, with lower totals (= 2) recorded at two
additional sites (3 and 4). Murthermore, several of the reservoirs associated with the Cutler Draw
POD were sufficiently deep to potentially host wintering leopurd frogs.

The ouly site where leopard frogs were documented in 2005 and not 2006 was site 2.
Although wetland vegetation was more prevalent at site 2 in 2006, availability of surface water
declined dramatically after call surveys and the site was completely dry during the last visual
survey. In addition, cuttle were present at or near the site during three of the four surveys and
evidence of heavy cattle use (tracks, trampled vegetation, feces, stained water) was present in
and around the wetland on all visis.

No leopard frogs were documented in either of the first two years of monitoring at sites 6
and 8. Site 6 has only hosted surface water and suitable wetland habitat during two of the eight
survey dates in those years. Site B was the most recently established suitable habitul, as it was
construcied and did not begin receiving discharge water until after the 2005 surveys.

As in the first year of womituring, the relative abundance of other amphibian species at
the Cutler Draw POD in 2006 was not strongly corralated with the relative abundance of
northern leopard frogs. Although most sites where leopard trogs occurred in 2006 (with the
exception of site 1) generally hosted seversl other species (primarily chorus frogs and
Woodhouse’s toads), the greatest species richness did not necessarily coincide with grester
occurrences of leopard frogs. While site 7 boasted the highest diversity and the greatest number
of leopard frogs, the site with the second highest leopard frog counts (16) hosted only one
additional species.

Al sites exeept site 2 boasted equal or increased species richness during the second year
of surveys. Sites 4 and 7 were particularly rich, with every amphibian species expected in the
region occurring hetween thase two sites. More importantly, it may also suggest that certain
CBNG reservours properly placed within the appropriate watershed could possibly have
substantial benefits for several amphibian species and the overall diversity of aquatic wildlife.

As stated in the previous report, several aspects of this project constrain present and
future analyses, and the potential for extrapolating results across a broader grogiuphica] mnge.
Without statistical compensation for the differences in detectability among habitats, species, and
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even life stages of a single species, comparisons among those factors must be done with caution.
Moreover, this study design has a limited capacity to address mechanisms (CBNG related or
otherwise) that may regulate amphibian populations. Effects specific to water chemistry,
parasite loading, pathogens, and predation are important considerations that are beyond the scope
of this project.
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Andrew Strike .

Project Hydrogeologist F 3 gﬁ g §§

Lowham Engineering LLC 5 ~ ;

205 8. Third St.

Lander, WY 82520

3073454265 (eell) Ter A. Lorenzon, Director
environmental Quality Councl

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman
Wyonung Environmental Quality Council
122 W.25% 8¢,

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax - 307.777-6134

Dear Mr. Chairman:

1 am writing to voice my opinion concerning the Chapter 1, Section 20,"Ag Use Protection
Policy", currently under consideration by your Board. It is my opinion; and the opinion of many
landowners currently receiving discharged CBM-related water, that the rule will create more
damage than good throughout the Powder River Basin. I am against instituting this policy
without further review of the effects of the decision.

I am a graduate of the University of Wyoming, having been awarded dual bachelors in
Environmental Géolugy/Geohydrology and Geology, with a masters degree in Structural
Geology/Tectonics. I manage an engineering firm based in Lander, and help to oversee 2 20-
person firm of employees and contractors involved in assessing and instituting water
management plans in the Gillette Area for numerous CBM operators, This ‘work has been
underway for approximately 8 years, during which we have surveyed, designed, permitted, and
had a large hand in constructing thousands of discharge-related reservoirs,

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

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

However, the manmade system described is currently being threatened by your policy. It can
now be brought before your council that lands under anyone's ownership in any drainage "might"
be naturally irrigated and thus need "protection” from the effects of CBM water. They want
upstream landowners to store a 50 yr-24 hour storm event in reservoirs upstream (in addition to
the water stored for CBM development). Not only is this proposed storm event arbitrary and
capricious, in most cases, if a reservoir is built in a position that is good for the landowner long-
term (approx 1/2 sg-mile in drainage area), there is no way to store the volume of a 50-yr event
in the reservoir. Even if such a structure can be built, it is left mostly empty. Storm events will
occur, and might fill the site up, but none of that water will make it down to the potentially
irrigated section. How is that protecting the irrigation use? It seems more likely to me that this is
a way to stop reservoir construction --- also known as...my livelihood.

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

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

Thank you for consideration of my comment,

'49\”;’: ST zs-een

Andrew Strike
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Wir. Mark Gordon, Chalrman

Wyoming Environmenial Quality Conneil
122 'W. 25" Street

Harschicr Building, Reom 1714
Cheyenne. WY 82002

By Fax and Hard Copy

srinn Polisy /

i am writing this ietter with concern. { zm concemed about the Ag Use Poore
Rule and the effects it will have on landowners in the state of Wyoming, This poliey 7 ke does
not profect the beneficially used reservoirs that are already in place and would Inhibif the falure
constraction of these valuable resources, Maay if aot all of these reservoirs would have fo vemain
empty or hold a very smail amount of produced water in order fo contain the 50 year / 24 howr
storm event. In assence, these reservairs wonld he empty untif snch an event oocars. Many
landowners rely on these reservoirs o water their livestock and wildlife and cannot walt in ferms
of years for water. While the rescrvoir doos not have to be romoved, # also nar’t be used.
According 1o the policy rule, water meeting extremely stringent Hmits could be used in resarvoirs
not required 1o contain the 50 year / 24 hour storm event, or the waler uould be send (o ofT Gl
pis. Landowners do not geaaﬁiiy wart pits or reservolrs that do not capture drainage water. This
propesed polioy / rude would require operators o build structires that would not be benefini
landowners efler there is no produced water, or after produced water hag declined in flow, These
gtrnctures would then have to be reclaimed. While current reservoirs, for the most part, wonld be
vastly beneficial to landowners even if there was no produced water in them.

In order to vse these reservolrs, water quality Umits that are unreasonable must be met,
The proposcd water quality Hmits would be too stringent t¢ economically meet in an Industry that
already has vast regulatory requirements. These pmg}ﬁb&ﬁ fimits, are not even reached with
natural flow. Almost avy storm that Hows down dwinage and vto those reservelrs could not meet
the E.C, limit proposad.

The theory of this policy 7 rile 15 fo protect “Ag Use”, bt In reality what ftdoes &
sliminate the beneficial use of reservoirs tn landowners, An empty reservolrn, waiting 1o be filled
by a 30 wear / 24 hour storm ovent, is a detriment 0 2 landowner not 8 benefit, Another possibly
sseats nifect of the policy 7 role would be that z single landowner downstream of many others
could be responsible for how the upstream landowsers wonld be roguired mmage water on
their ows property, sven if not a drop of wator was to pass over the property Hne. This would nat
let landownerg manage their ows property.

The watker muragemont of voal bed natural gas nesds to be rogulated by landowners and
operators with beneficial use 1n niind. Reservolrs can be a benefit for many vears to oome, oven
after coal bed natural gas produced water is gone, I order for those reservoirs w be a benelly
thoy must be able to capture satural flow, ’ﬁm proposal would effectively stop the construction of
this type of containment structure and force most existing reservoirs to be removed and
reclaimed. Removing these structures would stop benefits om natural flows from helping
landowners with water necds for years 1o some,

Thank you for taking the time to review this letter.

{HSSIAY WESTDTEoK

1215 Middie Fork Drive

Gillette, Wyorning 82718

Brail: cswestbreok@hotmailoom
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February 14, 2007

‘*Ey y{::rmnﬂ }Z’;rmr somental Quakity Couneil
2 W, 25" st

?iér,cm%r Bidcr,é Room 1714

Chevenne, WY, 82002

Dear By, Gordon,

i oppose the rulemaking suggestions entitisd Chapter 1 Section 20 rulemaking. T was
acmwi‘? involved in the Q1] & Gas Industry for 27 vears. | lost my husband fo stomach
cancer in 2003 so at that time [ moved somewhat away from the industry. Since lam a
rasident of Campboll County it Is just natura that T have some full virdle and ama now
involved Inn the Boergy Industry again. The impact of the rulemaking would effectively
shut the CBM industry in the Basin onee again destroying economic fuiures of {? ousands
of people in the swrounding area and sventually destroy the economy of the Siate of
Wyoming.

Please base your rulemaking on the Montana =01l samples and not the samples
California. Using Calitornas samples 15 like comparing appies to orangss. I und
that Industry needs pdlicies and procedures to follow buf lets me rational and w
the policies.

Askng industry to prepare for the 50 year/ 24 houwr rain event is ludicrous. If thi
event wonld ever ocewr most people would be watching there homes, outhuildings
vehicles float down the drainages af that point and would not really be really concerned
about water quality only about quantity.

In swemary, please do not incorporate the rulemaking suggestions that have been put
before you. The Operators in the Basin bave enough regulato bm‘de’% already. They ©
are 2 business that looks after the bottom line also; after a time ghm’ to will be foreed o
close the doors and the economie impact will truly shake the nation. In a fime of war 1t
seems imapractical to be putting ourstlves in a position where we reallv do have to rely on
imaported fuel.

Respectfully, 5y
‘_:&, LA/\& Qj\“& ‘v

Shirley mm*ﬁzf E

PO Box 2680

Gillefte, WY 82717

307-686-2398

oo Governors Office
Siate Senator
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February 14, 2007

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Ternt A, Lorens on. Director
Herschier Bldg., Rm. 1714 Environmenta) {;J:‘z;;;»gg}jipiif‘f
Cheyenne, WY 82002 st

RE: Policy/Rulemaking on Chapter 1, Section 20- “Ag Use Protection Policy”
Dear Mr, Gordon,

T am writing to vaice my apinion ahout he abave issne. T feel that water
manegement decisions need to be left to the landowners and operators. Reservoirs need to
remain a viable waler umougement ol without being required o coatain the 50 year/24
hour flood event and all of produced water.

The Water and Waste Advisory Roard suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water qualify standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study mmkes use of soils similar W0 that ia
Wyonung, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should consider the
advice of the WWAR.

The “Ag Use Protection Policy” will make it difficult for operators to drill or
construct projects until they have a water management plan that they count on. That will
make operafors go away,.and which in turn will make jobs o away.

I axm not a surface owner, T am not a mineral owner, and I am person that has a job
mapping for the CBM industry. My job is providing me with the security to be a first
titne home buyer, and to be the best provider I can be to my soon to be daughter.

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

Thank you, - .
O{ AL J{ | Jen NITAT
Lindsey Dossett
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February 14, 2007 F E Eﬁ E E

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FER ¢ b 0
Wyoming Environmontal Quality Council T
122 W 25" St

Hersehiler Bldg., Rm. 1714

Chevenne, WY 82002

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT TO:
Citizen Petition for Rulemaking-Powder River Basin Resource Council et. Al-

Rewvision Version-WQD Chapter 2-“Ag-T/xe: Poliry”

Decar Mr. Gordon,

I would like to respectively objeet to the current revisions that are proposed to the
Council by a tew landowners to make more strict limits on discharges from groundwater
sources. Approval of this request would have very devastating effect on the CBM
industry and supporting business’ across the state. It would also require a much larger
effort in manpower and resources to regulate the rules that are propnsed. The rile as
proposed will set water quality imits that are so stringent that water appropriation as we
know it will cease.

As a Professional Bugineer who was responsible for enforcing WDEQ Water Quality

""" rules and regulations in the Powder River Basin over the past 5 years I cannot understand
how new water quality limits can be considered based upon recommendations that seem
to be “taken from the heart”. Scientific research should be the only method for revisions
to standards that have been in place and serving the Waters of State for over 20 years. [ ;
also cannot understand how the current process meets the requirements that govern the :
procedure to make changes to existing rules. The anthority to make environmental policy
as well as the procedure to change current ralee is outlined in the Wyoming Quality Act,
Title 35 of Wyoming State Statutos Articlc 11.

ERASAANANIASSARARSSS i

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

(vij. This statute requires that in recommending any standards, rules, regulations,
or permils, the administrator and advisory board shall consider all facts and
circumsiances bearing upon the reasonableness of the pollution involved including:

(A4) Tha character and degree of injury to or interference with the healih and well ,

being of the people, animals, wildlife, aquatic life and plant life affected; 2

(B) The social and economic value of the source of pollution; .

(C) The priority of location in the area invalved;

(D) The technical practicability and economic reasonableness of reducing or

eliminating the source of the pollution; and

(E) The effect upon the environment.

A T

And
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&) Such reasonable time as may be necessary for owners and operators of
pollution sources to comply with rudes. regulations, standards or permits

Making this ruls change will make all waters that are brought to the surface from an
underground source a wastewater (pollution). Adoption of this policy to a rule at this
titne would not be based upon sound science. The information the Council s using 10
consider this rule is based upon studies from sources that are very limited in the number.
‘The research is not clear as to how it compares to the area of consideration (Power River

Basin).

T have a large stake in the result of your actions, T am now emplnyed by a CRM
production company. My kids are educated by the teachers in the new schools that
continue to be funded by the industry that is targeted in this policy. Changing a rule to
climinatc an industry, CBN, will also again push our youag professionals to othor states
for mneaningful cnployment.

1 have worked the WDEQ regulation side of the arena and understand that defining any
water as & waste without very sound scientific evidence will have negative results for the
public and government., The Sate of Wyoming will monetarily and socially suffer from
the result of foolish rule making that is not based upon the seience.

Please carefully consider you vote on the Section 20 revisions proposed with the “Ag Use
Poliey™. Consider the technical practicability and econamic reasonableness of reducing
or eliminating the source of the pollution. Just rerernber that the pollution here must

e first be defined.

A A
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My, Mark Gordon
Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122 W, 25% st

Herschler Bidg., Ran. 1714

Ch s> enne, WY 82002

Fax — 307-777-6134

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality
"s}m et Quality Division — Attention Bill Dinenzo
or Building, 4* Floor West

122 ‘&’{:3\: 25% Street

Cheyenne, Wyoming §2002

Fax — 307-777-5973

RE: Proposed mlemaking to Chapter 1, Section 20

Dear My, Gordon and Mr. Dirlenzo:

I have recently leamed of the ;}mpam rulemas ’m&, 10« chis
the Ag Protection Policy). As Ilooked over the fact m‘eumam this ssue ] became
very concerned about *he potential effects this eomc‘x have on CBM producers a
nsers of produced CBM stumrvﬁ
This policy has set defanlt Hmits for L‘{Z and SAR basedona g
vegetation, and it has ignored data from 4 study which uses wm:ié»
@’f&{}‘?’ﬁud in Bridger Montans). The Bn‘zfs dontana study has
sirndlar 1o what we have in Wyoming, have the abl Em 0 asoept
SAR valnes and snll maintein thelr productivity, The higher BC and &
not sllow discharge of any produced waler; however, the limits w
sconomic for the majority of the Basin’s cutfalls.
Coal Bed Methane 1s an important natural resource that provides %ar*’re revenuss for z;a
Federal and State governments and supports many private indiv ;Gu:ai» Feonomics are an
important consideration o any business venture, as opexators are forced
produce the same amount of gas the sconomics diminish iﬁ apility o
in the event that operators are forced to treat all of their pro uosd "*!Eﬁi"i‘{: many
would become wneconomic and their gas resource woudd \, iw: The
se the ,{;rmmaé water from these flelds would a 50 be lost
sed rulemaking also states that if the defaalt Hmits cannot !
wa&:g t%ic‘ be contained in & reservoir if encu é i *s*';@f&m 51
orm event. This was pz»-zzz:s naé 1o p ;

(




: wir without maintzinin
and then discharging it into
{;C‘zn:{r% 1O m i‘i{} 20t 2 a,ci up ¥

£5

downstream i png ators; sither they receive no water (3
freeboard for th 5 30 vear storm), or they b ave 2 con

prca olection for the downsiream ll‘f;’é{i‘i@fm

Iwou i{? sncourage you 1o look at the studies that were p@i‘ o

vegetation; 1 think these are the most acourate represe:

’ y the Powder River Basine T suppon the ides
sourcss in & responsibis manper, however, 1 dam*z;
rasponsible de ’*‘*ﬁopfﬂzum I see this policy as limiting

ervodrs as operstors could
and bmiﬁ rESErVOolrs, Uﬂ&:‘:z this new scenenio §see *wa d;‘::\

with ress
tinual stream of

thelr bottomlands {from the treatment facilin ieither of these
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o
o
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resource for many landowners that have coms o im end on it
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Respoetiully,
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Jebadiah Tachick
Regulatory Agent
Vates Perroleum
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Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council FER ¢ 5 3007

122 West 25™ Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 _—— Siecto
T 4 arri A. Lorenzon, Director
Cheyenne, WY 82002 Environmental Quailty Councll

Mr. Mark Gordon:

I am agamst the content in Senate File 0055, 1t behooves us to wait and hear
what the recommendations of the Coal Bed Methane Task Force are. Thig i
not something to rush into. The decisions made here will have far reaching
and lasting effects.

There are other entitics involved here also. T would certainly hope common
sense, in short supply these days, would hold sway.

We must remember this 1s Wyoming and not California. What works there
probably won’t fit Wyomings’ various types of soils, climate, plants and
animals. Wildlife, for one, in this state, have ived on this water for eons.
To think that now they can’t drink the water they’ve always had available is
ludicrous.

AT

Countless jobs and futures of the people of Wyoming depend on these
decisions. They shouldn’t be taken lightly.

S A

Sincercly, .

‘--,-)me«’% Skl

Sandra J. Sinith
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February 14, 2007

Me. Mark Gordon in A% !}gﬁ

Chairman

Wyommg Environmental Quality Council FER 14

122 W, 25" St. T

Herschler Bldg. Rm. 1714 ferri A, Lorenzur Diractor
Envir iro Clo!

Cheyenne, WY 82002 nmental Guality Coune

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

Dear Mr. Gordon;

I respectfully submit for your consideration the following comments regarding Section 20
Agrivuliural Use Protection Policy.

I have been a Campbell County resident my entirc life of 45 years. 1 have worked for a
Wyoming Company, Energy Laboratories, Inc. (FL.F), for 23 years, the past 20 years
serving as the Laboratory Manager. This company is a full service environmental
laboratory. As a lifctime Wyoming resident I have great respect for the suvironment and
all of the wonderful activities that it provides along with a wonderful place to raise a
family. | take great pridc in helping many industries and individuals solve their
environmental issucs. I firmly believe that the CBM industry should be very closely
regulated as not o damage any part of the environment. That being said, it must be done
ith a fair and responsible manner. During my 23 year employment with ELI, 1 have
analyzed and studied thousands of watcr, soil, oil & gas, hazardous waste etc. samples

and projects.

First, there has not been enough scientific study or investigation to support the effluent
contaminant levels proposed and furthermore much of what is used isn’t pertinent to this
area, our climate, nor the plants grown herc. I won’t list the many concerns T have with
these limits but here is onc example. The proposed limit for Barium is 200 ug/L. The
“Safe Water Drinking Act” has a limit of 2,000 ug/L. Wyoming Chapter 1 Rule, Quality
Standards for Wyoming Surface Waters; Non-Priority Pollutants, has a limit of 2,000
ug/L. Wyoming Chapter 8 Rule, Quality Standards for Wyoming Ciroundwaters, does not
list a limit for livestock classification period.

