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February 14. 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chairman 
Wyoming Enviromnental Quality Council 
122W.2~St. 
Herschler Bldg.J Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax:307-777-6134 
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U ... T\'D SURVEYING 

FILED 
FEB 1 ·% 20ff7 

Terri lt lorarri201l, rm-~ 
"Sn\i,,-~m/'ill:.e111lfil!1 rQ~i:.t:;f ~~1 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

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

Water management decisions need to be left to landowners and operators. Reservoirs 
need to remain a viable water management roof withnut be.ins required t.o contain. the 50 
year/ 24 hour flood event and all produced water. The CBM industry is already carrying 
a sizable regulat:oty burden. This n:tldpolicy would adtl fw:ther regulatory and economic 
burden. 

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

Stacy ...,.,....,,u.. ... 

2 Atro Blvd. 
Gillette, WY 82716 
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t-ebruary 14, 2007 FILED 
Mr. Mark Gordon FEB 1 ~ 2007 Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
Chairman 
122 W. 251n Street 
Herschler Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Terri A. Lorenzen, Director .. 
Environmental OuaHty Counc!! 

RE: Citizen Petition for Rulemaking - Ag Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

I am writing to voice my concern with the upcoming rulemaking and policy decisions rAIRting to 
Appendix H of section 20. Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Quality Rules ~nrl RP.gulilltinn 

This Policy would disallow the use of a large numhAr of A'l<i!::tlng and proposed reservoir 
locations in the Powder River Basin, and pl~c.A st th$tantial restrictions on how reservoirs can be 
used to contain produced water. FurthAr. these decisions propose to set water quality limits that 
CBM produced water f'.annnt mAat 

Reservoir$ containing CBNG produced water are benefiniAI to both thA surfElCI?. owner and 
wildlife in most situations. A wide variety of wildlife t".::tn ht=:1nAfit from the Eidditional water 
sources including small non..game spec:iAs. Att~r.harl with this FAX is a copy of the Northern 
Leopard Frog Monitoring (Year Two) report. prAparfl!ld by Thunderbird Jones & Stokes for J_M. 
Huber Corporation*s Cutrer DrRW Pon. a CBNG project in Campbell County. This five year 
survey was a condition of llipprnv~I by the BLM to monitor the potential project impacts to a SLM 
sensitive speciAs. Aft$r the second year of surveys, this cass study states that the data "may 
also sugg~~t th~t l'.'".ertain CBNG reseNoirs propady placed within the appropriate watershed 
r.oulci pMsibly have substantial benefits for several amphibian species and ths overall diversity 
nf :.\quatic wildlife". I present this to you so that you are aware of the extent that reservoirs 
c.ontainlng CBNG produced water are monitored. along with the encouraging rasulte in thie 
particular case. 

Flnally, I am greatly concerned that this rule making would halt CBNG development in the 
Powder River Basin. The negative result woutd be $b:199cring to the local and stEite economy, 
and is unjustified. 

Thank you for considering my ooncoma to thia policy. 

Sincerely 

cf:v.~ 
211 McKinney 
Buffalo, WY 82834 
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J.M. Rt.TBER CORPORATION 
CUTLER. DRAW PLAN-OF•DEVELOPMltNT 

NO.KTHKRN LWPAlW !<'ROG .MON1'I'01UNG 
(YEAR TWO) 

Prepared f0¥': 
J.M. Hubet Corporation 

P.O. Box 6850 
Sheridan; WY 82801 

Prepared by: 
WHUam Vetter 

Thunderbird - Jones & Stokes 
1901 Energy Court, Suire 113 

Gilleue,'W'Y 82718 
(307) 685-1313 

wvettet@jsauei.com 

30 November 2006 
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INTRODUCTION 

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

approximately 42 wells for extmction of fcdcnllly owned coal bed natural gas (CD.NO) 

underlying private and federal lands in northwest Campbell County. Wyoming. The Cutler 

Draw POD also includes the dischai:ge of giuum.lwatcr, a byproduct of gas exuaction, via 

pipelines into new and existing reservoirs in the area. The potential effects of discharged CBNG 

water to local wildlife populations are not yet fully understood, but the Powder River Basin Final 

EnvironmentaJ Impact St.ateme-nt (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 leopard frog (Rana pipiens) 

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

in particular. arc largely unknown . .Negative influences suui <t5 wa~r manugemem instability 

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

i.;uulJ:ibu~d i.u documented declines in Wyoming over the last two decades. The discharge of 

CBNG water may exacerhate tho~ conditions. Howe.Ver, habitat toss has also negatively 

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

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

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

the impacts of those nctivitios in the Powder River Basin. 

Northern leopard fro~s were documented at a single location within the Cutler Draw 

POD on 9 Sep~ml>t:r 2004, and the conditions of approval fur the project stipulate that a 

morritorine plan be implemented (starting in 200.'i) to ~valuate the pote.ntiaJ project impaci:$ on 

that species. ln accordance with that stJpu.lation, J.M. Huber contracted Thunderbird - Jones & 

Stokes (formerly Thunderbird Wildlife Consulting) in December 2004 to design nnd implement a 

monitoring protocol to quantify the presence and reproductive status/su~ss of leopard frogs 

within the Cutler Draw POD. The protocol (Cutler Draw l'lan·of-Pevelopme1u Nortltem 

Leopard Frog (Rona pipiens) Mr.mitarinR Plan, February 2005} was approved by SLM. Buffalo 

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

BFO, based on their review of the annual reports. After three yea~. the re~ufti: anrl objectives of 

the rstruJy will be reeva!wued, but it is expected to continue for five years (through 200'J). 

J.i\.·L ~~ltf\~:; {.\HpOf;~~f;,H 

{'.1:! .. :f lJr:iw · i'Xi1i'~hj·r•t L,."i>p .. t~"tt !·:·n~.:! ;\i-.~1d~of1ft'.4 '.20l.}(> 

P. 03/18 
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METilODS 

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

Cutler Draw POD in early April to identify potential survey s.i~. The entire POD was searched, 

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

four survey sit~ were identified. During 2005, and in conjunction with the on-going 

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

included. 

Becau~ of on-going construction during spring 2006, we re-inventoried wetland habitats 

within the POD on 13 April to confirm that aU possible wetland site.Ii were included in the 

monitoring progrum. At that ti.me, one additional s~y site (8) was establisht:J &nd information 

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

quality) similar to diat collccti;:u for tlte previous seven sites (see Cutler Draw Pian-of

Development Northern Leopard Frog Monitnring - YMr Ont? report for description and 

phorographs Of those sites) was recorded. .ln addition, universal t.ransverse mercator (U'I'M) 

cnortfinates were rec.orde.d at the survey point using a hand-held global positioning system (GPS) 

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

the eight sites surveyed during 2006, thtoo (5. 7. and 8) were impoundments constructed or 

improved. to contain CBNG water discharge, three (1. 2, and 6)were historic impoundments 

primarily fed by precipitation runoff ur ~ natural !iprlng, and two (3 and 4) were located along a 

creek supplemented by C.BNG discharge (Exhibit I). 

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

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

and 11 May 2006. Surveys were conducted when favorable listening oondition.,; and mild 

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

April, and all but site 6 were surveyed on l l May. 

Each c4ll survey w~ initiated wlth a .five-miuute waiting period and foftowed by a five

minute list.ening/recording period. A simplified call index was used to mea..,mre the relative 

abumlance of wt calling male anurans by recording either the estin1a!:ed number of' indiViduals 

determined from non-overlapping caUs, the i:o.~tim.ared number of individuals from 

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

continuous chorus of overlapping and indistinsuishable calls. Although light conditions 

J.\·!. !ltihCl ('otpt)fili;rtif 

{ -~,: :,:-· t}1·:f~.1~ N-.;nh...:r:,; L1.·i~f~a:d 1-'10.:-.1 l\/Jr•t1i1or:n~1. )!iti(i 

P. 04/18 
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decre.ai.ed 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, c!arity, turbidity, o.nd estimated muximum depth, emergent vegetative cover, 

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

Diurnal visual sLUVcys occurred from oue-half huur l.u sfa h~ after sunrise on 20 May 

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

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

other ~it.eR were inc:foek'.d in both the 20 May and 9 August 2006 surveys. 

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

moderate winds and 110 precipitation) and consisted c:>f a cnreful pedestrinn search around the 

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

along the creek were inventoried by walking 50 m along the creek cuntow· iu hul:h uirecliuns of 

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

Ute sil,e of the wetland and the atnibures of the habitat. Shallow sunlit areas were targeted for 

egg mass searches, and area~ of ~uhmer-:ed and emarge.nt vege<tation were examined for 

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

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

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

ruuutru.), mnxinuun Wf.tcr depth, substrate, and wetland persii:.tt.mce (permanent or ephemeral) 

were also documented during the last visual survey. 

RESULTS 

Habitat and Weather Conditions 

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

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

cover) from year one (200S) are provided in Table 1. Surface water levels were slightly mom 

C(mS:istent in year two, with overall increased water availability at all previous sites except 2 and 

G. The pe1:ceut of welhu«J vt:geutti ve cover was similar to year one for most sites. but nol:iceably 

greater at sites 2 and 3. 

As In the flrst year of monitoring, not all sites were suitable for surveys during each visit 

in 2006 due to ff r?r.tuations in surface wate-.r levels t:tu:oughout the. area.. Sites t, 3, 4, 7, and 8 

J.:\1. H~1i~1.·r 1 '< ,t~J!,)/aL:\H) 

Cn:d •. '.1 ! ;i'a'-'· ~' ,nhi .. ·nt ! ;..:11p.:d·;j t:n\: ;'v/l)ttili\nn~ ..:un{~ 

P. 05/1R 
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Figure 1. Northem leopttrd frog survey site 8 (August 9~ 2006) at the Cuti~...- Draw POD. 

we.re surveyed on all visits (two call surv~ys 11ml two visual surveys). Suitable wetland habitAt 

and available surface water were present at sites 2 and 5 on 11tl hut one survey date. Although 

significant wetlaru:t vegemtlon remained. the substrate at site 2 was cracked and completely dry 

during the final vi$ual survey. During the s~nd call survey, little surface water ( <8 fl:2) Qlld no 

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

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

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

Finally, site 6 wflS completely dry during all sw:v~ys t-11.~pt for the .first call survey. 

Both call surveys were conducted under dear skies with a comhined ave.rage air 

temperatwe of l 1.4" c. water temperature of I4.0" c. and wind speed oi' 0.4 knots. Both visual 

surveys were also conducted under de.ar skies with a combined average air temperature of 23.5° 

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

Northern Leopard FrGg$ 

A totul. of 85 leopard frogs were documented (heanl anti/or seen) at five of rhe eight 

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

J 8 leopard fu:i-gs wen:: d®uuwultld at three sites dUrlng 2005. As with year one. breeding 

nonhern leopard frogs (callint males) were conflrraeri only at site l _ Nearly hmf (41 of 85} of all 

J.!\.·!. Jii1h1.:t"t ·orp-ora~:trE 
{\Hk:t i}i';1·...\ ~Ju:~!k•1;1 l.\'\~;r~n:i f:,tJ-:! .\"J;\Hih~f~t~~ _:;}iit, 

P. OB/1B 
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Table 1. $'QWJll8l'y of surveyli oonducwl arut habitat data cCllleetea in 2006 and tile diffetenee in Wfdand habitat from 
year one (.iotS)ateightsuneysMesonthe Cutler Draw POD in.o.orthwestCampbeB Ceu.nty, Wyomlna. 

Crumgein Estimated 
Water Bmmaled il\'frap! water ~average 

ftJll.ul.wprbnary Wtthmd can Vuu.al nuil¢average depfll from vegdamm 
~ penlilma surnys sunreJS Flo-w waterd&pth :zoos Water quality cover 

!mplllllldment, Fermuent 2 2 None 62 ID 67 iaches, + 5 mclles Clean and clear 1-10%, 6% 
fed by Epting 63 inches 

lnlpoundment, Ephemeral 2 Ncne J to 14 inches, -2 inches Cleir and staiw:l 50-&5%, 71% fed by 1\lru)ff 7 inches 

Creek, 
SJow to 14 ta J;) inches, Cle!lf to cloudy ~uJ)Pkme11ted by Permanent 2 2 .. 2 inches 5-70%,49% 

CBNG discharg~ modtrale 15 incles and gtailted 

Creek, 
Slow to 12 to 24 inches, Clear to cloudy 

supplemented by Permanent 2 2 mcxkrrue l?inches 
-+ 8 inches arid clean to l045%.3J'lb 

CBNG discharg~ stained 
Impourulnu:nt, Semi· 5 to 40 in;lhes, Clear l.:l cioudy 

suwleme:itod by pmnanent 2 1 None 18 belles +21 inches and clcno to 0-40%.14% 
CB~G di11cb,.;ugc stained 

lmpo1ocme11t, 
F.phemcml I 0 None 0 ti:> 14 inches, -4 incles Clem Mldclcar 0-25%,9% fod hy l'llllOff 3 ir.cllrs 

Impoandment, 
66 to 72 it.cites, CJem md clear fedbyCBNG Perromtt.nt 2 2 None 

67 inches 
+ 13 incites 

ta c:oudy 
S~:W%, 13% 

dis:harge 
lmpcundment, JO to 66 inches, NA{not Clear to cloudy 
fedbyCBNG P~mi.anent 2 1 Nooe established in aoocleaa to 5-35%, 15% ,,. 

46inches 
dls:!:9e 2005) stained 

"' Sites with documented northern leopard frogoccummce in 2006 • 

Cbaopht 
average% .. ~ 
wvi:rrtom 

mos 

- 1% 

+45% 

+26% 
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established 

in2005~ 
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Table 2. Northern Jeopard f'rng f\'('.fflM'ettt'.e during the f.int two years of monitoring at eight 
Rll'l'Vtty ~ on the Cutler Draw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyomin~ 

Survey tlliQt)l lnd call l"' v!SnaJ 2 .. visual Total leopard 
sue Year SW"Vey !!iu.ney jurvey survey trogs 

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

2005 0 2 calling 
4adults '- l'ldults. 14"' 

males 2juvenile1, 

2006 0 0 0 
No habitat 0 

2 present 

2005 0 0 0 3juveniles 3 

2UUb 0 0 0 
l adult, 7 

6juveniles 

2005 u 0 0 0 0 

2006 0 0 I adult 
2 adults, 10 

4 7 juveniles 

200$ 0 0 u 0 0 
-·~·--··· 

2006 0 No hahitat 
0 

8adulti.:, II 
5 

present '.\juveniles 

2005 Nohnbitat 0 0 No habitaJ. 0 
present present 

2006 0 No habitat No habitat No habitat 0 
6 

present present present 

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

2006 0 0 4 adults 
4 adults, 41 

7 
33 juveniles 

200S No habitat No habitat No habit.it 1 adult 
~t present ~~nt ----

2006 0 0 0 0 () 

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

* Includes four Jeopard frogs observed at site 1 during the habitat invenrory on 12 April 2005. 

J }":'L ! h.thl;T ( \}t'i)(H':~l ~~t, i 
( i;ih.~r i)(;fW N~fnhi..:tH} ;.,·\;p~u~i (.'~<>.~~ \,·jl;.",d(lH:::: .··OIH\ 
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leopard frogs documented in 2006 occurred at site 7, and 33 of those were young of the year 

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

leopard frogs were a.loo .recOt"ded in 2006 at sites l, 3, 4, nnd 5. 

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

which was ll recently constructed CBNG rc5(:.l'Yoir. and sites 2 aod 6, which wen: dry during 

some or most of the surveys. However. leopard frogs were recorded at site 2 during the first year 

of mou.iluriug wbt:n surface water was sustained throughout the entire survey period. 

As in year one. tadpoles were ahnnrl;mt during the rmt visual survey (20 May), but many 

more were likely under.ected because of turbid waters at most sites that resulted from the 

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

close visual inspect.ion (i.e .• mouth parts, digestive structures, and orientation of the eye), we did 

not attempt to identify nil individulUS that were seen. In addition, no egg masses wen:: ii.kulint:d 

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

survey was also likely l.tim.lt::n::u by cloudy water conditions at most sires. 

Diversity and Relative Abundance 

Six amphibian s.pecies have been reco:rded during the first two rears 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 runphibim'.ts wcro documented during 2006. Those include the 

boreal chorus frog (Pseudacris 1riseriata), Woodhouse's toad (Bufo woodhousil), plains 

spadefoot (Scaphiopu~ bumbifruns). mnJ liger salamander (Ambys1oma tigrinum). The only 

species documented in 2005 and not 2006 was the Great Plain~ tM<I~ (Rufo cogMhw). In 

addition to numerous unidentified tadpoles, nine unknown adult trogs/toads and one likely 

unknown juvenife were observed e~ping into deeper water before they could be identified. No 

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

were lesa than ideal during the fsrst sut'Yey. 

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

wnong the lowest in 2006. fn 2006, the gil;;l:JWst spi:ci~s richness was recorded at sires 4 (along 

the creek} and 7 (a recently constructed CBNG reservoir) with four and five total ~pecie~. 

respecti ve!;y. All :;iA ~mphibian species aocwnented on the Cutler Draw POD in two years of 

monitoring have been recorded hetween i.it~s 4 and 7, whk-h share a common drainage and are 

J Nl I!::1tt:r{\jqJnt':i:!,i;~ 
{ · :!: kr i J:o1,·.· ~t .:-n1 •. ::-•. i ~."<i!'i;tn.i , .. ~ {!; M~i:·at; ;1 i11?~ 't)tl{·, 

P. 09/18 
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in relatively close proximity (,.., O_'.i mile apart)_ With the exception of site 2. where two fewer 

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

was similar (!i:ites J &: 3) or higher (sites 11 -7) tlum in year one. However; the species 

composition varied between years at sites I and 3 

The oveml:l relative abundance of amphibians at each sw:v(;y site (standardized by search 

time) in the first two years of monitoring at the Cutler Draw POD is detailed in Table 1. Th~ 

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

less productive with only thtee chorus fro~ recorded during both call surveys. Interestingly, two 

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

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

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

sites 7 and 8. 

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

several dead individuals were al.so ducu.m~nted. On 20 May, 13 dead tiger salamanders (1 adult 

and 12 large larval/neotenic stage) were found floating nr heached at site 7. The cause of 

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

have been dead fnr an ex.teiided period. The farval/neotenic salamanders were bettct preserved, 

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

on that date, a dead adult salamander WQ.8 recorded along the north shore of the creek. at l'>ile 4. 

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

the Ct.Luse of mortality appeared to be f1'0m uampling. One dead adult Woodhouse·s toad was 

.uso observed nearby at site 4. but it had become quite desiccated and the cause of mortality 

could uut be dt,tennineQ., FlnaUy, an addftional adult Woodhouse's toad was found on the 

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

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

After standardizing for search time during visunl: 11w:vcys in 2006, salamanders and 

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

to the number of dead tiger salamanders rcco.rded dw-hig Ute finsl visuw survey on 20 May. but 

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

during the 5<:Cond survey un 9 August. :rn year one, me greatest rate of visual amphibian 

encounters occurred at site 4. where numerou~ jnwmile Woodhouge', toads were recorded on 

! . Vl i ~:.:b~·!' { \~l'po: :u ~c,:1 
{ 't1th-r i);-;~-.v · _'\p;-i:)I,::"ii ! .i.;:::·1;:ud i:1i.,t!. ;\!!";1:i!nJ·nri! 310ft 

P. 11/lFl 
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Table 3. Relative abnndan~ nf all amphibians m the fim two YUN of monitoring Qt eight 
imrvey ~t"S on the Cutler Dnlw POD in northwest Campbell County, Wyoming. 

Amplu"hia:lu recorded ~ 
mfnnte ()f survey timi 

Survey sites and Type tlf survel 2006 JOOS su.e of wetland~ an:a 

l Call surveys ( 4) 0.70 0.20 

(0.6 ac-.res) Visual surveys (4) 0.25 0.15 

2 Catt surveys (4) l.lO 0.40 

(0.5 acres) Visual surveys (3) 0 0.2.6 

3 Call surveys (4) LIO 0.70 
(im.:flHk!I 50m upstream and 

dowMtream, - 0.3 actt;S) Visual StU vcy:.; (4) 0.I~ 0.13 

4 t:afl ~11rvf'!y,;: (4) LOO LJO 
{includes 50m upstream and 

Visual surveys (4) downstream, - 0.3 acres) 0.35 0.34 

5 Call surveys (2) 0 • .30 1.40 

(1.1 acres) Vi!.ua.l surveys {3) 0.31 0 -·--
6 Cail SUfVe}'ll ( l ) 3.20 0.16 

(2.4acwi) Visual surveys (l > 

7 Call surveys {:.?) 2.70 

(2.3 iu;rei;) Visual surveys (3) 0.78 0.28 

8 Call surveys (2) 2.20 
(2.3acres) Visual sU(veys (2) 0.07 

1 "l'iger :Wamandei'$ do not vooalize and c.1nnot be detcct.::d during <:All /Surveys. 

2 Due to periodic dry conditillll$ that eliminate suitable wetland habitat and th:e on-going construction on the 
l'UD, not alf call and visual surveys were conducted at each site in the first two years of monitoring. The 
munb1m; in ( ) lm:Ucare Ille combined rorat surveys conducted to date for each type ofsutvey, 

J Standardi~ across survey sites by !1188rd1 time. All call 9W'Vl!YJ1 included a five-minut.e lietenins period, but 
vuual surveys differed in time due to wetland size. shape. and the suITOunding hahitat. {)p.tP-r:tinn rates do a:ot 
im::lude observatiom of tadpoles. 

J. :\'L ; i :11,.:r < \ ,q:orali<>'l 
( ·:11k;- Dr:nv · :\J1>rt;h:i'I~ !1..·:j~);,d,t ! .. 1i.1tt ~tt,,Hi1 ... ni,~~'. ~{Ji1(-. 

P. 1?/1R 
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the last survey. Site4 again had a high rate of visual detection.1o in 2006, hut wai:: more uniformly 

divi<kd between leopard frogs and Woodhouse's toads. Relative abundance during visual 

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

higher at sites , and 7. 

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

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

water conditions at most sites that .resulted from heavy taiu ninuff tluring I.he previous night. rn 
the first year of monitoring. the greatest numbers of tadpoles (> 1000) were observed at Rite 5. 

Howcvei, wut.c;:;r comlitions at that site during the flfSt visual survey in 2006 were possibly the 

worst of all the sires and no tadpoleR were nb~rve.d. The greatest number of tadpole~ (>1000) 

doetsmented in 2006 occurred at site 81 where shallow, flooded upland gr.isslands hosted 

numerous .individuals. Sites alons 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 (cold-blooded) vertebrntes documented dru.iug surveys in 2006 

included W estem painted turtles ( Chrysenrvs picta belli) seen at sites I. 7, and 8. On 20 May. 

two paint:cd turtles were observ~ at siLc, 1 and three others were recorded at site 8. On 9 August, 

one painted turtle was documented at site 7. 

CO'N"Cf ,USlONS 

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

year of monitoring wl'lS relatively limited, colonization and/or migration to new sites wlth.iu l.111:: 

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

surveys in spring/.sununer 2006 rcp.ccsented u 472% Jncreai,e over 2005 resUltS. Additionally, 

three new sites (3, 4, and 5) host:ed leopard frogs in 2006, amountine t:0 .-:ix of the eight toral 

i.urv~y sii.es utilized by leopard frogs during the first two year of monitoring. Interestingly, 

several leopard frogs wem ffl<'.orded at the creek sites (3 and 4} in 2006. While those individuals 

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

the.re is noteworthy because the species is generally not associt.Ucd whh lotic (inoving) waters 

during emergence and cannot effectively winter in toose habitats (Wagner 1997 and Wright and 

Wrlsflt 1995. but al$0 sec Kcndall 2002). Documented. bi-ceding ((.;c:dllug malt:s) of northern 

leopard frogs w~ again minimal in 2006 (recorded at only site I in both years}. but the presence 

!,rv!. ;:~1ht..·f(\>:p1.H;ai,.ui 
( 'i,!th.1!' D(U,\V · ~\~~t!l::tti f .\~.;\r·,.inl !-'!·;1~, ;\/Jt.ah;i.);·.il;~~ '(i;i(> 

P. 1'.i/lR 



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

F'ER-14-?007 wrn 03:0? PM J H HIIRFR FAX NO. 307 B73 ARRA 

of adult leopard frogs during visual surveys at several other sites mgges~ greamr hl"t".<.'".ding 

eff ur1.s I.ban revealed by me call surveys alone. Considerable numbers of adult leopard trogs (> 

2) were documented at three !titei. (I, 5, and 7) in 2006, with lower totals (< 2) recorded at two 

additional sites (3 and 4) • .t'Urthermore, several of the reservoirs associated with the Cutler Draw 

POD were sufficiently deep to potenti.a.lly host wintering leopard frogs. 

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

Although wetland vegetation was mcm;) prevalent at slte 2 lu 2006, li.Y1:1.i11:1.bility of surface water 

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

survey. In <1<lilition, cault: were present at or near the site during three of the four surveys and 

evidence of heavy cattle use (tracks, tramplerl vegetation, feces, stained water) was present in 

and around the wetland on aU visits. 

