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Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a concerned citizen, not directly affiliated with the oil or gas industry, and am writing to voice 
my opposition to the proposed changes to the Chapter 78 regulations currently being considered 
by your board. 

Shallow oil and gas wells have operated in my area for over 150 years and their footprint on the 
environment has been minimal, As 1 understand the proposed regulatory changes, they would be 
very detrimental and too costly for the operators of shallow wells to comply with. 

If we lose our local oil and gas producers, it would cause an increase in unemployment, loss of 
production vital to our local refinery, and take millions of dollars out of our already suffering local 
economy. 

Please vote "NO" on the proposed changes to regulations, as they apply to conventional oil and gas 
wells. Allow the shallow wells to operate under the regulations in place before passage of Act 13 of 
2012 and instruct the DEP to apply changes to nonconventional, deep wells ONLY, 
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S«£0¥EB> 
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INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

Mr. John R. Bogdan, Jr. 
HC 72 Box 370 
Keyser, WV 26726-9604 

PROUD SUPPORTER OF THE USO • 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the commvonities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy fixture are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

G* Street Address 

City, $ate& Zip Code 
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INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Environmental Quahty Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new Ufe into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect ftdl consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

^fF\c\^/oy OF vte in 

Sincerely, 

City, State & Zip Code 
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RECEIVED 

FEB 8 1 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and 
I am concerned that the added burden of as much as $100 million per year could significantly harm the 
industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

On a daily basis, I see that Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. 
Those who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same 
areas where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. Many parts of these proposed rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and 
impose requirements that go further than what is needed to effectively protect our environment. 
I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean fewer 
jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need more 
jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on 
already-stressed government services. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of the 
costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people and the prosperity of our 
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

L*fZt>y fi Gabel Sr. 
Print Name 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

fQ)E/ WED 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. • It-» obvious to mc that tho onset of Marcellus shale drilling has oporkod these proposed-* 
changes, ate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently ia? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

& , 
Signature ^ 

Street Address 

City, State & Zip Cod<r ' 
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February ,2014 

Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

RE©EB¥EO 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

Signature ~1 

Street Address v 

City,'State & Zip Code / 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

F?E©EDWE0 
•6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

SCEIVED 
JAN 2 4 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules npt be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and 
i am concerned that the added burden of as much as $100 million per year could significantly harm the 
industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

On a daily basis, I see that Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. 
Those who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same 
areas where the oil and gas Industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. Many parts of these proposed rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and 
impose requirements that go further than what is needed to effectively protect our environment. 
I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean fewer 
jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need more 
jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on 
already-stressed government services. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration ofthe 
costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people and the prosperity of our 
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

Items M<U-IKJ/9>IIJ 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

s©EB¥l 
MAR - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGULATOR^ 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

3 EIVED 
JAN 2 1 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's/oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and 
I am concerned that the added burden of as much as ilOO million per year could significantly harm the 
industry while providing little or no added benefit to Jlne environment. 

On a daily basis, I see that Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry.. 
Those who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same 
areas where the bit and gas industry operates,/nd they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvWus that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children ^nd grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessafy and must be updated periodically.to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. Many parts of these proposed rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and 
impose requirements that go furthe/than what is needed to effectively protect our environment. 
I am concerned that the result wilLfce fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbo/rs. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean fewer 
jobs in the industry and in the/communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need more 
jobs. It will also mean less ta/revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on 
already-stressed government services. 

YS5. 
Please vote "perto adopting this niKunleniit if gi.ibrtanti.illY nv/hH tn rtflrrtfiill r^nffidtrit^n rrfth" 
finsti nnd bgnafitg of thp regulation Shnw un thnt thr wpllhplnc of our poopio and tho prosperity of our 
Gommunitiofi ore every bit important aa-Ponwaylvania'c natural resources;,-

Sincerely, CfAS U3*UJ o*3 ©the F/W3H U>£. ^OPPo^T" 
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India Loevner 
SlSShafierRraiRd. 
AlMson Park, FA 15101 ] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD 

P.O. BOX 8477 

HARRISBURG, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

\m -S 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

DECEIVED 
FEB 1 S 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

I lease my land for oil and gas development; I receive royalty payments for production from conventional oil and gas 

well. It has come to my attention that the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has proposed changes in 

regulations affecting the oil and gas business. 

i understand that these new and modified regulations will unnecessarily increase costs for oil and gas companies, and 

_wi|l be particularly costly for companies operating conyentipnaf oil and gas_wells._ While the_.regulatipns will .significantly.. 

increase costs, the regulations will not result in significant environmental benefits in the conventional oil and gas 

industry. 

