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Environmental Quality Board . ,
P.0. Box 8477

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477
Dear Board Members:

lama cor_lcerned 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.

Smcerely,
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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 ofa -
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 of the 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 of the 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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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. Iam a property owner who eams 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 operatés, 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.

Iunderstand 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 of the industry and leave the conventional
industry as it carrently is? When applied to conventional operators, many patts 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 of the 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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Smcerely,
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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. | am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and
1 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, | see that Pennsylvania’s environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry. .
Those who work on my property and others | 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 of the 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,
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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. 1am 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, wotk 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

en appled 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:

1 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 of the 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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Dear Board Members: |

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP’s oil and gas rules not be finalized in their
cutrent form. 1am 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 cutrent 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 of the 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 ber beneﬁts of the 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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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. | 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 tio added benefit to the environment.

On a daily basis, | see that Pennsylvania’s environment is in good hands with the oil and gas industry.
Those who work on my property and others | 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.

| 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. , |
1 am concerned that the result will be fewer oil and gas wells drilled, which will mean smaller royalty _ i
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 i
jobs. It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on ;
already-stressed government services. !

Please vote “nc” to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of the
costs and benefits of the regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people and the prosanty of aur
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania’s natural resources.
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Dear Board Members:

I am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP’s/oil and gas ruies not be finalized in their
current form. | am a property owner who earns royalty révenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and

- { am concerned that the added burden of as much as $400 million per year could significantly harm the
industry while providing little or no added benefit tc the environment. '

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

| understand that regulations are necess
industry best practices. At the same time, however, the costs of regulations cannot outweigh their
benefits. Many parts of these proposedl rules go beyond what is called for under existing laws and
impose requirements that go furthey'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 neighbgfs. For miany of us, royalty revenue has breathed new life into family
farms and small businesses all gtross 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 tak revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater burdens on
already-strassed governmeht services.

YES
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"and must be updated periodicatly. to match current laws and

- Sincerely,
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Dear Board Members:

| lease my land for oil and gas development; | 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.

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

_will be particularly costly for companies operating conventional ail and gas wells. While the regulations will significantly
increase costs, the regulations will not result in significant environmental benefits in the conventiona! oil and gas
industry.

The oil and gas industry is vital as an economic engine as well as a job supplier. As a taxpayer, | rely on the money |
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 wili 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 of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,

- Webtin ppooa]
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Date:

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

Dear Board Members:

[ am a concerned citizen writing to voice my oppeosition 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! W WMSC o Z W‘f

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,

W AP
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Environmental Quality Board
P.0. 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,

Sinceyely,
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Date:

Environmental Quality Board
P.0. Box 8477
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477

Dear Board Members:

I am a concerned citizen writing to voice my oppeosition 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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Year Board Members:

{am a concerned citizen writing Lo voice my oppaosition to the propased changes to the oil
and gas regwiations currentlv heing cousidered by your board.

My community cannot afford to lose any more jobs!

Shallow oil aud gas weils have operated in my area far aver 150 years and their footprint
on the environinent has been minimal. As I understand the proposed regulatory changes,

they would be very detrimentatl and too costly for the operators of shallow weils to comply
with,

[Fwe lose ouy local oil and gas producers, it would cause an increase in wnemployment, loss
of production vital to our local refingry, and take mitlions of dollars out of our alveady
suffering local economy.

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

Sincze; ely,
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I
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. Iam a property owner who earns royalty revenue from conventional oil and gas activity
on my land, and I am concemed 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 of the industry and leave the conventional
industry as it currently is? When applied to conventional operators, many parts of these proposed rules
_Zo 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 of the 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,

IUe. are @werrfﬁuf&kd on

(‘(\m}j%mﬂ R “4{% £ '@Au(jﬂ\) |
. g;lm“) HPrncocL Hoaﬁf

Street Address

Hover (hy 15748

City, State & Zip Codé




s

Environmental Quality Control Board
Standards at Oil & Gas Well Sites R E© EBWE@
P.0. Box 8477 MAR -6 2014

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 ‘
INDEPENDENT REGULATORY

REVIEW COMMISSION
Feb. 25,2104 '

Re: Environmental Protection Performance

Dear Sir or Madam,

I'm taiking 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 bf
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.