Second, I personally witnessed Mrs. Glessie Clabaugh say “I never verbally, written or
otherwise agreed to be a part of the Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Quality Rule,
Chapter 2, Appendix H. My son and daughter work in the CBM industry and are doing
well. I have no problem with the Methane. I found out my name was on the pctition when
a friend poitxted it out to me.” | cannot help but wonder if the other nine Landowners are
of similar consequence. Furthermore, how much should be made of a petition that clearly
hay no credibility?

1of2
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Third, DEQ Director John Cotra in a letter dated January 24, 2007 wrate, “Unless it is the
Council’s intent to prohibit surface discharge of CBM water to the surface, the proposed
rule is unworkable.” According to most opcrators there isn't an econumical way of
managing the water in the manner described in this petition. Therefore this petition would
likely have the effect of shutting down this industry, its jobs, and eliminate cnormous
revenue to the state of Wyoming. [ respectfully remind you that Methane is a clean
burning fuel. America is the world’s largest energy consumer and will get it from
somewhere: | suggest we utilize the cleancst possible fuels available.

Pourth, I have heard testimony from many Landowncets that believe this petition will also
have the affect of severely limiting their resourcc management capabilities such as
forage, wildlife, recreation, soil quality, etc. as well as the water which, by the way, is the
only resource of consideration in the petition. It is a well-known fact amongst
environmentalists, landowners, agriculturalists, and scicntists, among others, that ALL
resources be managed in conjunction as thoy cach affect the vihers. 1 urge you 1o 1alk
with many of them to ascertain their mainstream concerns, ideas, and beliefs.

Fifih, the 50-year containment option is simply absurd and has no legal or faciual hasis.
The CBM industry most definitely docs not even have a 50-year life in the Powder River
Basin., The DEQ has failed to consider the fechnical practicability and economic
reasonableness of requiring 50-year containment according to W.S. 35-11-302(a)(vi}(D).

Sixth, I ask you what is the difference between the water produced by the CBM mdustry
and the water produced by the Agricultural industry for watering livestock and frrigation?
Allow me to answer thal armed with water analysis data from thousands of waters in
either category. First, a note: A very large portion of the Agricultural water produced for
livestook watcring and irrigation is of unksowir quality, as il is not regulated and thercby
not analyzed: In- general there is Agricultural water of higher quality than the typical
CBM water, the same quality as il is produced from the same coal zones, and much lower
quality. Without quetying all of the data in our database | want to he a bit careful with
this statement, however I'm certain that a high percentage of the Agricultural and rural
private produced water fits into the latter, lower quality, category. | would gladly put
together unbiased water quality data given more time, and written permission from the
ownership of said data.

[ would like to thank you for your time and consideration of my letter and for the service
you provide as councilmen and woman. You are tagked with incredibly difticult docisions

that affect thousands of people and likely do not get the respect you rightfully deserve.
Best Regards,

Ty AL

Tetry Friedlan

Energy Laboratories, Inc.
Laboratory Manager

20f2
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Via Facsimile (307-777-6134) and regutar Mail F L E Eg
A

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman EER 6 HET

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council L

122 W 25™ St, Herschler Building, Room 1714 e A. Lovenzon, Ui

Cheyenne, Wy 82002 Environmental Quality Courncl

Re: Proposed Section 20, Agricultural Use Protection Policy

Dear Mr. Gordon

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

Please use the recommendations from Mr. Harvey’s (KC Harvey, LLC) study in the
process of decision making for establishing the EC and SAR default limits for end of pipe
water quality. Ovetly restrictive water quality limits have the potential of causing current
discharges and futurc discharges of water to no longer be available for providing water to
livestock, wildlife, and for imigation without additional treatment, The wator that 13 being
pumped to the surface from the coal is of better quality in many instances then the water
that has been used in the past prior to coal bed natural gas development and the idea of
having to possibly treat to meet overly restrictive regulations is g waste of additional
TESOUICES,

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

B T 0 I NN TN N e mm s n s s w 0w am m e o
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The proposed rule seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use for the
water and want to cantinue there right to do so. As proposed Appendix H will interfers
with the livelihoods of many land owners who currently rely on the produced water to
enhance ranching operations. The proposed idea of building reserveir sites in the
drainages that will contain a 50 yr/ 24 hr precipitation event and the produced water is
just not reasonable. Many of the areas that land owners would prefer operators build
reservoirs would be eliminated as an option hecanse of this rule. The property owners
ability to manage the water resource and grazing of there pastures would be significantly
impacied by this rule. Please keep inwind the operators and property owners need water
mapagerent tools they can work with to compliment each other, and this proposed rule is
not that tool.

Thark you for the opparfunity to comment.
Sincerely, :

Boyd Abelseth

S N S 3 2%,
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Terri A. Lorenzon, Director

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman _lsl ; )
Environmental Quality Counci

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122 West 25™ St.

Herschler Building, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Re; Citizen Petition for Rulemaking — Powder River Basin Resource Council

Dear Mr. Gordon:

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

You've heard all of the testimony and read the letters from Mr. Cora and his crew at the WYDEQ
and, possibly, even a few letters from a pro-CBM law firm or two. Out of all of this information
we have heard recently, it appears to me that even the current WYDEQ rules are suspect given
(1) the effluent limits from the Water Quality Division were based nof on tolerances of native
Wyoming plants, but on tolerances of plants grown in California soile, or (2) basing reservoir
containment volumes on 50 year events where there is absolutely no basis for that. It is clear to
me that no-one knows the true and correct answers of the cumulative effects of water discharges,
CBM or otherwise. To compensate for our collective lack of knowledge, sormeone picks a
number and then makes it 30% more conservative just to cover their unknowns. My hope is that
comumon sense will prevail and I encourage you and the EQC to use your common sense and

keep Wyoming moving forward.

Very tryly yours,

yvoming native; graduate of the University of Wyoming; worked in the
Wyoming oil and/gas industry over 32 years.)

cc: Mr. Dirienzo, WYDEQ WQD

[adaladrTalalulF Ralal
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Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
Mr. Mark Gordon Environmenial Guality Councll
Wyaming Environmental Qualily Council
122 West 25th Sireet, Herschier Bullding, Room 1714

Chayenne, WY 82002

Mr. Mark Gordon:

| am opposed to the section 20 rule because of the harm that it will cause to the
economy and Slate of Wyoming. The CBM industry has provided numearous jobs
tor Sheridan and the state of Wyurming. It's very simple: more jobs = more
money. All businesses have increased profits by the inureased cash flow from
the industry. This rule will not only effect CBM industry, but ham ranchers as
weil, Once again, | strongly oppose the section 20 rule.

Angela Griffin
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14 February, 2007

Mr. Mark Gordon

Wyoming Environmental Quality Couneil

122 West 25" Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

FAX: 307-777-6134

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter ] Wyoming Water Quality Rules and Regulations
— will not allow any discharge of produced water. Period. None of the CBM water in the
Powder River Basin or even groundwater elsewhere in Wyoming — including that in
existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering  will mect proposed water yuality
standards. This means those ranchers, CBM producers, or auy other party who
discharges groundwater to the surface in Wyoming will no longer be able to continue

doing so.
Mr. Mark Gordon,

I am against this proposed rule change. It would have a negative effect on my
employment in the CBM industry, and any other person that produces ground water for
beneficial use. What about all the natural occurring spring water? Arc they propusing to
stop that algo?
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Mr. Mark Gordon
Wyoming Environnmantal Quality Councll FER 1 5 op9
122 West 25th Street, Herschier Building, Room 1714 FEB 1§ 007
I WY 82002 . .
Cheyenne, WY Terri A. Lorenzon, Direcior

FAX: 307-777-6134 Environmental Quaity Councy

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Watar Quality Rules and
Regulations - will not allow any discharge of produced water, Period. None of the
CBM water in the Powder River Basin or even groundwater elsewhere in WY -
induding that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering - will mewt
proposed water quality standards. This means that ranchers, CBM producers, or any
other party whoe discharges groundwater (o the surface In Wyoming will no longer be

able to continue doing so,

Mr. Mark Gorgian,

I oppose this rule it threatens my job and my family's well helng. CBM has brought so much
growth to the State of Wyoming and not to mention all the REVUENUE, which Wyoming now
enjoys. Schovis, roads, housing and so many jobs are being created by the ability to use/produce
materials or contained in the ground her in Wyoming.

v

Lh,ank@ our time and consideration of this matter,
< Sinuersdy
Y 4 -_

- Hendrkks
: Working, living, plaving and paying taxes in Sheridan, Wyoming
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Mr. Mark Gordon

Wyoming Environmental Quality Councit

122 West 25th Street, Herschier Building, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

FAX: 307-777-6134

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

Mr. Mark Gordan,

1 am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule changes because it puts my career in jeopardy and
I have a hungry family to feed and support. Furthermore, this will cause great harm to the
agricultural community.

Thanks for your considerations on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ricky Hendricks
42 Lower Praivie Dog Road
Sheridan, WY 82801
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Mr. Mark Gordon

Wyoming Environmental Quatity Council

129 Wast 25t Strect, Merschior Building, Room 17314
Cheyenne, WY 82002

E&X: 307-777-6134

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and
Regulations - will not aliow any discharge of produced waler. Period. None of the
CBM water in the Powder River Basin or even groundwater elsewhere iis WY
including that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering - will mest
proposed water guality standards. This means that ranchers, CBM producers, or any
other party who diccharges groundwater to the surfacs in Wyoming will no fonger be
able o continue doing so.

My, Mark Sordan,

and not oh fear or persehal fealings, UBM s both, good for the State of Wyariing «
whio five and work here. Jobs, teres, and opportunities are sbundant In a thriving aconoiy,
wWiich Wyoming now enioys, i part thanks 1o CBML. SChodis, roads, housing and jobs

@ Deng
bullt ond croatod by the abliity to use and produce materials provided or contained in the ground
here in Wyoming.

development and in i nip he
o coring for thelr grons or

The Powder River Basin Resource Upuncll s Bying 1o stop U8
t 8,
of #e for thewr faruies,

M
ability of the Wyoming farm and ranch conwnunity from raising
fivestork operations, which in turn, provides a living and a way

Lok st Senate File 055, which was voted down nn January 19, 2007, The members
corities stated thet the CBM Task MNuroe was sddrassing the lssue and their recommen:
witwd be uted,

The water produced froem TBM banefits both the agricultaral ndosiry and the Wyarning wildlife
Water & pul o gosd use as stk amd wiidlife weler ared crop or range Irigation, The sc
iy place, which allows the land spplication of this water to not only raise a orop bbb iner
the proteln content and the amount of harvestable product, The sulls ere Geated and «
and life goes an. The wildlife utilizes the water and feed and thus thyives, Streams sre nat
derraded, a8 the PRBRC wants us to believe, Thers are no significant changes in slresst wales,
which would harm or threaten Wyomings wildiife or the agricultural Industry

AR

Thards for your considorations on this malter,

i
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Attentiomn: TR 4y AN
Mr. Mark Gordon

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council

122 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 22000

Terrl A. Lorenzon, Director )
“rvironmental Quality Councli

My name is Mark van Houten. I am the Production Apalyst for Baker Fnergy and am
very much oppused to the proposed scction 20 rule changes. The Coal Bed Methane
industry pays by bills and generates much need funds for the cconomy of Wyoming. The
proposed section 20 rule changes have the following big implications: My job and my
co-workers jobs are being put in jeopardy as well as many in the agricultural and
ranching commmunities. The infrastructure of Wyoming would suffer greatly without the
finding generated by the coal-bed methane industry. These proposed section 20 rule
changes appear to cater to a few disgruntled people who think that shutting down the
coal-bed methane industry will solve all of their probletns. What they fail to see due to
their very narrow viewpoint is that they will be creating far more problems than they are
solving. Istruugly urge you to votc no to the proposed section 20 rule changes.

Sincerely,

Sk Dt

Mark D. van Houten
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February 14, 2007

Mike and Beth J : i 1
2614c‘ zxnrowheadaeD%zc F L i E B

Mi. Mark Gordon, Chairman T A. Lorenzon, Director
Wyuomning Environmental Quality Council Cnvironments Ouality Counet
122 W. 25™ Street

Herschler Building, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Dear Mr. Gordon:

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

» Several members of our family are emaployed in the CBM industry, and we are
thankful for the job opportunity which allows us to meet our financial obligations.
~ The proposed Seotion 20 rule changos places ours and many other familics’
financial stability at risk. Ultimately this will cause great harm to the economy i
the state of Wyoming.

¢ Ranchers work extremely hard to realize a financial profit in their businesses and
the proposcd Scetion 20 rule changes will not allow them to have the liberty to
utilize resources that belong to them; namely their own water on their own land as
they see fit. The rule changes will hinder, not help current agricultural practices
in the state. Jsing their own resources as they see fit has allowed many ranchers
to stay in business and avoid foreclosure, especially since the current drought has
been of such long duration.

‘We appreciate you passing our opposition and comments on to the appropriate party.

Sincerely,
N
b - #/ﬂg\
Mike Jaeger Beth Jaeger V
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COLEMAN OIL & GAS, INC.
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Mr. Mark Gordon Terri A, Lorer | ‘
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Environmenzy {gggy Direstor
122 W 25th St. Ity Coupgjj
Herschler Building, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002
Re: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking

Powder River Basin Resource Council
et al - Revised Version - WQD Chapter 2

Dear Mr. Gordon:

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

74y

Robert G. Vergnani

Operations Manager
Coleman Oil and Gas, Inc.
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 2-14-07
Wyoming Enwronmental Quality Counci
192 W 268" St

Herschler Bidg., Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002
Fax 307.777.6134

Subject: Chapter 1, Section 20 and Ag Use Protection Policy

Mr. Mark Gordon

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

| am exiremely concamead that the proposed changes wolid not allow our CBM
producing customers the ability to produce their wells. If our customers are not producing their
wells then there iz no need for our service company. QOur employess, their spouses and thair
children’s lively hood are at stake.

I am also concerned the increased regulatory issues resulting in increased aperating
costs are going {o push the CBM Operators to move their operations to other paris of the Rocky
Mountains were is easier to produce CBM wells.

Thank you and please reconsider proposed changes.

Sincerel

Ray Hawk

Buginess Development Manager

Coal Bed Methane Solutions

3307 East 2 Street Tel. 30/-662-800% ray.hawkggweathertord.com
Gillette, WY 82716 Fax 307-682-1513

USA Ray Hawk

Businsss Development Manager-CBM Solutions

a1/81
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainnan FEB 1 5 I
Wyoming Environmental Quality Councit ’
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Terrt A, Lorenzon, by
. ST A, 20n, Diregior
cvironmerniaf 31;3?;{;; Cotingil

Dear Mr. Gordon-

¥ am writing in concern to the proposed section 20 rule. Iam a Wyoming native and am
alsu cruployed by the CBM industry. T have seen the tremendous benefits of the CBM
industry in all aspects of lift: in Wyuisiing: significant increasos in educational funding,
increased production by farmers and ranchers due o the availability of water for
livestock and crops, and increased stabulity for small business owners.

This industry has enabled many young people to buy their own home, pay ott school
loans and other dehts, provide a more financially stable environment for their families,
and stay in Wyoming, It is crucial to weigh all of these factors when considering this
proposal, and more importantly, the fate of each factor, should CRM operations be forced

o shut dowa.

‘Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Whitney E. Boy

A N e =k a nm e e
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chaimman

Wyoming Environmental Qualily Councl
122 W. 25" 81

Herschier Bidg., Roam 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax (307) 777-6134

Terd A. Lorenzon, Director
Erwironmental Qualily Lounct

RE: PURLIC COMMENT TO: Citizen Potition for Rulemaking-Puwder River Basin Resouree Counelt
et. A-Revision Version-WQD Chaptar 2-°Ag- Usc Policy”

Dear Mr. Gardon,

I am writing 1o stress my opposition fo the Powder River Resource Councl Citizen petition for
rulemaking. | strongly and positively oppose the seatinn 203 rule change and fasl that it peses a long
term threat on landowners, farmers, families, and the CBM indusry  The language in the petition is
cortusing in content as it leads me to beligve all or nearly all CBM discharges to the surface would be
forbidden based on the standards proposed in the petiion. This includes ranchers (property cwners)
wiiu shouid be affowed 10 use thelr own permitted reservoirs.

VA \
i

if this proposed section 20 rule change & accepted several family members and friends will be out of
work. | am asking, at-the leusl, lo give the familes, commtinities, ranchers, isachers, and indusiry,
scientific fact bosed information and give the: reguiatory agencies a chanoce to da thelr job.

Sincerely.

Lot €. FHC e

A

Brooke E. MeCoy
P.O. Box 7200
Sheridan WY 82801
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Feb 14 07 04:01p JWS-CBM
JIM’S WATER SERVICE, INC 1409 Echeta Road, Suite B
COALBED METHANE DIVISION Gillette, Wyoming 82716

Office: 307-682-1813
Fax: 307-682-1834
Bmail: jbl jwscbm@vcn.com

o FILED

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FER §4 207
Wyommg Environmental Quality Council P

122 W. 25" Street Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
Herschler Building, Room 1714 Environmental Quality Coungil

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002
Fax: 307-777-6134

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

FACSIMILE CORRESPONDENCE

HARD COPY TO FOLLOW VI4 DNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dear Mr. Gordon:

fﬁa'f’““ ‘M\

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

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

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

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

espeutiully,

Julia Brown, CBM Division
Jims Water Service, Inc

JWS/jb
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<
Weatherford

To whom it may concern,

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

Bringing my family here from Colorado has worked out well for my family
of five. Excellent schools and abundant job opportunities make Gillette 2 wonderful
place to live.

Of course all of this will be ruined if | lose my job due to a ridiculous
ruling pertaining to the quality of CBM discharge water. | agree that this water needs
to be monitored and it needs to be clean, but according to the information that |

;§ have read, the Gillette city drinking water does not meet these requirements for
t barium confent. And | was told that when rainwater falls onto the ground and travels
a few feet, this water does not meet the stringent requirements set forth!

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

Signed, &(,4% .

Joseph P. Feeley

3307 East 2nd Street
Gillette, Wyoming. 82718.
307-682-8056.
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Weatherford FEB 12 20

CTe;ré A. Lorenzon, Director
environmeridal Quality Counes

To whom it may concern,

My name is Mario R. Rivera Jr.. | am a twenty-nine year old male who is
concern about this situation pertaining to the quality of the CBM discharge water.
1 understand that the water needs to be cleaned and monitored which | know it is,
The reason I'm concem is my family which is my wife and son. Were from
the state of TEXAS which is hard to find a good job like the one | have here in
Weatherford. That's why | came up here to Wyoming to make a better iife for me
and the main reason for my wife and son. Here in Gillette | will give my son evrey-
thing that | never had which | never got back home in Texas. Gillette is a wonderful
community and that a plus. So please reconsider on not passing the AG use
protection policy a lot of jobs are at risk here .
This is Mario R. Rivera ESP TECH Thank You {l!

-
AT

Mario R. Rivera Jr.

