DUNKARD CREEK-6JulyY2K12
REQUEST!  I would like to hear from recreational boaters who use the Opekiska, Hildebrand, and Morgantown locks. For trips from Fairmont north to Morgantown or even destinations in PA.  Or Morgantown to Fairmont boaters. Bass boaters and other fisher folk! PA boaters who boat to Fairmont. Please email me a brief paragraph with this information along with your email address and phone. Let me know if I may email your information to Dominion Post and if you would agree to interview by DP reporter.  Email me at  dcsoinks@comcast.net.  Don Strimbeck.

McClendon: Chesapeake done with Sierra Club
Posted by Jay F. Marks
on June 8, 2012M at 5:46 pm 

Chesapeake Energy Corp. is done with the Sierra Club.

CEO Aubrey McClendon was questioned by the president of the National Center for Public Policy Research about the company’s past donations totaling $26 million to the environmental group at Friday’s annual meeting.

Center President David Ridenour said he was concerned the Sierra Club would use those funds in its new “Beyond Natural Gas” campaign.

McClendon said he has no regrets about working with the Sierra Club to go after the coal industry.

“We’re in a market share struggle with coal,” McClendon said. “As a result of that campaign, 150 new coal plants were not built. That demand will go to natural gas.”

The Sierra Club distanced itself from Chesapeake earlier this year after new executive director Michael Brune rewrote the group’s gift acceptance policy and began to campaign for tougher regulation of the natural gas industry.

On Friday, McClendon said Chesapeake is no longer associated with the Sierra Club.

“Our relationship with them is a little different today than it was a few years ago,” he said.

Ridenour said he was not satisfied to McClendon’s response to his question at Friday’s meeting.

“Mr. McClendon largely ignored my question, ‘By funding Beyond Coal, did you not unnecessarily pick a fight with another fossil fuel industry that now will have every incentive to fund Beyond Natural Gas? It would be darkly amusing if the coal industry did turn out to be funding Beyond Natural Gas, and did have a stipulation in its grant contract limiting the use of the gift to fighting Mr. McClendon’s industry.”

“Since the Sierra Club has been used as a corporate tool in the past, there is no reason to believe that it isn’t being used as one now, so we call upon it to fully disclose who is underwriting Beyond Natural Gas. If the Sierra Club won’t say who is funding its anti-natural gas campaign, we probably can assume there is a conflict of interest in there somewhere.”

“As a representative of a Chesapeake shareholder and an employee of another shareholder, I’m not thrilled that Mr. McClendon gave money to an activist group dedicated to the company’s destruction, but I’m even less happy as an American. Energy independence is important to national security, and low-cost energy is important to American jobs and prosperity. We shouldn’t be fighting things that are good for us.”

Ridenour said he still hopes to find out where Chesapeake’s donations to the Sierra Club went, while letting such groups know that people are watching those types of charitable contributions

CHARLESTON GAZETTE:
Op-Ed:

July 5, 2012 

James Kotcon: Coal ash amendment friendly only to polluters

CHARLESTON, W.Va. -- Aaron Gillispie, director of the Materials Control, Soils and Testing Division for the state Department of Transportation, made some serious errors in his commentary on coal ash (June 25). 

It is certainly true that we need to repair and replace aging highways and bridges. It is also true that using coal ash in an environmentally responsible way can provide an economical substitute for concrete, while reducing the greenhouse gas emissions. And it is certainly true, as Gillispie stated, that using coal ash in road paving is better than letting it seep into our streams and rivers.

Where Gillispie erred is in the illogical leap in asserting that a recent House amendment to the pending federal transportation bill "provides sensible environmental safeguards" for coal ash. 

The House amendment actually prohibits the EPA from regulating coal ash impoundments. The EPA's proposed rules apply to coal ash disposal in landfills and impoundments, like the one that broke open and flooded homes along the Clinch River in Tennessee in December 2008, or the one that gave way into Lake Michigan earlier this year. The rules specifically exempt beneficial uses of coal ash. 

Much of the coal ash in West Virginia is dumped into landfills or impoundments with inadequate monitoring or environmental protections. A number of the coal ash landfills in West Virginia are rated as hazardous because of the potential for loss of life. Worse, many are leaking arsenic, lead or high levels of other pollutants. But the House amendment would prohibit adoption of needed rules to protect our water and our neighborhoods.