The oil and gas industry is vital as an economic engine as well as a job supplier. As a taxpayer, I rely on the money I 

receive from the oil and gas development on my property, especially during these difficult economic times. The increase 

in costs for the oil and gas industry directly affects my financial situation and wilf ultimately lessen my income, 

ironically, under existing regulation the conventional oil and gas industry has had a minimal impact on our 

environmental resources. Why do the new regulations make such significant changes to the conventional oil and gas 

industry? 

I strongly oppose these new regulations. In addition to causing severe economic harm to the oil and gas industry, they 

will have detrimental effects to the community as a whole. More regulations, at a time when the economy is so 

unstable, is reckless and will only damage our economy further. And, all of these negative consequences will result from 

new regulations that will bring insignificant environmental benefits. 

For these reasons it is important that these new regulations not be passed in their current form. Please vote "NO" to 

the current regulations until they are altered to account for the economic well-being ofthe Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania. 

Sincerely, 

%/^Ml^ }\fLt>-tr^J 

TZ\ Walter D* Boosel 
244 Booscl Rd. 
Chicora, PA 16025-4206 
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INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

RECEIVED 
JAN 2 7 2014 

DEP Policy office 9a <te 4*im4ir-&' 

Date: 

Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a concerned citizen writing to voice my opposition to the proposed changes to the oil 
and gas regulations currently being considered by your board. 

My communi^cannoLa£&)rdJjoloseanyjnore jobs! lhsL<7^ru^%^^ /&*L "£~ *Qtf*^^*< 

Shallow oil and gas wells have operated in my area for over 150 years and their footprint 
on the environment has been minimal As I understand the proposed regulatory changes, 
they would be very detrimental and too costly for the operators of shallow wells to comply 
with. 

If we lose our local oil and gas producers, it would cause an increase in unemployment, loss 
of production vital to our local refinery, and take millions of dollars out of our already 
suffering local economy. 

Please vote "NO" on the proposed changes to regulations as they apply to conventional oil 
and gas wells. Allow the shallow wells to operate under the regulations in place before 
passage of Act 13 of 2012 and instruct the DEP to apply changes to nonconventional, deep 
wells ONLY. 

Sincerely, 

-fix b^i/uuiisiii hdcM)^lS^^ 



IP )V 

•M- & 
{££-

ecZa. OWo / g -

RECEB¥Ei 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY. 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

JAN 1 P 

>'>*LS J^ftto* 
$^fh*J fi?* /&?#* 

Date: 

Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a concerned citizen writing to voice my opposition to the proposed changes to the oil 
and gas regulations currently being considered by your board. 

My community cannot afford to lose any more jobs! 

Shallow oil and gas wells have operated in my area for over 150 years and their footprint 
on the environment has been minimal. As I understand the proposed regulatory changes, 
they would be very detrimental and too costly for the operators of shallow wells to comply 
with. 

If we lose our local oil and gas producers, it would cause an increase in unemployment, loss 
of production vital to our local refinery, and take millions of dollars out of our already 
suffering local economy. 

Please vote "NO" on the proposed changes to regulations as they apply to conventional oil 
and gas wells. Allow the shallow wells to operate under the regulations in place before 
passage of Act 13 of 2012 and instruct the DEP to apply changes to nonconventional, deep 
wells ONLY. 

Sincerely, 

(/ 
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RECEIVED 
FEB 2 4 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

Date: 

Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a concerned citizen writing to voice my opposition to the proposed changes to the oil 
and gas regulations currently being considered by your board. 