3307 East 2nd Street
Gillette, Wyoming. 82718
307-8056,
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To whom it may concern,

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

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

With deepest concerns, E E EJ E E

QGarrcett S. Giddens b

¥ 45 GIWYT
R 7007
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Terri A. Lorenzon, Direcior )
Environmental Quality Counct
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To Whom It May Concern:

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

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

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

Thank you,
Harold Jacquot
Gillette, Wyoming
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Tefri A Lorenzon, Directol
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FILED

ea ' Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
e or Srpironmenial Qualily Counct

To: Mark Gordon, Chairman
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council February 14, 2007
123 W. 25" St, Herschler Building Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002
Bill Dirienzo, Water Quality Division, WDEQ

From Jim Gossens,
District Manager, Weatherford CPS
Gillette Wyoming

Subject: AG Use Protection Policy

— Mark, Bill,

1 am the District Manager with Weatherford CPS in Gillette Wyoming, I am writing this

letter as a response to the possible passing of the AG Use Protection Policy currently the EQC
considering making rule changes.

As 1 see the policy all water that will be discharged from all CBM well needs to-meet,
the levels set forth by this Council. The limits under this policy are such that the city of Gillette
Drinking water, irrigation for parks, rain run-off cannot meet this stringent level I am hoping
that the Council takes in acconnt how this will affect the Landowners, Producers, Service
Companies, and the thousands of people working in this industry.

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

1 have been involved in the CBM Industry for nine years as 2 field service level, a sales
level and pow a manager for Weatherford CPS and watched how the water is used and how not
having the water can the landowners in drought years. Being an active person in bunting and
fishing, I am very aware of wildlife and I have seen no negative effects of water to the wildlife
resources but exactly the opposite.

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

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

Tcanpot speak for my employees but I know them well enough to say we all do not agree
with the AG Use Protection Policy.

T
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Thaok you the opportunity to comment on this policy.

James. E. Gossens
District Manager, Weatherford CPS
Gillette, Wy 82718
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Baker Energy

A Unit of Michael Baker Corporation

POB §27

Sheridan, WY 82801

307.675.6400 Phone

307.675.6430 Fax Torf A, Lorenzon, Director |
Environmental Quality Counc F

ax

To: Mr. Mark Gordon Company: Wyoming Environmental
N Quality Council
Fax: 307-777-6134 Phone: N
From: Ace Armann Date: 1/22/2007

Baker Energy
Pages to 1 Re. Appendix I of Section 20
Follow: Wyoming water quality rules &

regulations

(O Urgent  X[_] For Review [ Please Comment [ Please Reply [ Please Recycle

Mr. Gordon

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

! amn opposed to the proposed section 20 rufe chiange.

This rule change will also cost me my job and thousands of other people their johs. My
family relies on me to provide for them food, shelter clothing not to mention their
education.

It will also cost the State of Wyoming millions if not billions of dollars in tax revenues. |
believe that state employees are paid their salaries from tax revenues so uitimately it
will and up affecting the jobs of STATE EMPLOYEES as well? Where does [t stop?

I have been involved in the CBNC industry for 7 years. | have scen numeroue
beneficial uses for produced CBNG water, When produced responsibly everyone can
henefit from this produced water being discharged!

9001/002
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| he State of Wyoming should use science to make decisions of this magnitude and
nol be molivated by the emotions of special inleresl groups like the PRBRC!

I personally have developed wells on lands owned by PRBRC board members. |
find it ironic that they continually bliast the same industry that pays them royaities from
agreements that they have signed. Al to often they exaggerate the facts in the press.
Just a few weeks ago we had a reguest from a PRBRC board member to give them
water for their cattle. Now that's IRONIC when they are trying to stop all discharges.

Leis stick to the facts not fiction.

Thanks for your time.

H.E. “Ace” Armann

Field Operations Superintendent
Baker Encrgy

Cell 307-752-8368

Office 307-675-6413
aarmann@mbakercorp.com

B e
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YATES PETROLEUM CORP PAGE 01

Bob and Roni Irwin
4 Fawn Court
Gillette, WY 82718
(307) 686-8660
brirwin@vcn.com

February 14, 2007

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Coungil
122 W. 25% Strect

Herschier Bldg., Rm. 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Re:  Oppose Action before EQC for Policy/Rulemaking on revising the
WQD*s Chapter 1, Section 20, Appendix H, aka: “Ag Use Protcction Policy”

Dear Mr. Gordon:

I wrote to you a little over 2-wks ago, opposing the PRBRC’s Petition of WQD Chapter 2 revision. [
hope the EQC board uses their head & hearls when making that issuc’s recommendation later this weck.

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

I am compelled to write again to vehemently protest and have my voice heard, too. T know the changes
to the WQD Ch. 1, Sec. 20, Appendix H (and/or Ch. 2), as proposed, will no doubt, gravely impact me
and my family’s optimism of (he PRB CBM industry remaining strong, and our well being and
retirement planning via another +20 years of foreseeable employment with the CBM industry.

This methane/CBM Play’s BOOM, which is within your power ta K11.T., was founded on economics.
In the early 1990s, Martins & Peck, discovered the technique establishing-cheap, economic recovery of
methane gas contained within the coal aquifers. Operalors huve (0 produce water, to lower pressure, to
facilitate gas extraction from the coal. It desorbs out from within the coal, there is no gas cap or trap.
Once out of the coal it migrates in the coal toward lowest pressure source, the well bore. Surface
discharge of the good waterwaznot o problem then and shenldn’t be now — there are established
techniques and BMPs in-place or available, but not currently permit-able that can manage problems.

Cheap economics, propelled the BOOM — as the CBM wells are nothing more than converied, simple
water wells dually capturing gas. Today, similar wells have quadrupled in cost. Ancillary services for
most permitting, materials, and labor have increased up to 10-fold. The economics of the CBM Play are

already heavily taxed.

Deletion of Operator’s surface discharge option, mandating expensive treatments and or injection,
effectively will BUST the CBM Play; if your decision is to make this trial-Policy, a Rule.
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Bob and Roni Irwin
4 Fawn Court
Gilleite, WY 82718
(307) 686-8660
brirwin@ven.com

Passing this Policy into Rule presents an “uanwritten” mandate implying continued development )
opportunity using extremely costly operational fnjection or treatment systems. as the only permit-able

discharge alternatives. Passing, as is, directly affects my family life and the community of Gillette,
should industry’s economic viahility (i.e., surface discharge) be removed.

Yes, there were/are water problems and some necessary rules have been adopted (these on EQC’s table
are not needed!), and there were/are Rogue Operators that don’t play by the Rules, but they are fow and
eventually get canght. The Oil & Gias Industry has been around for over 100-yrs and for the 1% 75-yrs,
policed themselves. In the past 25-yrs, the Industry has become one of the most, if not THE MOST
regulated in history. We don't nced MORE rules, especially ones that are unattainable in compliance
and politically motivated — in this case, to STOP CBM development, as we know it.

The way I see it, we don’t have a water quality or guantity issue. We have a water management issue,
notbing more than what industry policed years ago — except then it was oil management, not water.

Quality standards are already conservative, and waters above that standard are already being treated.
Economics in those treatment areas are already difficult to maintain profit. ‘'L'o impose a 10 times more

? stringent standard will not work. It does no gond — may be met at End-of-pipe. but to run it down the
{ draw any distance to an ICP, because of the soluble soils, concentrations revert back to pre-treatment
Jevels. There is a natural balance (hese seils and waters attain.

In'my opinion, a ridiculous aspect of the proposed Rule change is that the new standards under
consideration are derived from a California-based soils study. Why not use local soils for any
guideline change? — as per the WWAB’s suggestion for EQC to consider that any revisement of WY
water quality standards be based the Bridger, MT Study; not Californian soil/water.

uantity isn’t the real issue, either. Albeit, there have been manageable problems. Many potential
beneficial uses of the water are not considered hecause existing regulation makes it libelous for
prosecution, because fhere is no good way to transfer control to a landowner for their use and/or it is

cost prohibitive, often both. If you want to perform good Rulc-making, figure THAT ability outl

Landowners have always asked for water to isolated, float-activated tire tanks — industry can no longer
provide these because of the liability should it ever drop one drop on the ground. They’ve asked for
water to establish free farms and wildlife shelters; can’t do, for same reagon. They’ve asked, “Why
do all the Operators on my place have (v huve separate reservoirs?” and often simultaneously point out,
“Operator 4 built this near empty reservoir, you can put your water there.” No can do; not with current
Rules that have forced Operators, because of the harsh liabilities, to form 3eparatg WMP strategies.

In the 8 years I've been living in Gillette and working the PRB CBM Play, I've seen every applicable
agenoy alter and modify “Rules” under their guidance and cach time it puts one more layer of industry
expense or accountabilty in the name of some protection, deemed necessary generally as a result of
Rogue independent’s action or to satisfy & begrudged landowner.

C )




FAY No. 307 586 3743 P 0027007

ENERGY, INC.

Terri A. Lorenzon, Directoy
February 14, 2007 Environmenta! Quality Counclf

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122 W, 25™ Street

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking — PRBRC et al — WQD Chapter 1, Seetion 20

Dear Mr. Gordon,

PRB Energy, Ine. (“PRB”) is a relatively new CBM operator inx the Powder River Basin, For the
past several months we have been trying to summarize the inipact of proposed policy and rule
changes as submitted to the WEQC by the PRBRC. In previous correspondence to the WEQC,
I had mentioned the potential for our company to drill approximately 250-300 CBM wells to a
deeper coal in the eastern edge of the basin. In trying to evaluate the impact to onr campany of
the petition, it is most probable that any *new” policy or rule changes will have a severe
economical impact to us.

PRB i3 a relatively small aperator with anly 600 CBM wells in the basin and therefore we operate
on a very small capifal budget in comparison to some of the larger aperators In the area. It
appears, In summarizing tha petition, any changrs in applying for or the renewal of a CBM
discharpe permits will have a floancial impact to our company. If the WBQC acts favorable for
the prasent petition, if 18 apparent the cost to handlc the discharge of CBM water in our operations
will rige substantially. Thesc arc costs a small company like ours cannot absorb in our budget and
would therefore have a significant impact to our proposed drilling program and ouy future in the
State of Wyoming.

Ag gtated in previous correspondence, PRB has a great working relationship with the landowners
we presently operate on. All of our landowners have indicated to PRB that they want to continue
to utilize CBM water discharged on their land and several have even asked for additional water. If
PRB is successful in developing the decper coale on our leases, we will be able to supply o water
source to our landowners for the future. If the petition. i3 suceessful in getting rule and policy
changss, it appears PRB will not be ablo to supply o water source to our landowners for their
beneficial use. Moro significantly, PRB will most likcly not be able to cconomically develop the
deeper ooals if the industry ia not pormitted to discharge CBM watcr at the surface.

Thavlk you again for your valuable time and please focl frce to call e anytime if you may have
any quoations.

Sincerely,

812 E. 4th Street + Gillette, Wyoming 82716
P.0. Box 2668 « Gillette, Wyoming 82717
Phone:. 307-686-3797 « Fax: 307-686-3743

S ey O N L
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Febrary 14, 2007
FER 14 2007

Terd A Lorenzon, Dirﬁechc;rc_ﬁ
Env'\ronmenta‘\ Quality Counc

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chattman
Environmental Quality Council
Herschler Building ~ Rm 1714
122 W. 25% Street

Cheyenne, WY 82002

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

Dear Chairman Gordon,

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

The Dry Fork Mine WDEQ/LQD permit contains a unique set of agreements
which are intended to benefit a local stream (Moyer Creek). While the proposed
policy/rule appears to intend that our operation’s historical discharges are exempt
from the agricultural use policy, we arc concerned that during implementation of
the policy or rule, an assertive regulator could musconstrue the language to force
its implementation on some or all of our future discharges. If the proposed
language were inadvertently applied to our agreement to continuously
supplement flows in thus Creek, we might not be able to cotply at all times with
the discharge standards contained in this proposcd policy/rule without
installing/operating a very costly water treatment system. Further, even with such
a treatment system, upset conditions are not exempt under the current proposed
policy/rule. One of the only sure things in life is that equipment will fail and will
need to be occasionally taken offline to be maintained. During that period, our
continuous discharge water may not mect these standards.

We also would like the Council to be aware that these treatment systems are not
as simple as relocating a Texas-designed oilfield water treatment system to
Wyoming and plugging it in. They require large heated and pressurized
buildings, significant ¢lectrical infrastructure to operate the motors, comprossors,
and heaters, compressed ajr water blowout systems, MSHA approved motors and
electrical disconnects, and MSHA specified and trained operators. The

supplemental heating and safety related equipment typically far outweighs the
treatment system itself in cost. Just having a system of this magnitude available
tequigess us 1o spend thousands each month to keep the power available “on-
demand” and the ever-changing labor force operators trained. There must also be
roads and systems to dispose of waste sludge.
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February 14, 2007, Docket No. 06-3819
Page 2

We are concerned that, if applied to us, the policy/rule may cause us to abandon our
voluntary agreements to supploment flows to this Creek. Doing so would have a negative
impact on local wildlife and downstream users, and could impact the viability of our LQD
permit to mine. If we must liut or curtail our legal and high quality discharges into this
creek, it may impact our operation to the point of reducing our ability to recover all our
leased and legally mineable coal. Ultimately, this may result in a takings issue. Worse, if
coal recovery were impacted, each ton of coal lost would reduce revenues to the federal, state
and local economy by approximately $1.86’. Losses to our mine employees would be on the
order of an additional $1/ton. Treating prior to supplementing flows into the Spring could
severely impact our ability to compete with other mines in the PRB. Because of these
reasons, we specifically request that our supplemental flows into Moyer Creek be exempted

from this rule.

If our activities at this Creek cammot be specifically exempted, we believe this policy/rule
needs to at least he modified. The policy/rule should be modified to make allowances for
upset conditions, in order to exempt all operators who might be inadvertently discharging
while their treatinent systems were unknowingly out of service.

We request that this proposed policy/tule not be implemented as currently written for the
following reasons:

é{/ E * This policy/rule appears lo be very costly to implement. A cost/benefit analysis
should accompany a proposal of this magnijtude.
¢ This policy/rule is more stringent than Federal rules; therefore, it could impact the
ability of Wyortring cosal to compete.
¢ This policy/rule impacts different areas of the State more than others and again could
impact the ability of certain mines to coxpete against other mines within the Stule.
¢ As this program appears to benefit only a few agricultural producers, perhaps it would
be less costly for the State or a group of operators to pay the cost for treatment
systems at a fow sitcs downstream of a group of wellfields or at a few sites upstream
of a few ranches, rather than at each individual discharge point. We question whether
this is the right solution to what appears to be a very a limited problem.

While leaving it as a policy will be preferable than implementing it as a rule, it is nonetheless

a high impact program whosc benefits scom to be overwhelmingly outweighed by the costs.
For that reason, it should not be approved as currently proposed.

Sin yly

Beth Goodnough
Director of Regulatory Affairs

) ! “A Concise Guide to Wyorning Coal 2006”, Wyoming Coal Information Committee, Wyoming Mining
(( Association.




WD 143 B B001/001

{arola Schmide
610 §. Jefferson 5L
Sherdidan, WY 82801
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ceehmidi@ivencom

Mr, Maoark Gordon

Wyoming Envirommental Quelity Council
122 west 25" Street

Hersehlor Building, Room 1714
Choyenne, WY 82002

RE: Provosed changes to Appendix H ~ Sectdon 20, Wyvo, Water Quality Rules
Dogr Mr, Gordony

With regard 10 the changes as proposed by the Powder River Resource Coundil 1o Section
20 us stated above, Twish to state my fervent objections.

Fam craployed by Baker Foargy and onow how much the OBM mdustry bas contrihuted
0 our Staie’s current financial welibcing, Most siates in our nation would lov bet
our position. ©truly bolicve that most people in Wyoming strongly support the €31
industry, bowever it iy always the negative minority who speak the loudest, Inmy
mambie opinton, the PRPREO ™ost ity way™ vears ago and ohjects 1o just shout any

s

industry in cur State. They do not speak for the majority of us,

your decisions.
Sincurely, .

/P . /{ 74 e
(/{@{m—ﬁ, ' “‘”/// f?’i;”?"f A0 “5‘%:7/{-/

Carcla Schmide
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To Whom It May Concern:

I feel that if this bill is passed, it very well could cause a more negative effect than
good. If passed: 1, the majority of my friends and families, and thousands of other people
would be left without jobs and a way to support themselves and their families.

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

Thaunk you,
William Porier
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February 14, 2007 FEB 18 27
. Terri A. Lorenzon, Dirsctor
To All Concemed Parties: Environmenizl Guality Couned

My name is Victor Partida; 1 am an ESP Supervisor of the Weatherford
Company. Having been with my company for one and a hakf years, 1
relocated to the Gillette area from Texas with my wife and two daughters
due to betier opportundties and improved schooling. I have chosen fo write
this letter in concemn for the rising debates over Methane Site closer, It is
my helief that a drastic raeagure such as this would have long-term
ramifications fo the economical foundation of Gillette.

So saying, I am alzo able to understand public concom over potential
problems with the water. Just as closer of Methane Sites will have
economical effects, so too difficulties in and with the produced water could
alse prove damaging to our copununity. Neither of these circunstunces

would be beneficial or satisfactory to the public.

H

Although iy situstion doss leave me in a biased position, I do express and

feel that mutually advantageous goals can be reached if all concerned parties (

are willing to work diligently toward possible solutions. We must bear in g;
o mind that our ultimate priority should be the welfare and secutity of the :

'- entire community of Gillefts, onr borae.
Very sincerely,
ictor Pactida

P\
‘ ,

A A N N AT N A 8
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To Whom It May Concemn:

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

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

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

Thank You,
Zachariah Cook

FILED

= FEB 1 & 07

PO . Directo!
| Terri A. LOrenzorn, Director
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Mark Gordon,

I am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule changes because it
puts my career in jeopardy and I have a family ana bllls to Pay, it
will hurt the economy of Wyoming and could Bankrupt, Ranches,
Fawilies, business’s. I kuow for a fa¢l Lhel il Lays lelp oul Lle
Ranchers and farmers due to the water that CBM provides for them and
ducome. I was a waler well delille:r iln Shesidan, Wyomiig for 10 years
before working in the CBM industry, and now visiting with my previous
cusbomers Lhal bad rauches willivul CBM aud now has CBM development on
there ranches really like the water we provide them, They have
Heallhlen cows, coups,ect, ib Lds never been better for them.
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John Steir EER {4
Production Supervisor :
Stoxrm Cat Energy Corporation
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Fabruary 14, 2007

FE Yot

Dear Mark Goodman: b Ml
YWyoming Environmentat Quality Council st Y Loung
122 West 25th Street, Herschier Building, Room 1714

Chevenne, WY 82002

| am opposed to the proposed secfion 20 rule changes because i puts my career in jeopardy and |
have a family to feed, this will cause great harm to the economy of the State of Wyoming.

| am also opposed to the proposed section 20 rule changes because it will harm many agricullural
operations rather than help them.

Sincerely,

T N VAR

é Chuck 'Furner
NBU Supply Chain Manager

2266 N, Main ‘
Sheridan, Wyorning 82801
Office: A07-673-8800 ext. 207
Fax: 307-673-8800

Cell: 307-751-0134
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Mr. Mark Gordon FILED

Wyaming Environmental Quality Council V
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 FEB & 2007
Cheyanne, WY 82002 ’

_Terri A, Lorenzon, Director
cnvironmental Quality Councl

FAX: 307-777-6134

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wynming Waler Quality Rules and
Ragulations - will not allow any discharge of produced water. Period. None of the
CBM water in the Powder River Basin or even groundwater elsewhere in WY -
including that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering - will meet
proposed water quality standards, This means that ranchers, CBM producers, or any
other party who discharges groundwater to the surface in Wyoming will no Jonger ba
able to cantinue doing $0.

