
High Volume Hydraulic Fracturing (HVHF) Gas Drilling Update 

by Dave Colavito at BKAA Annual Meeting, October 15, 2011

· Draft Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement (dSGEIS) (September 2011) AND Proposed Regulations: Public Comments

· Only two forms of written comments accepted thru 1/11/2012
· DEC’s web-based form, or

· Snail mail, see DEC web site for address

· Oral: Public Meeting 11/29/11, SCCC: 1pm & 6pm

· Delaware River Basin Commission (DRBC): Special meeting for the commissioners to consider draft natural gas development regulations:

· Monday, November 21, 2011 from 10 a.m. to 12 noon in the Patriots Theater at the War Memorial, 1 Memorial Drive, in Trenton, N.J. The doors to this public meeting will open at 9:30 a.m.

· The November 21 meeting will NOT include a hearing to accept comments from the public prior to the anticipated vote.

Today’s Focus: dSGEIS (not proposed regulations)

Terminology: Fracking??

[Why is the DEC proposing “regulations” before completing a SGEIS?? Good question]

THE GOOD

· Much improved over the February, 2009 version

· Adopts “first do no harm” approach by recommending a prohibition in New York City and Syracuse watersheds. 

· Recommends no site disturbance on certain state lands (not exclusive to Forest Preserve, though fracking permitted beneath those lands from private land).

· Recommends site-specific environmental reviews in certain circumstances rather than providing a “blank check” under the aegis of the 1992 Generic EIS on Oil, Gas and Solution Mining.

· Acknowledges threat to wildlife due to associated fragmentation 

· Requires chemical disclosure of HVHF fluids.  

· Recommends procedures to minimize greenhouse gas emissions 

· Requires triple casing around well bores to protect water supplies.  

· Considering past experiences in other states such as Pennsylvania.

THE BAD

· There remains no single comprehensive study on the human health impacts from HVHF.  Although the Environmental Protection Agency has undertaken this yet-to-be-completed first-of-a-kind study, the prDraft has proceeded in the absence of critical information likely to be gleaned from EPA’s work.  This selective disregard of the “first do no harm” approach is inconsistent with its wise application elsewhere – we shouldn’t have two classes of state residents, those afforded a higher level of protection against impacts to their drinking water by virtue of their residing in NYC and Syracuse, and everyone else.

· Proper disposal of chemically-laced fracking fluid (millions of gallons) after use remains a problem – what will ultimately come of these cocktails?  

· Much will remain unrecoverable and underground

· Much will be shipped out of state – the prDraft correctly questions the capacity of in-state water treatment facilities to properly handle levels of radioactive materials and total undissolved solids potentially present in HVHF flow-back fluids.

THE UGLY

· Sullivan County DOH not prepared to fulfill 1st responder role DEC expects them to fulfill on water contamination complaints. 

· There remains no environmental or credible economic cumulative impact study

· Normally required for other land actions within the state.

· Although the prDraft has put forth industry-informed estimates of the time (60yrs) and extent (48,000 wells) of HVHF in our state, it continues to omit a comprehensive cumulative impact analysis.

· Doesn’t address the inherent and dangerous internal conflict bound to arise from housing both HVHF oversight and HVHF revenue generation functions within a single DEC division.  A financial analogy would be to have a company’s operation’s wing audit its own books. 

· Remember the Gulf Oil Disaster: same problem plagued federal agency.

· No indemnification against property or human injury for those not leasing

· Not provided by the state or the industry

·  Not available in conventional home-owner insurance policies (call Allstate, Nationwide, State Farm or others, and ask if coverage is available to address potential adverse impacts from HVHF – however unlikely industry claims they’ll be – to your drinking water or property (I know the answer because I’ve already asked).  

· People leasing with gas companies have a contract; people who aren’t don’t.  The prDraft needs to address this exposure for those not leasing and provide a process that will indemnify them without the vagaries of costly litigation – at costs and time they might ill-afford.

· The 251 page socio-economic impact analysis isn’t credible

· Revenue projections: Much quantitative analysis

· Cost projections: Not a single line of quantitative analysis on negative impacts 

· Nothing on costs relating to projected increase in region’s population (estimated to be as high as about 20,000 in peak year) for schools, infrastructure, or services

· Only 15 lines of “pro forma” narrative in more than 10,000 lines comprised in 251 pages.

INFORMATIVE WEBSITES:

· CATSKILLMOUNTAINKEEPER: http://www.catskillmountainkeeper.org/

· CATSKILL CITIZENS FOR SAFE ENERGY: http://catskillcitizens.org/

· DEC: http://www.dec.ny.gov/

· DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION: http://www.state.nj.us/drbc/
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