My community cannot afford to lose any more jobs! 

Shallow oil and gas wells have operated in my area for over 150 years and their footprint 
on the environment has been minimal. As I understand the proposed regulatory changes, 
they would be very detrimental and too costly for the operators of shallow wells to comply 
with. 

If we lose our local oil and gas producers, it would cause an increase in unemployment, loss 
of production vital to our local refinery, and take millions of dollars out of our already 
suffering local economy. 

Please vote "NO" on the proposed changes to regulations as they apply to conventional oil 
and gas wells. Allow the shallow wells to operate under the regulations in place before 
passage of Act 13 of 2012 and instruct the DEP to apply changes to nonconventional, deep 
wells ONLY. 

Sincerely, 

^s-~4~£& <*JL~& S*SI^ ^**& yaA^a^ 
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INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Enviraiinieisfesl Quality Board 
RO. Box 8477 
Hanisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a concerned citizen writing to voice my opposition to the proposed changes to the oil 
and gas regulations currently being considered by your board. 

My community cannot afford to lose any more jobs? 

Shallow otl md gas wells have operated in my area far over ISO years and their footprint 
oii the environment has been minimsl As I understand die proposed regulatory changes, 
they would be very detrimental and too costly for the operators of shallow \veils to comply 
with. 

If we lose our local oii and gas producers, it would cause an increase in unemployment, loss 
of production vital to our local refinery, and take millions of-dollars out of our already 
suffering local economy. 

Please vote "NO* on the proposed changes to regulations as they apply to conventional oil 
and gas welR Allow the shallow wells to operate mider the regulations ta place before 
passage of Act 13 of 2012 and instruct the OBP to apply changes to nonconventional deep 
wells ONLY. 

Sincereiv, 
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February Of ,2014 E©BWI 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices* At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing law^ahd impose requirements that gn j^he r 1 ^" ™haf ™ 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy fbture are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

Ilk art ^rYTGalo>ka or\ J / 

^ ^ Signature ^ '. 7 ^ 

1735 ttmcaiLk^ 
Street Address 

ibntf___jJ__je>W 
City, State & Zip Cod* 
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Environmental Quality Control Board 
Standards at Oil & Gas Well Sites 
P.O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Feb. 25,2104 

REfSEBWED 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Re: Environmental Protection Performance 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

I'm taking time out of my busy schedule to write and recommend tougher rules for 
natural gas drilling so we can protect our water and our health. 

Do you have children? Do you have pets? Do you have grandchildren? What kind of 
environment are you going to leave them if you don't take the time now to do the 
right thing? 

I am joining hundreds of families AND tax payers in PA requesting strongly that DEP 
enact great, stable, long-lasting protections for our drinking water and public health. 

It seems anything worth doing right in this world, comes at a cost Don't cheapen 
our health or cut corners. 

Thank you for your time. 

Signed, / 

Victoria Asian, citizen 
4202 Pine St. 
Philadelphia, PA 19104 

Cc: Clean Water Action 
1315 Walnut St. Ste., 1650 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. My family member's job relies on Pennsylvania having a healthy, robust oil and gas 
industry, and I am concerned that the added burden of as much as $100 million per year could 
significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. Many parts of these proposed rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and 
impose requirements that go further than what is needed to effectively protect our environment. I am 
concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean fewer jobs in the 
industry and in the communities that support the industry, at a time when we desperately need more 
jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on 
already-stressed government services. 