Mr. Mark Gordan,

Stop this action and send a message to the Powder River Basin Resource Council that Wyoming
is interested in developing a sound Coal Bed Methane industry based on science and engineering
and not on fear or personal feelings. CBM s both, good for the State of Wyoming and the people
who five and work here. Jobs, taxes, and opportunities are abundant in @ thriving economy,
which Wyaming now enjoys, in part thanks to CBM, Schools, roads, housing and jobs are being
huflt and created by the ability to use and produce materials provided or contained in the ground

here in Wyoming.

The Powder River Basin Resource Councit is trying to stopy CBM development and in Wru ruin the
ability of the Wyoming t&r and ranch community from ralsing and caring for their craps or
livestock operations, which in turn, provides a living and a way of life fur theh families.

Look at Senate Flle 055, which was voted down on Januaty 19, 2007, The members of that
committee stated that the CBM Task Forcy was addiressing the issue and their recommendations

would be used.

The waler prixiuced from CBM benafits both the agricuitural industry and the Wyoming wildlife.
Water is put to good use as stock and wildlife water and crop or range irtigation. The science is
in place, which aliows the land application of this water to not only raise a crop but to increase
the protein content and the amount of harvestable product. The soils are treated and enhanced
and life goes an. The wildlifc utilizes the water and foed and thus thrives. Streamis are not
degraded, as the PRERC wants us to belisve, There are no significant changes in stream water,
which would hanm or threaten Wyoming's wildife or the agricultural industry.

Thanks for your corsiderations on this matter.

Waorking, living, plaving and paying tixes in Sheridan, Wyorning

BRI o n v UL RN R
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\' VIA FACSIMILE o
February 14, 2007 ? E Ea g is
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FER 12 v
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council - .
122 W. 25tk St. Tertt A. Lorenzon, Director
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 Environmental Quedity Counc
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax - 307-777-6134

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
Dear Mr. Gordon,

¥ am an HES Professional working for Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in Gilletts, WY,
working in the Coal Bed Methane Industry. I bave lived in Wyoming for the past 26
years, 25 uf thet with mining companies. I have seen the PRC oppose the mining
industry when I worked for them awd when they couldn’t succeed there; I see they are
now picking on the CBM Industry. 'We (the CBM induslty) are being very proactive in
the methods we are trying to come up with to control the water issues at hand. By
allowing the PRC to pass this petition, this would be very detrimental to the ecopomy of
WY, not to mention the economic devastation it would have to Gillette, Buftalo, Sheridan
/ and other suzsounding aress.

L The govemnor has encoutaged the Powder River Safety Council to come up with training,
propose new regulations, etc. from our ncwly formed Safety Group because there are no
current OSHA regulations that apply specifically to the CBM industry. If the goveroor is

asking for our help; how can your department allow this small group from the PRC to
counteract the governor’s initiatives to help support the Coal Bed Methane Industry?7?

1 oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H) or Policy

regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,
» oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed produced water

to be discharged and thus heneficially used,
Water has to be-in the stream and conefantly available to ranchers, livestock and wildlife

if it is to bo beneficially re-used.

T B I AT AR VA e o

O RS

1 would alsv like to make the following points about this rule:

s Appendix H will climinate a sourcc of water neaded by ranchers and will negatively
affect ivestock and wildiif uses

o Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Prutwotion Policy docs not protect existing uses of
CBM produced waters.

= If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may b prohibited to do so if
WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot mecet,

» The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” wouid allow a single landowner or ovon &
third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife and

livestock.
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»  Natwal rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typicaily meet the
defauli lnpity spelled out s the Draft Scction 20 rule/Policy.

*  This policy/rule has the effect of limitiug the jurisdiction of the State Engineer and
appropriated water rights.

» The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it vonsider water
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more apprupriaie
for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in Wyoming, rather
than ihg California study currently being used. DEQ should heed the advice of the
WWAB.

»  This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water management
plans and stryctures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting in substantial costs to
replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

=  Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development plags.
Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water yoanapement plan can be
firmed up. This poliey/rule-will likely have a negative effect on future development of
CBNG rezources in the Powder River Rasin.

» CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regnlatory burden. Further regulation puts
further production at jeopurdy. If further production/ development is in jeopardy
econumic impacts are Likely to follow.

¢ Water management decivions need to be left to responsible landowners and operators.
Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of containing the 50
year/24 hour gvent and all produced wals) as a viable water management tool,

Thank you for the opporfunity to comment on this ruls. Again, please register my opposition to
making this a rule or policy. FPlease feel free to contact me at 307-685-5623 of you have any

questions regarding my opinion. [love Wyoming and do not waut to lose my abilify to moke o
- living in this wonderful state!

Sin Y,

Lenny burg..
HFS Prafessional
Marathan (il Company
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VIA FACSIMILE
February 14, 2007

Mr Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Couneil
122 W, 25th 5L

Hersehler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheysome, WY 82002

Fax - 30777763134

RE: BEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) resarding Chapter 1, Section 20,
Drear Mr. Gordon,

I am a Admin. Assistant for Marathon Oil Corporation. A long time resident of Camphbeli
Connty of 25 yvears. My family homesteaded here. We have a ranch south of Gilletts, 2
Iot of coalbed methane wells & reservoirs on the ranch. The reservoirs have done well, as
well as the ourfalls. They supply water gvery vear when thers's not a good melt off in the
spring and when we are in drought in the sumeser, Hvestock and wildlife have benefited
towards the reservoirs always being full.

{ i oppose the Departinent of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendiz H)
N or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 26,
= | oppose any rulemaking that rednces or eliminates the ability for coalhad
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
s Water has 10 be in the stream and constantly avaflable w ranchers, lvesiock and
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

Twould also Hke to make the following points about this rule:

e Appendix H will eliminate a source of water nesded by ranchers gnd will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

s Chapter 1 Bection 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters,

# If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainags, he may be prohibited to do so
' WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet,

«  The section o “Naturally Iirigated Lands™ would allow a single laudowier or
even g third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitabls for
wildlifs and Hvestock.

¢ Natural rainwater flowing down the drainsges during sforms does not typically
meet the default Himits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

¢ This policy/rule has the effect of lmiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights.
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s The Water and Waste Advisery Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water guality standards based on the Dridger Montane Study. This study is mosns
appropriate for use in Wyorming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAR

# This Rude/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such a8 reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

¢ Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans, Operators will not likely drill/eonstruct projects until & watsr managemend
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rale will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin,

= CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy, If further production/ development
is In jeopardy sconomic impacts are Hkely to follow.

= Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs {which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) a5 a viable water
management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to corument on this rale. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. [love Wyvoming and do not want 1o lose mv
ability 1o make a Hving in this wonderful stae!

;I

e

Spcerely,

Holly vA, Hough
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February 14, 2007

Wyoming Environmental Qualily Council

122 W. 25t st EER ¢4 9

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 PR TR

Cheyenne, WY. 82002 Tert A. Lorenzon, Direcior
Environmental Quality Counc

Dcar Mr. Gordon,

My name is Jim Nies; I work for Yates Petroleum as a drilling supcrintendent
is charge of hiring rigs and contractors to oversee and pertorm various services that
are needed for the completion of these wells.

I am concerned about the Chapter 1, Section 20 rulomaking changes that are being

presented to the EQC. I feel this will affect agriculture waters as it exists, will restrict
future water management for CBM development and the beneficial wildlife uses.

I believe it is overkill to design reservoirs to contain the 50 year/ 24 hour storm
event. The financial burden to build a reservoir to contain such an event would swvon
destroy the bottom line of any CBM Operator no matter privately held or publicly traded.
The amount of surface disturbance related to containing the 50 year/ 24 hour stotm event
in most cases would not be allowed by the BLM on Federal Projects. The private
landowners would not want a reservoir that is capable of holding 12 acre feet of water to
only have 1 acre feet of water in it. Not to mention the threat of West Nilc that would

lurking in a reservoir with such little water in it.

Treating produced water with technology that is available today is cost
prohibitive, as the minute the freated water is put in contact with the soil it quickly
hecomes laden with salts from the soil and would onee again not meet end of pipe testing.

In conclusion, please consider all aspects of the proposed rule changes before
making the tongh decisions that face you and your fellow council members.

Thauk you for allowing me to comoment on this issuc

Yours truly, /

Jm N1es

g
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F. 01/01

February 14, 2007

5 LED
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman
Wyorning Environmental Cuality Council EEg g P4
122 W. 25th 8t T
Herschier Bldg., Room 1714 e A renzo
Cheyennie, WY 82002 Envionmeny Gty o

Fax - 307-777-6134
RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Saction 20.

Dear Mr. Gordon,

| reprasent an environmental engineering firm currently providing water management
support to CBM producers in the Powder River Basin. Qur firm, ATC Associates Inc.,
employs approximately 20 fullime employees, many based in our Gillette office, which
are solely dedicated to providing environmental solutions to CBM production in
Wyoming. On behalf of my employess, | would like the opportunity to submit my opinion
and to represent our firm's interests in respect to the proposed rule change.

| uppose the Department of Cnvironmental Quality’s proposed Ruls (Appendix H) or
Puolicy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. | oppose rulemaking that reduces or eliminates
the ability for coalbad produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used by
Wyoming ranchers and landowners. Water has to be in the stream and reliably available
to ranchers, livestock and wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

I would also lke to make the following points about this rule's applicability in respect to
CBM water reuse. If passed, Appendix H will sliminate a source of water needed by
ranchers and will negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses. Additionally, Chapter 1,
Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy do not protect existing uses of CBM

produced waters.

Thank you for the opporiunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 406-860-~

4771 concerning my opinion.

Sincarely,

S Sl

James Suilivan

ATC Associates Int.
3250 Hackathom Lane
Gillette, WY 82718
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! Buster Tvory
. 1413 Carmel C1

Gillette, WY 82716

Pebroary 14, 2007

Mr, Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Enviranmental Quality Council S

122 W, 25th St N
Hergohler Bldg, Room 1714 e A. Lorenzon, Dir ;,iif{“
Cheyenne, WY 82002 %&aﬁﬁm%% Quplity Lours

Fax - 307-777-6134

Dear Mr. Gordone:

Thank you for the opportunity 1o comment on the Policy/Rulemaking on Chapter |, Scotion 20 —"Ag Use
Protection Policy.” 1oppose Appendix H which will eliminate the use of an important water regource for
iy Bgr iultural upsrations snd prevent the use of what is often the best water management tool for the
CBM industry. Over the past fve vears 1 have been in contact with hundreds of landowners inthe
Powder River Basin. | have worked closely with more than fifty 1o develop water management strategias
that benefited them as a vancher as well as enabled companies to produce gas. Together we have worked
together to resolve issues and form plans that worked for both parties. [ have made changes in strategies
at every stage of planning t comply with landowners concerne. Tam not writing to speak oo the hehalf
of these landowners, but to let you kaow how the policy has affected my ability to develop plans which
comply with their requests. I this rule is made the probism will be much worse,

/,Wffm
¢ %
i

T vanmst denk of pne problom, read or perceived, that T have seer or heard about that has been sobved by
the policy or would be solved if the rule was made. [am certain that many new problems will be creat fed
By the ruls,

Here are some of the most common requests | hear when meeting with ranchers o development water
management strategies and the difficuliies this rule will present:

s Pleage use ol of our existing reservolry forweater storage. We will benofit from stock water
af these locations in thiy time of drought. Thig rule will make this impossible in most cases as
the existing sites generully have large drainages above thom and camnol cuntain the Bl vew
svent,

% Please use on-vhaonel impoundments rather than offechannel. The rule would encourage fugt
the opposite.

»  Pleage site some reservoirs lower in the drainage so they will recefve natural renoff end be
useful to me after the UBM industry ia gone. Again the rule discourages building reservoirs in
any locations except extreme headwaters because they are unable to contain the event. Reservoir
CONSrRotion is an expensive undenaking and ndowners wonld ke 1o build some in loeations
that fmprove the long wem valuc of the ranch and its grazing,

Overall, my most common reply to what T believe are reasonable requests for water management by
iandowners is, “corrent regulations will or may not allow ug to do that.”
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Some additional arcas of concern are

This will affect current discharges already in use as well as future discharges.

»  Existing reservoirs may have to be abandoned, Construction of new facilities will cause
unnecessary disturbance.

+  Limits are currently based on California studies and not the available and more approprizte
Bridger study,

¢ Containment of the 50 vear event requires either pits or large, partialiy filled reservolrs. Neither
swunarie {5 appealing o the majoriy of landowners § interact with 1o form plans.

= Having taken hundreds of samples from natural runoff and helped to run stream gauging stations
within the Powder River Bagin, [ know that natural water flowing in the basin will not meet these
standards in many if not most cases.

= The majority of the CBM walls in the basin have a stock water appropriation, filed with the Siate
Engineer, associated with them. This ruke infringes upon that right,

This rule will not solve any probluus, 1 passed # will only resull in removing water mansgement
planning decisions from the private property owners’ hands and denying their use of an important
resource availabie w them,

Sinceraly,

ey /”X

Buster Ivory
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To Whom It May Concern:

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

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

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

Thank You,
Scoftt Azure

FILED

4 ELEEF

Terri A. Lorenzor, Director
pvironmental Quality Gounct
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( ‘ e Bob and Roni Irwin-
\ 4 Fawn Court
Gillette, WY 82718
(307) 686-8660
brirwin@vcp.com

I’ve also seen the CBM Industry mature. Industries responsible Operators & their sub-Contractors have
had success conforming to most of the “Rule” changes within economic reasonableness and utilized an
industry driven “peer pressure” to modify practices to accommodate most all landowner voiced
complaints, primarily related to constructional surface disturbance excess. Migration of developments
onto Federal minerals (78% of the PRB), all under BLM regulational guidance, has made all companies
aware and forced them to address rectification of these past (early play, Fee minerals dominantly)
practice grievances to where: now, the known modus operandi of “minimize disturbance” is the norm,
irregardless of mineral status (Fee, Federal, or State). The DEQ has already severely restricted surtace
discharge to moct limits via Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Testing in a large sector, in the heart of the
Play. The local community drinking water supply’s (Gillette & Buffalo) have much higher tolerance.

WQD Ch. 20 already protects downstream users, so I voice opposition to WYDEQ’s proposal for this
Policy to Rule change — to have future and existing reservoits to be built (tetrofit) to contain the huge
50 y1/24 hr event, in addition to produced water. It definitely would prulcct apainst all water’s,
methane-generated included, migration across lands; but...

How could it still allow usage of upstream runoff-derived waters, when they are all held
back; or meet companies dual mandates of “minimize disturbance” & “retain economic
viability " in creation of these mammoth structures that nobody wants for posterity?

My 1" point is: that the CBM Industry is under en enough govemmental regulation, NOW!
Implementation of either Appendix H or the Ch. 2 Petition will kill the play as we know it.

Water has always ruled the West. We’ve been in a drought for over 7 years, with CBM waters being the
only source providing “life’s blood” to the majority uf lavdowners that want the waters.

Don’t cut off the hand that delivers.

My 2™ point is: that We have a water management issne, nothing more, as stated, than what industry
policed years ago — except then it was oil management, not water. Evidence is this: Ar one time, it was
UK to run crude oil in a dirch (ephemeral drainuys), Such action today is, across the board, viewed
absurd. Environmental awareness infiltrated the industry to make that kind of change via peer pressure.

Today, Industry-accepted “peer-Policy” is that having crude on the ground is a Not-to-be~-performed
SOP (stendard operating practice). Similarly, with respect to the water issues that need management, We
need a change in game planning, 'We need a united Operator, Contractor, Landewncr, and and All-

Agency Regulatory Front (with “whistle-blower immunity”), to identify and sanction minority

Rogues piving the CBM industry a black eye. A#f Operators must comply with gxisting regulations and

collectively work to make amends and seek salutions to the aggrieved landowner’s issues.

Operators and Contractors can, should, and I’m sure most will, now, apply their internal industry peet
pressure and make operating practice adjustments. Landowners can continue to express their desire for
achieving optimal beneficial use of the waters they desire to manage as their Jands steward. Regulators
need to heed those majority landowner desires and work practicable mitigation to the non-desire folks,
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e Bob and Roni Irwin
v 4 Fawn Court
Gillette, WY 82718
(307) 686-8660 .
brirwin@ven.com

Regulators can and need to seek to find ways to promote more cooperation vs. the adversarial tone most

all Policies/Rules have propagated — the “what is good for me” or “my dgency’s” pigeon~holed vision

of how their Rules apply, only; all ynder the guise of universal protectionism w/ a politically correct
(PC)-ring to the name of the action — and nrot considering side effects of those actions/Rules 1o the big
picture, of regional economics and total Range benefits: not considering the majority or drought, etc.

Case in point — the Ag Use Protection Policy. Who’s NOT in favor of protecting Ag Use?

All-Regulatory Agencies wanting to moke Rule chatipes need to re-examine the existing rules, first!!
There is plenty of latitude to make preductive changes so industry can continue the PRB CBM Play.
Killing anything doesn 't generally create a viable solurion to any problem — often it is called murder,
which in most civil societies is shunned. Again, back to peer-pressure — it works/

All Agencies need to seek input on how to manage these necegsary waters ANT) keep the Play alive.
I alone could have written 20 pages of suggestive commentary, regarding known areas of bureauncratic
red-tape with inter-disciplinary overlap that needs addressing.

I believe the CBM industry’s eyes have been opened wide by this potential KILL action before your
board, and will be openly willing to promote all positive and productive Rule-making reform.

(: Seek these positive, industry promotional commentaries out — come w Gillette to hear from the
Y affected Peoples — and they will be given! 'E 1 L E B

The actions befure you now, promote the cxact opposite!
FEB 14 20V

. son. Lreciol
Regpectfully and very concerned, Terri A. Lorenzon. o

Z "/ / Eqvironmanta! Qualty
O W

Bob Irwin

PS: Happy Valentines Day!!
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February 14, 2007 PER s H

Wyoming Envircnmental Quality Council
122 W. 25th St., Herschler Bidg., Room 1714 o Oireciol
LG o i

Cheyenne, WY 82002 ar A ki
Eurgvxronm"?”’& Qualfty GO
Dear Chainman Gordurs,
| offer the fuuuwmg comments on the Envwonmental Quality Council's congiderstion of the WQD,
; «3818.

z 1 25 R &4 M) H by
The EQG amuld re;ecl mlamaktng. speaﬁcaﬂy the Agnculiural Use Protootion Poficy (AUPP)
Section 20 revisions for the following reasons:

1. The WBEQ have not met the burden of proof by providing credible, peer reviswed scientific
evidence for the default limits proposed, followed by public review. p
2. The congequences to operators and landowners who desire the use of CBNG and/or other *
sources of produced water far autweigh any as yet unproven boncfits by the proposed rule,

3. The WDEQ has rapeatedly told legislators, landowners, operators and other reguiatory bodies

that the AUPP is a *policy” not & rule, with no conssquenoes o thore outeids of the coalbed

natural gas areng. it other words, the WDEGQ has changed horses in mid-straam with no notice or
opportunity for additional input.