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

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

survey dates in those years. Site 8 WQS t:hc most recently c.stabtishcd suitable hauitut, '*'" h WWI 

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

As in the first yeai· of 1.uuuiu.>ring, the relative abundance of other amphibian species at 

the Cutler Draw POD in 2006 was not strongly correlat.t> . .d with the relative abundance of 

northern leopard frogs. Although most sites where leopard trogs occurred in 2006 (with the 

exception of i:.ite 1) generally hosted several other species (primarily chorus frogs and 

Woodhouse'& toads), the greatest species richness did not necessarily coincide with great.er 

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

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

additional species. 

All sites except site 2 boasted equal or increased .specie$. richneR~ during the se,.('.ond year 

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

region occurring het:weEm those two sites. More importarttly, it ~Y also sus;est that certain 

CBNG reservoirs properly placed within the appropriate watershed could possibly have 

S'.Ubstantial benefits for several amphibian specjes ruid the ovcnill diversity of aquatic wildlife. 

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

future analyses, and the potential for cxtrapo.li11ting wsufts across a b1·oadta· gi;,ugrnphicctl range. 

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

.!.~?. f ioh<:t· ~ 'otpi'Jt:nilH!' 

(·l;tl:.,·r {)!~P:11 f,~P!'iih·ni i .,;np\:f,.! fro~ Jv1 .. ;ji[h>:"H!J'. :~Ui/(~ 

P. 14/18 
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even life stages of a single species. comparlrons among tho.~ fact.on. mui.t he done with caution. 

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

otherwise) that may regulate amphibian populations. Effects specific to water chem.is.try. 

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

of this project. 
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Andrew Strike 
Project Hydrogeologist 
Lowbam Engineering LLC 
205 S. Third St. 
Lander,. WY 82520 
307.3494269 (cell) 

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

Dear M.r. Chairman; 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director . 
Environmental Quailty Counct! 

I 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 wiil create more 
damage than good throughout the Powder River Basin. I am against instituting this policy 
V\ithout further review of the effects of the decision. 

I am a graduate of the University of Wyoming, having been awarded dual bachelors in 
Environmental Geology/Geohydrology and Geology,. with a masters degree in Structural 
Ge.ology/fectonfos. I manage an engineering finn based in Lander, and help to oversee a 20-
pe~n :fir.m of empJpyees and coritm.ctors :involved in as~sjng and instituting water 
management pians 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 constru-Oting thousands of discharge-related reservoirs. 

Many of these structures were existing, mid required upgrade to meet already stringent regulation 
by th:e DEQ, State Engineer's Office and Wyoming Oil and Gas Conservation Commission. 
While the work has had the effect of servicing the needs of operators for water-storage, we have 
always made an attempt to maximize involvement by the landowners in placing reservoirs to 
most effectively utilize the storage forth.em for long-term operation of their ranch. Landowners 
have not traditionally had the resources to develop/build reservoirs to store runoff in a safe 
manner under the current regulations of the State. Because many landowners do not have mineral 
rights under their property. this is a very effective way of maintaining the value of the 
development on their property. However, the section of the policy related to the protection of 
"naturally 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 

p. 1 
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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 channely or 2) narrow. deep channels that get a high ·volume of 
flow for very short durations. The grasses along the banks of the second type of channel are not 
irrigated consistently or with enough duration to allow for grass growth. For these types of 
channel systems to :ir:rigate land, they require installation of a spreader dike or check dam to 
spread the flow overbank and allow for slow inundation (typically 6-hours at a minimum). These 
structures allow for beneficial use of the water and have to permitted with the State Engineer's 
Office. The SEO decides whether or not the system will be allowed based on the amount of 
irrigation currently under development, and in accord with the numerous Compacts we have with 
adjacent States. It also requires an orderly review system within the drainage, establishment of a 
water right,. and a 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 stonn event arbitrary and 
capricious, in most cases, if a reservoir is built in a position that is good for the landowne-r long
term (approx 1/.2 sq-mile in drainage area), there is no way to store the volume of a 50-yr event 
in the reservoir. Even if such a structure can be built, it is left mostly empty. 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 pJans 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 
teJl these landowners that in order to develop minerals and fill the coffers of our state on their 
property. we will need to treat the water to levels more stringent than the water we drink, dump it 
in the creek, send it to a neighboring state, and never utilize it on their property. I think this a 
direct threat 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, assU111ptions. 

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

Thank you for consideration of my comment, 

J-c * Z.-1'-l-700-i 

Andrew Strike 

p.2 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental c;;iuaHty O::mncil 
122 W. 25•h Street 
Herschicr Building, Room l 7 I 4 
Cheyenne .. v.,ry 82002 
By Fax and Hard Copy 

I am wTiting this letter with concern. I am concerned about the .Ag Use P,Ote'.'.\tlon 
Rule and the effects it will have on lamJi.:r,vners in the state of Wyoming. This ! mlc does 
not protect the benefu;iaHy used reservoirs that are already ln place and th,: future 
construction of these valuable res,::mrces. Many if not all oftbese reservoirs would have to remain 
empty or hold a very small amount of produced water in order to contain the 50 year/ 24 hoer 
storm event. In ,;,SS<i"rt,~,,:, th!".,~ res~rvcir1' wonlii be emrty 11ntil "nch Rn event nccnr,;. 
landowners rely on these reservoirs to water their livestock and wHd!1fo and cannot wait in terms 
of years fur water. \Vhilc the reservoir docs rtct havr.: to br;) ~moved, it n!r,;o c:m't be used. 
According to the policy! rule, water meeting extremely stringent limits could be used ln reservoirs 
nm: required to coma.in the 50 year I 24 hour storm e,~er1t, or the w,m:r "uulll bt sent lv vff dmmi~l 
pits. Land.owners do not generally want pits or reservoirs that do not capture water This 
pr~1posed poficy / rule would require operator:;; to build structures that "'vould not be beneficial to 
1ai.'1dO'l-\'l1ers llfter there is no produced water, or after producei.l ,va.tcr has dee lin1:d en flow. These 
structures wnuld then have tc be re.claimed. \Vhile current reservoirs, for the most pan: would be 
,rns.tly beneficiHl t<'I ianrlmvnem even ff there was no produced water in thenL 

fa order to use these reservoirs, water quality limits that are llnl:'easonab!e rm.st b,;, 1net. 
The proposed wat~r ,qu~lity Hmim wc1uld be too stringent to ~conom1cally meet in an industry that 
already has vast :regulatory requirements. These proposed limits, are not even reached with 
namrai flow. Almost a,iy storm Lhal flows duwu Jrnfo;;i.ge and into these reservoirs couL! ,v.:it 1:nee:t 

the E.C. limit proposed, 
The theory of this poHcy / rule is to protect ''Ag Use", but in reality what it does fo 

eliminate the beneficial use ofreservoirs to landowners. A11 empty restrvofr, to be fiiled 
by a Su year/ 24 hour storm event, is a detriment to a landowner nots benefit A.nother 
un"c~n dfecf nfthe policy! rnle would be that a single lanclowm~r do-..vnstream of many other; 
could be responsible for ho,,v the upstream landowners would b,::: required to""'""·"'"' 
their own pro~; even rfnot a drop of water wirn to pass over th;,, property Un1;;. wculd not 
let landowners manage their owrt property. 

The waler mw,ag,;;,m,;;ut of .:;c,al bed natural gas ue¢.ds to be regulated for,d.cwt:wl':l and 
operators wi:th beneficial use :in mind. Reservoirs can be a bend1t for many years to come, even 
after coal bed natural gas produced water ls gone. In order for thO.sc reservoirs to be a 
they must be able to capture natural flow. This proposal would stop the c011:,tn1ction 
this type of containment :mucture and force most existing reservoirs to removed and 
reclaimed. Removing tfoese structures would stop benefits from natural flows fh,m 
lando,Nners with water needs for yearn to come, 

Thttnk you for taking the time to :revi~v this letter-

stff#J 
·----,ars·sioy'Wes:d5:roo'.R--·-·-----------------···· 

1215 Middle :i'·ork Drive 
GHlette, Wyoming 82718 
Email: cswestbrook@hotrnail.com 
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February 14, 2007 

\Vyoming Envir;-,}nmentai Quality Council. 
122 W, 25th St 
He:r1,;c}der BTdg., Room 171 ·1 
Cheyenne, \VY. 82002 

Vl~TES PET~'.OLEUJ.;; CDRP 

t oppose the rulemaking :ruggestions entitled Chapter l Section 20 1 Y1Ias 
actively involved in the OH & Gas fodastry for 27 years. I my husba..nd to 
cancer in 2003 so :at that time I moved somewhat away from the industry 
resident of Campbell County it fa just rrn.turru tl:w.t I have come fu:H circle and am now 
involved L>:1 the Energy Industry again. Tne impact of t.i1e rulcmakihg would 
shut the CHM :industry the Basin once again destroying economic futures of thousands 
of people the surroundinp-; area and e;,,entually destroy the econm:ny of the State 
\Vyi.:m:dng. 

Please base your mlemaking Otl the Montana soil san1ples and not the 0~"'·""'"'·" 
California. Using C9.lUorrua samples 1s like comparing appks to 0ranges 

Industry :needs pol1c1es and procedures to follow but 
the policies, 

Asking industty to prepare the 50 year/ 24 hom rain event is ludicrous. 
event would ever occur most people wo11td be watching there homes, 
vehicles float down the dn1iuages at that point and would not really be really 
about water qualit'f only about quantity. 

In su.'ltmary, please not incorporate the m1emaking suggestions that have been 
before you. The Operators in the Basin have enougti :regulatory burden already. to 
are a business that looks the bottom line also; after a time to will b~, to 
dose the doors and the economic impact wiH truly shake the nation. a rime ofwzr it 
seems i-mp.ractfo111 to be putting our;;;cJ.rc~ in a position vvhore we rMUy do have to rdy on 
imported :fuel. 

cc: Governors Office 
State Senator 
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February 14. 2007 

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

LAND SURVEYING 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

Tam writing to voice my Of1tn1on ahout he ahove issue. T feel that water 
management decisions need to be left to the landowners and operators. Reservoirs need to 
remain a viablt: wtil.t,r umrntgt:menL tool without being rt:quirc<l. lu 1.:uutaiu llu::: 50 yem-/24 
hour flood event and all of produced water. 

The Water and Waste Advisory :Roam suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality st.andards based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appl'opriate for mst: iu Wyoming~ lht: study lliW..~ ~e ofMoil:s 8iruilar lu lhal ill 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should consider the 
advice of the WW AB. 

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

I .nn not a J1:urface owner, I a:m 11ot a mineral owner, and I am person that hru. a.job 
mapping for the CBM industry. My job is providing me with the security to be a first 
time home buyer, and to be the best provider I can be to my soon to be daughter. 

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

Tb.ankyou, 

Lindsey Dossett 
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February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmontal Quality Council 
122 W 25th St 
Hl;)n:.i.:hkr Bldg., Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT TO: 

'_, ·.•.•.·.•,,.'.'•',"·'-'·'•'·' ,·.·- .·.·.·--·-·-· .. ·.:,·,:,·-:.·. 

FAX NO. 307 873 RRRR 

FILED 

Citizen Petition for Rulemaking~Powder River Basin Resource Council et Al
Revision Version-WQO Chapter ?-"Ag-f!(:.ti Pnlir:y" 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

r would like to respectively object to the current revisions that are proposed to the 
Council by a fow landowners to make more strict limits on discharges from groundwater 
sources. Approval of this request would have very devastating effect on the CBM 
industry and supporting business' across the state. It would also require a much larger 
effort in manpower and resources to regulate the nil ei. that am prnJ'l()~eti. The ni le ;:i • .:: 
proposed will set water quality limits that are so stringent that water appropriation as we 
know it will cease. 

As a P1oie..">siomd Engiu~r whu wH.S responsible for enforcing WDEQ Water Quality 
rules and regulatiOns in the Powder River Basin over the past 5 years I cannot understand 
how new waterqualit:y limits can be considered based upon recommendations that seem 
to be "taken from the heart••. Scientific research should be the only method for revisions 
to standards that have been in place and serving the Waters of State for over 20 years. I 
also cannot understand how the current process meets the requirement,:: that govern the 
p-ro!"MUre to make changes to existing mleS\. The authority to m:'4ke environmental policy 
as well as the procedure to change current rules is outlined in the Wyoming Q4ality Aot, 
Title 35 of Wyoming State Statutes Article 11. 

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

(vi). This statute requires that in. recommending any standards, rules, regulations, 
or permits, the administrator and advisory board shall consider al/facts and 
circumstances bearing upon the reasonableness of tire pollutlon involved including: 

And 

( A) 'T'hP. r.hamcte.r and de.griaB of injury lo or interference ·with the health and we! I 
being of the peep/a, animals, wildlife, aquati't: life and plant life qffcote4: 

{D) The social and eC()nomic value of the source of potlution, 
(C) The p1•iof'ity of locatic:m i11 tlJ~ ureu JrmJ/yr:d; 
(D) The techntcal practicability and economt'c reasonableness of reductng or 

eltrntnating the source of the pollution; and 
(E) The effect upon the environment. 

P. 01/0? 
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(v) Such reasonable. time as may be necessary for oy,mers and operators qf 
pollution sources to comply with rules. reeulations. ;::tandard<..· nr pP.rmils 

!\fa.king this rule chan,ge will rnruce all wa.ters thnt nre brought to the surface from m1 

underground source a wastewater (p0Hutio11). Adoption of th.is policy to a rule at this 
time: would nut be basc<l upon sound science. The infurrnation the Council is using TO 

consider this rule is based upon studies from sources that are very limited in the number. 
The research is not clear as to how it compares to the area of consideration (Power River 
Basin). 

I have a large stake in the result of your actiDns., Tam now ~plDyt>il hy a CRM 
production ccm1pany. My kids are educated by the teachers in the new schools that 
continue to be funded by the indu$try thttt is targeted in this policy. Changing o. rule to 
eliminate an industry~ CDN, will also again push our you.ng professionals to other states 
fur Hlt:filtlng.f u1 anploymenL 

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

Please carefully consider you vote on the Section 20 revis1ons proposed with the "Ag Use 
Policy". Consider the: technical practicability and economic reasonableness of re.ducing 
or eliminatin8 lht!- suun.:e u/the pollution. Juisl n::mc:rnbtT lhat I.he pollution here must 
first be defined. 

Thank you 

P. 0?/0? 
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Mr. 1vfark Gordon 
Chairn1an 
Wyon:ing Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. SL 
Herschler Bldg., R.1-n. 1714 
Chevenni\ WY 82002 
r ; "0'7·-~·7~ 'l·~., i.•a::1:-- .:l 1• I /•O .,,.,. 

\Vyoming Departm.ent of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division -Attention Bill Dirienzo 
Herschle:r 'Building, 4'n Floor West 
122 \Vest 25m Street 
Cheyen.'1.e, Wyoming 82002 
Fax-307-777-5973 

RE: Proposed rulemaking to Chapter 1, Section 20 

I have recently learned of the proposed rnlemaking to chapter 1, secticm 20 to as 
the Protection Policy). As I looked over the facts i,111.,oundirrg this issue I became 
very concerned about the polential effects this could have on CBM producers an.d c'.lrrent 
users of 11roduced CBM discharge, 
This policy has ,;(;',t default Hmits for EC and S.AR based on a of California soils 
vegetation, and it has ignored data from a srudy which uses similar soih and 
(perfom1ed in Bridger },,fontanc:). The Bridger tvfonta,-,a study concluded that 
similar to what we have in Wyoming, have the ability to w,tter 
S.AR values and still maintain their productivity. The higher EC and SAR ,vo1"1d 
not sJlow disd::arg<:: of any produced water; htJWever, lim.its ,;vouid ml•re 
eccmomic fo,r the majority of the Basin's outfalls. 
Coal Bed !V&i:haxw is an important natural :resource that provides large revem,es for the 
Federal and State governments a.11.d supports many private individuals. Ecoi:1cmics ;ue an 
imponant consideration in any business venture; as operators are forced to m:xe to 

produce the saxne amoun:t of gas the economics diminish to thi, gas, 
the event that operators are forced to treat all of their produced water, many fieids 

would become un.econo:rrtic and their gas :resource ·would be lost. The landown,;rs ,.0 

use the produced water from these fields would also be lost, 
This proposed rnltmak:i:ng also states that if the default 
water could be contained in t reservoir if to contain rhe 50 year 
24 hour storr,..1 event. This ·was proposed to protect the dmvnstrea.rn irrigation 
produced water contained in the reservoirs. This seems 
freeboar<l is left to contain the 50 year event no ,vater 

TB 3DVd 



irrigation during: stcn.r1 event. Inst.cad 
elirninares it. 

Under the policy an operator can treat their 
rese:rvoir \Vitl1out maintaining the 50 year fretboard. The eco.n.omics \•i2tter 
and then discharging it into a r;:servoir .. that had substandal cost associ!lrcd wl:h i:s 
construction, do not add up to the cost e.f:fecti\/f;. prod11ction of gas, "fhis &ee.n1s tc rne 
it would eliminate the use ofreservoirs as ope:rawrs couid not m both T:rbat \\ats::r 
and build reseffoirs. Under this new scenario I see :,.vo differem options for the 
dO\-:Y1'tstreC41n irrigators; ~.ither they ,,.,..,,,.,,,v·,- n.o vvater (vlith reser\1(Yirs \vdh 
freeboard the 50 'year have a co11tinual strearn 
their bottomlands (from the treatment facilities). Neither of these options seem to me as a 
protection for the d:::rv,11strearn irrigators, 
I em::cntrage you to look at the studies wt.re perforrned on simihu-
V"'"'?"'"'""""' I think these are the mosr accurate representation of the 

the Pmvder River Basin. I support rhe idea of developing 
resources in a marmer; .however, I don't see 
responsible development. I See this policy as limiting the beneficial w,c of the watz:r 
resmnce for inany landowners that have eome to depend on 

Respectfully, 

Jebediah Tachick 
Agent 

Yates Perroleum 

time to read 1ny commenL 
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Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
F Jtr!. n· 
, .,.'ti r~ L 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
l 22 \Vest 251

h Street. Hcrschlcr Building, Room 1714 
Cheyen11e, WY 82002 Terri A. Lorenzcm, Director 

Envrronmental Quality Council 

Mr. Mark Gordon: 

I arn against the content in Senate File 0055. lt behooves us to ,,vait and hear 
what the recommendations or the Cna! Bed Methane Task Force ate. This is 
not something to rush into. The <.kci.sions made here will have frir reaching 
and lasting effects. 

Thet'e are other entities involved here also. I would certainly hope common 
sense, in short supply these days, would hold sway. 

We nrnst remember this is Wyoming and not California. What works there 
probably won't fit Wyomingtt' variow, typci, of soils~ climate, plants and 
animals. Wildlife, fi)r one, in this 8tat<:\ havt, lived 011 t.his water for eons. 
To think that now they can't drink the water they've alwuys had available is 
ludicrous. 

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

San<lra J, Smith 



Fehru.my 14, ?.007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hcrschler Bldg. Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne, WY &2002 

FI 

Terri A. Lorenz· '""n· ,, ,,,,., t 
- • V ,, i..J/!oCor 
t:nv1ronmentai Qu..,1,·t-., ('o· · ., ~, a '} ... ..1 -unc1: 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon; 

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

I have been a Campbell County resident my entire life of 45 years. I have worked for a 
Wyoming Company, Energy Laboratories, Inc_ (RT.T), for ?.1 yeArs, the past 20 years 
serving as the Laboratory Manager. This company is a full service environmental 
laboratory. As a lifetime Wyoming resident I have great respect for the t:mvirvrnm:nL and 
all of the wonderful activities that it provides along with a wonderful place to raise a 
family. I take great pride in helping many industries and individuals solve I.heir 
environmental issues. I finnly believe that the CBM industry should be very closely 
regulated as not to damage any part of the environment. That being said, it must be done 
in a fair and responsible manner. During my 23 yenr employment with ELI, I have 
analyzed and studied thousands of water, soil, oil & gas, hazardous waste etc. samples 
and projects. 

First, there has not been enough scientific study or investigation to support the effluent 
contaminant Jevels propo~.<l And furthermore much of what is used isn't pertinent to this 
area, our climate, nor the plants grown here. I won't list the many concerns T have with 
these: limits but here is one example. TI1e pwpu~i.:<.l limh fur Barium is 200 ug/L. The 
"Safe Water Drinking Act" has a limit of 2,000 ug/L. Wyoming Chapter I Rule, Quality 
Standards tbr Wyoming Surface Waters; Non-Priority Pollutants) has a limit of 2,000 
ug/L. Wyoming Chapter 8 Rule. Quality Standards for Wyoming Oroundwaiers, cloes not 
list a limit for livestock classification period. 

Second) I personally witnessed Mrs. Glessie Clabaugh say "I never verbally, written or 
otherwise agreed to be a part of the Petition to Amend Wyoming Water Quality Rule, 
Chapter 2, Appendix H. My son and daughter work in the CBM industry and arc doing 
well. I have no problem with the Methane. 1 found out my name was on the petition when 
a friend pointed it out to me." I cannot help but wonder if the other nine Landowners are 
of similar consequence. Furthennore, how much should be made of a petition that clearly 
ha~ 110 ,.;~cJibiliLy? 

1 Of 2 
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Third, DEQ Director John Corra in a letter dated January ?.4, ?.007 wrote, ''Unless lt is the 
Council's intent to prohibit surface discharge of CBM water to the surface, the proposed 
rule is unworkable.'' According to most operators there isn't a.11 ccuuumical way of 
managing the water in the manner described in this petition. Therefore this petition would 
likely have the effect of shutting down this industry, its jobs, and eliminate cnonnous 
revenue to the state of Wyoming. I respectfully remind you that Methane is a cJean 
burning fuel. America is the world's largest energy consumer and will get it from 
somewhere; I suggest we utilize the cleanest possible fuels available. 

Fourth, I have heard l\jslimony from many Landowners that believe this petition will also 
have the affect of severely limiting their resource 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 pct.it.ion. It is a weil-known fact amongst 
environmentalists, landowners, agriculturalists, and scientists, among others, that ALL 
resources be managed in conjunction as they ea.ch affect lht:: vthc;r:i;. 1 urge you to talk 
with many of them to ascertain their mainstream concerns, ideas, and beliefs. 

Fifth, the 50-year containment option is simply absurd and has no legal or fac11rn I basis. 
The CBM industry most definitely docs not even have a 50-year life in the Powder River 
Ba~in. The DEQ has failed to consider the tcchnk<il practicability and economic 
reasonableness of requiring 50-year containment according to W.S. 35-1 l-302(a)(vi)(D). 

Sixth, I ask you what is the difference between the water produced by the CBM industry 
and the water produced by the Agricultural industry for watering livestock and irrigation? 
Allow me to answer that. :mne:rl with water analysis data from thousands of waters in 
either category. First, a note: A very large portion of the Agricultural water produced for 
livestock watering and irrig<ltion is o(u1tluiow11 ljuality, as il h; not regulated and thereby 
not analyzed; In general there is Agricultural water of higher quality than the typical 
CHM water. the same quality as it is produced from the same coal zones, and much lower 
quality. Without querying all of the data in our database I want t!, M 8 bit careful with 
this statement, however I'm certain that a high percentage of the Agricultural and rural 
private produced water fits into the lotter, lower quality, category. I would gl1.1.Jly puL 
together unbiased water quality data given more time, and written permission from the 
ownership of said data. 

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

Best Regards, 

Terry FrledJan 
Energy Laboratories, Inc. 
Laboratory Manager 

2 of 2 
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February 14, 2007 
Via Facsimile (307-777-6134) and tegular Mail 

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

Re: Proposed Section 20, Agricultural Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr. Gordon 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director ., 
Em.1ronmental Ouaiity Gouncn 

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

Please use the recommendations from Mr. Harvey's (KC Harvey, LLC) study in the 
process of decision making tor 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 irrigation without additional tx~cnt. Tho water that is being 
pumped to th.e surface from the coal is of better quality in many instances then the water 
that has been used in the past prior to coal bed natural gas development and the idea of 
having to possibly treat to meet overly restrictive regulations is a waste of additional 
resources. 

The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that tbey consider water 
quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. AE 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 ruid Waste 
Water Advisory Board .ir1 your decision making. 