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

Cc:  Clean Water Action v /42! e
. 1315 Walnut St. Ste., 1650 r> +‘ .
Philadelphia, PA 19107 e AAeST

Tl PR




| o
RECEIVED JAN 27 2014
MAR -6 2014 DEP Policy Office
INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
7 / A@ / go/ 9‘ REVIEW COMMISSION
AL ,

/f/f’/%/ﬁéwf?rg S/ 05~ §477
Jﬁm/ G PRz bzt —

77714 Lorcle sy S Prci Mﬂéfé‘@y
e LFa @/M B S8l M

f

§§ a/e(/ Gt i ,\éwﬂﬂ izl rie st Z o
X S | e ,
§$\§ ! 4 Gz A Aoor e A/ LA rz0.
§ %W SHeAllorr— reriza ol

N |

; 4 /rz,e/a—e-e_. We/c 2t ZEo0
'MZ @v OL727/0 zﬁééi&; a
JWM a EZag 4’45/44

aﬂmd/M//f S m&zﬁ” e Zhe T
J’M«u mﬁ&zﬁngﬂ ¢ gew. ¥ éz,&dL
o seperade Chapls jﬁ_ﬁm wella.
...... leoa Lt 3080 ",
\ T Hese W%v pote MO
undl gmendmets addids i&%v rvertesnd])
o‘gg_% 7,24 wie, T |

mé'/'?if,

T T
=




2 04? RECEIVED

FEB 24 2014
Environmental Quality Board
P.O. Box 8477 DEP Poli :
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 POllCY Office
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. My family member’s job relies on Pennsylvania having a healthy, robust oil and gas
industry, and | am congerned 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.

| 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. | 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 of the regulation. Show us that the weilbeing of our people and the prosperity of our
communities are every bit important as Pennsylvania’s natural resources.

Sincerely,

Donald E. Wolf

er of an Oil & Gas Industry Worker MAR -6 2014
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P. O. Box 8477
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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 31g131ﬁcantlz harm the industry while providing little or no added benefit to the environment.

From what I see, Pennsylvania’s environment js in good hands with the oil and gas industry. Those
who work on my property and others I encounter in this mdustry live, work and play in the same areas
where the oil and gas industry operates, and they all share a

Commonwealth’s natural resources. (It is obﬁois EEE’( 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 t outwei

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 of the industry and leave the conventional
industry_as jt cugrently 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 fo 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 whe

{more jobs) It will also mean less tax revenue for all levels of government, placing even greater
burdens an already- s_n;essed government services. Fewer oil and gas wells will also mean less oil and]
gas supply\which our dependence on other countries for our ener

Please vote “no” to adopting this rule unless it is substantially revised to reflect full consideration of

the costs and benefits of the regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people, the prosperity of our
communities, and our epgrey future are every bit as important as Pennsylvania’s natural resources.
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Environmental Quality Board MAR -6 2014
P.O. Box 8477
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 INDEPENDENT REGULATORY

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 of the 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 of the 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. 0. Box 8477 MAR -6 2014

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477 INDEPENDENT REGULATORY

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 of the 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 of the 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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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. Tam a property owner who eams 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 [ 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 of the 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 reqmrements 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 of the 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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Well 'l Be...  January, 2014
In the northwest section of Pennsylvama shallow llow oil an ' .
The oil and gas companies an v oy well over

100,000 people. They are all E ylvania go and grow!

Now the Pennsylvania D.E.P. h3s a mission to d ﬁ' ﬁ e shallow oil and gas
companies along with associatéd busmesﬁéﬁﬂ ifg rules an} regulation that
are impossible for local oil and gas companies to abide by.

Four out of seven selected hearjng Ig&prﬂ&k@ﬁtpegpghallo oil or gas fields.

rolled by Far East Oil countries.

You would think the Pennsylvan

Yoo R, otL/GA"s AGEWVTY wALNT  Sincerely,

Help us save —T;w\lw\ b

- Tom M. Neilly
the oil mdustry! Oil Man

S.W. Neilly Corp.
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

ol

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

RECEIVED
MAR - 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

Bt o e e -
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Dear Board Members:

| am writing to ask that the proposed revisions to PADEP’s oil and gas rules not be finalized in their
current form. | am a property owner who earns royalty revenue from oil and gas activity on my land, and
| 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, | see that Pennsylvania’s énvironment Is in good hands with the oil and gas industry.
Those who work on my property and others | 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.

| 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.

| 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 of the 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,

GARET H T GHYE
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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. Itis obvious to me that the onset of Marcellus shale drilling has sparked these proposed
changes, so why not concentrate on regulating that portion of the 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 i 1mpose requn'ements 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 of the 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,
L3 | / o,
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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 of the 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 envirotgr;e&t. gw "7'7‘ o -tl/\ iR g,{—di) ‘__M

I'am concerned that the result will bffewer 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 of the regulation. Show us that the wellbeing of our people the prosperity of our

communities, and our energy future are every bit as 1mportant as Pennsylyania’s natural resources.
D O g C ﬂE L Smcerely, HM’G
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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. Iam 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 of the 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. C ’

I am concemed 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 of the 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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