4. Adopting the rule proposed by the WDEQ may provide a "fael-good” answer, but in the end will

niot alleviate future conflicts. One downatream landawner will have tha power to dictate a

watershed, depriving those who want the use of produced water,

Burden of prouof
| have personally atfended every hearing on the above-mentioned proposed rulemaking and have
raviewed all of the information submitied by the WDEQ, Additionally, | have the benefit of having
researched and written about CBNG production in the Powder River Basin for my own publication
as well as others, both focal and regional, for the batter part of a decade. | have, in many oases,
both first-hand knowledge of historic events and documents refrigved from pubhc irformation and
testimony-that led to the disoussion and Sedtion 20 revisions.

The evidenice relied upon by the WODEQ provides little in the way of standard scientific data
collection and robust roviow by a team of qualified scientiste. The WDEQ has chosgen instead to
base the AUPP on what has been termed “erring on the side of donservatism.” The WDEQ
should be heid o the higheet standard of proof and aceountability.

& 5

Unintended consequencos

By now, the EQC has heard testimony from scores of landowners both in and out of the Powdar
River Basin who have baen or are using produced water in their iagricuburasl oparations to their

banefit. A statewide rule with general applications will not fit the majority of landowners, and will
deny adjudicatod water rights to thoee who dapend upan produesd watar far thair aperations.
Producers given “dafault limits™ in the permit for EC and SAR the  CBM produced Water typically
cannot maet, unless the Producer is willing snd can convince the !sndamer thal all reservoirs
they discharge inta would contain all of the produced water and g roarf 24

geant. Or the producar can conduct @densive doawnetrasm sail 2 vmannn and water quahty
Sectmn20’workto essemtaﬂy prove to WYDEQ that the limits they set in the default &ra too

of enow melt events. For mpie, a reservoir rmoeives CBM dischargs 12 sirsam miles above a

lncation that has either permitted or non-permitted irigation or & ne (anyone) has sald that
thera iz & jocation whers natural irrigation (2ay of aalfa) is ceourring. The water has canductivity

of 1800 and has an SAR of 12. The reservoir never overtops during dry conditions but might
during rain evants. Water from this rasarvoir navar leaves the m ranch. The reservoir
drains about a square mile of drainage and was put in by a previous landowner back in the
1630s. The CBM company parmittad it and brought it up to cur f standards when the present




-
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landowner agreed to its use for CBM. The permit would renew (or be isgued) with an SAR iimit at
end of pipe of ~B.5 - 7.5 and an EC of ~1330. The produced water corn't meset the limits, The
reservoir canrnot be designed 1o contain the 50y/24hr fiood event pius the produced water.

The result is thet the landowner cannot utilize the producad watar going into that reservoir.

As one rancher, David Flitner of Shell Wyoming, obsarvad, the results of adopting the proposed
rules to the agriculttral community will create chaos. Surely there is a better answer.

Public input

The changes and vatious modifications to the AUPP have been difficult for the public to follow.
The request for rulemaking as veported in mainstream media and in public meeatings has bean
confusing and contradictory. The EQC must carefully consider how the proposed rule will play out
in other scenarios and in other Basing, and must notica the rule with the appropriate period of

review and discussion.

Providing real solutions

if the goal of the EQC is to provide solutions rather than a feel-good political compromise, one
answer might 1o lie with mediation for the minority of landowners who say they are affected. The
state has a duty to protect the rights of those to enjoy the benefits of producead water, without the
fruitiess efforts of rulemaking thet will surely be overtumed later. Oparators have been willing and
able to seek communication and solutions far affected fandowners, but have beer rebuffed. A
medigtion program could mean a new start in crafting solutions that are beneficial for everyone
involved, providing the partias approach the issus from the standpoirt of honest cooperation and
a desire fo see the conflicts resolved.

Gergldine Minick
Pubitsher

Rocky Mountain Energy Reporter
PO Box 1510
Casper, WY 82801
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| VIA FACSIMILE
vFebruary 14, 2007 F E E% E E
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman ' 00
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council FEB 18 2007
122 W, 25th St
Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 &
Cheyenne, WY 82002 Snvironmental Quality Counc
Fax - 307-777-6134

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am a Facilities Engineer working in the Powder River Rasin Coal Bed Methane
Industry. Tam a Wyoming native and have been employed in the CBM industry since
1999 and have wilnessed a continuous change throughout the past years concerning the
business. Most of which are good and necessary bul the DEQ rule change now proposcd
for this industry will have a substantial impact on both producers and land owners that
benefit from the production of CBM waters.

1 oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 2.
» I oppose any rulemaking that reduccs or climinates the ability for coalbed
produced water to-be discharged and thus beneficially used.
=  Water has 1o be in the streat and constantly available to ranchers, Hivestock and
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

éf ‘
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I would also Hike to make the following points about this rule: 2

» Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

» Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

o If a rancher wanfs water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet,

s The section on *“Naturally brigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or
cven a hird paly to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and livestock,

» Natoral rainwater flowing down the drajpages during storms does not typically
weet the defanlt limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. :

» This policy/rule has the sffect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights.
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s  The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDE(Q that if consider
water quality standurds based on the Bridger Montana Stady. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes uso of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currenily being nsed. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB,

» This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
maanagement plans and strochuves such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

« Opetators recoguize water managemcnt is a eritical path to their development
plans. Operators will pot likely drill/voustruct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. 'L'his policy/rule will likely have u negative cffect on
funure development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

» CBNG industry is already carrving a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

e Water manageroent deoisions need to be loft fo responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use ol rescevoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced waler) us a viable water

management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to muking this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-1328

if you have any quostions regarding my opinion.

Sincerely,
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My, Mark Gordon FEB 14
Wyoming Egvironmental Quality Council Terrt A, Lorenzon P
122 West 252 Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 Environmenial Qu;},%ﬁi{ecfa!’ )
Cheyenne, WY §2002 : 1y Couned

FAX: 307-777-6134

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

Mr. Mark Gordon,

This letter is to provide comruents oppusing the proposed rule change(s) with respect to
Section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and Regulations.

Many ranchers in Wyoming have benefited tremendously from CBM discharge watcr due
to drought conditions. Without this ability, Wyoming farmers and ranchers will have 2
difficult time caring for livestock and crops.

I have been x rusident in the state of Wyoming for the last two years. As a parent of three
children, I am impressed with how much money the CBM industry has poured into
education. As a teacher of 17 years, I know first hand how important it is to have money
flowing into the system. Without this money in education, programs that help our

children are hindered. S~
Please consider the how many individuals will be affected without the water produced as
a rcsult of CBM development.

Thanks for your consideration on this matter.

¢

— : :
m,@\ Q‘/%Q M :
Gina Rougean :

Big Horn, WY 82833
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February 14, 2007 F E g‘s g E
M, Mark Gordon, Chairman. .
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council FED 14 M

122 W. 25th St. :

Herschler Bldg | Room 1714 Tpm A Lorenzon, Directe
Cheyenne, B2002 E ! ior
Fax-307-7“‘;?Y~6134 =mironmental Quality Coungy

| RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
Dear Mrx. Gordon,

I am 2 business owner in Gilletie, Wy I have 9 children in Carapbell County School
District, 1.employ 20 people who's families depend an the CBM industry.
i oppose the Depariment of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20, ‘
« Ioppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beseficially used.
e Water has t be in the stveam and constantly available fo ranchers, Bvestock and

wildlife if it is 10 be beneficinlly re-used.

I would also ke to make the following points about this rule:

Appendix H will climinate 2 soorce of water needed by ranchers and will

negatively affect Bvestock and wildiife nses

Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing

uses of CBM produced waters.

s ¥ aracher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily setz SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot

meet.;
s The section on “Naturally Frrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or

mathﬂmwmlmﬁombmaﬁadmofwm&mbiefm
wildlife and Fvestock.
+ Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically
meet the defanit Fnits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Polcy.
s This policy/rile has the effect of imiting the jurisdiction of the State Engincer
and appropristed waater rights.
. mwgwmﬂWmmmmethnm&r
_water goality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
for use in Wyoming as the study makes nuse of soils similar to that in
rather than the California study corrently being vsed. DEQ shoald

Wyoming,
Treed the advice of the WWAB.
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sohatamtial ciits m possibly making ficlds useconomical,
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* Wﬂuﬂﬂx deilifconstnoct poiects wntil & water manapToet
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Thankc yoes fox the oppoxtomity 10 cormment on this xole. piease register may

Agaim,
cpmbnahas‘*uaakctm Mﬁdﬁmm mmammss

TN ’$».*.'n.,'\-.'\M*A\NNVMNWVA\W*N\.—.M.NV\M\-wwvm\wvuw\‘«vv\vxw»vr«w....w. T ST N

,~?f‘?‘?~?ﬁ"?ﬁmvﬁ?mmammazv”m‘;n.;.@

o
¥
I3
i
F
3
I3
I
o
£
&
I8
i
5';
o
P
£
b
=
15




A

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman
Wyoming Unvironmental Quality Councii

122 W. 25" Street f
Herschler Bldg., Roem 1714 ?
Choyenae, WY 82002
Fax - 307- 7776134 Eet
Mr. Gordon, o AL

My names is Annette Hoffrman. This iz my second letter w you concerning the Citizen
Petition for Rulemaking. | moved to Gillette, WY. one year ago. I love this community.
! have a good-paying job 1 the CBM industry, I have worked since IT'was 13 years old.
The job § have now in the CBM industry 18 the first one T have ever held that paid more
than 30K 2 year. | have strugpled as a single parent for over 20 vears, [ went back
collope in 2002 io carn my Bachelovs Degree in Environmental Studies. My job o the
CBM industry allows me to live without government assistance, help my davghter go 1o
college, pay moy bills, and STILL have something {0 pul away tor relirement.

{ am very concerned about the environment. Not just here in NE Wyoming, but in all
arcas. 1 was born and raised just 200 milcs northwest of Gillotte, WY, CBM wator is not
the enemy, Waler management, or lack of, is the tue culprit. There are many, MANY
options (o hundling this discharge water. Please be reasonable in the decisions thut affect
s mmany of 08 an a peeronal fevel. 1t us try to leave out emotions and look at ihe bard
sclentific facts that can be held up 1o any tests yet developed.

To cut off all the water output from CBM development is not a feasibie nor responsibic
solution. 1 have seen firsthand the beneficial uses for this discharge water, 1 have been in
CBM fislds and the benelits bave far outewsighed any detrimenis in the land, There are
more ranchers who will suffor consequences from stopping CBM discharges than the fow
ranchers and landowners who are supporiing this polition. Al s woceting just last aight in
Gillatte, & landowner stood and related the fuct thal her name was put on the Citizen
petition without her knowledge or permission. How arc we now supposed to belisve that
apvons whose name is on Ul pelstion is gonuing?

NE Wyoming needs CBM development, Stopping discharge waters or applying
pnreasonable Hmils to the constituent Hmits i1s not the solution. T understand there are
problems with some adividoals; however, changing the WDEQ rules is not g fix for
those solutions.

‘Thank you for theopportunity to comment on Lhis petitios.

¥y
Annette Hoffrdan
agheffmantl@msn.com
452812885

3072996381

Torrasey SET9LLLLEET 0L WoUd JEIT PER-bl-gE
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_
- ‘81 A, Lorenzon, Director

Via Facsimile 3U7/7/1-6134 Environmental Quafiny oo
and US Mail To: 1Y Coung
Mr. Matk Gordon

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122 West 25% Strect, Herschler Ruilding, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002
RE:  Agppendix II of Scction 20, Chapter [,
Wyoming Water Quality Rules and
Regulations
Dear Mr. Gordon,

Please be advised that I adamantly oppose the proposed rule changes regarding
the referenced. As a member of the energy cominunity in this state and having moved
here by choice to live, work and enjoy Wyoming I find it offensive that the Powder River
Basin Resources Cowncil may have the ability to influence the change of policics based

(f\ on sound science through their thetorical propaganda.

TECYPRNNY

I believe agriculture stands to lose as much, if not more, than the energy industry
if the proposed rule changes are implemented.  Many historical stock watering practices
will no langer be permissible. Agriculture and industry are being targeted now and this, 1
believe, will escalate in the futire.

As an cncrgy industry professional, a conservationist and a Wyotning resident by
choice, I strongly urge you to also oppose the proposed rulc changes to Appendix H of
Section 20, Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Qualily Rules und Regulations.

Respectfully,

%

Rick D Briscoe
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Phong 1
X Toll Fr
. 807.682.1661 | 800.589. 1681
S A Fas !
LAN 307 682.1660 |
D i
i
208 N. Warkg Avenue !
URVEYING S Npiorke Avenus
INC ORPORATED ‘L.Sl‘mfo & landaurveyinginaorporatod.com
___________________________ i
February 14, 2007 = T ¥
FILED
Myr. Mark Gordou, Chuirmun
Wyoming Environmental Quality Conneil FEE 13 mp?
122°W, 28% St o
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 _Termi A Lorenzen, Dirsctor
Cheyenue, WY 82002 Emvironmentz! Quality Councl
Fax: 307-777-6134
Re: Opposition of Proposed Secfion 20, Appendix H — Ag Use Protection Pelicy
Doar Mr. Gordon:
By way of introduction, ! am a Professional Land Surveyor Heensed in the State of Wyoming. 8o
you might ask yourself why I would be in opposition to the Proposed Section 20, Appendix H ~ ;
Ag Use Protection Policy? Because I take pride in the relationships that our surveying firm
(Land Surveying Incorporated) has created with landowners throughout the Powder River Basin, {
I support all the individuals and ranchers that benefit from discharged CBM waters.
4
f I have seen first hand the ranchers that becaine accustom to CBM discharge water flowing down
& their drainages or being stored in reservoirs. Most are more than thankful of any water that they i

can use for livestock or lmgamm in such times as drought. It is one less worry that ranchers have
to deal witli day-to day. Wate is Luing uffersd o livestouk in those portions of pastures that were
otice never fislly grazed. Several of the produsers have not only créated irrigation systems, they

also carry the expense of daily operations including harvesting the forage that wag grown Fom
produced water. The only expense the rancher has acquired is the actual feeding of the harvested
hay. The Rule/Policy will put the producers i a position where they can no longer offer such
wonderfil benefits created by discharged waters.

Please talos into consideration the propesty rights of each landowner and do not make changes
solely based upon eleven people’s opinion, the population of this State is much greater, Water
managpement docisions need to be loft o individual landowncrs and produccrs, realizing there arc
waters produced that require treatment and niot all waters are created equal.

AR SN AR GRS

Thank you agaiu for the opportunity to speak my mind and pass along my thoughts and please
meke the correct decision and oppoge sy chianges. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to call or write.

Respectfully,

Cevin C. Imus, LS ‘.
Vice President s
Land Surveying lncorporated

AR
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February 14, 2007

Mz, Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Exvironmental Quality Council
122 W, 25th 8t

Herschler Bldg,, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax — 307.777-6134

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chagpter 1, Section 20,
Dear Me, Gordon,

I am a Senior Planner working for Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in Gillette, WY, Thave
lived in Wyoming off and on for the past 13 years. During my previous assignments for an
Industrial Contractor, my dutiss were assigned in several cities and states, basically I was
working on the road away from my permanent residence for more than 15 years. [ have sines
accepted this position, a long term project in the Powder River Bagin. This position has
pleased my family including my wifc, step children, and grand children, that I am residing in
one location. I have a morigage, several vehicles and the Gillette area benefits because &
large portion of my income returns to the local economy.,

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule {Appendix H) o
Pelivy regarding Chapter 1, Sectlon 20,
= [ oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed produced
water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
s Water has to bo in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, vestock and
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used,

I would also lke to make the following points about this rule:

¢ Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will negatively
affect livestock and wildlifs uses

¢ Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing uses
of CBM produced waters.

# If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainuge, he may be prohibited 1o do so if
WYDEQ arbitrasily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot mest,

& The section on *Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner oreven a
third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife
and livestock.

¢ Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typicelly mest
the default limits spelled out in the Draft Sestion 20 rule/Palicy.

¢ This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer and
appropristed water rights,

Page I of 2
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s The Warer and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider water
guality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study, This study is more
appropriste for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used, DEQ should heed
the advice of the WWAB.

s This Rule/Policy places the Operator in & position where existing water management
plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting in subetantial
costs 10 replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

¢ Operators recognize water menagement is & critical path to thelr development plans.
Operators will not likely drili/construct projects until 4 water management plan can be
firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have & negative effect on future development
of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

¢ CBNGindusiry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further regulation
puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development is in jeopardy
ecanomic impacts are likely to follow.

o Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and operators,
Don't wke away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of containing the 50
year/24 hour event and all produced water) gs a viable water management tcol.

Thank you for the opporfunity to comment on this rale, Again, please register my opposition
to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307.299-3579 o? you haxfﬁ
any qaastzons regar{img my meu’m Llove Wyoming and do not want fo log ;

Cal Butterfield"

F Pagc 2 of 2
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Dear Friends,

Teri A, 1 Dira
Iammﬁngﬁnslettcrmmgaxdswthcupmmmg vl e ‘ ?%f%;as
n fact decide the very fate of our comymunity. My name is Tyler Dabney, I anf hEncl
Project Manager for the 185 product line belonging to Weatherford CPS. (I myself have
been involved and employed in the coal bed methane gas field for 6 years now and have
gathered a nsable amount of knowledge therein). My product line js charged with
desigoing and fabricating meothanc gas separators fur (he coal bed gas industry, which
alone should attest to the amount of concern we are all sharing at this time. As of now |
have 5 electricians and/or apprentices, 5 hands/welders, 1 secretary, 1 Shop
Forman/inventory confrol, and enfire crew of suboonfractors, and of course myself, for a
grand total of thirteen families JUST IN MY FACILITY in the direct path of the
decisions to como in two days time. Folks I can ussure you that the quality of our
discharge water is of my utmost concern, but fet us be reasonable about this. To say that
the quatity of dz.s‘c}mrge water zs to be ten ﬁmes the quality af tfzat which we drink is

there iy absoixxteiy NO REASON for this Tree Huggmg Absuxdity!
I moysclf am part of & famdly that tzkes ownership in a ranch, (the Doubie E
Ranch of Recluse Wyo.), I firsthand have seen the effects of coal bed methane, and can %
say that I am not at all in disagreement with the things that I have witnessed upon my
own land, let alone that of ofhers. Produced water that is being stored in cutr now
reservoirs has provided Vital Nutrients and sustenance to the cattle that graze upon what
F“"‘ is left of our grass in light of vur ongoing drought. That water is in short, a lifeline to
those cattle, and the revenue from said drilling has been a lifeline not only to our ranch,
but to my grandmother of 73 years young. The pmduchon from owr wells has brought
- pew life to our land~ and to our fawily. We are seeing new GREEN grass, healthy cattle,
and  somewhat comfortable living. What else can one ask for?

This letter 1s presented o you, to give you my thoughts and concerns involving
the upcoming vote. Do we need quality control implementations targeted at our
Produced Water? Absohutely, But the proposal at hand, Ladies and Gentlemen, is not the
answer. Not only will it jeopardize the well being of ones sclf an& ones mbmﬁwlcs
thougmneeéstobetakmmaontextmlaangmthethuv A s 3
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fathom the amount of Jobs and revenue thmughoat the Umted States that will he forfeited
due solely to what I deem as poor judgment and narrow mindedness, on the shoulders, of
dare I say- a few Extrenvists led astray.