The proposed ruJ.e seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use for the 
w~ter :1nrl w:mt to continue there right to do so. As proposed Appendix H will interfere 
with the livelihoods of many land owners who currently rely on the produced water to 
enhance ranching operations. The proposed idea of building re;!tervcir 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 ovvners would prefer operators build 
reservoirs would be eliminated as an optio:r.t bec::mse nf this mlc. The property owners 
ability to manage tbe water re,sotrrce and grazing of there :pastures would be significantly 
impacted by I.hi~ rule. .Plt.:w;t: ki:ep iu n.Lim.I the, operators and property owners need water 
management tools they can work with to compliment each other, and this proposed rule is 
not that tool. 
Thank you fo},,,;~1nity to cnrnment. 
Sincerely, ~ · 

Boyd Abel.Seth 



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

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

FILED 

Terri A Lorenzon. Director 
Environmental Quality Coundi 

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 b'ut 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 :iuformation 
we have heard recently, it appears to me that even the current WYDEQ rules are suspect given 
(1) the effluent limits from the Water Quality Division were based not on tolerances of native 
Wyoming plants, but on tolerances of plants grown in California soils, or (2) basing reservoir 
containment volumes on 50 year events where there is absolutely no basis for that. lt is clear to 
me that no one knows the true and correct answers of tb.e cumulative eftects of water discharges, 
CBM or otherwise. To compensate for our collective lack of knowledge, someone picks a 
number and then makes it 30% more conservative just to cover their unknowns. My hope is that 
conunon sense will prevail and I enconrage you and the EQC to use your common sense and 
keep Wyoming moving forward. 

cc: Mr. Dirienzo, WYDEQ WQD 

rn 39'itd 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 

FAX NO. 107 873 RRRR 

FILED 
FEB 1 ~ 200? February 14, 2007 

Terri A. Lorer.zon, Director 
Environmental duality Council 

Wyoming Environmental Quc:tlity Council 
122 West 25th street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Mr. Mark Gordon: 

I am opposed to the section 20 rule because of the harm that it wilt c.::iuse to the 
economy and State of Wyoming. The CBM industry has provided numerous jobs 
for Sheridan and the state of Wyoming. rt's very simple: more jobs ,,,,_ more 
money. Afl businesses nave increased proms by the im.aeased cash flow from 
the industry. This rule will not only effect C13M industry, but harm ranch~r.:. as 
well. Once again. I stronr.1ly oppose the section 20 rule. 

Angefa Griffin 

P. 01 
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14 .February, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 

FAX NO. 307 873 RRRR 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
1 ?.2 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX; 307-777-6134 

Rh: Appendix Hof section 20, Chapter I 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 grounrlw.:tte.r elsewhere in Wyoming - including that in 
existing ranch sto(:k tanlcs used for stock watering will meet proposed wateJ· yualily 
standards_ This means those ranohers, CBM producers, Ol· auy uLhtrr party who 
discharges groundwntor to the surface in Wyuming 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 indm~tty, and any other person that produces ground water for 
beneficial u.i;ie_ What about all the natural occurring spring water? Arc they p.ropusing co 
stop that also? 

P. 01 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
FILED 

·Wyomfng Ertvimnmant.al Quality Couftdl 
122 West 2Sth street, Herschler Building, Room 1114 
Chayanner WV 8~002 

FAX~3D7-777•6134 
Tern A. Lorenzon, Director 

EnvrronmentaJ Quaity C01.mcii 

RE: Appendix: H of section 20, Chapt.er l Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
Regulations - wiU not allow anv discharge of produced water. Period. Nc,ne ot me 
CBM water in the Powder t\lver Basln or even groundwater elsewhere fn WY -
indudlng that in existing ranch smck blnks used for Stock watering - will m=t 
prapo.sed water quarttv standards. This means thiilt ranchf:r:., CBM producers, or eany 
other party who discharges groundwctter to U1e surfaa, In Wyoming will no longer be 
able to oonti""4!1 doing so, 

Mr. Mork Gordan, 

I oppose this n1IP. it thrP..atens my joh and my family's well belna. CBM has brought so much 
growth t.o the State of Wyoming and not to mention all the REVUENUE, which Wyoming now 
enjoys. Schools, roads, houSing and so many jObs are being created by the ablllty to use/produce 
materials or c:ofltained in the ground her in Wyoming. 

_!D.ank&-~our time and c::ons1c:1erat1on on this matter. 

( Siru . .erey ,· 
~,LL;j;~~(_~ 

/7'~ HMqr,kk.c; 
· Workina, liv!ng, DJaying and payinq taxes in Sheridan, Wyoming 
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Mr. Mark uordon 
Wyoming Envtronmental Quality Council 
122 West 25th street, Herschler 8Ulldtng, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX: 307w777·6:134 

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

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

I am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule Changes because it puts my career irt jwpardy and 
I have a hungry family to feed and support. furthermore, this WIii cause grnal ll<1rm to the 
agricultural community. 

Thanks for your considerations on this matter. 

Sinrerety, 

Ricky Henuril.:~ 
42 Luwl;!r Prait"ie Dog Road 
Sheridan, WY 82801 

P. 01 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Environmented Quality Council 
122 West 2.5th Street, Hersi:::Mer Building, Rtinm 1714 
cheyenner WY 82002 

FAX: 307-777-6134 

Rf: Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Ru!*s ;,md 
Regulations - will not a.flow any discharge of proauceo water, Period. None of the 
<:BM water in the Powder River D~!:.!in or even groundwater elsewhere in WY 
induding that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering - wi !l meet 
proposed water quality st~ndai·ds, This mel:lns that ran<:hers, COM producersr or any 
other party who di~chl\t'gP.s groundwater to the surface in Wyoming wm no longer be 
~ble to t:.:vntinue doing so. 

Stop this i:Ktlon and send a mess,:ige lo tr11:: Puwder R1vt, 8df511t Rs:::-,llwui:: CouncH that 
!s int~r~t0d 1n developing a sound Coal Bed Methane irn:±ustrv bas0d on sr.:ienc12 2,nd 
and not en fear or person,H feeHngs. CBM ls bOH'l, good for the State uf Wyurr1ios cmd U!i:c pc::uplti 
who live and work here. Jobs, t.iX$S1 zmd opporb.1niti0s are abundant in a thriving ,~:ccnotriy, 

w111ch Wyomlnci now enjoys, in part thanks to CSM. schools, roads, housing and jobs 1:1re 

built ;;ind creah:1d by the ability to use and prod~ice materl;;:ils provided er contained :n the 
he,2 in wvommg. 

The Powder River Basln R.esolJrce Council is t:yng to stop Ct>M cleveloornent and in turn rurn the 
ability of the Wyoming form eind ti'.lnch community fron, mi'.>ing ond mdng for tl'1dr crops Ot' 

Hvestoc'i< operations, which fn tum, l)rovicles a living and a way or m,2 tor their fami:ies, 

I ook nt Sf'Mtec File 0:',5, which was voted down on January 19, 20D7. The members or that 
committee stated that the CGM Tn5k rorc<!,: VVi!:1& <'lddressing the issue and their recommendotion:, 
would be u~;1:1d, 

Thi;, water produced frem, CBM b€neftts botb th<? agriniltur;,il !nrlH,;hV ?!lid th:, wikJlifo,. 
Water i:,; put Lu goo,l u::;e ct::i ::.tuck ;;1rnJ wHulift;: wdlGi and csop or range lrr1gat1on, The ,Ki~nce is 
in place, which allows the lc.n1d application of this water to not only rnisE a crop hi ,t l'n inrrt'ri>it"''. 
the proteln content anct the ~mount of ha,vestable prnduct. Th1;; ;:;Vib ,m~ b,.Yil<i:d hnci enhanced 
and Hf~ gee$ on. Th~ wik:Hife utilizes the water and feed si'ind thus thriv,e,,.;;, Streams: i,r0 not 
deqradect, as the PRBRC wants us to bel!eve. There are no sJgnmcant d1m19es iu ::,lret1;,1 ,:v,1tt:i 1 

V.fh1ch would harm or threaten Wyoming's wi!dflfo or th,:,, agricultural 

~OOL 
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February 14, 2007 

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

FILED 

Terri A Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Duality Counci! 

My name is Mark van Houten. I am the Production Analyst for Baker. Fnergy and am 
very much uppv:5ed to the proposed section 20 rule changes. The Coal Bed Methane 
industry .pays by bills and generdlt;~ much need funds for the economy of Wyoming. The 
proposed section 20 rule changes have the following big impli\;l1lionis: My job and my 
co-workers jobs are being put in jeopardy as well as many in the agricultural and 
ranching communities. The infrastructure of Wyoming would sufter greatly without the 
foncfo1g 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 oftheir prohletns. What they fail to see due to 
their very narrow viewpoint l$ that they wHl be creating far more ptohl,m,s than they are 
solving. I slmugly urge you to vote no to the proposed section 20 rule changes. 

Sincerely, 
(' A . fJ~ ~-----0.... L .....J.__ -
-, , ,.,,,~_dj (\}~ ~~ 
Mark D. van Houten 

HHHI-I ~:rn /fW '()t,J llH.i \l"lfl()/) II ti II I • • 
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February 14, 2007 

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

FILED 
Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyuuri.ug Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th Street 
Herschler Buildmg, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Dear ?v.fr. Gordon: 

Terri A. Lorenzen, Direc.tDr 
Fnvironment::;.t ()iJality Ct:mnr.f 

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

• Several members of our family are employed in the CBM industry, and we are 
thankful for the job opportunity which allows us to meet our financial obligations. 
The proposed Seotion 20 rule changc3 placca ours and many other fai1ulic5' 
financial stability at risk. Ultimately this will cause great harm to the economy in 
the state of Wyoming. 

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

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

Sincerely~ 

Mike Jaeger 



( 
( 
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222 S. GILLETTE AVE .• STE. 502 
GILLETTE, WY 82716 

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

February 14. 2007 

T COLEMAN OIL & GAS, INC. 

F ,,, .. 

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

; f .... ~ ' " 
.• ·i i'.. ~ n 

,i;, ~~~,;; J..Jr . 

FEB ; i ,;r;--,1 
Terr; A Lore .· , ..... ' 

EnVironmentaJ nQzon1,. Director 
ua 1ty Councli 

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

Dear Mr_ Gordon: 

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

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

Coleman Oil and Gas has operated in the Powder River Basin for the past eight years, 
altbpµgh I have been a_Camp~ll C()Utlty resident for thirty y®"S. Last year we paid 
abo.uttwo million dollar$ to Campbell County in personal property and ad valorem tax; 
this payment is solely from our CBM operation. 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Robert G. Vergn.ani 
Operations Manager 
Coleman Oil and Gas, Inc. 



02/14/2007 16:35 3076821513 

• Wea111111ord 
Artlflclal Lift Systems 

Mr. Marie Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
17?W 25~$t. 
Herschter Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 8200:2 
Fax 307.777.6134 

WEATHERFORD 

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

Mr. Mark Gordon 

PAGE 01/01 

FILE'D 

2-14-07 

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

I am extremely concerned that the proposed changes would not allow our CBM 
producing customers the ability to produce their wells. If our customers ate not producing their 
wells then there is no needfor our service oompany. Our employees, their spouses and their 
children's fh1e1y hood are at stake. 

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

Thank you and please reconsider proposed changes. 

sh~ 
Ray Hawk 
Business Development Manager 
Coal Bed Methane Solutions 

3307 East~ Str8et 
Glllette, WY 82716 
USA 

Tet 30/-582-8006 
Fax 307-682-1513 

ray.na~.com 

RJ:yfiawk 
Buslneel Development Manager.CBM Solutions 
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fcbnw.ry 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainmt.u 
Wyoming bnvironmental Quality Council 
Herschler Bldg .• Rm. 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 

Dear Mr. Gordon* 

FAX NO. 307 R?:s RRR8 

FIL H II 
FEB f .~ 2007 

_ Tern A Lorenzan, Director 
t:nvironmentai Quafft'f Council 

I am writing in concern to the proposed section 20 rule. I am a Wynming native and am 
al::io <.mpfoyed by the COM industry. l have seen the tremendous benefits of the CBM 
industry in all aspects of life in Wyoming: significant increases in educational funding, 
increased production by farmers and ranchers due to tht:: av~Hahility of water for 
livestock and crops, and increased stability for small business owners. 

This industry has enabled many youn~ people to buy their own home, pay off school 
loans and other rlehts, provide a more financially stable environment for their families, 
and stay in Wyoming. lt is crucial to weigh all nfthese factors when considering this 
proposal, and more importantly, the fate of each factor, should CHM operati{)rtS be forced 
lo shut down. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

~· 7~ 
WhitncyE. Bo'r 5~ 

P. O? 
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February 1"4, 2007 

u11 ED 1= 1 !.ls 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality CouncH 
122 W. 251h SL 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director ., 
Environmental QuaHty CouncH 

Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax(307)777-6134 

RE: Pl lRf .. IC COMMENT TO: Citizen Petition for Ru!emaking-,Puw!Jer River aasln Resource Council 
et. Al-Revision VArnion-WQD Chapter 2-" Ag· Use Policy' 

Dear Mr. Grnrlon. 

I am 'IA.1iting to stress my opposition tn the Powder River ~oo Council Citizeri petition foi 
rulemaking. I strongly and pooitiVely oppasa the seciinn ?O ruts change and feel that it pose$ a tong 
term threat on landowners, farmers, famfties. and the CBM industry Th$ language in 1t'\$ petition io 
contusing in content as it leads me to beliave an Of' nearly an CBM discharges to thP. surface would be 
fclfblaaen bas8cJ on the standards proposed in the patition. This includes ranchers (property ownP-rS) 
w! ,u i:;houk1 be allowed to use their own permitted reservoirs. 

If this proposed :;;ectio/1 20 rute change rs accepted several family members and friends will be out of 
work; I am asking, at the !~lit, to glve the families, communities, ranchers, teachers, and industry, 
sciantificfuct based information and giv~ I.lie regutatory agencies a Chance to do their job. 

Sincerely. 

~~,7?1-Cc~ 
13rooke E. Mi..-COy 0 
P.O. Box 7200 
Sheridon WY 82801 

~~=- ••• ~ •••••••••• ~ ~ ••• - ~ • 
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JIM'S WATERSERVI~INC 
COAl,BED :METHANE DIVISION 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon,, Chairman 

307-682-1834 

1409 F..cheta Road, Suite B 
Gillette, Wyoming 82716 
Office: 307-682-1813 
Fax: 307-682-1834 
Email: jb 1 Jwscbm@vcn.com 

FILED 

p. 1 

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

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quality Councii 

Fax: 307-777-6134 

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

FAC9.IMH.E CORRESPONDENCE 
HARD COPY ro FOLLOW PL4 UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

CERTIFIED MATT... RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

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, 
roust.about crews, pipeline crews, drilling rigs, OTR and Local trucking, Water Enhancement 
(FRAC) tanks and rentals, rental properties (commercial, industrial and residential) averaging 50 
- 75 plus employees utilizing 100-150 local and state vendors over the 2006 year with a work 
area covering all of the Powder River Basin and greater. It is our opinion and history that we as a 
corporation have made a major impact throughout our: journey in the Industiy through the good 
years and the bad, Boom or Bust, you might say. JWS has weathered monumental changes in 
rules and regulations over the years, and we are still in operation. This doesn't hold true for a 
monumental amount of other 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 meditatio~ Jims Water Service, Inc adamantly opposes the 
Department of Environmental Quality's proposed rule changes for Chapter 1 Section 20, 
more specifi.caDy your Agricultural Use Protection further known as Appendix H. Any 
rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed methane production water to be 
discharged due to such stringent criteria, eliminates the beneficial use of such production water 
and therefore results in eliminating the economic feasibility and possibility of methane 
production! Production water is a constant and reliable source of water needed by ranchers, 
landowners, livestock, wildlife, aquatic life as well as the use for agriculture and this is in 
addition to waters in reservoirs, streams, Jakes and rivers. 
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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. 

Julia Brown, CBM Division 
Jims Water Service, Inc 

JWS/jb 
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~ 
Weatherford 

FILED 

To whom it may concern, 

Terri A. Lrn:,oo.7Af,n,, Dili~w 
Enviromnerurtal 'Cl;%;1lii:ft Qi\.~iit:\i 

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

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

Of course all of this will be ruined if I lose my job due to a ridiculous 
ruling pertaining to the quality of CBM discharge water. I agree that this water needs 
to be monitored and it needs to be clean, but according to the information that I 
have read., the Gillette city drinking water does not meet these requirements for 
barium content. And I was told that when rainwater falls onto the ground and tra11els 
a few feet, this water does not meet the stringent requirements set forth! 

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

Joseph P. Feeley 
3307 East 2nd Street 
Gillette, Wyoming. 82718. 
307-662-8056. 

Signed, J,n--- --7~. 
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~ 
Weatherford 

FILED 
FEB 'i q 200? 

Terri A. Lorerr?O",; o: ;,,.actor r: , - · ·t JV ; 

r:nvironmentai Quality Coundi 

To whom it may concern, 

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

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

This is Mario R. Rivera ESP TECH Thank You !ti 

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

307-8056, 
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To whom it may concern, 

I am deeply concerned by the bill at hand. This is not a very well thought out 
plan. The well being of Wyoming, Campbell 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 
economy of the ~iates that receive the gas? There will be no natural gas for heating of 
homes, businesses, and so forth. Thousands of people will be without employment, and 
live stock will he without water. Without live stock ranchers will have to s.ell out and the 
beef market tumbles. 

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

With deepest concerns, 

Garrett S. Giddens 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzon,. Director ·i 

Environmental Quahty Counc!t 
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To Whom It May Concern: 
In regards to the new water nlallagement by the EQC please do not let a couple of 

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

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

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

Thank you, 
Harold Jacquot 
Gillette, Wyoming 

PILED 
FEB\ 4 :mn 

Terri A. Lorenzen:. Dlree,'1ot~1 
Environmental Quant'/ Coun,,. 
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FILED 

Weatherford 
To: Mark Gordon, Chairman 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
123 W. 251h St, Herschler Building Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Bill Dirienzo, Water Quality Division, WDEQ 

From Jim Gossens, 
District Manager, Weatherford CPS 
Gillette Wyoming 

Subject: AG Use ProtectionPolicy 

Mark, Bill, 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director ,, 
. . . ' Q· ·"··~ .• rnun"'•; Env.ironmemai ,,_ ualhy '-"-' . ,,..,. 

February 14, 2007 

I am the District Manager with W eathcrford 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 role changes. 

As I 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 acc01mt how this win affect the Landowners, Producers, Service 
Companies, and the thousands cif people working in this industry. 

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

I have been involved in the CBM Industry for nine years as a field service level, a sales 
level and now a manager for Weatherford CPS and watched how the water is used and how not 
having the water can the landowners in drought years. Being an active person in hunting and 
fishing, I am very aware 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 industzy. 

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

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

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

PAGE 0'3/12 



02/14/2007 WED 17:17 FAX 

Baker Energy 
A Unit of Michael Baker Corporation 
POB 827 
Sheridan, WY 82801 
307.675.6400 Phone 
307.67[).6430 Fax 

To; Mr. Mark Gordon 

FILED 
FEB 1 ~ 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environment.a! Qua~i>/ Cound1 Fa ·. . . , X 

Company: Wyoming Environmental 

Quality Council 
·····················•••······ ----------~~-·---------

Fax: 

From: 

Pages to 

rollow: 

307-777-6134 

AceArmann 

Baker Energy 

Phone; 

Date: 

Re; 

1/23/2007 

Appe11dix Hof Section 20 

Wyoming water quality rules & 

regulc1tionG 

D Urgent XO For Review D Please Comment D Plca$c Reply O Pleass RQcyclG 

Mr. Gordon 

l would like to voice my concerns about the petition By the PRBRC to make 
changes to Appendix Hof section 20 Wyoming water quality rules :21nd regulations. 

I am oeeosed..to.,the pro1:toserJ section 2() rule change. 

This rule change will also cost me my job and thousands of other people thef r jobs. My 
family mliA~ on mA to provide for them food. shelter clothing not to mention their 
education. 
It will also cost the State of Wyoming millions if not billions of dollnrn in faix revenues. I 
believe that state employees are paid their salaries from tax revenues so ultim;;itP.ly it 
will Ano up 8ffP.~ting the jobs of STATE EMPLOYEES as well? Where does !t stop? 

I have been involved in the CBNC industry for 7 ycar!3. I have ooon numerous 
beneficial uses for produced CBNG water. When produced responsibly everyonA c:An 
hAnAfit fmm this produced water being discharged! 

@001/002 
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I he State of Wyoming should use science to make decisions of this magnitude and 
not bt:i muliv~lf::ld l;y lhtl f:m1olion::; uf ::;peciol interest groups like tl,e PRBRC! 

I personally have developed wells on lands owned by PRBRC board members. 
find it ironic that they continually blast the same industry that pays them royalties from 
<::lgn~t::menls that they have signed. All to often they exaggerate the facts in the pre5s. 
Just a few weeks ago we hod o request from o PRBRC board member to give them 
water for their cattle. Now that's IRONIC when they are trying to stop all discharges. 

Lels slick to the facts not fiction. 

Thanks for your time. 

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

ij 002/002 
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February 14, 2007 

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

YATES PETROLEUM CORP 

Bob and Roni Irwiti 
4Fawn Court 

Gillette,'\VY 8Z718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwin@vcn.com 

Re: Oppose Action before EQC for Policy/Rulemaking on revising th.e 
WQD•s Chapter 1, Section 20, Appendix H. aka: "Ag Use Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

PAGE 01 

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

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

I mp compelled to write again to vehemently protest and hflvl'\ my voice l,eard, 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 the PRB CBM imlustry n~ma.iuiag strong, and our well bdng and 
retirement planning via another +20 years of foreseeable employment with the CBM industry. 

This methane/CBM Play' s BOOM, which ;s w;thin your powP.r tn KTU., was founded on economjcs. 
In the early 1990s, Martins & Peck, discovered the technique establishing-cheap~ economic recovery of 
methane gas contained within the coal aquifers. Opern:Luns have to 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 water was noOFproblem then anrl sh.nnldn't he now - there are established 
techniques and BMPs inNplaee or available, but not currently permit-able that can manage problems. 

Cheap economics, propelled the BOOM - as the CBM wells are nothing more than. converted, simple 
water wells dually capturing gas. Today& similar wells have quadrupled in cost. Ancillary services for 
most permitting, niaterials, and labor have increase.d up to 10;..fokJ. 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. 

1 
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Bob and Roni Irwin 
4FawnCourt 

Gillette, WY 82718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwin($7cn.com 

PAGE 02 

Passing th.ts Polky into Rule 12rc:scnts an ''unwritten" mandate implying continued dewdnpment • 
opportunity using extremely costly operational iniection. or treatment systems, as the only penmt-able 
discharge alternatives. Passing, as is, directly a.fleets my family life and the community of Gillette, 
should industry's economic vi;ihHity (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 th.ere were/are Rogue Operators that don't play by the Rules, but they ar: fow and 
eventually get caught. Tb.P- Oil & Ga<:1 Industry has been around for over 100-yrs and for the 1 75~yrs, 
policed themselves. In the past 25-yrs, the Industry h.as become one of the most, if not THE MOST 
regulated in history, We don'L u~ MORE rules, especially onos that are unattainable in compliance 
and politically motivated - in this case, to STOP CBM development, as we know it. 

The way l see it, we don't h(Tl)P. a wt:tte.r quality or quantity issue. We have a. water management issue, 
nothing more than what industry policed years ago - except then it was oil management, not water. 

Quality standards are already conservative, and waters above that standard are already being treated. 
Economics in those treatment areas are already difficult to maintain profit. · 10 impose a 1 o times more 
stringent standard will not work. It cioes no good - 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 
levels. There ts a natural balance tbt:6e soils and waters attain, 

In my opinion, a ridiculous aspect of the proposed Rule change is that the new standards under 
consideration are derived from i:i (;a!ifomia~hased soils study. Why not use local soils for any 
guideline change? - as per the WW AB's suggestion for EQC to consider that any revisement of WY 
water quality standards be based the Bd.dger, MT Study; not Californian soil/water. 

Quantity isn't the realissue, either. Albeit, th.ere have been manageable problems. Many potential 
beneficial uses of' the water are not considered because existing ree;ulation makes it libelous for 
prosecution~ because there is no good way to transfer control to a landCYWner for their use and/or it is 
cost prohibitive, often both. If )'.OU wm~t to pe1form good Rulc~making. figure THAT ability out! 

Landowners have always asked for water to isolated, float-activated tire tanks - industry can no longer 
provide these because of the liability shonld it ever drop one drop on the ground. They've asked for 
water to establish tree farms and wildlife shelters; can;t do. fot same reason. They've asked. "Why 
do all the Operator$ on my place have tu huve separate ,·eservoi'rs?" and often sim.ultaneously point out, 
"Operator A built this near empty reservoir, you can put your water there. " No can do; not 'With current 
Rules that have forced Operators, because of the harsh liabilities, to form separate WMP strategi(!S . 

.ln the 8 yea.rs l've been living in Gillette and working the PRB CBM Play, I've seen every applicable 
agency alter and modify "Rul~" uuder their guidance and each 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 i.ndependenfs action or to satisfy a begrudged landowner. 

2 
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Feb1uary 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chair.man 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Cotmcil 
122 W. 251h Street 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
EnvironrnentaJ Quaiity Council 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

PRB Energy, I11c. ("PRB") is a relatively new CBM operator i11 the Powder River Basin. For the 
past several months we have been trying to summarize the impact of proposed policy and rule 
changes as submitted to the WEQC by the PRBRC. 1n previous correspondence to the WPQC, 
I had mentioned the potential for oul' company to drill approximately 250~300 (;'RM wells to r1 

deeper coal h1 the eastern edge of the basiu. In flying to evaluate the impl'lct. to our c:ompm,y of 
the petition, it is most probable that any "new" pol icy or rule cl1l'lnge.,; will hr1vl'I r1 severB 

economical impact to us. 

PRB ill a relatively small open1t.nr with only 600 C:HM wf':llS in th<'.' basin and the.refore we ope.rate 
on a ve1y small cHpitRI hnclect in e1ompi:iri1mn to som~ of the larger ope.rators in the a1·ea. It 
a1~pem·s, in snmmi:iri7.ing thP. pP-tition, imy chimgr:s i11 applying for or the. renewal of a CBM 
cfo;du1rge pfflmits will hs:we: A fU1R~ial in1par::t .to ~ur company. If the WBQC acts favoi'able for 
tl1e prP.sel?.t petition,. it is Ftppatei1t the cost to handle. the discha1'ge of CBM water in our operations 
will ri~e substai1tially. These arc costs a small company like oui's cannot absorb in our budget and 
would therefore have a significant impact to Ollr proposed drilling program and 0111· :future in the 
State of Wyoming. 