Please vote "NO" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of the 
costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people and the prosperity of our 
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

Donald E. Wolf 

of an Oil & Gas Industry Worker 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Hamsburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

February _ 2 _ , 2014 
RE<SED¥E(D> 

• M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGUUTORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oii and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and thev all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources, tit is obvious)that thev - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it. at a time whenfwe desperately need) 
(piore jobs) It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil andi 
gas supplv(which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs.) ' 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the emdronment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 
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Dear Board Members: 
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 
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1 REVIEW COMMISSION^ 
Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go fiirther than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

Street Address ' 

City, Sta©& Zip Code 
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Well I'll Be... January, 2014 
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100,000 people. They are all 
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oy well over 
nia go and grow! 
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regulation that 

pil or gas fields, 
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Sincerely, 

Tom M. Neilly 
Oil Man 
S.W. Neilly Corp. 
PO Box 414 
Bradford, PA 16701 
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Cooper, Kathy 
y<> 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

RegComments@pa.gov 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:58 PM 
Environment-Committee@pasenate.com; apankake@pasen.gov; IRRC; 
RegComments@pa.gov; eregop@pahousegop.com; 
environmentalcommittee@pahouse.net 
ra-epmsdevelopment@pa.gov 
Proposed Rulemaking - Environmental Protection Performance Standards at Oil and Gas 
Well Sites 

Re: Proposed Rulemaking - Environmental Protection Performance Standards at Oil 
and Gas Well Sites 

The Environmental Quality Board (EQB) has received the following comments 
regarding the above-referenced proposed rulemaking. 

Commentor Information: 

David Falvo 
(david falvo@yahoo.com) 
Not Provided 
Honesdale, PA 18431 US 

BK©EDVED> 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Comments entered: 

I am concerned that this bill lacks the language needed to protect our environment, to guard are 
valuable aquifers, and to hold polluters responsible for their actions, especially corporations. I 
hope you will take these concerns seriously, because most all voters share my concerns. 

David Falvo 
Honesdale, Pa 18431 

No attachments were included as part of this comment. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 
Hayley Book 

Hayley Book 
Director, Office of Policy 
PA Department of Environmental Protection 
Rachel Carson State Office Building 
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Dear Board Members: 

1 am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form, i am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and 
I am concerned that the added burden of as much as $100 million per year could significantly harm the 
industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

On a daily basis, I see that Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry, 
Those who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same 
areas where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me ~ want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. Many parts of these proposed rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and 
impose requirements that go further than what is needed to effectively protect our environment. 
I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean fewer 
jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need more 
jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on 
already-stressed government services. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration ofthe 
costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people and the prosperity of our 
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 

• yr^.r^ /hr 
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Dear Board Members: 
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I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they — like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices* At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect fiill consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

Sincerely, 
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Environmental Quality Board 
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Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

RECEIVED 
FEB 1 9 2014 

DEP Policy Office 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. * , i_ _Li CJhJb" t f) 

I am concerned that the result will b^rewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors./For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania. Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy futuraare every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 
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Environmental Quality Board 
P. O. Box 8477 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 

Dear Board Members: 

[REOEflWED 
M A R - 6 2014 

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP's oil and gas rules not be finalized in their 
current form. I am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity 
on my land, and I am concerned that the added burden of increased regulation and associated costs 
could significantly harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment. 

From what I see, Pennsylvania's environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those 
who work on my property and others I encounter in this industry live, work and play in the same areas 
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a passion for protecting the 
Commonwealth's natural resources. It is obvious that they - like me - want to pass on the legacy of a 
clean, healthy environment to our children and grandchildren. 

I understand that regulations are necessary and must be updated periodically to match current laws and 
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their 
benefits. It is obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed 
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion ofthe industry and leave the conventional 
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules 
go beyond what is called for under existing laws and impose requirements that go further than what is 
needed to effectively protect our environment. 

I am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled which could mean smaller royalty 
payments for me and my neighbors. For many of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family 
farms and small businesses all across Pennsylvania Decreased oil and gas activity will also mean 
fewer jobs in the industry and in the communities that support it, at a time when we desperately need 
more jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater 
burdens on already-stressed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oii and 
gas supply which will once again increase our dependence on other countries for our energy needs. 

Please vote "no" to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of 
the costs and benefits ofthe regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our 
communities, and our energy future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania's natural resources. 

(j^hvfT & U S L ^OK. cfo-cl© /oaT 

Signature 

'____y_____r__p (Q 10^ 
:eet Address — N . / I ^ » / 

City, State & Zip Code £ 