If we allow this Absurdity to pass, not only are we allowing others to tell us how
to tlink, live, work, act, we are forever bowing down to those who have absolutely No
Idea how the real world works. For those executive type environmentalist who have
never set foot in the methane field, never turned a wrench, or in most cases never ade a
Hving the haxd way. This seems to be the logical choice, we nowl W enlighten them as 10
the workings of life a few tiers down. May this letter bring us the fuel needed to £
accomplish our goal of preserving a way of life, (And More Importantly Our Jobs!!1). ;

A AR -

Very Sineerely, Tyler J. Dabney
Project Mgt. Fabrication, Weatherford CPS
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February 14, 2007

BBt oy
e Mtk Gondon, Che FEB 5 2w
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
172 W 256 St. Environmental Guality Counct!
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 |
Cheyerme, WY 82002

Fax - 307-777-6134

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

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am & cost analyst working cspital and expense budgets, as well as administrative
supervision issucs for Pennaco/Marathon, Oil Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in
‘Wyoming for the past 6 years. Ihave a uoltgage, am a tax payer, a registored votor, and
active within my community, My husband also works for the CBNG induslry as a
production operator for Anadarko.

I appose the Nepartment of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
5 ¢ Iopposc any rulomeking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
s Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, Hvestock and
wildlife if it is to- be beneficially re-used.

O ARG A VA W Y5 Y Y = m e s = e e

I'would alao like to make the following points about this rule:

»  Appendix H will eliminate 2 source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect vestock and wildlife uges

o Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy docs not protect existing
uges of CBM produced waters.

o If arancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
iIf WYDEQ arbifrarily sets SAR. and BEC limits that CBM produced water cangot
meet.

« The scotion on “Naturally Irrigated Lande” would allow a single landowner or
even athird party to deprive landowncrs from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and Hvestock.

» Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during stormns does not typically
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

s Thispolicy/rile has the effect of Hiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights

» The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Mosdana Study. This study is more
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appropriate for use in Wyorning as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DREQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.

e This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
managerent plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolste, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

o perators recognize water managemend is a critical path to their dovclopment
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects vrtil 2 water management
plan can be firmed up, This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
foture devolopment of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

s CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow,

e  Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservairs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a visble water
menagement tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on. this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-685-5116
if yon have any questions regarding my opinion. I wish fo continue working in Wyoming
and contributing our significant wages to the Wyoming economy, However, if policies
i are changed and Limitations set so stringently that our own drinking water cannot meet
the specs, we will be forced to leave this wonderful state and pursue other opportunities. I
cannot envision the large uneruployment, abandoned homes, and destructive economic
tmpact the proposals before you could nitimately bring.

Sincerely, .
(B

Becky R! Mitchell
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Couneil CED § L SN
122 W, 25th St, FEB 14 2007
Herschler Bldg,, Room 1714 Terri A. Lorenzon, Director
Cheyenne, WY 82002 znvironmental Qualily Councll

Fax — 307-777-6134

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

Dear Mz, Gordox,

I am a Information Technology Consultant working on computer systems for
Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in Gillette, WY. Ihave lived in Wyoming for the past
2] vears. Iown two houses, a camper and 3 vehicles of course I puy taxes on all of thom
in the state of Wyoming. I am an active sport enthusiast participating in such activitics as
Golf, camping, hiking, fishing, and hunting in Wyoming,

I uppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H) ;

or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,

¢ Ioppose any rulemaking that reduces ur eliminates the ability for coalbed

' produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. '

s Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and
wildlife if it iz to be beneficially re-used.

I would also like to make the following points about this mule:

o Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife usos

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection. Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters,

« If arancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
metel.

» The section on “Naturally Irrigated Leuds”™ would allow a single landowner or
even a third parfy to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and livestock.

« Natoral rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically
meet the defanlt limits spelled ot in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

o This policy/rule has the offect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Bngineer
and appropriated water rights.

¢ The Water and Waste Advisoty Board suggested to WYDEQ tlat it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study malkcs use of soils simadlar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currenlly being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.

= This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and shructures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial coats to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

»  Operators recoguize water managoment 15 a eritical path to their development
plans. Operstors will not likely deill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rute will likely have a negative offect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

» CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

e Watet management decisions accd to be left to responsible landowners and
operators, Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produved water) as a viable water

management tool.

Thank you for the opportumity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-0013

of you have any questions rogarding my opinion. [ love Wyoming and do not want to

lose my ability 1o make g Living in this wondorful state!

AN A e e

Sincerely,
B A
avid A. King, ITC — g
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@ GREENE ENTERPRISES, INC.
R V/ELL SERVICIG EXCELLENCE |
" P.0. BOX 1686
GILLETTE, WYOMING 82717
307-682-7380
FAX 307-686-2692

February 14, 2007

FILED

FER & § 2007

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality -
DI . At end i A Lorenzon, Director
Warer Quality Division — Attention Bill Dirienzo ngirr%nf\ne%??ai gw;m Letrei

Herschler Bldg., 4" Floor West
122 W. 25% st.

Cheyenne, WY 82002

VIA FACSIMILE: 307-777-5973
HARD COPY TO FOLLOW

Dear Mr. Dirienzo,

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

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

Alejandre Barrera Darrel Sutherland Kelly Ramsdell
Aureliano Estrada Francisco Reyes Kristain Schutt
Brett Egberto Jason Sindelar Matt Miller
Chris Cox Jesse Simons Timothy Worden
Chris Greene Jimmy Moore Tony Hanson
Curtis Greene JoAnna Greene Travis Egberto

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

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




result in causing the landowners many problems. First, the landowners’ crops would not
be receiving the water needed. Further, livestock, especially during the drought, would
have complications from the lack of water in the reservoirs. Lasily, the landowners
would be losing money from either having to [ind other ways to irrigate or water their
livestock or having acreage taken away from thom by having bigger reservoirs built o
hold the water capacity required.

The “Ag Use Protection Policy” causes problems for the wildlife as well. For
instance, the irrigated crops provide food, water, and shelter for much wildlife, [f there is
not any water to irrigate the crops, then those crops will no longer be able to provide that
protection and food to the wildlife. The same can be said about trying to build bigger
reservoirs, The wildlife that surrounds and inhabits those arcas will also be losing
protection, food and water. The Department of Environmental Quality and
Environmental Quality Control sirive for the protection and preservation of wildlife, and
the “Ag Use Protection Policy” would be disrupting that.

The “Ag Use Protection Policy” is also unreasonable for the simple fact that all
involved would be required to meet a water quality that i$ truly unattainable. The current
Drinking water requirement is 2000 PPB, and the current CBM water standard is 1800
PPB. This policy would require that the standard for CBM be 200 PPB. Now why is it
that the current standard for CBM is higher than the standard for Drinking water and that
the new standard that would be implemented is even higher than that? There are many
samples of water that can be taken that would fail this requirement. For instance, a

sample of rain water would fail the current and the proposed standards. Further, the stock
? water wells would not even meet the “Ag Use” Protection Policy requirements.

The “Ag Use Protection Policy
jobs of the thousands of employees wor
not protect those employees’ wives or ¢

» is not protecting anyone. It does not protect the
king for the coal bed methane industry. It does
hildren that depend on this job. It does not
protect the economy, the “mom and pop” stores that strive on a Strong economy. It does
not protcot'thé landowners from drought, dehydration, or Ios§ of 1a§1d. It does not prgtect
the wildlife from losing shelter, food, and water. The only thing .thlls “Ag Use Protection
Policy” protects are those people who want coal bed methane dn}lmg to cease altogether
because if this policy passes it will. The requirements proposcd in this policy would be
nearly unattainable and are highly unreasonable. This is'why | am strongly opposed to

the “Ag Use Protection Policy.”

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

/,

Qéemk

Lee V. Greene
President of Greene Enterprises, Inc.

TN
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VA FACSIMILE
February 14, 2007
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainnan
Wyoming Enviroamental Quality Couneil
122 W, 251h 8L
Herschier Bldg, Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax — 3077706134

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,
Dioar My, Gordon,

1 am 2 Professional Landman working Surface {ssuss for Pennaco/ Marathon OQil
Company in Gillette, WY, T have lived in Wyoming since October of 2003, Thave s
wife, a mortgage and three (3) vehicles, My wife works for the Women’s Resource
Center n Gillette and we attend and aro active participants st Gillstte Christlan Center.

T oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Hule (Appendix H)
or Poloy regarding Chapter 1, Section 2L
e loppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water t0 be discharged and thus benefieially used,
¢ ‘Water has to be in the stream and constantly available 1o ranchers, lvestock and
wildlife if it is 1o be beneficially re-used. There are many ranchers who depend
heavily ou s water in thelr ranch operations,

K ‘\‘x}
j

1 would also like to make the following peints about this role:

«  Appendix H will dliminate 2 source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Folicy does not protect existing
nses of ORM praduced waters,

s Ifa rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
ITWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and BC Hdts hat CBM groduced water cannot
meet,

¢ The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow & single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landbwners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildiife and livestock.

& Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms doss not typically
meet the defauit limits spelled out in the Draft Sectinn 20 rale/Palicy.

¢ This policy/rule has the effect of Bmiting the jurisdiction of the State Enginzor
and appropriated water rights,

% The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDRQ that i consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more




appropate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the Califorya study currently baing nsed. DIEG should
hesd the advice of the WWARB,

= This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs fo replace, possibly making fields vneconomical.

o Operators recognize water mandgemnent is g titical path to their developrent
plans. Operators will not likely drili/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will Likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

& (BNG industry is already carrving & sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jenpardy economic trapacts are likelv to follow.

# Water management decisions need to be left o responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which way aot be capable of
containing the 50 yoar/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water
management fool.

Thark you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free 1o contact me at 307-685-30935
if'ynu have any questions regarding my opindon. [love Wyoming and do not want fo Jose

my ability to make a living in this wonderful state!

Sincerely,
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February 14, 2007

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chaizman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council

10 W. 258 8

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax — 307-777-(134

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

Visar Mr. Gordon,

I e an Adv. Facilities Speoialist worldng Methane Gag Gathering issuss for

Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company i Gilletie, WY and haves 30+ years with Mavathon, I

am 51 and & Wyoming Natve snd have been fortunsie snough 1o live in Swie for all but

& years, | presently have amortgage, 2 vehioles, and ¢ vested intorest in Gillstie,

Cantpbell County, and Wyoming. 1 also plan on reficing in Wyoming within the next $

Years.

I oppose the Departuaent of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule {Appendiv M)

or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Scetion 20,

» 1 oppose any rulemuking thal reduces or eliminsles the abifity for vonlbed
produced warst 1o be discharged and thus beneficially used.

s Water has fo be in the stream and constantly available fo renchers, livestock and
wildlife if it is %0 be beneficially re-used.

T would also like to make the following points about this rule:

o Appendix I will slinadnate a source of water nooded by ranchors and will
nsgatively affect Hvesioek and wildiile uses

» Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters,

e Ifarancher wants water to flow down his drainage. he may be prohibited 1o do 5o
HWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC Hmits that CBM produced water cannot
meet,

]
wiidlife and Hvestock.

v Natural rainwater Jowing down the drainages during storms does not tynically
meet the dsfanlt Bimits gpelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policw.

= This pollesy/rule has the effect of Dumting the judsdiction of the Ytete
and approprated water rights.

, g
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*  The Water and Wastz Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it cousider
water qual:m; standards based on the 8'{2&081‘ Morntana mmév Tida stody is mors
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the smdy makes 0se of solls similar to thatin
Wyouning, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
hesd the advice of the WWAB,

s This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such ag reservoirs are made obeole
in substantial costs to roplace, possibly meking fislds uncconomical.

#  Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plang. Operators will not fikely dz‘*ii feonstruet projects untll & water ‘z‘iézﬁsxf—”mfsfﬁz‘;{
plan can be firmed up, This policy/rule will likely have a negative sifect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin,

& BN industry is already carrying = sizable regylatory vpden, Furt
regulation puts further production at ;Eops.:‘dJ If further producnow ah volopraent
is in jeopardy economic impaocts axe lkely to follow.

#  Water management decisions need to be lefl to responsible landowners an
operaiors. Lon’! take awav use of vaservoirs {which weay not be m;sah%ﬂ
containing the 5O year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water
management o0l

rosiilting
&E3 *ﬁa..s.ga_’}%}

Thank vou for the aggs:éumty to comment on this ruls, Again, please regisier 2y
opposition to making this arule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307 682 1375
i yow have any questions regarding myv vpinion. love Wyorming and do not want to Jose

r my ability to make 3 Hving in this wonderfu! stare!
A Sincerely,

Grogs (3. Putman
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VIA TACSIMILE
Kebruary 14, 2007

Me. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wryoming Environmental Quality Council
127 W, 25th Bt

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheverme, WY 82002

Fax ~ 307-777-6134

RE: DEQ’s Propoged Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,
Desr Mir. Gordon,

I am an Adoainigtrative Specialist working in the Safety Depsrtruent for
Pemaco/Marathon Ol Company in Gillette, WY, I grew up in Wyoming and reoved
back 1o the state after losing my job in Denver in Jume 2004, 1 mwved back here becauss
i love living here and was tired of big cify living.

I would like to make the following points about this rule:
s If n rancher wants water to flow down his draivage, he may be prohibited 1o do so
e f WYDEQ arbiarily sets SAR and EC limits that CEM produced water cannot

5( * meet.

A The section on “Nawurally Trripated Lands™ would allow & sipgle landowser or

even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for

wildlife and Hvestock.

& Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not tvpically
roeet the defanlt limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 mis/Policy.

« This policy/rulc has the offect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Enginesr
amd appropriated water tights,

@ The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested 1o WYDEQ that it consider
water qualify standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyorming as the study makes use of soils similar w that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used, DEQ should
bead the advice of the WWARB.

= This Rulo/Policy places the Operator in a position where oxisting water
smnageincnl plars aud sleustures such as reservolts are mads obsolete, esuliiog
in substaniial costs to replace, possibly mzking fields vmeconomical.

+  Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/consiruct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Rasin.

%




Thank you for the opportunity to comment on thic rule. Agaln, please register my
' upposition o waking this a rule or policy.

Sincerely,
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February 14,2007 o
f FILED
Mr. Matk Gordon, Chairman e o
Wyoming Fnvironmental Quality Council FEB 14 2y
%Izésgﬂfrs gc?;, Room 1714 E{Eg;g nfﬁeior enzon, Director
Cheyenne, WY 82002 ental Qualty Councy

Fax —307-777-6134

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

Denr Mr. Gordon,

1 am a Mining Enginecr working ss a Project Manager for Peanaco/Marathon Qil
Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyoming for the past 11 years after seeking
refuge from an overcrowded Colorado. The first five of those years I spent self employed
after starting a small retail business in Buffalo, WY During this time of self employment,
life was extremely difficult due to scraping a living in a poor economy. 1 was forced to
liquidate my business and relocate to Gillette where jobs could be found. After working
five years with a small Civil Engineering fivm, I was hired into my present job where for
the first tirne since moving to Wyoming, I am fairly compensated. My wite of 28 years
and two daughters have made these adjustments as well. All three have been assimilated
into the community with work, school and church, We all do weekly volunteer work,

Although the following opposition statement has been reported by others, I fully agree
with its contents and believe that the passing of this ruling will huve a negative affect not
only CBM operators, but ranchers, wildiife and the public in general.

B N T

I oppuse the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Scetion 20,

» Ioppose any rutemaking that reduces or climinates the ability for coalhed
produced water to-be discharged and thus bencficially wsed.
Water has to be in the stream and constantly available t rancliers, livestock and
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.
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¥ would also like to make the following points about this rule;

¢ Appendix H will eliininate a souree of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlifs uscs
Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Pulicy does not proteet existing
vses of CBM produced waters.
If & rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
I WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot

meel
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The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands™ would allow a single landowner or
even & thizd party w deprive landowners from beneficial use nf water suitable for

wildlite and livestock.
Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during sturms does not typically
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.
This policy/rule has the effact of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights.
The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on (e Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils simylar fo that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.
This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
wanagement plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial vosts to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.
Operators recognize water manageinent is a critical path to their development
plans, Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a neyative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.
CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy ecouomic impacts ave likely to follow.
Water management decisions need to bo left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which mnay not be capable of
containing the 50 vear/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water

management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Please register my opposition to
making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-685-5078 if you have
any questions regarding my opinion. I have appreciated hving in the beautifinl state of
Wyoming and desire to see it preserved for countless gencrations to follow.

Project Manager
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VIA TACSIMILL

Febratry 14, 2007 FILED

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FEBE T WY

Wyatning Environmental Quality Council

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director

122 W. 25¢h §t. e
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 Environmental Quality Councl
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax -~ 307-777-6134

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

Dear Mr. Gordon,

1 am currently working as a I'roject Manager for Dennaco/Marathon Oil Company in
Gilletle, WY. I jusi moved (o Wyoming aller 8+ years wilh Marathon. Ihave been
vacationing in Wyoming since I was 9 years old and have family that visits every year.
Living in Wyoming is a dream cote true for my wife and me. My family has been in the
drilling business for almost 30 yeats in PA, and I finally reached my goal of being in the
same business. ]have a mortgage, 2 vehicles, a camper for vacationing in this beautiful
state, and a wife that will be working in the Campbell County Schoel System. T also have
grandparents that are very active in the Churches and family counseling in Casper. They
also do home study scssions in Caspor and Cody.

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
s I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus heneficially used.
o ‘Water hag to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and
wildlife if it is to be benefictally re-used.

I'would also like to make the following points about this rule:

o Appendizx H will elinsinate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Ukse Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

s Il'a rancher wants water to fow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
I WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limndrs that CBM produced water cannot
meet.

s The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands™ would allow a single Iandowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and Hvestock.

s Natural reinwater flowing down the draineges during storms does not typically
meot the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

B
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«  This policy/rule has the effect of Lirniting the jurisdiciion of the State Engincer
and appropriated water rights,

s The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggssted to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study, This study is more
appropriate for vse in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils simtlar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study eurrently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.

s This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position whore vxistiog water
managernent plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolets, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fislds uneconomical.

s Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will hkely have a negative effect an
future developmont of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

*  (BNG industry is already carrying 4 sizable regulatoty busden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

«  Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) ag a viahle water
management fool.

‘Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule, Again, plouse 1egister my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-685-5065
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to
lose my abili iving in this wonderful state!

Brian Boyer, PM‘/Geologist
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Lirecior

Councl

P€y Box 15386 — 1088 Roberison Circle « Gillette, WY E2718 » Tel: JET-0H2-2H63 Fuw: 3074829977
E-ntail o nfonisprocess.com

January 29, 2007

Bill Dirtenzo

Wyoming Scpmm:mz of Bavironmental Quality - Water Quality Diviston
122 w. 25" &t

Herschler Bldg., 4% Ploor West

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax: 3D7.777-5973

#E: Comuments pertaining o the proposed Chapier 1. Section 20, Appondix H o Ag Use
Protection Policy

To: The Chairman of the WEQC,

Northland Industeial Specialties, T.LC would like to take this opportunity fo comment on and
gxpress our opposition I regards i the propused Chapter 1, Section 26, Appendix H§ - Ag Use
Protection Policy Rudermaking Decision.