As stated in p1'evious co1-respondence, PRB has a great working 1·elatiom;hip with the landow11e1'6 
we pi'esently operate on. All of ou1· landowners have indicated to PRB that they wont to ooutiuue 
to utilize CBM water discharged on their land and eeveral have even a::iked for o<lditio11ol wotct. If 
PRB is succeaa:fu1 in developing the deeper coals on our leases, we will be able to supply o water 
source to our landowners fot the future. If the petition io oucce33ful in getting rule and policy 
changes, it appea1·s PRB will not be ablo to aupply n wnter source to our landowners for their 
beneficial use. Moro significantly~ PRB will most likely not be able to economically develop the 
deeper oonfo if the induatry io not permitted to discharge CDM water at the s1.1rfac('... 

Thank you again fol' your valuable time aud please fcci free to c11.l1111c anytime if you may have 
nny questions. 

812 E. 4th Street • Gillette, Wyoming 82? 16 
P.O. Box 2668 • Gillette, Wyoming 8l7 J 7 
Phone;. 307-686-3797 • Pox: 307-686-3743 
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February 14, 2007 

:M:r. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Council 
Herscbler Building - Km 1·114 
122 W. 25th Street 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FILED 
. A. Lorenzon .. Di~ctor ., 

Te!n t , Qua\ltv uounc11 Environrnen a1 , 

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

Dear Chairman Gordon, 

Western Fucl$-Wyoming, Inc. is the owner nnd operato1· of the Dry Fork Mine in 
Gillette, Wyoming. We are commenting today on the proposal before the 
Environmental Quabty 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 or 
rulo with modifications, or disapprove of it altogether. 

The Dry Fork Mine WDHQ/LQJJ permit contains a unique set of agreements 
which are intended to benefit a local stream (Moyer Creek). While the proposed 
policy/rule appears to intend that our operation's historical discharges ate exempt 
from the agricultural use policy> we arc concerned that during implementation of 
the policy or rule, an assertive regulator could misconstrue the language to force 
its implementation on some or all ot our tuture discharges. If the proposed 
language were inadvertently applied to our agreement to continuous(v 
supplement flows in this Creek, we might not be able to comply at all times with 
th(:; disc;harge standards contained in this propo,3cd policy/rule without 
installing/operating a very costly water treatment system. Further, even with such 
a treatment system, upset conditions are not exerript 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 
c;ontinuous di.schai-ge water may not meet these standards. 

We also would like the Council to be aware that these treatment systems are not 
at~ simple as relocating a Texas-designed oilfield water treatment system to 
Wyoming and plugging it in. They require large heated and pressurized 
buildings, sig.nificant ckctl·ical infra.structure to ope1·ate the motors, compressors, 
and heaters, compressed. air water blowout systems, MSHA approved motors and 
electrical disconnects, and MSHA specified and trai.n.ed operators. ·111e 
supplemental heating and safety related equipment typically far outweighs the 
treatment system itself in cost. Just having a system of this magnitude available 
ci;:qui.l'ei:; uis Lo spend thousands each month to keep the power available "on
demand" and the ever-chan.gi:n;g labor force operators trained. There must also be 
roads and systems to dispose of waste sludge. 
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We are concerned that, if applied to us, the policy/rule may cause us to abandon our 
voluntary agreements to supplement flows to this Creek. Doing so would have a negative'. 
impact on local wildlife and downstream users, and could impact the viability of our LQD 
permit to mine. If we must limlt · or curtail our legal and high quality disc.barges into rhis 
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 i-c:covery were impacted, each ton. of coal lost would reduce revenues to the federal, state 
and local economy by approximately $1.86J. 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 thj.s rule. 

If our activities at thls Creek cannot be specifically exempted, we believe this policy/role 
nflt".ch: to a.t least he modified. The policy/rule should be modified to make a11owances for 
upset conditions, in order to exempt all operators who might be inadvertently discharging 
while their treatment systems wen~ unknowingly out of acrvicc. 

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

• This policy/rule appears Lu bt: Vl:lty 1.;v::;tly to implement. A coist/benefit analysis 
should accompany a proposal of this magnitude. 

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

• This policy/rule impacts different areas of the State more than others and again could 
impact the ability of certain mines to compete against other mines within Lh1;: Stale. 

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

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

Bi:,th Goodnough 
Director of Regulatory Affairs 

1 ''A Concise Guide to Wyoming Coal 2006", Wyoming Coal loformation Committee, Wyoming Mining 
Association. 
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Mr. Mark G<,nfon 

Carota Schmidt 
<:i l O S. Jefferson St 

Sht.:n1idan, WY 82.8{}1 
307/(iTJ .5793 

cschmidt(qJvcn.com 

Wyotning Environmentn1 Qrn1lity Council 
l 22 West 251

h Street 
Hcrschlcr Building, RoQm 1714 
Ch0y0nnc,, WY 82002 

RE: Proposed changes to Appendix H -- Section 20, Viyo. Water 

Dcat· Mr. Gordon: 

Vlith regard to tho changes as propo::icd hy the Powder River Resource CouncJJ to Sectkm 
20 il.15 5fotcd ubove:, i wish ro Nt,tte my fervent ohjecti()fiS. 

l arn employed hy Baker Energy ;md know how much the { '.BM has contn:."lutcd 
10 our State's current financial \VcHbclng. l\!Io&t states. ln our nmion !ove w be in 
our 1>osition. I truly believe that most people in \Vyoming strongly $Uppmt the 
indu13try, hnw1i)ver :it is idways the negative minority who speak the loudest in my 
humh!e opinion, the PRPHC ''lost Hl-l way'' years agn and oh.i~cts to just about any 
industry in our Sta-te. They do not speak t<.ff the rnajurity ofus. 

\Ve tnigt Y<)U will continue to maintain our State's best int1.;rcsts ot lwmi wh(;:n you rnakc 
:vour dec1s10nfs. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

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

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

Thank you, 
William Pori.er 

PILED 
FEB 1 1t 1rir17 

. . A Lorenzon, Director ., 
E~~f~~nn;en1al Qua\ity CouncH 
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February 14, 2007 

To All Concemed Parties: 
Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 

Environmental Quality O:mncil 

My name is Vietor Psttida; I am an ESP Supervisor of the Weatherford 
Company. Having been with my company for one and a ba.ttyears, l 
relocated t.o the GiUette area fi-mn Texas with my wife ao.d twO daughters 
due to better QPPOrtllnities and i.tnPrQved sehooHng. I have chosen to write 
this letter in concern for the tismg debates over Methane Site closer. It is 
my ~Jfof tha.t a (ffllStic :mea.$ttte $1.lCh as this would have long-term 
ramifications to the economical foundation of Gillette. 

So saying, I am also able to undemtnnd public oonoorn over potential 
problems with the water. Just as closet of Methane Sites will have 
economical effects, so too difficulties in and with the produced water could 
also prove damaging to our con1tnunity. Neither of these circumsum~ 
would be beneficial or satisfactory to the public, 

Althouw:t my sit~tlou does leave me in a biased position~ I do express and 
feel that mutually advantageous goals can be reached if al I c.onc.er.:o.ed ~rties 
are willing to work diligently toward possible solutions. We must bear in 
mind that our ultimate priority should be tb.e welfare and security of the 
entire comm.unity of C-d.J.lette1 our home. 

very sincerely, 

Victor Partida 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

1his 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 have, obviously if this bill passes I will have no job. I 
am not the only one that will be affected, many families will be without, and I hope that 
we can find a way to stop this bill from passing. 

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

Thank You, 
Zachariah Cook 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzor\ Director,;. 
Environmental Quality Coun,x 



Mark Gordon, 

I am opposed to the proposed section 20 rule changes beca~se it 
puts my career in jeopardy and I have a family ano bllls to Pay, it 
will hurt the economy of Wyoming and could Bankrupt, Ranches, 
J:.,u.ulllia!:s, l.Ju.:s.Lut:::s:s':s. I k.uuw [uL a [<1<.;l. l.11<:!L. fl. ii«::; lls,lf) o"'L llie 

Ranchers and farmers due to the water that CBM provides for them and 
.luL;urm:::. I wa:::s <:1. walt:::L wt:::11 t.!LJ..llt:::L .l.11 Sla-uldall, Wyo1ul;1y [o:c 10 years 

before working in the CBM industry, and now visiting with my previous 
L;U:::slumt:L:::s LlLe1L lle1u L<:111L;l1t::::::s wlll1uul CBM ;;;_11() r1vw h<'ls CBM developmern:. on 
there ranches really like the water we provide them, They have 
B1o!<::1.lLh}1;;!.t. <.:-vw:::;, <.;LVJJ::;, 1:?<.,:l. 1 ..l..l. 11;,.::; m;vs,L' l:.>eeu l:.>etter for t:hem. 

John Steir 
ProducLion Supervisor 
Gtorm Cat Energy Corporation 
307-752-6198(Cell) 
307 675 6482(0fficc) 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director . 
Environment:a1 QuaUty Cou.ni:1!: 
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February 1.4, 2007 
FILED 

Dear Mark Goodman: 
Wyoming Environmental Quality council 
122 West 26th Street Hersct1ler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

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

I ~m also opposed to the pror,osed saction 20 rule changes because it wlll harm many agrk...illuial 

operations rather than help them. 

Sincerf;lfy, 

Chuck Turner 
NBU Supply Chain Manager 
2266N. Main 
Sheridan. Wyomin~ 82$01 
Office: 107~673-8800 ext. 207 
Fax:307-673-8800 
Coll: 307-751-0134 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
WYoming Envtronmental QuaHty council 
122 west 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 
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.• Te_rrl A. Lorenzon, Director 
trw1ronmental Quality Councii 

RE: Appendix H of sectlt>n 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Wab!M' Quality Rules and 
Regulation$ - will not allow any discharge of produced water. Period. None of the 
CBM wat.er in the Powder River Basin or even groundwater elsewhere In WY ~ 
indudin9 that in existing ranch stock tanks used for stock watering ~ will meet 
pr0f'0$8d water quality standards. this means that ranchers, CBM producers, or any 
other party who discharges groundWater to the sutface in WYoming wiH no longer be 
able to cotttinue doing so. 

Mr. Mark Gotdan, 

Stop this action and send a message to the Powder River Basin Resource Council that Wyoming 
is interest.ed in developing a sound Coal Bed Methane industry based on science and engineering 
and not on fear or personal feelings. CBM is both, good for the State of Wyoming and the people 
who live and work here. Jobs, taxes, and opportunities are abundant in a thriving economy, 
whic:h Wyoming now enjoys, in part thanks to CBM. Schools, roads, l'IOusmg and jobs are being 
built and created by the ability to use and produce materials provided or contained ln the ground 
here in Wyoming. 

The Powder ruver Basin Resoul'Ce counc,t 1s trying to stop CBM development and i11 Lum ruin the 
abifity of ttie Wyoming tam, and ranch communtt:y from ralsfng ano caring ror Lht:lir crops or 
livestock operattons, whidl in turn, provides a IIVlng and a way or lift! ror their families. 

Look at senate Fife 055, Whleh was voted down on Jc:1nuaty 191 2007. Thti members of that 
committee stated that the CBM Tc;1:;k AJrc~ wi:i.s addl'essing the issue and their recommendation:;; 
WOUid be used, 

The Wi:11.t!r l)fvduced from CBM benefits both the agricultural industry and the Wyoming wildlife. 
Wat.et" is put to good u~ as stock and wildlife water and Q'OP or range irrigation. Th& science is 
in pb.u:e, which l!Uows the land application of this water to not only raise a crop but to increaS$ 
the protein content and the amount of horvcstabfe product. The soils are treated and enhanced 
and tife goes (Ir'!. The wffdlifc utifizes the water and feed and thus thrives. Str~ms are nQt 
degraded, ns the PRSRC wants us to believe. "There are no significant changes in stri:-11m w;1ter, 
which would harm or threaten Wvorning's wildlife or the agricultural industry. 

Thanks for your COMideration. on this matter_ 

?~ 
Larry W. B~ PE 
Working, Uving, ptayinq and paying taxes in Sheridan, Wyoming 
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Mr. Mar1c Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental~ <.:ouncil 
122 W. 25th St. 
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Cheyenne, WY 82002 
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Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quallt1 Council 

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

Oe.ar Mr. Gordon, 

I run an HES Professional working for Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in Gillette, WY, 
wotking in the Cool Bed Methane Industry. I have lived in Wyoming for the past 26 
years, 25 uf the.m with mining companies. I have seen the PRC oppose the mining 
industry when I worked for l.ht:::m aud when they couldn't succeed there; I see they are 
now picking on the CBM Industry. We (the CBM imlustry) are being very proactive in 
the methods we are trying to come up Wlth to control the water issues at hand. By 
allowing the PRC to pass this petition, this would be very detrimental to the economy of 
WY, not to mention the economic devastation it would have to Gillette, Buffalo, :Sheridan 
and. ether S"w'"'!Onndhig ~ss. 
Tue governor has encouraged the Powder River Safety Council to come up with training, 
propose new regulations, etc. from our newly formed Safety Group because there are no 
current OSHA regulations that apply specifically to the COM industry. If the. govemor 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 Indusliy??? 

X oppose th0 Department of Envirownental Quality's proposed Rnle (Appendix H) or Policy 
Nganting Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• l o}ll>Ose any rulemakin.g that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed produced water 
t.o be discharged and thus heneficiaUy used. 

• Water hos to be in the stream and const~ntJy available to ranchers, li'V'eStock and Wildlife 
if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

l would ulw like to make the follo'Wing points about this role: 
• Appendix H will d.imi.nau, a souroc of water needed by ranchers and will negatively 

affeet livesrock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use ProtA.,ctio.u '.Policy docs not proteet existing uses of 

C.BM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to tlow dOWll his drainage, hr:: may be p.rohibited to do so if 

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC Iimirs that CBM produi;i:u water cannot meet. 
• The section on "Naturally Irrigared Lands" wou.ld allow a single landowni.:.r or CNOn. a 

third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suit.able for wilt.Uifo aud 

livestock. 
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• Natu.tal rainwater ;flowing down the draino.ges du.rlns storms does not typically meet the 
defaulL limits spi:,Iled oo.t in the Draft Section 20 role/Policy. 

• This policy/rule has 'the efrect uf liw.iu.ug the jurisdiction of the Stnte Engineer and 
appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory ~oard suggested to WYDEQ that it con:sii.kr watei 
quality SWtdatds based on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more apprupriatt: 
fut use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to 1hat in Wyoming. rnf.hi::r 
than the California study currently being used . .L>.HQ shoUl.d heed the advice of the, 
WW.AB. 

• This Rnle/Policy places the Operator in a position wbe:re existing water management 
plans and structures such as reservoirs are inrule obsolete~ resulting in substantial costs to 
rep lace, possibly making fields wieconontlcal. 

• Operato,:s recognrre wllterman.agement is a critical path to their development plans. 
Operators will not likely drill/v.nnAfruct projects until a water management plan can be 
finned up. This poliey/rule will likely have a negative effect on future develop:ment of 
CBNG resouroes in the Powder River 'Astsin. 

• CDNG industry is already Otltrying a sizable regufato:r.y hnrden. Further regulation puts 
further production atjoopn:nly. If further production/ development is in jeopardy 
ecom.,mil.; impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water inanagement ~ch;ious need to be left to rcsporu;ible landowners and operators. 
Don'ttak:e away use ofreservoir:s (which may not be capable of containing the 50 
year/'1.4 honr event and all produced wak1) as a viable water Dlll.nllgement tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to collllllent on this ru1"· Agaiu, please register my opposition to 
n:iaking thi& a rule or policy. Please feel free to oontacl m~ at 307-685-562:} of you have any 
questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do noL wl1llt. to lose my ability to moke a. 

living in this wonderful stat.e! 

~Y·,~, 
~burg 

BF.S Professional 
Marathon Oil Company 

D ~ 
! • / 
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VIA FACSIMJLE 

February 14, 2007 

Mr Mark Gordon, Chc1itmi'li'.l 
Wyomit:',g Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VlY 82002 
Fa" - 307-777-6134 

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

! am a Ad.min. 1\ssistant for Marathon OH Corporation. A long time resident 
Ccnmty of 25 yearn. My family homesteaded here. We have a ranch south of Gillette, a 
Iot of coalbed methane wells & reservoirs on the ranch. Tite teset'voirs have done as 
well as the outfalls. They supply water every year when there's not a good 
spring and when we are in il.rought in, the sumnier, livestock and '""ildlifo 
towards the reservoirs always being full. 

I oppooe the Department ofE:nv:ironmenta,l Qualit:fs p:roposoo 
or Policy :regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

ii' T oppose any mlemaking that re,lnces: M efoninates th8 :,;;hiUty coa1bed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be :in. the stream and constantly available to rand1ers, and 
wildlife ifit is to be beneficially re-used. 

1 wou:ld also Hke to make the folkrwiJ1g points .. bout this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers 

negatively affect livestock and "'NHdlife uses 
e Chapte:r 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Pratectfon Policy does not ,w,,,1,,,.,,,1- e,•n;;tmg 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow do-w11 his drainage, .he may be prohibited to so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water c.a..11:not 
meet 

;;; The section o.u "'1../atw:ally lnlgared Leu1Js" woulu allow a &iugk:: laJ1tlowm;.r or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from use of,,vater for 
v.11dlife and livestock. 

.. Natu..-.-a!, r.aimvate.r f1owi:ng clown the drain.'1.ges during storms not typicn11y 
meet the default limits spelled out in t.iie Draft Se.ction 20 m1e/PoJicy. 

• Ibis policy/mle has the eflect oflimiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer 
and appropriated water rights. 



'd: 
~ ·. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to \VYDEQ it consider 
watu quality standards based 011 the Bridger Montan.a Study. This study ls mon:: 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to tn 
Wyotn.i.ng, rather than the California study currently being used. D.BQ should 
h~d the advice of the ''v/W AR 

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

" Opemtors recognize water management is a critical pat.~ to their development 
pfons. Operators 'hill not Iik-cly d:rilliconst."llct projects until a \vatex 1:urmagement 
plan. can be firmed up, This policy/rule will 1ike1y have a negative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources :in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is ~Jready carrying a siz.<tble regulatory burden. :Fu.rt.her 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If fu.rther production/ 
is i.'lljeopai:dy economic impacts are li:'lceiy to foll.ow. 

• Vlater management decisions need to be Jeft to re.,:;pomihle fa.ndo,;,,neTs and 
operators. Don"t take away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable 
containing the 50 ycar/24 hour event all pti:iduced wakr) as ,;1 watcr 
marui.gem.ent toot 

Thank you the opportunity to comment ¢n this rule. Again, please my 
opposition to making fuis a rule or policy. 1J.gye Wyoming and rlo not want to 1ose mv 
abiHtv to n1ake a li vmg in this wonderful state l 

~lJt~~ 
Holly Hough 
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February 14, 2007 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 

PILED 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenn.e, WY. 82002 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

Terri A. Lorenzen, Director 
Environmeniat Quality Council 

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

I am concemerl i:tbout the Chapter l, Section 20 rufom.aking changes that ~t: being 
presented to the EQC. I feel this will affect agriculture waters as it exists) wil1 restrict 
future water ma.11agemcnt 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 fi11anc:i::1l burden to build a reservoir to contain such an event would suo,1 
destroy the bottom line of any CBM Operator. no matter privately he.Id or public.1.y traded. 
The amount of surfa1.:t: r..listurbance related to containing the 50 year/ 24 hour storm event 
in most cases would not be allowed by the BLM ou Federal Projects. The private 
landowners would not want a reservoir that is capable of holding 12 acre feet of water to 
only h:ivP. 1 acre feet of water in it. Not to mention the threat of West Nile that wuulu 
lurking in a reservoir with such little watedn it. 

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

In conclusion, please consider all aspects of the proposed r.ule changes before 
making the tough decisions that face you and your feHow council members_ 

Thank you for allowing me to comment on this issue 

Yuurs truly, /1. 
1 

_.i-

d,:= 1-
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VtA FACSJMII F 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chainnan 
PILED 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 w. 25th st. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax-307-777-6134 

f:'f B 1 ~ "mw·· 
$ , ,, · · t ~ t.uUt 

Tr., · t1 , 
,~ . ¥.m ft LOrenzon Director 
t:nv1ronmenta/ Oua1:1·tu ('\ . .. 

·· 'J vOUncl/ 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

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

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

I would also like to make the following points about this rule's applicability in respect to 
CBM water reuse. If J)2&Sed, Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by 
ranchers and will negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses. Additionally, Chapter 1, 
Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy do not protect existing uS&s of CBM 
produced waters. 

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

Sincerely, 

-=s\ .... s~ 
James sumvan 
ATC Associates Inc. 
3250 Haekathom Lane 
Gillette, WY 82716 
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Mr. Mark Gordon> Chain11an 
Wyoming EnvironmerrtnJ Quo1ity Council 
122 W. 25th St 
Ht:n.mhkr Bldg., Room 17 l 4 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax~ 307-777-6l34 

Dear Mr. Gordnn: 

YATES PETROLEUM CORP 

Buster Ivory 
1413 Cann.cl Ct 
GHlette, \\TY 82716 

February 14, 2007 

Thank yztu for the opportunity to oomment cm the Policy/RuforrH1ldng on Chapter 1, S,:;cticn 20-· Use 
Protection Policy," I oppose Appendix H which will eliminate the nse of an important water rcsourc,~ for 
many agri..;u!tura1 optmi:lit.ms and prevent the use of what is often the best water management cool for the 
CBM industry. Over the past five years I have been in contact with hundr~ds of landowners in the 
.Powder Ri'Ver Basin. 1 have worked closely with more than fifty to develop water management ,;-,,,,t,,,,,.,, 
that benefiti:',d them as a rancher as well as enabled companies to produce gas, Together w.e have worked 
together to resolve issues and form plans that ,vorl<c::d for both p3rties, ! have made changes in strategies 
at every stage of planning to comply with fandowners cone.ems. Tam nnt writing t<; spe,;k nn the hdrnlf 
"f these landmvners, but to let you knew hO\.V the pcJicy has affected my ability to develop plans which 
comply with their rcqu~sts. Ifthfa ttlle is made the problem ,.,.,,i!J be much ">Vorse. 

I i;ammt tl rink uf uni:; ;::m;bk:ni, real ur ptroei.ve<l, Lhat I have seen or heard a.bout that has been solved by 
the policy or wouid be solved if the role was made. ] am cer..aln that many new prnblems will be created 
by tne rule. 

Hete are some of the most common requests I hear whe11 meeting with ranchers t.o development water 
mal'laf;etn!:lnt strategies and th.¢ difficulties this rule will present: 

" Plcll.$'.c use nn of our existing rcscrvoh-.s forwntcr storage. W"' wm b-cf!dit fri>m stock wuter 
at these loca:tions in this time of drl.)ugh.t. This rule '.vlJi make this impossible in most cases a;; 
the existing sht;:s gc;;nentlly have large drainages .iboye th<::rn and cannQL c~mtain Lhe ye,tr 
event 

• Please use on-channel im.poundments rath""r than off..channet The rule would cncc>uragc just 
the opposite. 

• l>lease site some: reservoirs lower in the drainage so they win receive natural :nrno:ff irnd be 
~ful t<) m:e sifter- the CJli}:'.t industry is gone. Agah1 the mlc discouragc;s rcscr;·oirs in 
any iocations except extreme headwaters because they arc unable to contain the evt.'nL Reservnir 
co.nsrruction is an expensive undertaking and landowners wouid ltke to build some in iocations 
that improve the long: term value of the ranch and its grazing. 

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

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

unnecessary disturbance. 
• Limits are currently based on California studies and not the available and mm-e appropriate 

Bridger study, 
"' Containm,mt of the 50 year ri;Went requires eit1icr pits or large, partially filled "'""'"'"'"'."'"c 

:;t;tmario is appealing to the majority of landowners l interact with to form plans . 
., Having taken hundreds of samples from natural runoff and help¢cd to nm stream ,.~"'""'"·'"' 

within the Powder River Basin, I know that natural water flowing in the basin 
standards lrt many if not most cases. 

• The majority of the CBM weils in the basin have a stock water appropriation, filed with the State 
Engineer, assocfat<,d with them. This mlc infringes upon th.at :right. 

This ruie wm not soivc .any pn,bfom:,;. It pa!:iscd it will only result !n removfug '-Yater 
planning decisions from t:he private property owners' hands and denying their use of an frnporta.nt 
resource avaffable to them. 

Sinc,~iy., 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

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

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

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

Thank You, 
Scott Azure 

PILED 
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Bob and Roni Irwin· 
4FawnCourt 

Gillette, WY 82718 
(307) 686-8660 

brirwin@vco.com 

PAGE 03 

I've also seen the CBM Industry mature. Industries responsible Opi;:.rators & their sub-Contractors have 
harl success confonnina 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 
wulplaints, primarily related to constructional surface disturbance e.x.C'.ess, 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, Fe;,e 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 surface 
ilisLlharge to meet limits via Whole Effluent Toxicity (WE1) Testing i.n a large sectnr, 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 reservoirs to be built (retrofit) to contain the huge 
50 yr/24 hr event, in addition to produced water. I! definitely woul<l prutt:ct against all water's, 
methane-generated included. migrati.01;1 across lands; but. .. 