It is owr understanding that Appendix H would elinvinate a source of water neoded by ranchers
and will negatively affeet livestock and wildlife uses due o the overly siringent critoria that
would be cnforced for CBM produced water discmrgg We are firm beliovers in proper
responsibility and management of produced water dovelopment, however o place oxcessive
regpulation for such permitting scoms damaging ro our sconomy and rights as landowners, 1he
relationship between UBM producers and landowners should be Ieft in place o manage the
produced water discharge and use. These are the ones affected by the policy and thus should be
allowed the vight to manage as best seen fit,

The limits that are bemg set for SAR and EU seem to be unaftaingble as natoral rainwater nungff
does mo typically meel the defauit Hmits spelled out W the policy. The Waler and Waste
Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it congider water quality stmdurds based on Bridgey,
Montana Study. This study would seem Lo be more appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study
makes use of soils similer in owr state, rather than the Culifomiu study current iw heing used

What scts the precedence for a 50 year/24 hour flood cvent and why is this the criteria for
management of the landowners” reservolrs? Why not g 5 vear ovont or a 1 yoar svent? It would

seom that if thers was such an ovent there may not be many places that could contain what
%Gi*@uxﬁaﬁ.“\rﬁ could do,

Assuming that this m?;w were 10 advance o the point of becoming a Rule of 5"”?'}?{{}“ Whao

would be responsible For the compensation of the lasdowners who would be n

e
i
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by the {oss of water used for teigation, and lvestock, Would it be the State? Thus the lax DAYLTS
(individual and business)?

While it is understood that there have been solated problems with some land owners/ranchors,
there is & vast majority that have benefiled from the use of the CBM discharged wator for
irrigation, livestock and wildlife drinking water in locations that had little or none due to current
weather conditions.

In summary we oppose the proposed Appendix H Rulemaking decision. We thank vou for the

¥ 1 { Y g baS
opportuniity to comment on the ruling and respectfully ask that our commiconts be submitted info
the records,

Sincerely,

TR Y
TR ol
Richard T. Brinkerholt a-éf\i
{eneral Manager o
Northland Industrial Speci&iﬁs&i_ﬂgiﬂ
Tel: 307-682-0263
Fax: 307-682-0977

T,
f

Brain M. Norstegaard
Field Construction Supervisor / Owner
Northland Industrial Specialtics, LLC

Cer NIS, LLC Owners
NPS, LLC
Ridge Runmners Trvestraents, 11O
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VIA FACSIMILE

February 14, 2007 ¥ 7 ? :
FILED

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chatrman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council CER 6 7007

122 W, 25th St e

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 Terri A. Lorenzon, Director

Cheycnpe, WY 82002 Environmental Quality Counat

Fax — 307-777-6134

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

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am a Production Supervisor working Water Management issues for Pennaco/Marathon
Oil Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyoming for the past 7 years, ] have 4
mortgage, 2 vehicles, 1 child in the Campbcll County School System. I will have a my
daughter enrolied in school next year.

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H) ,
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
e Ioppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed ’
produccd water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
e ‘Water has 1o be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and
wildlifé if it is 1o be beneficially re~used.

a N e

I would also like to make the following points about this rule:

« Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect ivestock and wildlife uses

* Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Uee Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

s If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEKQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced waler cannot
meet.

+ The section on “Natueally Irrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from heneficial use of water suitable for
wildlifo and Hvestock.

» Natural raiowater flowing down the drainages during storma does not typically
meet the default imits spelled out in the Drafl Section 20 rule/Policy.

¢ This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights,

» The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in

AR AR AN A N St

R o R TR

5.
;
g
i
IS
3
1
E
!,
o
£
£
2
4ol
Fasa




AT '3

FEB. 14,2007 7:50PM MARATHON OIL GILL 13076827671 NO. G168 P

Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWADB,

« This Rule/Policy places the Operaloy n a position where existing water
managemendt plans and structures such as reservuirs are made obsolcte, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

» Operators recognize water management is a eritical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Rasin.

s CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

s Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators, Don’t take away nse of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all prodnced water) as a viable water

managernent (ool

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please registor my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-0013
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. Ilove Wyoming and do not want to

lose my ability to make a living in this wonderful state!

Sincersly,

SLErA—

Paul B. Beacham

AN e
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VIA FACSIMILE Fl LE i

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman forrt A LOTENZAT, Bﬁfgﬁ'gm
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council =avironmental Cuafity VC
122 W. 25th St -

Herschier Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax —307-777-6134

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

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am a Self employed Field Manager in the methane fields. I have lived in Gillette, Wy
for the past 26 years. I have raised 4 children and have 1 still in elementary school. I
attend church at Trinity Lutheran Our family is involved in many community functions.
Y oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,

e I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed ;

produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.

e Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and ;
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

I would also like to make the following points about this rule;

» Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

o Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters,

o Ifa rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to da so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet,

» The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for b
wildlife and livestock.

s Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

« This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights.

¢ The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWADB.
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* This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

& Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

+ CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

» Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs {which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water
management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-9612
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. Ilove Wyoming and do not want to lose
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state!

Sincerely,

R&B Enterprise

PN

Randy Elliott Owner/QOperator
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&

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122°W. 25th St

Herschler Bidg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax - 307-777-6134

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

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am a pumper in the methane field I have lived in Gillette for 9 years.
X oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s propesed Rule (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
e 1 oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
e  Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

I would also like to make the following points about this rule:

* Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect fivestock and wildlife uses

e Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

s Ifarancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet.

» The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and livestock.

« WNatural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically
meet the default limits spefled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

s This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights,

¢ The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montans Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.

JWS-CBM 307-682-1834 e.

Tewi A. Loremzon, Direcior
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¢ This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

* Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

+ CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further productior/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow,

+ Water management decisions need to be lefi to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water

management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-689-1212

if you have any questions regarding my opinion. 1love Wyoming and do not want to lose
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state!

Sincerely,
Robert E. Avery
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February 14, 2007 CER 14 2007
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman Terri A, Lorenzon, Director
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Environmental Quality Counclt
122 W. 25th St

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax —30/-771-6134

RE: DE(’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I am an Administrulive Assistant working for Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in.
Gillette, WY. Imoved to Wyoming in 1989 with niy two daughters. I have enjoyed my
time in Wyoming and now have grandehildren who also live here.

I have received the following information from our water management group and
sincerely hope the correct decision is made regarding this issue. Many people benefit
from and make their daily living from the CBM business.

Oppose the Departwent of Environmental Quality’s propesed Rule (Appendix H) or
Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
s  Oppose any rulernaking that reduces or eliminales the ability for coalbed
produced water t0 be discharged and thus beneficially used.
¢ Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and
wildlife if it i to be beneficially re-used.

AN AT BN

Note the following points about this rule:

e Appendix H will chuinate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect exisdng
uses of CBM produced waters.

« Jf a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water canoot
Heset.

» The section on “Waturally Irrigated Lands™ would allow a singlc landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for 1
wildlife and livestock. :

& Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during stotms does not typically
meet the default limits spelled ont in the Draft Section 20 nde/Policy.

» This policy/rule has the offect of imiting the jurisdiction of the State Enginger
and appropriated water rights.
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¢ The Water and Waste Advisoty Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridgor Montama Study. Thig study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the siudy makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, ratber than the California study currently beiny used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB,

» This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replaoe, possibly making fields uneconomical.

* Operators recognize water magagement is a critical path to their development
plans, Operators will not likely drill/construct projects votil a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negutive offcct on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin,

+ CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
rogulation puts further production at jeopardy. I further production/ development
is it jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

s Water management decisions need to be Ieft & responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 bour event and all produced water) as u viable water

management oo},

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307.685.5088

_ ifyou have any qucstions regarding my opinion. [love Wyoming and do not want g lose
iy ability Yo make a Iiving in this wonderfid state!

Sincerely,
. o =
::i z % tho S W

Vicki Dutterficld i
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Mr. Mark Gordon F 5, bz g:é E
Wyoming Environmental Guatity Cotncil
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Bullding, Room 1714 FEB 1y o007
Cheyenne, WY 82002 )

Teri A. Lorenzon, Director
FAX: 307-777-6134 Environmental Cuality Councll

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

Mr. Mark Gordan,

1 am writing 1o provide comments opposing the proposed rule change(s) with respect to Section
20, Chaprer 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and Regufations. It is clear that the proposed
changes will do little more than harm the Slale of Wyoming on multiple levels. Simple cow calf
ranching operations will filerally diy up and blow away, 4s such minute elements as windmill or
water well operated stock tanks witl no longer be permissible means to water livestock. Their
wverfluwing discharges will not mest the proposed standards. Furthermore, similar instances
whare the overflow fills and associated reservoir will no longer be parmissible either. This state
has been in a prolonged period of drought and were it not for CBM discharge water, many small
ranching operations would have alrcady gone under.

J The Powder River Basin Resource Council is trying to stop CBM develapment and in turn ruin the
{ ability of the Wyoming farm and ranch community to raise and care for their eraps and livestock
operations. In ona motion, the PRBRC stands to kill both industry and agriculture all together.
For toa long the voice of a vocal minority has been dictating the actions of the gilent majority.
The views of the petitioners dre-not the viess of the people of Wyoming who choose to make it
their home. I am one of many University of Wyoming graduates (I personally have a Master’s
Degree in Frvirnmeantal Economics) who want to remairs in their home state and invest their
productive lives into making it their home, I make a good income, pay all of my bills on time,
and 1 pay my taxes. How do the petitioners expect the economy of Wyoming to remain intact if
their proposed rule changes get adopted? Are they going to make up the fiscal difference out of
their own pockets? You and I both know the answer to that.

The water produced from CBM benefits. botly the agricultural industry and the Wyoming wildlife.
Water Is put to good use as stock and wildiife water and trrigation. The science is in place

allowing land application of this water with. proper oversight and management. The soils are :
treated and enhanced and life goes on. Wildlife and livestock have flourished in the presence of
CBM produced water. You can even discuss this with the BLM wildlife bislogists if you like. ‘

R A
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Thanks for your consideration on this matter.

Sincerely,

i1 Gates -~ Lifelong Wyoming resident
J 1 Hatchery Rd.
Story, WY 82842
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February 14", 2007

Siacy Koloski
2.0, Box 3385
Gillette, WY 82717

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chatrman

Wyoming Fovironmental Quality Coumned]
122 W. 25" st

Herschler Blde, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax - 30777176134

Mr, Bill DiRienzo

Wyoming Department of Bnviromnsntal Qualicy
Water Quality Division

Hersehler Building, 4% Floor West

122 West 257 8¢,

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002

2%

RE: Policy/Rulermaking on Chapter 1, Section 20 — “Ag Use Protection Policy
Dear Mr. Gordon,

Thank you for the opportunity to corunent on this issue. I am oppused o Appendix H
because I feel it would eliminate the use of » very important water resource. This
existing Policy and proposed Rulemaking (if passed) has the potential of affecting current
digcharges already in use as well as future discharges. Existing reservoirs will he
affected and may have to be abandoned and construction of new reservoirs or facilities
will cause unnecessary disturbance. I personally do not see how thiy would beuefit
landowners in any way, shape or form. [ feej that it should be up o private property
landowners to cstablish water management plans that are aceeptable and useful with their
CBM Bervice providers to meet thelr individual sieeds. Passing this Policy/Eule wonid
deny landovwners that opportunity and their right to choose the flow needed for good
livestock and wildlife water. Containment of the 50 year event will require ither pits or
partially filled reservoirs and neither of these would benefit landowners, wildlife or
itvestock either. Landowpers will lose their right of choice.  The majority of the CBM
wells in the basin have a stock water appropriation, filed with the State Engineer,
associated with when. This rule infringes upon that right.

The limits proposed have been currenily based on California studies and not the mors
appropriate Bridger study and it seems odd to me that even natural water flowing in the
hagin would not meot these defuult Emits.
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This rule will not solve any problems, but will create new ones. If this js passed, it will
Jeny private property landowners the ability to make decisions concerning their own land
and it will eliminate a valuable resource that should be available to them.

Thank you for youy thne,

Regards,

LS
Stacy Koloski

( 2
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( February 14, 2007

Todd Merchen
£410 Hudson Ave,

Gillette, Wyoming 82718
38?‘«6%«06‘3’,&?% v e

¥

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council
122 W, 25% St

Herschler Bldg, Room 1714

Chevenne, WY 82002

Re:  Proposed Section 20, Appendix H — Agricultural Use Protection
M, Gordon:

1 previously contacted you about Citizen Petition for Rulemaking — Powder River Basin
Resource Couneil et al- WQD Chapter 2. That letter was dated January 26, 2007, Asl
stated in that letter, | Hve with my family in Gillette, Wyoming and am employed as a
registered professional engineer and registered professional geologist by Lowham
Engineering LLC. Gillette is our home and where we want to stay. My employment in
the CBM indusiry is critical to supporting my family. The CBM industry is also oritical
o sustaining this commnunity,

Last night T attended a meeting of concerned citizens about the proposed Section 20,
Appendix H — Agricultural Use Protection rule making. 1 sat with several ranchers who
depend on the CBM water to sustain their operation. These are folks | have worked with
in the development of the gas and water resource and have become friends with, As T
discussed in my previous letter, they are receiving a substantial benefit from these waters.

The rule, or fear of its implementation, has already impacted our business and has
stymied dovelopment of one of our nation’s ¢ritical natural resources.

Thers appears o be no scientific basis for the establishment of the 50 year event
throughout the Powder River Basin as the controlling storm event to protect “Naiarally
irrigated Lands”. If is a lazy way, and deceptive way, of trying to crippie the indusury.
Some natural land use has been impacted because of irresponsible development,
however, these impacts are localized and not basin wide. These should be addressed
individually and not by a blanket rule that injures so many.

Please carefully consider this Ag Use Protection rule, it is too general, without scientific
basis, and will likely injure many landowners in the guise of protecting a few.

Respectfully,

Todd Merchen PE, PG




Feb 14 07 03:08p JWS-CBM 307-682-1834 p-1

r
ox e e
VIA FACSIMILE FILE Ii
February 14, 2007 FEB 14 oy
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman Terri A, Lorenzen Director
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Environmental Cualty Counct

122 W, 25th 8t.

Herschier Bldg., Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax - 307-777-6134

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.
Dear Mr, Gordon,

I am a pumper in the methane fields I have lived in Gillette all my life. I have been in this

line of work for 5 years.

X oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule (Appendix H)

or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,

e I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
) s Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and

wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.
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I would also ike to make the following points about this rule:

. Appendxx H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

¢ If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so
if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet.

s The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow a single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and fivestock.

e Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy.

s This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer
and appropriated water rights.

e The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.
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+ This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical.

* Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management
plan can be firmed up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin.

e CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow.

» Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and
operators. Don’t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water

management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-299-4009
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. Ilove Wyoming and do not want to lose
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state!

Sincerely,
Tanya Elliott
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February 14, 2007 %:;?f

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality
Water Quality Division — Attention Bill Dirienzo

Herschler Building, 4% Floor West Teert A Lorenzos
122 W. 25° 8t. Environmeania

Cheyenne, WY 82002
Re:  Proposed Section 20, Appendix H — Agricultural Use Protection
Dear Mr. Dirienzo:

After attending last nights CBM meeting regarding the Ag Use Protection Policy we felt
compelled to write a letter.

First, we were very disappointed to hear and read the letter from a rancher whose name
was put on this petition without her knowledge. That puts the petition on shaky ground
for us.

Secondly 1o hear that the water being discharged would have higher water quality thea
the water we dripk {if this rule passes) was astonishing. This leads us to believe that the
citizen’s petition was introduced to not just improve the water quality, but to stop the
discharging of water. It very well would if this rule is passed as it would be very hard for
the water 1o meet these new expectations.

Lastly, 1o hear a landowner speak about how this rule would affect him (when this is
supposed to protect him) was what sealed the deal. Taking the discharge water away is
not going to do any good for most landowners. When we see landowners that are againgt
this cause that is supposed 1o protect them, we see the real truth of the matter.

‘When vou see the papers upon papers that CBM companies already go through to get
permits etc... You see that they are doing everything in their power to keep the land,
vegetation, wildlife, and water in the very best shape it can possibly be. There is no
reason (o add ancther rule that wonld end up taking away a very tmportant resource o
most landowners which in turn would make the rest of the land suffer,

Sincerely,

COT

David Tate
"{aies ?Btmiﬁmn
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February 14, 2007
TTDN-MOC/GEN-07-113(X)

FILEp

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FEp 4 900

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council - R

122 W. 25th §t. sl A Lorenzon
=TVIRONmena; » Wiractor

Herachier Bidg., Room 1714
Cheyenne, WY 82002
Fax - 307-777-8134

¢ Quaity Councy

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

Dear Mr. Gordon:

| am a Professional Engineer working on water management solutions for several CBM
operators in the Powder River Basin. | am a registered Geologist and Engineer in the state of
Wyoming and have worked in the energy industry for over 25 years. | believe that the Coal Bed
Methane industry is goad for Wyoming and the land owners and ranchers of the state.

(" ¢ [ am opposed to the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H)

{ regarding Chapter 1, Section 20.

» | oppose state rulemaking that reduces the ability to use CBM produced water for
beneficial use.

+ Such uscs of CBM water include livestock and wildlife watering and crop irrigation which
have proven to be beneficial to the state.

| would also like to make the following points about this rule.

¢ Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will negatively
affect livestock and wildlife watering.

* If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so if
WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that cannot be meet.

e The section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands” would aliow a single landowner or even a third
parly to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife and
livestock.

« Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not always meet the
defauilt limitz spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rula/Policy.

» This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the Statc Engineer and
appropriated water rights.

= The Water and Waate Advisory Board has suggesied that WYDEQ consider waler
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study which is mure appropriate to the
atate of Wyoming than the California study currently used. The Califarnia soll model Is
not representative of Wyoming soil and does ol produce representative results.

« This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water management
plans and sliuctwres such as reservoirs are made obsolete, which will result in
substantial costs to replace making many CBM fields uneconomical.
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¢ Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development plans.
Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a viable water managemsnt plan can
be developed. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on future development of
CBM resources in the Powder River Basin.

* The CBM industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory and financial burden. These
proposed rules will put future production at jeopardy and will tikely have an economic

impact to the state.
v  Water mianagement decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and operators.

Thark you for the opportunity t0 comment on this rule. Again, please register my opposition to
making this a rule or policy. Please feel free 1o contact me at 303-980-3544 with questions or

comments.
Sincerely,
Tetra Tech
ith S. Davg:on PG, PE
Principal Engineer
Kbl
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Brennan Engineering & Instrumentation

February 14, 2007

David D. Brennan F I Es .E E

Brennan Engineering and Instrumentation

5700 Antelope Valley St FEB 14 2y
Gillette, WY 82718 Terri A. Lorenzon Di
Phone: 307-685-2987 Environmenal ngﬁty or
Mark Gordon

Chairman

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council

122 West 25™ Street

Herschler Bldg, Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Re: Opposition to Chapter 1, Section 20, Appendix H of the “Ag Use
Protection Policy”

Dear Mr. Gordon

Please do not let Chapter 1, Section 20, Appendix H of the “Ag Use
Protection Policy” pass your approval. The CBM industry has been working
hard to comply with all the rules and policies set by WYEQC and the
WYDEQ. This policy not only puts tighter restrictions on CBM water
discharges but it also effects the rights of ranchers and landowners from
discharging water on their own property. Please do not let this policy
become a rule. We think that it should be up to the DEQ’s discretion and let
each decision be site specific.