How could it still allow usage of upstream runoff-derived waters, when they are all held 
back; or meet companies dual mandates of "minimize disturbance,, & "retain economic 
viabtltty" in creation ufth,::~e. mammoth sh·uctu,·es that nobody wants/or posterity? 

My 1~' point is: that the CBM Industry is under enough governmental regulation., NOW! 
Implementation of either Appendi~ II or the Ch.. ?. Petition will kill the play as we know it. 
Water,w always ruled the West. We've been i.n a drought for over 7 years, with CBM waters being the 
only source providing "life's blood .. to the majorily uflandowncr:s that want the waters. 
Don't cut off the hand that delivers. 

My .znd point is: that We have a wate.- mAnagem~.nt i,ume, nothing more. as stated, than what industcy 
policed years ago - except then it was oil management, not water. Evidence is this: At one time, it was 
OK to nm crude oil in a ditch (ephemeral drain~i;;). Such action today is. across the bol.ltd, viewed 
~J;n~urd. Environmental awareness infiltrated the industry to make that kind of change via peer pressure. 

Today, Industry-accepted "peet-Policy" is that having ~rude on the ground is aNot-to-bt .. performed 
SOP (standatd operating praetioc). Similarly, with respect to the water issues that need management. We 
need a change in game planning. We need a united Ope:..-ator, Confi:'actor, Landowner, nnd and AU
Agency Re~la:tory Front (With "whistle-blower immunity")~ to identify and sanction minority 
Rogues giving· the CBM industty a black eye. All Operators must comply with existing regulations and 
collecttvclywork lo maks amsm& a11d seek .ro/utian.~ tn th2 aggrieved landowner's issues. 

Operators and Contractors can, should, and I'm sun; mu11t will, now, apply their intcrnru industry peet 
pressure and make operating practice a.qjustments. Landovvners can continue to express their desire for 
achieving optimal beneficial use of the waters they desire to manaae as their lands steward. Regulators 
need to heed those majority lando,wer de$ires and work ,:,racticable mitiaation to the non-desire folks. 

3 
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Bob and Roni Irwin 
4Fawn Court 

GillettCt WV 82718 
(307) 686-8660. 

brirwin(tilycn.rom 

PAGE 04 

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

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

All-R~glllatory Agencies wanting to make Rule changes need to re-exarn1ne the exi~t,ing rules, first! l 
There is plenty of latitude to make productive changes so industry can continue the PRB CBM Play. 
Killing anything doesn 't generally create a viable solution to any problem - often it is called murder, 
whi~h in most civil societies is shunned Again, back to pett-pressure - it works! 

All Agencies need to seek input on how to manage these necessary wateJ's AND keep the Plav alive. 
I al.one could ha.ve written 20 pages of suggestive commentar)\ regarding known areas of bureaucratic 
red-tape with inter-disciplinary overlap that needs addressing. 

I believe the CBM industry's eyes have been opened: wide by this potential KILL action before your 
bmm.1, and will be openly willing to promote all positive and eroduetive Rn1e-making reform. 

Seek these positive, industry promotional commentaries out - come:: tu Gillette to hear from the 
affected PMriles - and they will be ewen! 

The actions before you now, promote the cxa~t opposite! 
FlLtD 

R.espe.ctfu11y and very concerned, 

~,-lc~, 
Bob Irwin 

PS: Happy Valentines Day!! 

4 
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Febtuary 14, 2007 
V\lyomlng Envlronmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St, Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Chey'enne, WY' e2002 

Dear Chairman Gordon, 

COPYMAX PAGE 02/03 

I offer the following comments on the Environmental Quality Council's oonsider3tion of the .w.gQ,. 
Chapter 1, Sutface Wat« Standards ftuleptaking.. ~ No. 06-3819. 
The EQC 5hould rej.llc( ruleme(Qng, specifically the Agricultural use Protootion Policy (AUPP) 
Section 20 revisions· for the follOWing reasons: 

1. The WOEQ have not met the burden of proof by providing credible, peer reviewed $cientific 
avidence for the default limits propoaed, foHowed by public review. 
2. The consequences to operators and landowners Who desire the use of CBNG and/or other 
sou,ces of produced water far outweigh ~ny as yet unproven benofitl;'l by the proposed rule, 
3. The WOEQ has repeatedly told legislators, landowners. operators and othar regulatory bodies 
that the AUPP is a "policy" not a rule, with no consequsnoss to ihoee outeide of too coalbed 
natural gas arena. lrt other words, the WOEQ has changE!d horses in mid-stream With no notice or 
oppottunity··for addition<!lf input. 
4. Adopting the rule .proposed by the WDEQ may provide a "fool-good" answer, but in the end will 
not alleviatl! fuwre donfficts. Orte downstream landawnc!lr will have the power to dictiate a 
watershed, depriving those Who want the use of produced water. 

Burden of proof . 
I have personslly attended every hearing on the above-mentioned proposed rulemaking and have 
reviewed all of the infomiation submitted by the WOEO. Additionally, I have the btin&rrt of having 
researched and written about CBNG production in the PoW'der River Basin for my own publication 
as well aa othera, both focal ond regional, for the bettor part of a ~ade. I hava, in many r-..RAAS. 

both first-hand knowledge of historic events and documents. retrieved from public information and 
testimony it,atled to tho disQU$sion and Section 20 re.visioni. 
The evidence relied Llpon.by the woEa provides little in the waY. of standard scientific data 
collection end robuGt roviow by 3 team of qualified scientists. Th WDEQ has ehos,m in~tP.Ad to 
base the AUPP on what has been termed "erring on the side of onservatism. • The WDEQ 
should be held to the highest standard of proof and ~ceountabili 

Unll'lte,.dcd coneequencee 
By now, the EQC has heard testimony from scores of landowne both in and out of th8 Powder 
River Bcsir, who ha~ been or are u~ing produeed water in their gtirn.1ftur.:tl operations to their 
benefit. A statewide rule witn general applications Will not fit the ajority of landowners, and Will 
deny odjudioolcd water right$ to thoH who depend upon pror.fl.1 .. ~Ar for their operations. 
Producers given "default limits" In the permit for EC and SAR 1h C8M produc.:ed ~ter typically 
cannot meet, unless the Pl'Qducet is witfing and· can convinc;:,e th landoWnar that all reservoirs 
they discharge into waukt contain au of the produced~ and of f 24 fl 
.QY.90t. Ot ff'le prodbolar aan conduct exbiln!live downatrirMrn Mil 'J9Q&tation and water quality 
"Section 20" work to essentially prove to WYOEQ that the limits y set in the ~ are too 
conservative~ W'( D&Q hn staled that they mow~ dAfauit flm ts are very conservative. The 
QP8rator has to do ffiis even if they are never going to see ·rs overtop e)(C.8j)t during rsin 
or snow moft ~. Por axatnpl8, (I l'9NrVoir MOOCVAA· CBM di 12 str&am miles above a 
location that has either permitted or non-permitted irrlgatron or (anyone) has said that 
there le a location where nat1.:1r.111I irrigation (say d $1~~) is ·ng. The water has conductivity 
of 1800 and has an SAR of 12. The reservoir never cvertops n9 dry condltlQns but might 
during rain eve~. Watar from this re!W'l«'lir never leaves the m ranch. The reservoir 
drains about a square mile Df drainage and W8$ put in by a pre ous landowner back in the 
1030s. The CBM company ~mrittAd it and brought it up to cu t standards when the pre!ient 
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landowner agreed to its usa for CBM. The permit would renew (or be issued) with an SAA limit at 
end of pipe of-6.5- 7.5 and an EC of -1330. The ,:,,oduoed water can't meet the limits. ihe 
reservoir cannot be ctesianed to contain the S0yl24hf flood event plus the produosd water. 
The raeult Is that the landowner oannot utiliZe the produc:ad water going into that r8SEINOir. 
ks one rancher. David Ffitner of Shell Wyoming, observed, the results of adopting the proposed 
rules to the l!lgricultural community wifl create ohaos. Surely there is a better answer. 

Public input 
The charn:ies arid various modifioations to the AUPP have been difficult for the public to follow. 
The request for rulemeking as 1"8ported in mainstream media and in public meetings has been 
confusing and contradictory. The EQC must carefully consider t,ow the proposed rule will play out 
in other scenarios and in other Basins, and must notice the rule with the appropriate period Of 
review end discussion. 

Providing real solutions 
If the goal of the EQC is to provide solutions rather than a feel-goOd political compromise, one 
answar might to lie with mediation for the minority of landowners Who say they are affected. The 
state has a duty to protect the rights of those to enjoy the benefits Of pl'Odt.lc$d water, Witl'lout the 
fruitless efforts of rutemaking that wm surely be overturned later. Operetors have been willing and 
able to seek communication and solutions for Sffectoo tanaowners, but nave l:l8an rebul'l'ed. A 
mediation program could mean a new start in crafting solutions that are beneficial for &veryone 
in\rOIVed, providing the parties approaoh the issue trom the standpoint Of l'!Onest cooperation and 
a desire to see the conflicts resotved_ 

Si~Y.~~ 

Ger. ldine Minick 
Pub! her 
R~ Mountain Energy Reporter 
PO Box 1510 
Casper, WY 82601 I 
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VIA FACSlMILE 

.February 14, 2007 

MARATHON OIL GILL 110768?76?1 

Mr. Mark Gordo~ Chainnan 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. ?.5th St. 
Herscltler Bldg., Room I 714 
Ch~, WY 82002 
Fu-307-777-6134 

NO. 0168 P. 8/9 

FILED 
FEB 1 4 2007 

Terri A. Lorenzen, Director 
Environmernal Oualrrt Coundl 

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

I nm a. Faeilitie$ Engineer working in the Powder River. 'ffasin Coal Bed Methane 
Industry. lam a Wyoming native nnd have been employed in the CBM industry since 
1999 and have wi~s:st:<l a co.ut.inuous change throughout the p!l.st yea.rs co:o.ceming the 
business. Most of which are good and necessary buL tht: DEQ rule change now proposed 
fur this industry will have a substantial impact on both producers and land owners that 
benefit from the production of CBM waters. 

I oppose the Departmf!nt of F.nvimnmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Secti<>n 20~ 

• 1 oppose any rulemaking that reduces or climinntes the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be dii:;cmrrgw and thus be.ue:ficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constaritly available to ranchers, li'vestock and 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially re-used. 

I wo1Jld also li"lrn t.o make the fullowing points about this rule: 
• .Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and 'Will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife troe/3 

• Chapter l, Section 20 and the Ag Use Proteviion Policy uuc::s lliJL protect eKlstlilg 
uses of CBM produced waters. 

• If a rancher wants water to flow dovvn 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 lando"'-ner or 
c:;vt:;n a third P'dl'ly to deprive landm\'llets :from boneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock, 

• Natw:al rainwater :flowing down the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out :in the Draft Section 20 role/Policy. 

• This policy/rule has the e~t of limiting the jurlsdfotlon of the State Engineer 
and appropriated Water rights. 
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• ~ Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana. Study. This study is mnre 
appropriate for use in Wyoming ~ I.he study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California smdy currenily lx?ing used. DDQ should 
heed the ad-vice of the WW AB. 

• This Rult>-/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 field.q uneconomical. 

• Operators reco~ water management is a critieal path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely driWuu1.1St.r:uct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up, This policy/role 'Will likely havt: H negative effect on 
:future development of CBNG resources in tb.e Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG indu .. 'ffi"Y is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further prodoction a.tjeopardy. If further production/ development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• War.er managemenl. cloois.io.ns need to be loft to responsible landow.o.ers and 
operators. Don't take away use of rest~rvofrs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 yearf.l.4 hour event and all produced waler) l;I:,; a viabk water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. A~ please register my 
opposition to making this amle or policy. Ple.a.se feel free to contact me at 307-660-1328 
if }'OU: have any questions regarding my opinion. 

Sincerely, 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Environmental Qality Council 
112 West 25* Street, Bcnchler Bnildiag, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX: 307 .. 777-lil34 

FI.LED 
FEB f 1, '}pr,,, 1 , tAJ1 

Terri A Lor"nz .. E · · i v on, Director -nwonmemai Oua'i"'y 0- . ., 
lrl. v..;Ufl(:!I 

R.E! Appendk 8 of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
Regulations 

Mr. Mark Gordon. 

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

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

I have been a ~idcrrt in the state of Wyoming f.or the la.,;it two years. As a parent of three 
chi!~ I am impressed wltl1 how much money the CBM industry has poured into 
education. As a teacher of 17 year.;, I know f1rst hand how important it is to have money 
flowing into the system. With.out tbis money in education, programs that help our 
children are hindered. "-----

Please consider the how many individuals will be affected without the water produced as 
a result of CBM development. 
1banb for your cow.ideration on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

~°'R~~ 
Gina Rougeau 
14 DeerRUfi 
Sig U~ WY 82833 
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Midnight Oil Field 
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VlAFACSIMILB 

February 14. '2007 

Mr. Mark~ Cllainnan 
Wyommg~Quality Council 
·122 w. 25th St. 

.Hmscbler Bids.,. Room 1714 
~WY82002 
Fu-307-7Tl--6134 

FILED 
FEB i % 2007 

c Te,rri A Lor~nzon, Director 
i;;;!iV1ronmenta1 QuaJiflJ Council 

RE: . DEqsPmposed RulciPolicy{Appeodix B) iegarding Chapter 1, Sectkm 20. 

DearMr-~ 

I ama business owner in Gillette,. Wy I have 9 children in Campbell County Schoo.I. 
~ I.empk,ly 20peoplewho"s :families depend on the CBM indnstty_ 
I oppose the1Jepariment ofEIMrollllMGW ~s pl"8pOSed Ru.le (Appendix B) 
or Poliey nganliag Cit.apter 1, Sectiolt 20. 

• I oppose any mfemakmg 1hat reduc:es or eliminates the ability tor coalbed 
produced -water to he ctiBchatpJ and tlms beneficia.Uy used. 

• Wate.r has to be in ihc-stmam and comta:ntJy aftilable 1o nm.cbers. livestock and 
wildlife if it is-10 be be:nmiclnlly n>USed. 

I 'WOUid· ako like to make the iollowing points ahoo:t thi$ rule: 
• Appe:odix.H will dimimte a source of"W811%"needed by nmd1ers and will 

negatively afmct livestoek and wildlife uses 
• Chapaer- I,. Section 20 and 1be Ag Use Ptotection P~ does not protect <=xistiug 

USC$ of CBM produced waters. 
• Jf"a~ wam.s "'Pr.ld:a"10 flow.down bis-drainage,. be may be p.rohtmted to do so 

ifWYD.EQ ~y sets SAR.and EC limits"tbat CBM produced watel" c:annot 
meet..: 

• The section on~y .Inis,ned Lands" would allow a ~e landowner or . 
even a tbin1 party to dept.hie landowners fi.'om benaficial use of watet" suitable fur · 
wildlife and livestoek 

• Natu:ra1 ~ fk,tiring.dowathe dJ:aiaages during storms does not typically 
meet" the default limits spelled out in the Dt8ft Secdon 20 rule/Policy. 

• This. policyhule.hastbeetlect of limiting the jurisdiction of'1he S1ateEngiDeer 
and appropriated wat«~ -

• 1'he Water' and Wasae.Advisory Board suggested 10 WYl)EQ tbatit ronsider 
water" quality stancluds based CJ.1. -the Bridga-Montana Study. This study ls more 

-appropriaw fbr USO in W:,omiilg u the-study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming. ratilerthan the Calimmia.~ cmrently being used. DEQ should 
beedtbe advice afthe WWAB~ 



Feb ;;· ~;-~;~-~---····---~-i~~;;~~--~i; ··;i~;~ ............... ·-· ... ········ .......................... ··- ................ ····················· ................................ · 
307 685-3106 2 

+ 'Dm~placc:sJfltOpcmlai mapolition~C'Nftldtgwatct' 
• .,.,;. l'ti ~-,..·~----~"!'*lllmlG----~Dtlll,.#Q,Jtir!g 
i:a-aubit Si lc:as111,1DZ 'jphc C;.J*i:llibly1Mea1•ll8:liclis~lCaJ 

• OJ,c,M MSL«iqs{~:!.it~·i_eeia Z I 1iita.-cdic:alpadttl)6*dil,ai I. 11% 

p&a,:s. -o; ~.--lili:ieiy' lllrilfANl••••allR!iieclS mdila Wllbar11aHg» ·•·• 
pl'aa111le:imlml1*- 'Dispo&oy.ble..a.....,lana-...-.di!ttan 
&.-•clct,w•·of'~iltifie:PI lct...._.Basil. 

• CBN&.....,.i:r .... ..auJUPa•tmillk,.,-.,.--. &a6a 
......... pass....-poi1iw::tioa11111 ...... ._ B':fudb.s-pi~dntlop.m,em:: 
i'.$.iQ:jc:,Oplnly-.we ·i:-.n ~.--~1D..,__ 

• w.atc:1"1 . gw111nr I 1u« .. neecholielmft»t•ZiJi.ilS$1li1lcd1-low111usand 
opealorS .Diwi'tlllilff ...... f!I. 11•s.-(wliicb-............... of 
co, ... Jngt.lieSO~__.-. ...... _.crd ~na-viaibteWlllel' 
ffl11111&,ei Mot IIXJI. 

Dmlk]'mkdlcopp)'I ....,.IOQ.WWI .. OIHJiis.mfe. Apillr.pla:sex,cgi$trt my 
oppadwla 1D...,..ag1ibis a a.le otpoic;y. :PI.se.W.fieea, ,a11a.ct:metat ~0453 
tt,aahP-c-.,qa1 - .. ....,«•-.vi•· ,in. l1Pn!!Jt,iil!WP'Mlfln11t:a111uo,1Qz. 
!!fl' +nr•nwmaJHne ___ .,.,.,...,,,., 

p. 



Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
'122 W. 25th Street 
Hcrschlcr Bldg., Room 1714 
Cht~ycn.o.c, WY &2002 
Fa.I( -307~777-6134 

Mr. Gordon, 

My nnme i::; Annette Hoffin:m. This fs my ;;,,cond letter to you corn:.ern1ng the Citizen 
Petition for Rulemaking. I moved to Ginette, WY. one year ago. I iove this community. 
I hav(: a gorn:1~payrn,gjoh rn the CHM industry. I nave worked since I was 13 yeim; ohL 
TI1c job l have now in tlle CHM indu!-,try is the first one I have ever held that paid more 
than 30K a year. l have struggled as a single parent for over 20 1 went back to 
college in 2002 to earn my Hachclorn Degree in Environmental Studies. in !he 
CBM industty allows rne to live \Vithout government assistance, help my daughter go to 
college, pay my bills, anc! STlLL have something to put :tor retirement 

i am very concerned abm1t the env1mnment Not just here in NE Wyoming, but 
arcms, T wt1s horn and raised j11~t 200 miles northwest o:f GHli;tte., WY. CBM wutcr fa :nol 
the enemy. Waler managcmcnt1 or lack of, is the true culprit. There arc many~ MANY 
options to handling 1.M.s discharge water. Please he reasonable in the decisions that affoct 
~o m:.ny w;; nn -1 pc:n-onn1 kwd. l .et us try tn leave nut emotions and look at th1: 
sdimtiJic facts that can he held up to any test~ developed. 

To cut off all the water output frorn CBM <lcvdoprncnt is not a feasib!e ncir re~pom;ibk 
solution. l have seen firblhamJ th() beneficial uses for this discharge water. I have been in 
CBM fie.l<ls and the bc::m::.fits have far out~we.ighed :my detrim,~nrs rn the fa.mt There. are 
more ranchers who will suffer ciJnseq1Jencts from .;;;tapping CBM discharges few 
ranchers and landowners who are supponing lhi:i pcliliun. Al a mcct1ngju.i;;t last night in 
Gillette, a landowner stt>od and related tht:: fact lhat her name 'Nas 
petition without her knowledge or permission. arc we 11mN that 
;-myo:ne wiK>se name 1;, un Lhal petition is 

NE Wyoming needB CBM dew!opmcm. Stopping discl1arge waters or applying 
unreasonable Hmits to !.he co.ustllucnt Umits 'is not the ~olutfon. I understand there ;;ire 
problems with some ir.i:divkioals; however, changing the WDEQ rules is not a t"i.)r 
those solutions. 

13:::;dor t~r~unit~o w:menl on this petition. 

Annette Hoff~ oo--· --
agh.Qttm11n61 <o)ms 11.C.()n::1. 

4D6~2in ffi2885 
307--299-638 l 
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Rick D. Briscoe 
P. 0. Bo,: 6690 

She.ridAn, WY 828()1 

February 14, 2007 

Via FacsimHe 30'/f f'/'l-6134 
and US Mail To: 
Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 West 25th Street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

.PIL,ED 
'1': • 

,_ ie.m A Lorenzon, Director 
t:nvrronmenta/ Quality Councii 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon • 

.Please. be advised that I ad::im::intly oppose the proposed rule changes regarding 
the referenced. As a member of the energy comtnunity in this state and having move-.<l 
hero by choice to live, work and enjoy Wyoming I find it offons1ve that the Powder River 
Basin Resour~ Cou.ucll may have the ability to influence the change of policies based 
on sound science through their rhetorical propaganda. 

1 believe agriculture stands to lose as much, if not more, than the energy industry 
if the propo$ed, rule -0hanges are implemented. Many historical stock watering practices 
will no longer be permissible, Agriculture and industry are being targeted now and this, I 
believe, will escalate in th!:': futnffi. 

As an energy ind.us.try professionill, a conservationist and a Wyoming resident by 
choice, I strongly w·ge you to also oppose the proposed rule change$ to Appendix H of 
Section 20, Chapter 1 of the Wyoming Water Quality Rult::s and Regulations. 

Rick D . .Briscoe 

8888 El8 LOE ·oN X!;l.'.1 )>J">!Hfll-i LI I' Wrl /fJ'.!-'fl ff.JM !flfJ,l_hJ_u·JJ 

,. 
•·. 



02/14/07 16:08 FAX 3076821660 LA,'11> SURVEYING 

Phone 
307.682.1Scl1 

@01 

Toll Free 
1 800.SSS.1681 
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LANn 
SURVEYING 

INCORPORATED 
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I 

209 N. Works Avenue ' 
Gillette, Wyoming 82716 : 

-------------------~---
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Mr. Mark Gonlou, Cluuruum 
Wyomiag E.a'riroumeatal Quality Council 
.t22 W. ls* St. 
Bendder Bldg., Roold 1714 
Clleyenae, WY 82001 
Fu: 307-177-6134 

FI , J:D . L .t& I 

Torri A lorenzon, Director 
Environmemai Qua.~ty Co:t.mcH 

Re.! Oppoutioa of Proposed Seetion 20, ..A.ppeitdix H -A..g Us• Ptotection Policy 

lnar Mr. Gordon: 

By way of introduction.lam a Professional Land Surveyor licensed in the State ofWyoming. So 
you might ask yourself why I would be in opposition to the Proposed Section 20, Appendix H ~ 
Ag Use Protection .Policy? Because r take pride in the relationships that our surveying fum 
(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. 

I have seen first hand the ranchers that became accustom to CBM discharge water flowing down 
their drainagei. OT being stored in. reservoirs. Most a.re more than thankful of nny wm:er that they 
can use for livestock or irrigation in such tim~ as drought. lt is one less wony tti.at randlers Itave 
f.Q deal witlfday 1o d(ly; . W~1 is bc::iug ufi'ti:nru to Ii v~lpi;..1k. iu .lhus~ portiumt u:(pastun;s thaf wt:rn 
oiice: tteyet fully~~· s~~a.l of-the produeers have not only create(i irrigation systems, they 
also cany the expense of daily operations including .harvesting the forage that was grown trom 
prodnced water. The only expense the rancher has acquired is the aci:ual feeding of the harvested 
hay. The Rule/Policy will put the producers in a position where they can no longer offer .rnch 
wonderful benefits created by discharged waters. 

Plea~ tab into c.onsideration the: property rigb.m of each landowner snd do not make changes 
solely based upon eleven people's opinion, the population of this State is much greater. Water 
~t decision.a nc:;cd to be 1dt to individual limdQ'\\ITtOrs and produocrs, realizing there MC 

waters produced that require treatment attd not all waters are created equal. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to speak my mind and pass along my thoughts and please 
make 1he correct decision and~ any changes. Ifyou. have any questions, please do not 
besitat.e to call or write. 

Respectfully. 

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

Mt. Mark Gordoni Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St 
Herschler Bldg.) Room 1714 
Cheyenne. WY 82002 
Fax-307~777~6134 

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

Dear Mr, Gordon, 

I am a Senior Planner working for Pennaco/Matathon Oil Company i.n Gillette, WY, I hav¢ 
lived in Wyoming off and on. for the past 13 years. During my previous assigrunents an 
Industrial Contractor, my duties were assigned in several cities and states, basically I was 
working on the road away from my permanent residence fat more than 15 years. I since 
accepted this position,, a fong term project in the .Powder River Basin. position has 
pleased my family including m;y \v:tfc, step children, and grand children, that l m11. in 
one location. I have a mortgage, several vehicles and the Gillette area benefits because a 
large portion of my income returns to the local economy. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) or 
Policy regarding Chapter 1, S~rlon :10. 

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

• Water has to be in the stream and constru:itly aYailablc to ranchers, llvestock 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 1.vater needed by ranchers and will negatively 

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

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

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets $AR and EC limits that CBM prod1.1eed 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 wHd1He 
and livestock. 

• Natural :rainwater tlowing down the drainages duri."'lg storms does not typically meet 
the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 ru1e/PoHcy. 

• This policy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engineer and 
appwprit1.~ wc.Ler rights, 

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

• This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water management 
pl.ans and structures such. as :reservoirs: are made obsolete, resulting :in substl'L'1.tfa1 
costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomfoaL 

• 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 v.111 likely have a negative effect on foture 
ofCBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG-industry is already ce:rrying 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 ()perators. 
Don't take away use of reservoirs (which. may not be capable of containing the 
year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a viable water management toot 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on th.fr, t\tlc, Agai~ please register o:iy opposition 
to maldng this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307~299-3579 of )10U have 
any questions regarding my opinion., I.love i}{.voming and do not want to lose m;:: ability to 

a.k r · · n· d ,, • m e a1yma: m L1s won errm statel 
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Dear Friends, 
Tern A lav 

I mn writing this letter in. rcgaros to the upoom.i:ug v~ 
in fact decide the very fate of our community. My name is Tyler Dabney, I 
Project Manager for the 185 product line belonging to Weatherford CPS. (I myself have 
been involved and employed in the coal bed metluwe gas :field for 6 years now and :have 
gathered a usable amount of knowledge therein.). My product line is charged with 
designing and :fubri.outing m.cthMc gas separators fo.i: th,; coat boo. gas industry, which 
alone should attest to the amount of concern we are all sharing at this time. As of now I 
have 5 electricians and/or apprentices, 5 hand$/welders, 1 secretary, 1 Shop 
Forman/inventory control~ and entire crew of subconttactors, and of course myself, for o. 

grand total of thirteen families JUST 1N MY FACILITY in the direct path of the 
decisions to oo.m(') fu two ~ time. Folks I Uill liSl>'Ure you that the quality of our 
discfutrge water is of my utmost concern, but let us be reasonable about this. To sQV that 
the quality of discharge water is to be ten time~ {he qua/tty of that which we drink is 
absurd!! f ~ not sayiua tAAt: there li:ho1dd not be· quality control issues, l ZlID saying th.at 
there is absolutely N(J REASON for this Tree Hugging Absurdity! 

I :myself am part of a faru.ily that tttk.es ownership in a ranch. (the Uoubie E 
Ranch of Recluse Wyo.), I firsthand have seen the effects of coal bed methane, and can 
say that I am not at all in disagreement with the things that I have witnessed upon my 
own land. let alone that of othl\l'S. Produced water that is being stored in ow: new 
reservoirs has provided Vital Nutrients and sustenance to the cattle that graze upon what 
is left of t:,ur grass in light. of our ongotng 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 production from our wells has brought 

· new life to our bmd;.; awl fo our family. We are seeing new- GR'.E)?;N grass, healthy cattle, 
and a somewhat comfortable living. What else can one ask for? 

This lett.e.r fa presented to you, to give you my thoughts and concerns involving 
the upcoming vote. Do we need quality control implementations targeted at our 
Produced Ware,:? Absolutely, But the proposal at hand, Ladies and Ge.ntlemen; is not the 
answer. Not only will itjeopanlize the well being of ones self at1d ones su.bo.i:run.akl>, 
thought needs to be taken in context relating to the dlogsgds ff &ks, and .hundred$ of 
rmlllons o(doPfn ff!!t wm !t! Io.st m Gam@tD;ec»atf_ -~ 1 cannot begin to 
fatb.om the amount of jobs and revenue throughout the United States that wi.U be forfeited 
due solely to~ I deem as poOl' judgment and narrow mindedness., on the shoulders~ of 
d~re I say- a few Ex.1remists led astray. 

If we allow this Absurdity to pass~ not only are we. allowing others to tell us how 
to think, live~ work, act.. we are forever bowing down to those who have absolutely No 
Idea how the real world WOib. For those executive type envimnme.utalist who have 
never set foot in the methane field, never turned a wrench, or in most cases never made a 
living the hard way. This seems to be the fogictd choke, W(; u~ w ailigb:ren them as to 
the workings of lire a iew tie.rs down. May this letter bring us the fuel needed to 
uccompltsh OW' goal of preserving a w~y of life, {A.nd Mqre lmpottantly Our Jobs! I!). 

Very Siru:'.erely, Tyler J. Dabney 
Project Mgr. Fctbrication, Weatherford CPS 
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Mr. Mark Gordo~ Chairman 
WYoming En'Vironmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hersohler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 
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NO. 0170 P. ?/1 

FILE Il 

Terri A. Lorenzen. Director 
Environmental Quality C..'JurJCil 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am a. eoat analyst working capital Qnd e,.,."Pense budgets, as well as administrative 
~upeiviaioll issues for P¢llna.Col.M'.arathon Oil Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in 
Wyoming for the past 6 years. I lwv~ a molt.gage, am a tax payer, a registered -votc.r, and 
active Within my community. My husband also works for the CBNG inc.lu:stry as a 
production operator for Anadarko, 

I oppose the ne:partment of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulomaking that reduces or eliminates the ability fox coilbed 
pro<lu~ w ate.r to be discharged attd th.us bonc.fioially used. 

• Water .b.as to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, li vt:sLock and 
wildlife ifit is to be beneficially·re-used. 

I wouM a.fan like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix R will elimi:n,a.te a. source of water needed by ranc.hers ::inif wi11 

negatively affect livestock ond wildlife- uses 
• Chapter l, Section 20 and the Ag U:s1;1 Prut~tion Policy docs not protect existing 

uses of CHM produced waters. 
• Ifarancherwantswaterto flow downhis drainage, he maybe prohibited to do so 

ifWYDBQ arbi1rarily sets SAR and EC limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

• Tho so-ct.ion on ''Naturally Im.gated Lands" would allow a single landowner or 
e-1rtiu a. third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of watet mritable for 
Wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rainwater floWing do'Wn the drainages during stonns does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out in the Draft Section 20 rnle/Policy. 

• Thfa policy/rule has the effect of llilliting the jurisdiction of the State EngmeeJ" 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to "W"YDBQ thatit con.side.t 
waun:: qwility l:!!.audards based on tho Bridger Montana Study. Tiris study is more 
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyo:mi:ng, rather than the California study cur.rently being used. DRQ should 
heed the advice of the WWAB. 

• This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
:ma.na.s;eme:nt plans anrl i::mrotures such as reservoirs are made obsolete~ resulting 
in substantial costs to replace) possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water managem.1:rr1L iis a cdtical path to their development 
plans. Operators w.ill not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative efl:ect on 
future dcvcfopx:nen.t of CBNG resol.trees in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG i11dustry is already can:ying a sizable regulatory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further producti.o;o/ development 
i; in jeopardy Al'.nnomic impacts are likely to follow, 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowne:rs and 
operators. Don't take away use ofn::st1rVQfrs (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 307-685-5116 
if you ha:ve any questions regarding my opinion. I wish to continue working in Wyoming 
and contributing our significant wages to the Wyoming economy, However, if policies 
are ch.angl:l<l aud lln1itations set so stringently that our own drink:i:ng water cannot meet 
the specs, we will be forced to leave this wonderful state and pursue other opportunities. I 
cannot envision the large unemployment, abandoned homes, and destructive economic 
illlpact the proposals before you coulrl 11ltimately bring-. 
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Mr. Mark Gorrlon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler :Slug.} Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax-307-777"6B4 
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NO. 0168 P. 6/9 

FIL HD 

Terri A Lorenzen. Director 
Emrironmenta! Quality Council 

RE:· DEQ,s Propo~ed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, :Section 20. 

Dear Mr, Gordon, 

1 am a Information Technology Co11$Ultant working on computer systems for 
Pennaco/Marathon Oil Company in Gillettei WY. I have. lived in Wyoming for the past 
21 years. I own two houses, a camper and 3 vehicles of course I pay laxes on all of them 
;n the state of Wyoming. I am an active sport enthusiast participating in such activitit::s as 
Golf, camping, hikin~ fishing, and hunting in Wyoming. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Polley regarding Chapter l, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduce::, vr el.u:uinates the ability for ooalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially u:;ed. 

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

I would also like to nwke the following points abot1t this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliwiuate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlif~ uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 a:o:d the Ag Use Protection Policy does not prote1.;t (;,listing 

u..-.es 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 
mtwL. 

• The section on .. Naturally Irrigated uu1ds" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from be:o.eficiJ:U use of water suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natural rain.wMer flowing down the drainages during storms does not typicaHy 
meet the default limits spelled 011t 1n the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. 

• This policy/rule has the effect oflimiting the jurisdiction of the ~tate Engineer 
and appropriated wata rigb.t.s. 

• The Water and Waste AdvisotyBoard suggested to W"x.'DEQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on the 8ridger Montana Study. Thfa study is more 
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appropriaie for use in Wyoming as tho study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currwLly being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

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

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

• C.BNG induRtry is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. .r'urther 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development 
is in jeopardy economic itnpaots are likely to follow. 

• Water managtm.ttmt deoisions :need to be left to responsible landowners an.11 
operators. Don't take away m;e of reservoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produut:d water) as a viable water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the opportnn1ty to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Plea1;;e feel free to contact me at 307~660-0013 
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyomroe and do not want to 
lose my ability to mHk~ a livlug in this wondodhl state! 

Sincerely, 

p 7 /Q '. [,; ,/ 



GREENE £NTERPRISJ;:S, INC. 
121s!lfl;MfilfilJ.#liasA,£aa 

. P.O. BOX 16 6 
GILLETTE, WYOMING 82717 

307-682.7380 
FAX 307-686-2692 

February 14, 2007 

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division - Attention Bill Dirienzo 
Herschler Bldg., 4111 Floor West 
122 W. 25th St. 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
VIA FACSIMILE: 307-777-5973 
HARD COPY TO FOLLOW 

Dear Mr. Dirienzo, 

FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzen, O!r~'1(1r . 
Environmen1al Gv~1itr ~~f<,;': 

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

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

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

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

Kelly Ramsdell 
Kristain Schutt 
Matt Miller 
Timothy Worden 
Tony Hanson 
Travis 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 btd methane water is a source 
used by the landowners for irrigation and watering l\vestock. This policy would cause 
the landowners to no longer be able to use CBM water as a source. ln return this would 



result in causing the landowners many problems. First, the landowners' crops \.Vould not 
be receiving the water needed. Further, livestock_. especially during the drought, would 
have complic-ations from the lack of water in the reservoirs. Lastlv, the landowners 
would be losing money from either having to find other ways to i;1gate or water their 
livestock or having acreage taken away from Th0m by having bigger reservoirs built to 
hold the water capacity required. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" causes problems for the wildlife as \.vell. For 
instance, the irrigated crops provide food, water, and shelter for much \.vildlife. If there is 
not an~ water to irrigate the crops, then those crops will no longer be able to provide that 
protect10n and food to the wildlife. The same can be said about trying to build bigger 
reservoirs. The wildlife that surrounds and inhabits those areas will also be losing 
protection, food and water. The Department of Environmental Quality and 
Environmental Quality Control strive for the protection and preservation of wildlife, and 
the "Ag Use Protection Poliey" would be disrnpting that. 

The "Ag Use Protection Policy" is also unreasonable for the simple fact that all 
involved would be required to meet a water quality that is truly unattainable. The current 
Drinking water requirement is 2000 PPB, and the current CBM water standard is 1800 
PPB. This policy would require that the standard 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" is not protecting anyone. It does not protect the 
jobs of the thousands of employees working for the coal bed methane industry. lt does 
n().t protect those employees' wives or children that dep~nd on this job. It does not 
protect the economy, the ''mom and pop" stores that strive on a :trong economy. It does 
not protect the landowners from drought, dehydration, or los~ of l~~; It does not pro.tect 
the wildlife from losing shelter, food, and water. The only thmg this Ag Use Protection 
Policy" protects are those people who want coal bed methane dri.llin~ to ce.ase altogether 
because if this policy passes it will. The requirements proposed in this policy would be 
nearly unattainable and are highly unreasonable. This is why I am strongly opposed to 

the "Ag Use Protection Policy." · 

Thank you for your time. 

Lee V. Greene 
President of Greene Enterprises, Inc. 

I 
l 
f 
i 

r 



14. 0 7 10: 2 

VLt\ FACSIMILE 

Februru:y 141 2007 

lv.f:r. Mark Gordon,. Chainnan 

Or, 
It L GIL 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
12:2 W. 25th St 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VvY 82002 
Fa-x-307-777-6134 

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

Dettt Mr. Gordon, 

. ~ z :. ~· 

I am a P:tofe>..ssional Landman working Surface issues for Pennaco/ M;,1nr11J.on Oil 
C!ompany :in Gillette; WY. I have lived in Wyoming since October of 2003. I have a 
wife, a mortgage and three (3) vehicles, My wife 1-vork:s for the Women's Resource 
C1.a1Ler In Gillette and we attend and arc actlvi;: portfoipcmts at Gillette Christian Center. 

I oppose the Department of Enviromnental Qualitts proposed Rule 
Ol' J?olicy regarding Chapter 1, S.ectfo:u. 2ft 

• I oppose any rulemaking that reduces or eliminates the ability 
produced water to be discharged and rims beneficially used. 

• Waterha.<i to 'be in the stream: and constantly available to rat1chers, 
wildlife if it is to be beneficially :re,.used. 111ere are many ranchers 
hwvily i;m cbn1 water in th.;:,ir ra:o.ch operations. 

1 would also like to make the following points about this role: 
• Appendix H wi11 eliminate a source of water needed by rand:ix·rs ~nd 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not'"""'""'~~ 

m,e:::s of t.'.RM prtidtlced waters. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow do,vn his drainage, he may be prohibited to so 

ifWYDEQ arbitra:rUy sets SAR and EC limit/) tlml water caru:wt 
meet. 

• The section on ''Naturally Irrigated Lands;' would allow a single lando,:,"1Jet or 
even. a third party to deprive fond.owner.,:; frorn ben.effoisl use water 
wildlife and livestock 

"' Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages storms does nx:it 
meet t'I1e default spelled out in the Draft S2c:tion ;/) mle/Policy 

"' Thls policy/rcle has the effect of limiting the jutisdiction 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water &'"id Waste Advisory Board suggested to \\7Y'DEQ that it 0or,:sH1er 

water quality standards based 011 the Bridger Mt,ntana Study, TI.us 
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appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar u, that 
Wyoming, :i:ath.er than the Califomia .study eurrently being 111;;.~rl. ,e;'hnuld 
heed the advice of the \VWAB, 

• This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a positfon 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 managerm::nl. is a cdtlcal path to thtiir development 
plans. Operators \vill not likely drill/construct projects until a water ma..11.agement 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a :negative on 
future development of CBNG 1:esourees in the Powder River 

• CBNG industry is already carrying a sizable reguJatory hutden. :Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ ue,re1i::iu1nern 
is in jeopHtdy eoonomic impacts are likely to follow. 

,, Water management decisions need to be left to reSponsible 1a.ndowners arid 
opemtors. Don't take away use of reservoirs (which may 11ot be capable of 
conta:ining the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water) as a water 
management tool. 

Thank you for the oppo:rrunity to con:unent on this rule, Again> please register 
opposition to making this a rule or po Hey . .!! lease feel free to contact me at 
if you havH any questions regarding my opinion. Uove Wy9n1i:og an.d 
my ability to make a living itJ. this 1£:.Qpderful statel 

Sincerely, 
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f eb:ruary 14, 2001 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Envi:romuental Qu.ality Council 
1.n w_ 25th St_ 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, '.VY S.2002 
Fax - 307-777-(;134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding C'naptt'T l, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gorikm, 

I a...tn an Adv. Facilities S:r,eoiulist V?011,:ing Meth.m1e Gas Gafueri.:t:J.g iecuas 
Pe.uuaco&farathon Oil Company in Cnllottc, \\l:t have, 30+ years 
am 51 and a ,vyoming Native and have been fortunate enough to live 
6 yea,.--s. .l. presently have a mortgage, 2 vehicles, and a vested interest in '-'"l.<'-'""· 

Ciunpbell County, a._11d Wyoming. l also plan on \Vyoming 
years. 

I oppose the Department -0f Bnvil•o:innl:}ll.fal Quality1s proposed Rule 
o:r Polky :regarding Chaptcl' 1; Sccti-0:n 20. 

• I oppose any rulexn~g that reJuce,,; or t,1imirmit:;;; Lhi:, abiliLy for 1,.;ualb;;;:d 
produced water m be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranehers, in,.,,.,-rr,t•v· 

vrildlife ifit is to be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the follott.ring points about this rw.le: 
• Appendix II \\'lll eliminate a source of water ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock uml wilu.Ufr Ll~t:;l$ 

lll Chauter l, Section 20 and the Ag Use P.rotectio!l .Policv does not 
use; of CBM produced waters. ., 

I 

• If a rancher wants water to ffow down his drai.n?.ge. may be pr<ihibiti:'4 to so 
'f'<P,TT'>T">Q b' ' ·1· '"' A""' ' E2~ " . · 'h ' CB"/. ti .11 · .. .! , 1 vv :r. v:o ru: tt:ran y sets :':;!.J.u:<. ana .. ,_: 1muts t at .. ,Jv.t protJHCE",z, wateT Ci'\DJ;Ot 

:rnoot. 
• The; ::,e;\.,Lkm rn:1 "Nt:.tun:1.Uy Iti:igal.,;;(l Lace,ds" would a 

even a wJrd party to dep1ive landowners £tom beneficia.1 use of water suitable 
\tildlife and livestock. 

1tt Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms 
meet the default limits s:pe11ed out in the Draft Section 20 

'" This policy/rule has the effect ofhn,:i.tittg the jnris<lictkm of th,t 
and appx'<.iptiatcd 'vva.tcr rights. 

L 
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"' The \'vatei.· and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ that lt consider 
water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Smdy. 11lis study is 111011: 

appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils sinillar to in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the ad'vice of t.11e \1lW AB, 

• This Rule/Policy plac.es t1:1e Ope:rati:n: in $ position where e:idstiug w3ter 
managem.ent p1ans a1.1.d structtU'.es such as reservoir£ :>.re :made obsolete; 
in su.bstential costs to replace" possibly making fields unooonomicd. 

• Operators recognize water ma.·1agement is a critical paili to t.iJ.ei.r development 
plans. Opera.t.ors will not likely drill/construct :projects until a \Vater nrnmagerne:11c 
pla11 can be fin:ned up, This policy/rule will likely have a negative 
future development of CBNGresources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is al:ready carrying a sizable regu fati'.lry '!:n.1r(1m:L :Fi:.irther 
tegulation. puts further production at jeop:u:dy. I:f fu:rthe:r producticm/ 
is in jeopardy economic impacts a.r1;, 1:ik:,;;ly to fo11o,r:. 

$ Vlater management decisions need to be left to responsible 18.i"ldmvners and. 
operators't Uon't take a;;./a:·y use .of reservoirs (1v.hich may· not be of 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced 'Nater) as a water 
management tool 

T'.l:tauk you for the opportunity to comment on this ml$, Again, plea$e register it1y 

oppositkm. to making this a :rule or policy. P1em.e foel free to conto.ct me .::t 307 682 1275 
lf yi:n1 have any questions regarding 1:ny opinion. ;1.J,:!i.'t:"'-.l~yg~~ll&±..:::±:!L.!t~_.r::_sg,u~,!.-6!~ 
my abilitv to mak~.a 1iving in mis wonderful state! 

Since:rely1 

~./ ~ A--±~ v 
Gregg Putman 
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Febrrnrry 14, 2007 

l\1;r. Mark Gordon, Chair.man 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
He:rschle:r Bldg., R-0om 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax-307-777-6134 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, Section 2tL 

I am an Adminhrt:rative Specialist wo:dci:P-g in the Safety Departm.ent for 
P~,Marathou. Oil Company in Gillette, WY. I grew up '\Vyomic.g 
back to the state after losing my job :inDenver in June 2004. J rnuvcd 
I love living here and v\ra5 tired of big city li"ving. 

I would 1ilce to :r:n.ake fue follo\'vfug points about this rule: 
"' If a rancher wants u,-ater to :fl.ow down hls drain~gi?:, he may he pmhihitecl to do so 

ifWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and BC liic"'.tlits i:b.at CBM pr,;:;duced water c::'\X";.not 
meet 

• The section on "Naruta11y Trrigated Lands"' would allow a single la:rn.luwrnir or 
even a third party to dei:,11.'ive landowners fro1n beneficial ·use of water for 
·wildlife and livestock, 

" Na:rurai rainwater fl.o'Win.g down the drairmges during storms does not typically 
meet the default limits spelled out.in the Dl'afi Section. JO rnl~/"f"olicy. 

• This policy/rule has the cftcot of limiting the jurisdiction of the State ,..,,..,,,,.,,,,,,...,, 
aud apprupr.i.at-il. wa:.te,: .rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to that it consider 
water qualify standards based on the Bridger Montana Study. Thls is more 
approp.tiate for use in Wyoming as the stu.dy makes use of soils similar to 
Wyoming, rather than the Cali.fomia study currently being used, 
heed the advice of the '1)/'\VA'.B. 

• This Rule/Policy places the Opcrato:r a poshi'.on, vih.<irc ·..vmc.r 
m.w:1agt;m.1cnL :phtu:s aucl st.n.u;;lw-e<s such as reserV1oks ar.e ma.de obsolete, .i.s:,;;,u_.s,:..ux 

in subst..antial costs to replace, possibly making :fields u.necononlil'.:.a.L 
" Operators recognize water management is a criti.cal path to development 

plans. Operators will not likely drill/,construct projects a water "'""'·"''""'-"'""'·'-'''" 
pfan can be .firmed up. Tn:is polit,y/rnle wm likely have a negative 
futu:i:e development of CBNO resources in t,\e Powder River Basin. 
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Thank you fo:r the opportunity to comm~nt on this 1'tile, Again, please'-"'"'""""'" my 
oppositioll to making this a rule o:r policy. 

Sincerely, 
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VIA PACSIMILE 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St 
Herschlcr Bldg.~ :Room 1714 
Cheyennt:, WY 82002 
fax- 307-771-6134 

F1LBJJ 
FEB 1 4 2007 

.. Je.rr/ A Lorenzon, Director 
t:nvironmental Quality Council 

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

Dew: :Mr. Go:rdon, 

l am a Mining Engineer working as a Project Mrmaeer for Pennaco/Marathon Oil 
Company in Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyon1ing fo:r the pat-it 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 Buffitlo,. WY. During this time of self employm~t, 
life was extremely difficult due to scraping a living in a pm.n economy. I was forced to 
liquidate my business and relocate to Gillette where jobs could be found. After workill-g 
five years with a small Civil Engineering firm, I was hired into my present job whtm;; for 
the first time since moving to Wyoming, I am fairly compensated. My wife of 28 years 
and two iliwglrtc:1-s have made these adjustnients ::ls well. All three have been assimilated 
into the community with work, gchool ond chID'¢h, We all do weekly volunteer work. 

Although the following opposition statement has bl:e.u reported by others~ I fully agre.e 
with it~ contents and believe that the passing of this ruling will have a negative affect not 
only CBM operat.QTS, but ranchers. wildlife and the public in general. 

I oppose the Department of'Environment:al Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. · 

• I oppose any rulemaking thaL reduces or eliminates the ability for coaihed 
produced water to. be discharged and fhu::; beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to rani;hers, livestock and 
wildlife if it fa tn be beneficially re-used. 

I would also like to make the following points ahout this rule: 
• Appendix H will elirttl.uato a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock antl wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Pulley does not protect existing 

useis of CBM produced waters, 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage~ he may be prohibited to do :so 

i:fWYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and BC limits that CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 
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• The secLkm on. ":Naturally Jnigated Lands" woulci allow a single lando\\iner or 
even a third party i.o deprive landowners from beneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlite and livestock. 

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

• This policy/rule has the e:ffi>.ct <>f limiting the jurisdiction of the State t:ngineer 
and appropriated water rights. 

• The Water and Wwste Advisory Board suggested to '\X.l'YDEQ that it consider 
water quality standardS based on ilie Bridger Mon.ton.a Study. This study ±s more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the Cali:tbmia study currently being used. DDQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

• This Rule/Policy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
wauagcn1ent plans ll.lld stru.¢tnres such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in subStantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water man.ag~e;lt is a critical pnth to their development. 
plans, Operators will not .likely drill/construcL projects until a water management 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule \\-ill likely have a nt:gatlve effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is already carty1ng a sizable regulatory burden. Furth.er 
rt,gulatiou puts further production at je.opart1y. If further production/ development 
is in jeopardy ecouo.1.nic impacts ore likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to bt:l left to responsible lando'Wnel's and 
operators. Don>t take away use of reservoirs (which Ulay not be capable of 
c.ont.aining the 50 year/24 hour event and all produced water)~ a vlablc water 
management tooL 

Thank you for the opportunity to oomnient on this 111!e. Please register rny opposition to 
making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact roe at 307-685-5078 if you have 
any questions regarding xn.y opinion. I have appreciated living in the beauti:fo l 1=:tate of 
Wyoming and desire to see it preserved for coun:Lkss generations to follow. 