Sincerely,

David Brennan
BEI

T
£
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February 14, 2007

Wir. Mark Gordon, Chalrman

Wyoming Enavironmental Quality Council
122 W, 25t S

Herschier Bldg., Room 1714

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Fax — 3077776134

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

Diear Mr, Gerdan,

I appose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rule {Appendix H}
or Pelicy regarding Chapter 1, Bection 20.
e Ioppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficlally used.
s Water has to be in the stream and congstantly availahle to ranchers, lvestock and
wildlife 1€ it is to be benefioially re-nsed.

1 would also Ike to make the ollowing points about this rule:

e Appendix H will sliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect Hvestock and wildlife uses

e Chapter !, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced watesrs.

s Haranchor wants water to flow down his droinage, he may be prohibited to do so
HWYDEQ adbitiacdy sets BAR and BC limits that CBM produced water cannot
meet

# The section on *Naturally Irrigated Lands” would allow 2 single landowner or
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for
wildlife and Hvestock.

« Natoral rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does nov fypieally
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Seotion 20 rule/Policy.

« This policy/rule has the effct of limiting the jurisdicton of the Sule Bogineor
and appropriated water rights.

e The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider
water quality standards based on the Brideer Montana Study, This study is moze
appropriate for nse in Wynming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ ghould
hesd the advice of the WWAR.




» This Rule/Policy places the Opuratos in a position where oxisting water
mmgement plans and struciures such as reservoirs ave made obsolete, resuliing
in substantisl costs to replace, possibly makmg ficlds uneconomical.

® Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects unfil & water management
plan can be firmeed up. This policy/mie will likely have a negative effect on
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Bagin,

®  CBNG indusiey is already carrying a sizable regulatory burdon. Purther
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. I furthier production/ development
is In jeopardy econonmic impacts are likely to follow.

s Water management decisions need to be left fo responsible landovwmers ad
operators. Don't fake away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water
managemont tool.

Thank you for the opportunity fo comment on (his rule. Again, please register my
opposition to making this a rule or policy.

Smcexﬁiy

% il .

i Tumlingson
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Mir, Mark Gordon, Chalrman
Wyoming Environmental Quality Counail

122 W, 25th 81
Herschler Ride, Room 1714
Chevenne, WY §2002

Fax - 307-777-6134

RE: Citizen Peiition for Rulemaking-Fowder River Basin Resource Counci] etal-
Revised Version-WQD Chapter 2

Dear Mr. Gordon,

I work fur Penpaco/Marathon Oll Company in Gillette, WY, Isuporvise completion
work on newly drilled wells, T have worked in the oil & gas industry for 34 years. |
maoved back fo Gillette, atier an absence of 7 vears, from Texas 1o be a part of coal bed
natural gas development. [ have reseffled here with a mortgage, 2 autos, and other
financial responsibilities

I oppose the Citizen Petition for Rulemaking —~ Powder River Baosin Resowree
Council et al ~ WQD chapter 2.
# 1 oppose any rilemaking that reduces or elindnetes e ability for coalbed
produced water 1o be discharged and thus bensficially used.
e Water has 1o be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, lvestock an
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used,

Iwould alzo like to make the following points about this rule:

®  Ifthis rule is pussed, o any form, the Snancial ramifications to mes, my fam §§v
my feliow employees and my company will be devastaling, Tu sddition, 1
of tax revenue to the county and state from the %femt’:fidmm reduction in Coal Bed
Natural Gas moénc‘imn will change Wvoming’s revenue nicture from having a
Surplus to a deficit,

* John Wagner, Administrator of the DEQY ¢ Water (Quality Division, has writt
the EQC with his understanding of the effects of the meoposed rule, Mr. 9 >
staied the role will have the effect of prohbiting most, nor ol CBM produced
water discharses,

# [ oppose any rule that would set siricter standards for Powder River CBM
produced water than the existing WYPDES standards for Conventional (4] and

(rag Operations. The concent of 4 standard is selfexplanatory. . it should be
applied over the entire state. Tha Powder and Tongue Rivers are pot any ifferent
from the Wind/Big Homn or Shoshone tivers. This rule i bound to be strock
down as arbitrary and capricious upon sppeal.



Fed

s Tiis well understood by the Pennaco and other CBNC operators in the basin that
problems with CBM water on some individuals” propetties might exisl. Thave
personally dealt with many of these individuals. . in my opinion, thelr view of
rights they are owed is skewed beyond all reagonablensss. There are many
aptions available for conflict resolutions that are not being pursued by the
petitioners. Changing water quality rmzles is not & fix for those issues. In pearly
overy cese an engineered solution has been offered to the petitionars. The
petitioners scom opposed to anything but & Hght,

¢ ‘[he Altorney General’s office has repsatedly cautivued e BEQC aga

petition and the rule it proposes. The EQU would be wise (o heed their atiomney s
advice. Again, upon appeal this rule will be struck down ag arbitrary and

eaprisgicus,
Thank vou for the apportunity tn comment on this rule. Again, pleass register my

opposition to making this a ruls or poliey.

Please feel free to contact e at 307-660-4670 of you have any guestionis regarding my
opinion. | was born and reared in Wyoming and do not went {¢ Jose oy ability o makc s
Living in this wonderful statel

Sincerely,

# 77 '
/7 /4/ / f -
\M ’ o’é—p«‘-w /ﬁ»{ .
Charles H Haskins Jr,
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February 14, 2007
Via Facsimile (307-777-6134) and regular Maﬂ

Mr. Bill DiRienzo F I L E E

Water Quality Division

Wyoming Dcpartment of Envirotmental Quality EEB 14 9007
Herschier szl‘ldmg, 4% Floor West

122 West 25™ Street “Teri A Lorenzon, Director
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 Environmental Quality Council

Re: Proposed Section 20, Agricultural Use Protection Policy

Dear Mr. DiRienzo

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

Please use the recommendations from Mr. Harvey's (KC Harvey, LLC) study in the
process of decision making for establishing the EC and SAR default limits for end of pipe
water quality. Overly restrictive water quality limits have the potential of causing current
discharges and future discharges of water to no longer be available for providing water to ,
livestock, wildlife, and for immigation without additional treatment. The water that is being

é : ' pumped io the surface from the coal is of better quality in many instances then the water

‘L that has been used in the past prior to coal bed natural gas development and the idea of
having to possibly treat to meet overly restrictive regulations is a waste of additional
resources.

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

Water Advisory Board in your decision making.

Ty

The proposed rule seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use for the
water and want to continue there right to do so. As proposed Appendix H will interfere
with the livelihoods of many land owners who currently rely on the produced water to
enhance ranching operatiops. The proposed idea of building reservoir sites in the
drainages that will contain a 50 yr/ 24 hr precipitation event and the produced water is
just not reasonable. Many of the areas that land owners would prefer operators build
reservoirs would be climinated as an option because of this rule. The property owners
ability to manage the water resource and grazing of there pastures would be significantly
impacted by this rule. Please keep in mind the operators and property owners need water
management tools they can work with to compliment each other, and this proposed rule is

not that tool.
Thatk you for the opportunity to c Mﬂt

Sincerely, g (/ J é f 5

o T A Y A SR S 8

BTV

§
!
7
{
f
!
i
14
[
¢
<
4




02/14/2007 WED 17:00 FAX _

A g
ATTN: Mr. Murk Gordon F E Ez E E

Wyoming Environmontal Quality Council

122 West 25th Street, Hersehler Building, Room 1714 CER T 4 o7
Cheyenne, WY 82002 FEB 14 2007
FAX: 307-777-6134 Terri A. Lorenzon, Director

Environmental Quaiity Coungi

RE: Proposed Scction 20

Fant opposed to the proposad seetion 20 1ule chatges bovause it will cause great harm to
the cconomy of the State of Wyoming, It will decrease carcor opportunities as well hae
have a long term effect on other jobs, such as real estate, that are not directly related o
coal bed methane development.

The proposed scetion 20 woukdn®t aflow ranchers to use reservoirs they akread y have
permitted (o feed livestoel. B will have a negative effeet on their fivelihood as well as
cause major price ingreases in the cattle markel as decreasing waicr supply would algo
decreuse hiord size. Many tachiers were abie to continue production without having to
file bankruptey duc to the positive ¢ffuetz of coal bed methane development.

Qverall, proposed section 20 is extremely cost incfficient, It would hinder the ccononty,
incresse bunkrupley [ings-and lower the average neoic rate of Wyomingites,

Beat chm‘d 3,

Tucker 1. Smiith
sheridan, Wyoning

@oo1/001
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Mr. Mark Gordon £z E Mi

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council Fep g,

122 West 25th Street, Herschier Building, Room 1714 ?e " L4 oy

ehevenne, v sanoz Eﬂii’ftfgnn{e%? 200, D

FAX: 307-777-6134 & Quatiy, CDZ gg ,;

RE: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Guality Rules and
Ragulations

Mr, Mark Gordan,

I am writing tor provide comments oepposing the proposed rule change(s) with respecl to Section
20, Chapter 1 Wyaming Water Quality Rules and Regulations. It is clear that the pruposed
changas would be damaging to Wyoming and the majority of its residents, Ranchers would lose
the ahility to beneficially use CBM produced water for anything simply at the demand of some
resnnstream landowner who perceived that it might damage his fand. The head of DCQ has
stated that virtually all discharges of CBM water wouldt not be able to be permitted under the

proposed limits.
The Powder River Basin Resource Council is trying to stop CBM development. For too long the

voice of a vocal minority has been dictating the actions of the silent majority. The views of the

petitioners are not the views of the people of Wyoming who choose to make it their home. Iam
one of many fongtime Wyoming residents who wanl to remain here and invest their productive
lives into making it their home. rhe proposed changes would very likely.eliminata my job and the
jobs of thousands of other resigents who riake their living in the CBM industry.

As manager of operations for the cumpany I work for, I can tell you that if surface discharge of
CBM produced water Is not permilbed, we will fose approximately ninety percant of our

100mmcrd natural gas production.

Thank you for your consideration.

47 Upper Rﬁad
Sheridan, WY 82801
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February 14, 2007
FEB 14 o 7
Mr. Mark Gordon Tﬂm A Lo
Wyoming Envm)nmental Quality Council Enviror eN207, Diregtor
122 West 25" Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 Nt} Cu allty Counyg

Cheyenne, WY R2002
Dear Mr. Gordon:
For a multitude of reasons, [ am opposcd to the proposed section 20 rule changes:

1. This rule/policy would add further regulatory aud economic burdens to the CBM
industry which is already heavily burdened with regulatory requirements.

2. Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and have &
negative impact on livestock and wildlife needs.

3. Existing uses of CBM produced waters are not protected by this rule/policy.

4. Landowners seeking beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife and livestock
muy be doprived of the ability to use this water by a single landowner or third
party because of the section on “Naturally Irrigated Lands™.

5. Ranchers may be prohibited frow allowing watcr to flow down their drainage
systems if WY DEQ sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot

C 6. This rule/policy will financially devastate both ranchers and the CBM industy;
this devastation will directly translate to an overall decline in the prosperity of the
State.of Wyoming as a whole,

The complications created from this proposed “solution” will create problems far greater
than what the original “problem™ ever contained. If approved, this rale/policy will
immediately cause significant loss ainongst the general populace of Wyoming: loss of
jobs/livelihoods, loss of industry, loss of revenue, loss uf ranches, loss of livestock, loss
of wildlife, etc.

Ultimately, the addenda’s of a few individuals with “special interests™ should not be
permitted to adversely affect the needs of the many individuals who will be severely
impactcd by the approval of the proposed section 20 rule changes.

Thank you very much for your time and attontion.

Sincerely,

Jhbha' et

Debbie George
Sheridan, Wyoming
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February 14, 2007 . FE _éé E ﬁ
Wyomning Environmental Quality Council BB Y & WET

122 W. 25 8¢, FEE 14 200
ITexschler Bldg., Room 1714 h't’err% A. Lorenzon, Director
Cheyenne, WY. 82002 Environmenta! Quality Counci
Wyaming DEQ/ Water Quality Division .
122 W. 25 ¢,

Herschler Bldg,, 4th Floor West

Cheyennpe, WY. 82002

Diear Mr. Gordon & Mr. Dirienzo

I oppase the proposal put before you known as Chapter 1, 8ection 20 aka the “Ag

Use Protection Policy™. It seems to me the only protection this offers to Agricuiture
lands and the associated stewards 1s similar (¢ the protection at umbrella gives a

water thirsty salt cedar tree in the desert. Literally taking available water away from Ag
lands is unacceptable as we plod our way into the seventh year of a drought.

I, like most Powder River Basin area citizens do not envy your position. The position
you have been appointed to is a huge contentious responsibility. I only hope that you

- have the ability to weigh in on all points of view. I know you have heard economic
(’\ impacts, social impacts, agriculture impacts, etc... As a council the redundancy of the
comments must be almost numbing but pleass remember we are the silent majority.
We are the working class middle man who puts in the 40 to 80 hour wotk week and we
all just want fo go home and enjoy owr familics; not fight the battles, one at a time, that
help us assure we will have jobs at the end of your rulemaking decisions.

PRI

QRSN RS DR RN RSO AANRA KRR RAAS SES SIS

Thank you for suffering through yet one mare letter. The decisions befors you are not in
fact “Ag Use Protection Policy™ in reality it is “Ag Use Prevention™ of produccd water.

Happy Valentines Day,

Saunda Phillips
PO . Box 1103
Gillette, WY. 82717
307-660-3836

ect Govemnor Dave Freudenthal i
Senator John Hines 2
Senator Michael VonFlatern 2
Representative Sue Wallis
Representative Timothy Haillinan
Representative Totm Lubnau
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r VIA FACSIMILE
February 14, 2007

Mz, Mark Gordon, Chatrmman

Wyoming Brvironmental Quality Couneil
132 W, 25¢h 8t

Hexschlor Bldg., Room 1714

Chevetne, WY 82002

Fax ~ 307-777-6134

gw?@f‘%’? A, Lorenzon, Uirector
wrvironmenial Quakty Couned

RE: DEQ’s Proposed Rule/Policy {Appendix 1) regarding Chapter 1, Section 20,
Dear My, Gordon,

{ ars w Professional Geologist working Water Management issucs for Pomnace/Marathon
il Company in Giliette, WY, Thave lived o Wyoming fur the past 6 years. Thaves
mortgags, 3 vehicles, 3 children in the Campbell County School System, 1also have !
child who is a freshman at the University of Wyoning. Iam very sotive inomusic m the
area and I attend the Wesleyan Church in Gillette,

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed Rude (Appendix H)
or Policy regarding Chaptor 1, Section 20,
¢ I oppose any rulemaking (hat reduces or clisinates the ability for coalbed
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used.
#  Water has to be in the stream and constantly avaiiable to ranchers, livesiock snd
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used.

I would zlso like to make the following points abont this nile:

o Appendix H will elicsinate a sourco of water needed by ranchers and will
negatively affect vestock and wildlife uses

¢ Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing
uses of CBM produced waters.

e If avancher wanis water to flow down his drainage, he may be probibited to do so
I WYDEQ arbimarily sets SAR and BC Liife that ORM produced water cannot
meet,

e The seetion on “Naturelly Irtigated Lands™ would allow a single landownor of
even 3 third party 1o deprive landowners from beneficlal use ol waler suitable for
wildlife and livestock.

& Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does pot typically
meet the defanlf imits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 male/Policy,

¢ This policy/rule has the effect of Umiting the jurisdiction of the State Bnginesr
and appropriated water rights,

# The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested (o WYDEQ thet it consider
water guality standards based on the Bridger Montans Swdy. This smady is mors
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in
) Wyoming, rather than the Californis siudy currently being wsed, DEQ should
heed the advice of the WWAB.

s This Rule/Policy places the Operator in 2 position where exisfing water
management plens and structuzes such a8 reservoirs are made obsolets, resulting
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields wneconomical.

e Operators resognize water management is a oriticel path to their development
plags. Operators will not lkely drill/sonstruct projocts unfil & water mansgomont
plan can be firmed up. This policy/nde will Hkely have w uegative elledl on
fture development of CBNG resonrces in the Fowder River Basin,

o CBNG industry is already carrying & sizable regulatory burden, Further
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development
ig in jeopardy ecanomic izmpacts are lkely to follow.

= Water mansgoment decisions need to be loft to responeible landovwners and
vpmralors, Don’ take away use of roservoirs (which may not be capable of
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced waler) 4s ¢ visble waler
management tool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, plesse register my
apposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free 10 contact me at 307-660-0013
of you have any guestions regarding my opindon. L love Wyoming and do not want to
loso my ability to make g lving in this wonderful stete!

Sincerely,

Gregory AL Bmith, PG
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman FEB 14 207

Wyoming Envicommental Quality Conncil Terri A, Lo enzon, Direct
Ireptor

Herschler Bldg., Rm, 1714 Environ
Cheyenne, Wy. 82002 wonmental Quality Counci

Dear Mr. Gordon,

By way of introduction, my name is Daniel J. Kaufmann. T have been a resident of
Camphell County Wy. Since 1991. I have been a resident of Wy. Since 1975. T have been
involved in Gas and Oil exploration, production, monitoring, testing, and compliance
since that time. T am currently employed by Energy Laboratories Inc,, Gillette, and Wy.

T amm writing this letter in concerning the proposed regulatory changes involving Chapter
1, Section 20- Appendix H ** Ag Usc Protection Policy”. I won’t burden you with
comments concerning the importance of [nergy Production in Wy,

In a letter to John Corra, from DEQ Director from Bill DiRienzo WYPDES Manager,
Mr. DiRienzn states veminds ns that the Environmental Quality Aot eonraing definitiong
for “ credible data”,” pollution™ and other information for the purpose of designating the
uses of surface wawr and assessing the altainment of those designated uses. If Chapier 1,
Section 20 — Appendix H is implemented, the following may result:

s L. Elimination of a sourcc of water currently uscd beneficially by a large number of
ranchers. (This may affect Livestock as well ag Wildlife.)

2. Could change requirements for cxisting water management.

3. If the implementation of a requircment to build or maintain réservoirs capable of
containing a “ 50 year / 24 hour” flood event plus produced water, ranchers and
operators will not be able to logistically or economically comply.

4. If the implemontation of a requirement to build or maintain reservoirs capable of
containing a “ 50 year / 24 hour” flood event plus produced water, the natural
rainwatcr flowing down the drainages during storms would not typically meet the
default limits.

5. Ranchers and operators would losc a system currently used, which lets the
Rancher, and operators make watcr management decisions, in a tearmwork
approach. ( This system currently offers scveral options, soltions, etc. for both
parties )

AT

NN N N Y

1 appreciate the due diligence and work concerning ALL of Wyoming’s natural
resources. If 2 change occurs which takes decision making away from the landowner, will
everyone involved feel they have reached a fair decision?

T R N N 15,

Thanks For Your Consideration,
Damiel J. Kaufmann
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