P. S/9 
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VJ.A I7 ACSIMll..n 

February 14, 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
He.rschler Bldg., Room. 171 '1 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax- 307-777-6134 

PILED 

Terri A Lorenz,.m, Director 
Environmental Qmtlny Ct.lune# 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I ant currently working as a Project Manager for Penn.aco/lv.tarath.on Oil Company in 
GilleLl.e, WY. IjUJ:iL moved l.o Wyoming alltrr 8+ years wiLh M,:t.ralhun. Iha.vi::: be::m 
vacationing in Wyom.tng since I was 9 years old and have family that visits every year. 
Living in Wyoming is a dream come true for my wife and me. My family has been in the 
drilling business for almost 30 years in PA and I finally reached my goal of being in the 
same business. I have a mortgage. 2 vehicles. a camper for vacationing in this beautiful 
state, and a wife that will be working in the C8l!lpbell County School System. I also have 
grandparents that are very active in the Churches end family counseling in Casper. They 
also do home study sessions in Casper and Cody. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality}s proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rule.making that reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced wa.ter to be discharged and thus beneficially used. 

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

I woUld also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Pt.ilit.y does not prot&.ct existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• II a .rancher wa.uts watet to flow down. his clra.ii:iage, he may be prohibited to do so 

if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR .and BC limits that CBM prOd.uced water cannot 
meet. 

• The section on ''Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landotvne.r or 
even a third party to deprive lando·wners from beneficial use of water sUitabJe for 
wildlife and Iivestoclc. 

• Naturol rain.water flowing down the drninages during storms does not typically 
meet the defa:ul.t limits spelled out m the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. 
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• This policyh:ule has the effeot of limiting the jurisilici.ion 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 a.<; the study makes use of soils similar to that in 
Wyoming, rather than the California study ~tly being used. DEQ should 
heed the ad.vice of tho WW AB. 

• This Rule/Policy pl.aces the Operator in a position wl..t~c; 1:1x.lsil.i1g water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace~ possibly making fields uneconomical., 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a water management 
plan can be finned u.p, This policy/rule 'Will likely have a negati.'tl'e effA~t crn 
future developmon.t <:>f CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG in.dU.Stzy is already carrying a i:,izabk n::gulato1y burden.. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. Iffu:tther production/ de,relopment 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't rakA ::i:way m,e ofresetVoirs (which may not be capable of 
containing the 50 yeax"/24 hour event and all produced wat~.r) as ::i. vi::ihle water 
management tool. 

Thank: you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, pk.;w,;e register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-68S-5065 
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to 
Jose my abi~ to make a Hving in this wonderful st~te! 

Sincerely, 

<;G/~ 
Brian Boyer, PM/Geologist 
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INDUSTRIJU. 
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-.~PECIALTIES L.L .. C. 
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PO Box iS86 - 1088 Roi.lcr(son Circle. Gllfott1.\ WY /i:!7 l 8 "Te!: Jtn.682.,2ll6J F.u; Jl)7.fi~2 .. 1J1JTi 
E-mail • info(1pnisproccss.com 

January 29. 2007 

B.m Dirien.to 
Wyoming Dcpartrncnt of Environmental Quality - Water Quality Division 
122 W. 25th St. 
fforschler Bldg., 4th Floor \Vest 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax: 307-.. 777,.5973 

F-?;54 

RE: Conuncnts pertaining to the proposed Chapter i. Section 20, Appendix H Use 
Protection 

To: The Chairman (1f the WF.QC, 

Northland Imlu.,;;trial Spedalties, LLC would like to take this opportunity tn c11n11r.en1 on 
express our opposition in regiw<lx to the propo~ed Chapter l , Section H -
Protection Policy Ru!cmaking Deefoion. 

lt is our 1.mdcrstamiing tha.t Appendix H would eliminate a som·ct! 

a ... 11d will negatively affect livestock and wil<llifo uses due to the overly 
would be enforced for CBM produced water discharge, arc firm believers 
responsibility and munagemcnt of produced water development, however to 
regulation for permitting seems damaging to our economy ;.md 
relationship betvveen CBM prnctuccrs and landowners should 
produced water discharge and use. These are the ones affected by the 
al.lowed right to manage ,ts best seen. fiL 

The limits that ,:i.re ht!ing set for SAR and 
does not typicaliy meel the defo.ult lhniL<:; :;:pelletl nut in 
Atl.visory Board suggested to WYDEQ that i l consider ·water 
Montana Study. This study would. seem lo be more appropriate 
makes use of soils similar in our state, rather t!Mn the California !5tudy 

What sets the precedence for a 50 ycar/24 hour fiood cvcm ,md why is 
management of the landowners' reservoirs? Why not a 5 year event or a l yca.r evcnr:' Lt 
seem that ff there was such an event there may not be many places 

could do. 

Assuming lhl:{ pniiey were lo adv:.mce io the poin! 
·,vouk! be rcsponsibtc 1<>r the ~ompcnsation oC the lan<lownen who ·wmtl<l be 
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by the loss of water used for irrigation, and livestock.. Would it be the State? 
(imlividual and busines,;)? 

F-254 

\v'hile it ls understood that. there have been holated problems with some land owners/rnnchcrs, 
there is a va:;;t majorhy that have benidikd frum the use the water for 
irrigation, !ivei:;tock an<l wihlliie drinking waler in 1m.:ation;; that had liu!e (W mmc to current 
weather conditim1s. 

ln sw1m1a.ry we oppose lhe proposed App!;:ndix H Rulemaking deci:-.ion. We you for 
opportunity 10 eom.mcnt on the m1ing and re::;penfolly ask ih,,t our cornmcn.rs be submitted lnto 
tho r0Ci)n.fa. 

Sincerely, t 
./--~ ~--.... .J\ 

ct~~.w~Jt:~ 
Richard T. Brinkerhof!' ' _I 
Ucneral Manager k 
Northland Industrial Specialt~LC 
Tel: 307-682-0263 

307 -682~0977 

M. Norstcgaard 
Field Construction Supervisor/ Owner 
Northland Industrial Spccfoltics, LLC 

Cc: N!S, (hvners 
LLC 

Ridge Runners Investment:;, T,LC 
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Mr. Mark Gotdon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Hersohler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 
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Terri A. Lorenzen, Director . 
Environmental Quality Council 

RE: DEQ's Proposed Rule/Policy (Appendix H) regarding Chapte1· 1, Section 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I run a Production Supervisor working WatP.r Management issues for Pennaco/Marath.on 
Oil Company m Gillette, WY. I have lived in Wyoming for tbA pa.,;;r 7 years. I have a 
mortgage, 2 vehicles, l child .iJ.l the Campbell Cm.mt)' School System. I will have 11 my 
daughter enrolled in school next year. 

I oppose the Department of Environmental Quality's proposed RUie (Appendix H) 
ol' Polley ngarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaking th8t reduces or eliminates the ability for coalbed 
produced water to be discharged and thus benAficialJy used. 

• Water bas to be in l.b.tl st.ream and constantly avru.lable to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife if it is to 1:Je beneficially re-u:st1d. 

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 liil'estoclc and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, S¢¢tion. 20 and the Ag Use Ptotection Policy do~~ not protect existing 

uses of CBM proclu\X'ld wat~. 
• ff a rancher wants water to flow do-wn his drdinagt1, he may be prohibited to do so 

if WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and BC limits that CBM produced waf.t'r cannot 
meet 

• The section on ''Naturally Itri gated Lands" would allow a single lando-wn.er or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from heneficial use of water suitable for 
wildlifo and 1ive$t0ck. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainagi;:s during srorm.s does not typically 
meet the default 'litnits spelled out in the Drafl Stcl.1.011 20 rule/.Policy. 

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

• The Wnter Md Waste Advisory Board sugge.~ to WYDEQ that it consider 
water quality sta.ncIMds based.on the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for ~ ill Wyoming as the study makes use of soils similar fo that in 



• I.• I' • ' ' • • '~.' >'I,>,,, ,,, '•'-'• '•'• ,.,.•,•,•,•,•,•.·.•.•,•,•.·.·.·.·.-.·,,•,•,•,·.·,:~·-:,:,:,, ,•,·-:,:,:.:.·.:,:,:,:,:,• 

FEB. 14. ?007 ?:SOPM MARATHON OIL GILL 1i0768?76?1 NO. 0168 P. '.J/9 

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

• This Rule/Policy places the Operal.o1 .111 a position. whe.rc existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs ace made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical path to their development 
plans. Operators will not 1.ikP.ly drill/construct projects mtil a water management 
plan can. be fumed 'Up, This policyh:ule will likely have a negative effect on 
future tkv~fopment of CBNG resoutces in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNQ- industty is already carrying a sizable regulatory burden. Furth.er 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. lf f urlhe.r: produ.cti<>nl development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
ops:rators. Don't truce away use of reservoirs (which may not be capable of 
oon.taining the 50 year/2'1 hour event and all prochiced water) as a viable water 
managemruL tool. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this ruk. Again, please rcgi$tor my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me i:l.t 307-660-0013 
of you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to 
lose zny ability to make a livjn2 in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 

Paul R. Beacham 
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VIAFACS1MILE 

February 14, 2007 

FlLtil 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
HerschlerBldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

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

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

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife ifit is to be beneficially re~used. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix: H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock: and wildlife uses 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

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

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. 

• 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 WW AJJ. 
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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 finned up. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

p.4 

• 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-%12 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want to lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
R&B Enterprise 

Randy Elliott Owner/Operator 

~~ 
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Mr. M.ark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

FILED 

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

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

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

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses 
• Chapter I, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

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

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. 

• 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 
Wyomin& rather than the California study currently being used. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AB. 

p. 1 
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• This Rule,IPolicy places the Operator in a position where existing water 
management plans and structures such as reservoirs are made obsolete, resulting 
in substantial costs to replace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

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

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

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

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Again, please register my 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-689-1212 
if you have any questions regarding my opinion. I love Wyoming and do not want tQ lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
RobertE. Avery 

~·r~vf-~-
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FILED 

Terri A. Lorenzen, Director 
Environmentat Quality Council 

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

Dear Mr. Gordon, 

I am an Adminisl.ru.iive As.-;istant working for Pc.nn.o.co/M."ru:athon Oil Company in 
CJillette1 WY. I moved to Wyoming in 1989 with .my two daughters. I have enjoyed my 
time in Wyoming and now have grandchildren who also live here. 
I have received the following info:rmation ftom our water management group and 
since.rely hope the correct decision is made regarding this issue. Many people benefit 
from and make their daily living from the CBM business. 

Oppose the Departm~t of Environmental Qualityts proposed R.nle (Appendix H) or 
Polley regariling Chapfe:l· 1J Section 20. 

• Oppose any rulemaking that reduces or efuuinat1:;:s I.he ability for coa1bcd 
produced water to be discharged. and thus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantly available to ranchers, livestock and 
wildlife if it is tn he beneficially re,..used. 

Note the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will di miuate a SO'l.lrC¢ of water needed by rmiche:rs and v.-ill 

negatively affect livesrock and wildlife w,es 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protect.ion Policy does not protect existing 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• Ji 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 CRM produced water cannot 
i.ueet. 

• Toe section on "Naturally Irrigated .um<l:s" would allow a single landowner or 
even a third party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of wlite.r suitable for 
wildlife and livestock. 

• Natur.a1 rainwater flowing dovm. the drainages during storms does not typically 
meet the default limits ~llA<l out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy, 

• This polfoy/rule has the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of the State Engine.er 
and appropriatt:d water r1ghm. 
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• The Wa.t.t,r and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDBQ that it consider 
water quality standards based on th¢ Dridgc.r Montana Study. This study is more 
appropriate for use in Wyoming as tfu:: ~udy makes use of soils similar to that in 
\Vy~ rather than the califomia study currently being wst:d. DEQ should 
heed the advice of the WW AR 

• This Rule/Policy plac.e.~ the Operator in a position where existing water 
numngement plans and structures sueh as T'$fil'VOirs are made obsolete, resulting 
io. substantial costs to repfuce, possibly making fields l.ffl.economica1. 

• OpetaIO-l'S recognize water n:umagcment is a oritlcal path to their development 
plans. Operators will not likely drill/colll$lrucl projects 'Olltil a water mnnagement 
plan can be fumed up. This policy/rule will likely have a nc.-:gafrve effect on 
future development of CBNG resources in the .Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG industry is alre.ady carrying a sizable regt.tlatory burden. Further 
rogulntion p'Ots further production at jeopaniy_ If further production/ development 
is in jeopardy economic impacts are likely to follow. 

• Warer management decisio~ nt:ed to be I~ft ro responsible kw.dovm.ers and 
operators. Don't take away use ofreservoinl (whlcb 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 m..e tn contact me at 307.685.5088 
if you have any qUtlstion.s regarding my opinion.. J love Wyoming and d.o nnt want ta lose 
my ability to make a living in this wondef(ul. stattJl 

Sincerely, 

WE 
Vicki Dutter.field 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Envin:mmental Q\,li!llity Council 
12;2. West 25th street, Herschler Building, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FILED 

P. 01 

FAX! 307•77/-61:34 
Terri A Lorenzon. Oirer.1or 

Environmentaf Quaiity- Coundi 

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

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

1 am wr1tmg to provide comments opposing the propo::;w rule c.hange(s) with respect to Section 
ZO, Chapter 1 wyom1ng Water QuaJity Rules tint.I ~~ufatic,ns. It is clear th&t the proposed 
ct'laoges Will do little more than harm Lhe Sldll:! or Wyoming on multiple levels. Simple cow calf 
ranching operations will ll!.t!rtllly d,y up and blow away, ~s :such minute elements ns windmill or 
water well operttl.a:I !:)WCI< tanks will no longer be permissible means to wotcr livestock. Their 
uvernuwing discharges will not meet the proposed st;indqrds. Furthermore, r;lmilar instanceli 
where the overflow fills Md ~ssociated reservoir will no longer be permissible either. This state 
has been in a prolonged period of drought ilnd were it not for CBM dischargEi water, many small 
mnching operations would have already gone under. 

The Powder River Basin Resource Council is trying to stop CBM development and in tum ruin the 
ability of the Wyoming farm and ran~h community to raisa and care for tnAir r.rnps and livestock 
operations. In one motion, the PRBRC stand.s to kill both indu$try ;inn agriculture all together. 
F¢r too long the voice of a vocal minority has been rlidnting the actions of the silent majority. 
The Views of ths petitioners. are· not the vie.ws nf t'h~ people of Wyomrng who choose to make it 
their home: I am on~ ofm;;my llniver...ity of Wyoming graduat.es (I personally have a Master's 
Degree in FnvimnrnP-nl'al Economics) who want to remain in their home state and invest their 
pmductive lives into making it their home. r make a good income, pay all of my bills on time, 
and I pay my taxes. How do the petitioners expect the economy of Wyoming to remain intact if 
their propcsed 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 CSM benefits. both the agricultural industry and the Wyoming wildlife. 
Water is put to good use as stock and wildftfe water and irrigation. The science is in place 
allowing land application of this water with proper oversight and management. The soils are 
treated and enhanced and life goes on. Wildlife and livestock have flourished in the presence ot 
CBM produced water. You can even discuss this with the BLM wildfife biologists if you Uke. 

1hanks for your consideration on this matter. 

Sincerely, 
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~f.acy K,'llordd 
P,O, Box 3385 
GiHette, VvY 82717 

M.r. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyon:1ing Etrvironment::il Qrndify <:nuncil 
122 W, 2.5m St 
Herschler B1d.g. Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax -307-777-6134 

1v1r. Bill DiRienzo 

VATES PETRDLEUM CIJRP 

\Vyoming Department uf En v iromrn::ntal Qualhy 
Water Quality Division 
Herschler Buildimi. 4th Floor West 
122 West ;25th St. ~-

Cheyenne,, Wyoming 82002 

RE: Policy/Rulemaking on. Chapter 1, Section 20 - Use Protection 

Dear 11.r, Gordon, 

Thank ji'Ol.1 for the opportunity i:O comment on this issue. I mu oppu~c<l to H 
because I feel it would eHntinate the use of a very important water resource. 
existing Policy and proposed Ru1emaldug (:if passed) has potential of «u·~"'"'·n. 
discharges already in use -as weI1 as future disobarge.s,. Existing rese:i:voir<: will he 
affected and may have to be abandoned and construction of new reservoirs or 
wm cause un:n.ecessary disturbance, I personally do not s~ how tl\1$ woufr1 '"'"'·'"'',,. 
landOVv1J,ers in any way, shape or form. I feel that it should be ·up to pfrvate 
biud.owners to establish water management plans that are acceptable useful 
CBM Sorvice provid<'lr5 to meet their individual needs. Passing this 
deny lan:dm:vners that opportunity and their right to choose the fiow· "''"·----·~·~, 
livestock and wildlife water. Containment of the :50 year event wm retp.1in;: dthci 
partially filled :reservoirs: and neither of these would benefit or 
livestock either. Landm,vners \vtll losc their right of choice. The rnaj ority of the 
wells hi the bru;in have a stock '\\tater ~pprop:riation, filed with the Stat,:c 
associated with when. 111is rule infringes upon that ri~.J1t 

The limits proposed have been currently based i.,n California studies 
appropriate Bridger study and it seems odd to me that even 
basin "vould not meet these default limits, 



02/14/2007 14:28 13075824541 VATES PETROLEUM CORP 

Th.is rule wm not solve any problems, but will create new ones, If this is passed, it 
clt:::uy private property Jandow'Ilers the ability to make decisions concerning their c:wn 
and it wm eliminate a valuable resource that should be availabfo to them. 

Thank you for you:t tir.x1i:. 

2 
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Feb 14 2007 10:45AM HP LASERJET FAX 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairrmm 
Wyoming ~nvironme11ta1 Quality Council 
122 W. 25m St. 
Herschler Bldg, Room 1714 
Cheyenne> WY 82002 

February 14, 2007 

Todd Merchen 
6410 Hudson A Ve. 
Gillette, Wyoming 82718 

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

1vh. Gordon: 

I previously contacted you about Citizen Petition for Rulemaking -Pow<kr .. River Basin 
Resource Council et al- WQD Chapter 2. That letter was dated January 2007. As I 
stated in that letter, I live with my family in GiHette, Wyoming and .am employed as a 
:registered professional engineer and registered professional geologist by Lowhru:n 
Engineering LLC. Gillette is our home and where we want to stay.. My employment in 
the CBM industry is critical to supporting r:ny family. The CBM industry is also critical 
to sustaining this community. 

Last night l attended a rne1.:ting of concerned citizens about the proposed Section 
Appendix H · Agricultural Use Protection ruie making, I sat with s.everal. :ranchf;;;rS who 
depend on the CBM water to sustain their operation. These are folks I have s;.vo:rked 
in the development 0Ttl1e ga."i and water resource and have become frie:n.ds '\.V:ith.. A.s I 
discussed in my previous letter, they are :receiving a substantial bentlfit wate.rs. 

The rule, o:r fear implementation, has alr~ady impacted our business and ha.s 
stymied development of one of our natfo.n's <..-'Titicai natural reso1.m;es. 

There appea.rs to be no scientific basis for the establishment of the 50 year event 
throughout the P<)wder River Basin as the controlling stcmn. event to 
lnigated Lands". It is a lazy v.ray, and deceptive way, of trying to cripple the "'"'H'·''"" 
Some natural land use has been impacted because of ittesponsibie development, 
however, these impacts are localized and not basin \vide. These should be addreHscd 
individually and not by a blanket rule that ~jures so m.any. 

Please carefully consider this Ag Use Protect.ion rule, it :is too general, without scientific 
basis, and >will likely injure many landowners in the guise a few. 

Respectfully, 
,,-,;--·..., /,J /')~ ~A /} -/.~-//'{-//'~-

Todd Merchen PE. PG 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14, 2007 

307-692-1834 p. 1 

Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St 

, Te!ri A Lorenzon, Director 
c:nv1ronmenta/ Quality Council 

Herschler 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. 
I oppose the Department cf Environmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
or Policy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

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

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

I would also like to make the following points about this rule: 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needed by ranchers and will 

negatively affect livestock and wildlife uses · 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect existing 

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

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. 

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

• This policy/rule has the effect oflimiting the jurisdiction of the State En&:rineer 
and appropriated water rights. 

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

p.2 

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

• Water management decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and 
operators. Don't take away use 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. I love Wyoming and do not want to lose 
my ability to make a living in this wonderful state! 

Sincerely, 
Tanya Elliott 

~~£~ 
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February 14, 2007 

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division - Attention Bill Dirienzo 
Herschler Building, 4tl'I Floor West 
122 W. 25m St. 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

307-882-2517 

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

Dear Mr. Dirienzo: 

After attending fast nights CBM meeting regarding the Ag Use Protection Policy we felt 
cornpeUed to write a letter. 
First, we were ver1 disappointed to hear and read the letter from a rancher whose name 
was put on this petition without her knowledge. That puts the petition on ground 
for us. 
Secondly to hear that the water being discharged would have higher water than 
the water we drink (if this ru.ie passes) was astonishing. Ibis leads 1,.,s to believe that the 
citizen's petition was :introduced to not just improve the water quality, but to stop the 
dischargjng ofwa.ter. It very weU would if this rule is passed as it would be very for 
the water to meet these new expectations. 
Lastly, to near a landowner speak about how this rule would affect him (when this is 
supposed to protect him) was what sealed fuc deal. Taking the discharge water away is 
not going to do any good for most landovvners. When \Ve see la:ndo,.,.n.ers that are 
this cause that is supposed to protect them, we see the real truth of the marter. 
When you see the papers upon papers that CBM companies already go through to 
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 cru:1 possibly be. There is no 
1-efl.son to add another rule that would end up taking away a very important resource to 
most landowners which in tum would make the rest of the land suffer. 
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Mr. Mark Gordon, Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
Herschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Fax - 307-777-6134 

303 980 3539 TD 913077776134 P.02/03 

VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14, 2007 
TTDN-MOC/GEN-07 -113(X) 

FlLilD 
f:'.'£!"" 1 , Js ,. 4 J{lm 

• ... {J;<!>i' 

lerr, A , ,.... . . ' ,. LorPnzon O. 
c-nv1.ronm"'n,;?.t Q· I,_ trector - l«, , ,1a1,tv C 

• 1·, ouncH 

Subject: Wyoming DEQ's Proposed Rule/Polley (Appendix H) regarding Chapter 1, 
sectton 20. 

Dear Mr. Gordon: 

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

• I am opposed to the Department of F-nvironmental Quality's proposed Rule (Appendix H) 
reg:,miing Chapter 1 , Section 20. 

• I oppo$e !id.ate rulli.!making that reduces the ability to usa CBM produced water for 
benefici:;11 use. 

• Such uses of CBM water include live~tock and wildlife watering and crop irrigation whic.h 
have proven to be beneficial to the 3fate. 

I would also like to make the following points about this rule, 
• Appendix H will eliminate a source or water neected by ranchers and will negatively 

affect Uvestock and wildlife watering. 
• If a rancher wants water to flow down his drainage, he may be prohibited to do so if 

WYDEQ arbitrarily sets SAR and EC limits that cannot be meet. 
• The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands" would allow a single landowner or even a third 

party to deprive landowners from beneficial use of water· suitable for wildlife and 
livestock. 

• Natural rainwater flowing down the drainages during storms does not always meet the 
default limiti:; gpelfed out in the Draft Section 20 rule/Policy. 

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

• The Woter and Waste Advisory Board has suggested that WYDEQ considi;r walt:r 
quality standards based on the Oridger Montana Study which is mu,1:1 c1ppropriate to the 
state of Wyoming than the California study currently 1.11,:it:u. The California son model Is 
not representative of Wyoming soil and does nol µrurJu~ representative results. 

• This Rule/Poticy plact,~ lht, Operator in a position where existing water management 
plans and stru<.itures :such as reservoirs are made obsolete, which will result in 
::iubstantial costs to replace mal<lng many CBM fields uneconorn,cal. 

143 Uriion B0ulev,1l'd, S,;itc: IO I 0, wl<.ewood. CO 80228-1875 
Tel '.:103.988,2202 Fax 303.980.3539 
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Mr. Mark Gordon 
February 14, 2007 
Page2 

303 980 3539 TO 913077776134 P.03/03 

• Operators recognize water management is ;:;i critical path to their development plans. 
Operators will not likely drill/construct projects until a viable water management plan can 
be developed. This policy/rule will likely have a negative effsct on future development of 
CBM resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• The CBM industry is already carrying a sizable regulatory and financial burden. These 
proposed rules will put future production at jeopardy and will likely have an economic 
impact to the state. 

• Water nicmctgermmt decisions need to be left to responsible landowners and operators. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this rule. Agam, please register my opposition to 
making this a rule or policy. Please feel free to contact me at 303-980-3544 with questions or 
comments. 

KO:bJ 
Cc; Project File 

1th S. Da~on PG, PE 
Principal Engineer 

P:\MaralllOn 011 ~y\P<Nldar Ril'IN' OBM'ileguJt10ry Ruli>$\tlli0\0avldton AQ 1,/se P~iQv letter 2·14-07.doc 

TETRA TECH EC, INC. 
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Brennan Engineering & Instrumentation 

February 14, 2007 

David D. Brennan 
Brennan Engineering and Instrumentation 
5700 Antelope Valley St 
Gillette, WY 82718 
Phone: 307-685-2987 

Mark Gordon 
Chairman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 West 251h Street 
Herschler Bldg, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, VIV 82002 

FILED 
FEB 1 ~ 200? 

Te_rri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Env1ronmentaJ Qualiti; Council 

Re: Opposition to Chapter 1, Section 20, Appendix Hof the "Ag Use 
Protection Policy" 

Dear Mr. Gordon 

Please do not let Chapter 1,Section 20, Appendix Hof 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 

p. 1 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

February 14, 2-007 

Mr. Mark Gordon. Chair.rnan 
Wyoming Envi:romnenfal Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
H~schler Uldg., Room 1 ?14 
Cheyenn.e, WY 82002 
Fax ·-3(J7~777-6134 

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

I oppose the Department of Envkonmeufal Q¥u,Uty~s proposed Rule 
or Policy rtgardmg Cnapter 11 Section 20. 

• I oppose any rulemaldng that teduces or eliminates the ability tor ..,.., ..... v,,..., 
produced water to be discharged and thus beneficially used_ 

.. Vlater has to be in the stream and oonst:mtiy available to """"'""'·"'' 11ve.E:-mc,K 
wildlife if it is to be beneffofaHy re-used. 

I would also like to make th\$ foUowiug points about rule: 
• Appendix. H vviH elimirurte a soun::e of w-ate:r needed by taJ1chers and wrn 

negatively affect livestock and ~ildlife use,s 
• Chapter 1. Section 20 and the Ag Use Protection Policy does not protect '-'h·'"'"·'"",' 

us.es of CBM p:ro.cl:uced waters. 
• If a rancher W&nt"> water to flow dov,,n hfo droinuge, he may oo prohibited. to so 

lf W'i'DEQ arbit.i;ad1y sw SAR and EC fun.its tlmt CUM watet ,>tti11ot 
meet. 

llo The section on "Naturally Irrigated Lands'' would tJlow a 
even a iliird party to deprive la:udown~s from beneficial use 
,vildlife and livestock. 

• 'Nan.1r.al r.ainwaik"'r flowing dcnvn the drainages during stO'nus does not 
meet the defoult limit.s spelled out fu ilie Draft Se,;ti:01120 ntle/Po1foy. 

ci. This µolicy/:rule has th~ e.fft::cL of limitlng f1w jrn:i:;iliction of fut Sllilc "-'lii"..>J-1·'"'".c 

and appropriated water rights. 
• Tue Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to WYDEQ it C(JIJ,s1ur;,r 

water quality standards based on the Bridger Montana Study, stixdy is more 
apprnprlate for use in Wynmine; as the study makes u.~e of ~nils sirnHar to that 
Wyoming~ rather than the California study currently being used 
hetx1 the o.dviee of the WWitB. 
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• This :Rule/Policy places th~ Opc.rato;; .in a position whet¢ cxi2ting water 
management pians and structures such as reservoirs are ,0).ad~ obsolete, 
in substantial costs io rep.lace, possibly making fields uneconomical. 

• Operators recognize water management is a critical pafu to their development 
plan£. OpeJ.fetors wlU not likely drill/construct pmjects until a \Vater m~ma,e:eJrn.ent 
pfan can he fumed up. Thfa policy/rnlf-\ v..,m likely have a ne~ative 
future development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basfo. 

• CBNO industcy fa already Cl:!!.-X)'lilt; a sizable regulatory bu:rdcn. Fu,_--ther 
regulation puts further production ar jeopardy, If furlhef p.roduction/ eI<Jp:rn,c,nt 
is m jeopardy economic impacts axe likely to follo'\v. 

* Water :man~ement decisions need to be left to responsible lfmdovro.ers and 
operators. Don't take away use of rese.rvoi:rs (which may not be cmiante 
containing the 50 year/24 hour event and an r,mdnced water) as a ·viable vn:1rer 
management toot 

Thank you for the opportunity to comm.c:mL on !lili; .rule. Again; please :register xny 
opposition to making this a rule or policy. 

Sincerely, 
I}<, . 1 t?-
~ ~-#-

1 Jim Tumlinson 
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February 14; 2007 

Wrr. Mark U:ordo:u, Cb..aLrman 
Wyoming Environmental Quality ComJcil 
122 W. 25th St. 
He;:$e:h1er Ride;., T<.nom 1714 
Cheyenne} VlY 82002 
Fax- 307-777-6134 

RE: Citizen Petition for .Ru!ernaldug-I'owder IU:ver Basin Resource '-'V·--~·"""'"·' 
Revised Versio:n-WQD Chapter 2 

I wwk for ;Pt;;1rum.;n/Mai;atho11 Oil Compa11y in Gi11ette; \/{Y. I ,n,.,,,.,,-\,1 qc, 

work on newly drilled wells, I have worked in the oi.1 & g:ii:,; h1du.:,;try for 34 years. I 
moved back to Gillette, atter an absence of 7 yea.rs, from Texas To be a of bed 
natural gas development I have resettled with a mortg~ge> 2 autos, and other 
:financial responsibilities. 

I oppose the Citizen P.etiti.011 far Rulen:'Haldng - Powde.r River Basin Resmu:e12 
Council et al - WQD chapter 2. 

• 1 oppose any rnlernaking that reduces or i::liu.dn:;;ik .. ":S ilie abllity for ooalbvd 
prouuced water t.'J be mscllatged and mus beneficially used. 

• Water has to be in the stream and constantlv available to ranchers, and 
wildlife if it is to be benefidally re-used. ' 

I Vl<mid afao 1ik:e to make the follo,,ring points abou.t this role: 
• If this rule fa passt;iJ.: in aoy form, the firlllncial rru11:ificatious to me, my 

my fellow employees and my company ,,yfi1 b(;l devaslliting. 
of.tax l:'lweg._l!,e, to t.11e county and state from foe treniendous :reduction in Coal Bed 
Natural Gas production J!ij1 change Wyorning:§_revenue picture from h~Y::ibl.3Ji 
surp]u,s to a deficit. 

.. Joh.:n Wagner, Admirdstrator of the DH.ts W:,;tA, QuR1ity 
tho EQC with hfo understanding of the effwcts of th1:: proposed 
stak:d Llie n:tfo will have the cffeg! of prohibiti:na mos!~ifI~Qt nil CBM u:roduood 
water discharges, 

.. I oppose a11ymle that wcruld set stricter standards for Powder River 
produced. water fuan the existing '\V'Y1'DE8 standards for Convention.al 
Ga.q Operatfon.s, The concept of a standard is se1f-exp1ai.'1ftto:ry,. 
applied over the entire stat~. The Powder and Ton[;,,ue Rivers are n.Q1 any '"~,....,,., ... ,.,,, 
from the Wind/Big Horn or Sh.osho:ne rive.rs. This mle is bound to be 
down as arbitrary a..'l<l capricious upon appeal. 
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• It is well understood by the :Pm:r.u:tw ao.d other CBNC operators in the bMhi 
problems \vith CBM water on some individuals' propeme,:; !U:ight i;:xitiL I ha.ve 
personally dealt ~ith many of these mdividuals .. .in opinion, view 
rights they are <>wed is skewed beyond all reasonableness. There are rnany 
opt:i0m: avaflable for conflict ;resolutions that are not being pursued 
petitioners. Changing wate,r qnriHty m1e~ is not a for tl1ose issues. 
cvr:ry cMe an engineered solution ha~. been -0fter.ed to the The 
pelitiouers seem opposed to anything but a fight 

• The Attomey General's office has repeatedly cauLiuut-d th!;) EQC 
petition and the rule it proposes. The EQC would be 1vise to Ihefr a.wuu.,'" 

adv-k:.e. Again, upon appeal this rule will be struck down as erbttrary and 
capricious. 

Thank you for tb.10 opportmtity to 0.t,mment on this rule. Aga~ please rny 
opposition to making this a rule or policy, 

Please feel :free to contact ms;., at 307~060-4670 of you have any quostiori.s regarding my 
opinion, t:yras born an\1- reared i'.Q"Wvonung l:l,11t;1.,;i.9 not waJJ.t ~QJQ.§.~ 11w ability tQ.2;:r;t,aj,.:c s 
living in this wonderful ~t!!tel 

Charles :a Haskins Jr, 
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February 14, 2007 
Via Facsimile (307~777-6134) and regular Mail 

Mr. BiU DiR.ien7...o 
Water Quality Division FILED 
Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Herschler Building, 4th Floor West 
122 West 25th Street 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

Re: Proposed Section 20. Agricultural Use Protection Policy 

Dear Mr. DiRienzo 

FEB 1 4 2007 
Terri A Lorenz-0n, Director 

Environmental Quality Council 

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

Please use the recommendations from :Mr. Harvey's (KC Harvey, 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 quaHty limits have the potential of causing current 
discharges and future discharges of water to no longer be available for providing water to 
livestock, \\ildlife, and for imgati9n without add.itiona1 treatment. The water that is 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 a waste of additional 
resom:ces. 

The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggested to W\'DEQ that they consider water 
quality standards based on the Bridger Montan.a 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. 

The proposed rule seems to be inconsiderate of the property owners that have use for the 
water and want to continue there right to do so. As proposed Appendix H will interfere 
with the livelihoods of many land.owners who currently rely on the produced water to 
enhance ranching operations. The proposed idea of building reservoir sites in the 
dtainages that ~i.Il contain a 50 yr/ 24 hr precipitation event and the produced water js 
just not reasonable. Many of the areas that land owners would prefer operators build 
reservoirs would be eliminated as an option because of this rule. The property owners 
ability to manage the "',ater resource and grazing of there pastures \Vould be significantly 
impacted by this rule. Please keep in mind the operators and property owners need water 
management tools they can work with to compliment each other, and this proposed rule is 
not that tool. 
Thank you for the opporturuty to comm1;nt. 

Sincerely, YJ
6

c.jcl bt!S f't{::... 
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A'J'TN: Mr. Mark Gordu11 
Wyoming Enviromtiontnl Quality Council 
122 Wes! 251.h Street, 1-lcrschkr BLJilding, Room 1714 
Cheyenne. w Y 82002 
FAX; 307-777-(,134 

RR: J>roposcd Section 20 

FILED 
FLB 1 I, ,r,n 

Co ' 't .,.l,ll.)/ 

Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
Environmental Quairty Council 

J ,u11 oppo::si;:d tu tl11.:: proposed :-1..:di,m 20 rnk; changes because it will cause great harm to 
the economy of tho Stulc of Wyoming, It. will decr!;lm.H) cur001· t)pportuniticr, :.HJ '\Voll has 
have a long tcnn effect on othe1·jobs, such as real cs.tate, tha! are no! din,1·.rJy n~l:.',ri':d lo 
coal bed methane dcvclopnicnl. 

The propo:~od section 20 wouk!n 'tallow rnnchern to uGe rottcrvoi.ni they already have 
permitted t.o foed !ivestoc.:.k. It will have. a negative effect on their livelihood ns well as 
cuuse major price increases in the callle marl<et as decreasing watct· supply would also 
dl!t:r<.;asc IJL!rd siz<;. Mally r<111d1t:J!:i wi;;,~; ,·ilik: lu 1;<.Jll.(.i11t.1e 1.11oduL:(i1.JJ1 withoLJl having to 
Jilt:. hunkrnptcy duo to the poi,itivo offi:::ot:-;. ofcoul bed methane dov~JlopnrnnL 

Overall. proposed section 20 is extremely cost incf'ficlcnt. lt woulcl hindc1· rhc economy, 
i11l!rc.;wsc.; lnmk, up((;_y /ilir.1gin111d luwe, 1I1c:: 1.1vt:rng1:.: irnxmk: rate of Wyorningitcs. 

... / 

··-: . j c. c c·: t· ~-·,..1 ···.:·: .. ····,.<:: .;/ ) ! r-
Tud:cr l .. Smith 
:-il1cridan. Wyoming 

l,,.. 

{ 
/' \ 

\, 

@0011001 
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febnlary 14, %007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyomino Environmental Quality Council 
1.22 West 25th Street, Herschler Buikffng, Room 1714 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 

FAX: 307-777-6134 

FILen 
r:;-B 

·. . t · t + 2fJ07 
Terrt A . · 

t::nw . • Loren-~ 
- ronmem-.1 o·"on, Dirieclor 

'Cl/ t. LJgj'r, (I 

· fly CouncH 

RE~ Appendix H of section 20, Chapter 1 Wyoming Water Quality Rules and 
R99ulations 

Mr. Mark Gordan, 

I am writing to ~rovide comments c,pposing the proposed rute change(s) with respect lo Section 
20, Chapb!!r t Wyoming Water Quality itules and Regulations. It is clear that the proposed 
change..; would be damaging to Wyoming and the majority of its residents. Ranctt1:Ms would tose 
th!!'; ability to beneficially Lise C8M produced water for anything simply at the <.ll!lrnand of some 
mwnstream landowner who perceived that it might damage his fand. The tread of DCQ has 
stated that virtually all discharges of CBM water would not be able to bt:l 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 Lhe silent majority. The views of the 
petitioner.s are not the views Of the people of Wyominy who choose to make it thiair home. I am 
one of many longtI~ WYt,ming residents Woo w~nl to rem~in here ond invest their producthtP. 
lives .into ma!dng it their tiome. r~ proposed clii.'toges would very likely.:efimiriate. my job and the 
jobs ofthousands Of other resiaents wtio mdke their living in the CBM industry_ 

As manager ot operations ror ttie t."UHlfxmy l work for, I a1n t.eU you that if surfru::e discharge of 
CBM procfuoed water Is not pennilt:ed, we will lose opproximataty ninety per<"J\nt of our 
100mmctd naturaJ gas producUon. 

lllank you tor your con:..ideration. 

s;~~j I I n 
~1 47 Upper Jtoad 
Sheridan, WY 82801 

:·-:·-.-:-:·:·.<·>>>:<-: 

P. 01 
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February 14~ 2007 

Mr. Mark Gordon 
Wyoming Environmental Quality Counctl 

FAX NO. 307 673 RRRR 

FILED 
f:~n ·1 , , ... o , ,\f ')wr, 

~ l.Vt!f 

Terri Ji ; ,, ;::: . ·,. '---uren?on !)· 

P. 01 

1 n West 25th Street. Herschler Building, Room 17 l 4 
Cheyenne, VvV' R2002 

'-nVJronmci,1•~, o·-. ,, i..,frector 
'-'' ld/ 'Uaiity Council 

Deat Mr. Got'don: 

Fot a multitude ofre;:asous, I am oppogcd to the proposed section 20 rnle changes: 

1. This rule/policy would add further regulatory uud economic burdens to the CBM 
industry which is already heavily burdened with regulatory r~ulrcmcnts. 

2. Appendix H will eliminate a source of water needoo by ranchers and hav,; a 
negative impact on livestock and wildlife needs. 

3. Existing uses ofCBM rmduced waters are not protected by this rule/policy. 
4. Landowners seeking beneficial use of water suitable for wildlife and livestock 

rm,y be deprived of the ability to use this water by a ~ingle landowner or third 
party because of the section on "Naturally lr.rigated Lands". 

5. Ranchers may be prohibited from allowing watcr to flow down their drainage 
systems ifWYlJb(J sets SAR and EC limit..s llnit CBM produced water cannot 
meet. 

6. This rule/policy will financially devastate both ranchers and the CBM imlu:stiy; 
this deva.~tation will directly translate to an overall decline in the prosperity of the 
State.of Wyoming Ma whole. 

The complications created from this proposed "solution" will create problems far greater 
than what the original "pwblcm" ever contained. If approved, this ntle/policy will 
immedjately cause significant loss amongst the general populace of Wyoming: Joss of 
jobs/livelihoods~ loss ofin.dustry, loss of revenue, los:s uf ranches, loss oflivestock, loss 
ofwildlife, etc. 

Ultimately~ the: addenda• s of a few individuals with "special interests" should not be 
permitted to adverse! y affect the needs of the many individuals who will be severely 
impacted by the approval. of the proposed section 20 rule changes. 

Thank you very much fur your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 

~·trr--
Debbie George 
Sheridan. Wyoming 
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February 14, 2007 
,j . FI 'I\" ED " . L . . 

Wyoming Environmental Quality Council 
122 W. 25th St. 
IIcrschler Bldg., Room 1714 
Cheyenne~ \VY.82002 

Wyoming DEQ/ Water Quality Division 
122 W. 25tb St. 
Ht:rschler Bldg., 4th Floor West 
Cheyenne, \VY.82002 

Dea:r Mr.. Gordon & llvfr, Dirienzo 

_ Terri A. Lorenzon, Director 
t:rnnronmental Quality Counc:11 

I oppose the proposal put before you known aR Ch.apter 1, Section 20 aka the "Ag 
Use Protection Policy". It seems to me the only protection this offers to Agriculture 
lands and the associated stewards is shnilar to tht: protection an umbrella gives a 
water thirsty salt cedar tree in the desert. Literally taking available water away from Ag 
lands is unacceptable as we plod our way into the seventh year of a drought. 

I. like most Powder River Basin area citizens. do not envy your position. The position 
you have been appointed to is a huge contentious ri::spunsibility. I only hope that you 
have the ability to weigh in on all point.~ of view. I know y-0u have heard economic 
impacts) social impacts, agriculture impacts, etc ... As a council the redundancy of the 
comments must be almost numbing hut pleasP. rt:'.member we are the $il.ent majority. 
We are the working class middle man who puts in the 40 to 80 hour work week and we 
all just wunt to go ·home and enjoy our fau1m~:s; not fight the battles) one at a time, that 
help· us assure we will have jobs at the end of your rulemaking decisions. 

Thank you for suffering through yet one mo.re letter; The decisions before you are not in 
fact "Ag Use Protection Policy" in reality it is "Ag Use Prevention" of produced water. 

Happy V a.1entines Day, 

Sawtda Phillips 
P.O. Box 1103 
Gillette, WY. 82717 
307-660-3836 

cc: Govotnor I>a.ve Freudt::u.thal 
Senator John Hines 
Senator. Michael VonFlatem 
Representative Sue Waflht 
Representative Timothy Haillinan. 
Representative Tu.111 Lubr.w.u 



FEB.14.? 7 9:??r~fv1 OI~ GIL~ 1~0768?76?i 

VT..A. FACSIMILE 

.February 14} 2U07 

Mr. Mark Gordon,. Chairman 
Wyom.:i.n.e Rmrirnnmentai QuaJity CcUncil 
122 W,25thSt. 
Rcrsohfor Bldg;., Room 1714 
Choy'¢ru1e, WY 82002 
Fax-30i-777~o134 

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

Dear Iv.fr. Gordon, 

I am kt P.rufesisloual Geologist working Water Ma:nagemcnt issues for Pct1.tH1r.,o/Mamthon 
Oil Company in Gillette, wr..~. I have live-0. in Wyoming for th~ p~t 6 yea£s. I have a 
mortgage, 3 vehicles:1 3 children in the Campbell County School System, 1 also have 1 
child who is a freshman at the University of Wyoming. I am very active in the 
area and I attend the Wesleyan Church in Gillette. 

I oppose the D0p~rhne:nt of '.en"ironmenfal Qn~1ity's proposed R.nfo 
01· Pt>licy regarding Chapter 1, Section 20. 

• I oppose any mlemaking lhuL :reilw.:~s or i;;luuiuates tho ability fo:r coalbed 
produced. water to be oJscharged and thus beneffofa.lly nsecL 

• Water has to be in the stream and consta:ntly available to ranchers, 1ivestoc1{ 
wildlife if it is to be beneficial1y re-used. · , 

X would also like to :rnake the fo1L:i'Cv-:in.g points abo·ut t11i<1 rnle: 
• Appendix H will e:litrcin.ate a so~cc of water needed by rtu1chers a.'1.d win 

negatively affect livestock and wil<lllfo use-s 
• Chapter 1, Section 20 and the Ag Use .Protection Policy does not protect 

uses of CBM produced waters. 
• If & rimr:her want,; water to flow down hls drainage, he may be prohibit<.':d to do so 

if WYDEQ arbitrruily sets $_4.R and EC limits tfo,t C'.RM produced water cai."lllot 
meet. 

• The section on "Naturally Inigaied Lands}' would allow a si11gle lando,r,--ncr ot 
even a third party to deprive landO\X:1lers from beneficial usi:: uf watt.t sttitable for 
wildlife and livestock 

• Natural rainwater fiov.,ing down the dramages dU11ng storms d()eS not twicallv 
meet the i:1efan1t limit,;; spelled out in the Draft Section 20 m1e/1\'.llicy, , - , 

• Th.fa policy/ntle h~ t:he effect of lin:Jt:ing the jurisdiction ,:,f fhe Engi:t1ez~r 
and appropriated w;irter rights. 

• The Water and Waste Advisory Board suggtk;Letl tu WYDEQ that 1-t ,:o:nsidcr 
water q,uality standards based 011 the Bridger Montana Study. This study is more 

? 
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appwpriato tb:i: use hi. WyClming as th(; study :makes use of soils similar to that in 
\Vyoming,1 rather than the Califumi1:t i:iltJ.dy curwn(ly bi:.i11g u::ivd. DEQ shouW 
he.ed. the advice of the ,.,,.rw AB. 

• This Rule/Policy places the Operator hi a position where existing water 
management plans and stru.ctu.res such as reservoirs are made obsolete, re-sulting 
in substantial cost; to re,p1ace, posi;;ih1y making fields lli:leco:nomicaL 

• Operators :reoognize water management iB a critical pt.Uh to iheir develop:rnent 
plaus. Operators will not likely drillioonstruct projects until a water 111auagcmont 
plan can be finned up. This policy/rule will likdy ha.vt:: \'A.11-,gative d1bct 01J. 
furoi·e development of CBNG resources in the Powder River Basin. 

• CBNG :industry is already carrying a sizable regu.latory burden. Further 
regulation puts further production at jeopardy. If further production/ development 
is :in jeopardy economic i.ro.p::i~ts are 1ike1y to follow. 

• \Vatcr man~gcntcnt decisions need to be left to responsible lamiowners and 
operator~. Don't take away use of rcserrtoirs (which may not be. capable cif 
containing the :50 year/24 hour event and all produced w1±ter) as a viibk water 
management tool 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this n:de. Again, please register my 
opi:,ci,i;;it.fon tn ma1dngthis s. mle or.policy. Please feel free to contact me at 307-660-0013 
of you have any questforu regarding my opimo:rL I love \Vv1)mix1g ?.J.'!{J.Jjo not ,v1,nt to 
lose nrv abili!Y .. t.o nu.use a living in this wo:nderfol state! 
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February 14,2007 

Mr. Mark GoTdon, Chairman 
Wyoming Envh·onmental Quality O·,u11ci1 
Herschler Bldg., R.m. 1714 
Cheyenne,\Vy.82002 

Dear Mr. Gordon, 
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c Te,rri A. L?renzon, Director 
.... nv1ronmema/ Quality Council 

By way of introduction, my name is Daniel J. Kaufmann. I have been a resident of 
CampbeU County Wy. Since "I 991. I have been a resident of Wy. Since 1975. T have been 
involved in Gas and Oil exploration, production, monitoring, testing, and compliance 
since that time. I am currently employed hy Energy Laboratories Tnc., Gillette, and Wy. 

I am writing this letter in concerning the proposed regulatory changes involving Chapter 
1, Section 20.. Appendix H" Ag Use Protection Policy'. I won't burden you with 
comments conceming the importance of Dnergy Production in Wy. 

In a letter to John Corra, from DEQ Director from Bill DiRien20 WYPDES Manager, 
M-r. OtRir>:nzo ~tat~~ mmfo<l!: tls that th~ F.nvfronm~nr.a.J Qn.aHty Ac:t c:nnrnins dP.:firtitions 

for " credible data;'." pollution" and other information for the purpose of designating the 
uses of surface waler aml l:{.\;Sessing I.he auaiumem of those tlesignaled use~. Tf Chapt.er l, 
Section 20 - Appendix H is implemented, the following may result: 

l. Elimination of a source of water currently used bcneficial1y by a large number of 
rancher$s. (This may affect Livestock as well as Wildlife.) 

2. Could change requirements for existing water management. 
3. If the implementation or a rcqutrcmcm to build or maintain reservoirs capable of 

containing a " 50 year/ 24 hour" flood event plus produced water, ranchers and 
operators will not he ahle to logistically oreconomical1y comply. 

4. lf the implementation of a requirement to build or maintain reservoirs capable of 
containing a "50 year/ 24 hour'' flood event plus produced water, the natural 
rainwater ±lowing down the drainages during storms would not typically meet the 
default limits. 

5. Ranchers and operators would lose a system currently used, which lets the 
Rancher, and operators. make watu maoagcment decis,lons, in a teamwo1k: 
approach. ( This system currently offers several options, solutions. etc. for both 
parties) 

I appreciate the due diligence and work concerning AU of Wyoming's natural 
resource.'(. If a change occurs which takes decision making away from the land.owner, wm 
everyone involved feel they have reached a fafr decision? 

Thanks For Your Consideration~ 
Daniel J. Kaufmann 

~D~3, 