Worst of all, contrary to Gillispie's assertions, the House amendment will actually hurt recycling and beneficial uses such as in highways by encouraging the continued use of these impoundments. A Tufts University study found that a strong coal ash rule would create 28,000 jobs. But dumping the ash into unlined fills where it comes into contact with water ruins billions of tons each year, preventing reuse while exposing the people downstream to the leaching of these toxins. 

And therein lies the real reason for the House amendment to the transportation bill. That amendment is nothing more than an effort to shield coal companies and utility profits by giving them an unprecedented ability to pollute with impunity. Under the House amendment, coal ash would be less regulated than the household garbage you set out on the curb, even though the health risks from coal ash include cancer, neurological disorders, asthma and birth defects. 

Claims that this encourages recycling are nothing more than green-washing, a smokescreen to use the word "recycling" while the real intent is to protect polluting industries and the politicians who get their campaign contributions.

Gillispie is wrong. Senators Rockefeller and Manchin need to insist on a clean transportation bill, one that funds needed transportation without unwise polluter-friendly amendments.

Kotcon is chairman of the Energy Committee for the West Virginia Chapter of the Sierra Club.
THE STATE JOURNAL:
EQT floodplain permit rescission upheld in Doddridge County

Posted: Jul 05, 2012 12:38 PM EDT Updated: Jul 05, 2012 1:32 PM EDT 
By Pam Kasey 

The Doddridge County Commission on July 3 upheld the April rescission of a floodplain permit previously granted to EQT.

"The EQT floodplain application filed on Nov 22, 2011 was approved the same day by Jerald Evans in his capacity as Doddridge County floodplain manager without a site visit," the commission, sitting as Floodplain Appeals Board, wrote in partial explanation of its July 3 decision. 

"During the evolution of this process, the floodplain permit #0444 has expired," the commission wrote. "Thus, the Floodplain Appeals Board finds that the appeal of EQT is hereby denied for insufficient evidence that is mandated by the Doddridge County floodplain ordinance."

On the strength of its permit, the company had begun site work. It is now seeking relief. 

Permit granted inappropriately
EQT holds a 1907 gas lease on 2,000 acres, for which Doddridge County resident Joye Huff is one of five mineral owners.

Huff also owns part of the surface and, because EQT wanted to put a wellpad on a floodplain on her property, it applied for and obtained a floodplain permit in November 2011 from County Commissioner and then-county Floodplain Manager Jerald Evans.

Following that, the company received a gas well permit from the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection in February. 

But then, at the April meeting of the county commission, local landowners raised concerns about the siting of the wellpad. 

Evans had stated on the permit that the site was not in the floodplain, landowners pointed out, but photographs showed otherwise. 

While a recording of the meeting also indicates that the state Federal Emergency Management Administration office had become involved, that office was unavailable to return a call for this story because of current storm clean-up efforts.

Commissioners Shirley Williams and Ralph Sandora instructed Evans on April 17 to rescind the permit, and it was rescinded on April 18.

EQT sues
In May, EQT filed suit in Doddridge County Circuit Court. 

The permit had been rescinded unlawfully, the company said, and adequate notice was not provided for the appeal of the permit as an agenda item, both actions causing irreparable harm and damage.  

The company has said elsewhere that it had spent $300,000 in site work.

EQT sought a temporary restraining order and preliminary and permanent injunctions to prevent the county commission from enforcing the rescission of the floodplain permit.

It also sought a temporary restraining order preventing the commission from holding a scheduled May 22 public hearing on the permit, arguing that such a meeting is not provided for in the county's floodplain ordinance. 

The company pointed out that, because the 180-day permit would expire on May 22, that would leave it no opportunity to protect its interests. 

And it sought temporary and permanent injunctions preventing the commission from holding any meetings regarding the permit until a timely and lawful appeal is filed.

Residents speak at hearing
The county commission held its May 22 public hearing on the permit.

Residents attending the meeting argued against the permit.

"If we adhered to the floodplain ordinance, that permit should never have been issued," said resident Diane Pitcock.

"The only time you should use the floodplain is if there are no alternative sites," Pitcock said. "This woman has 640 acres of alternative sites."

Pitcock expressed concern that, if the county violates its floodplain ordinance, that might make it ineligible for FEMA disaster relief in the event of a flood.

Others argued that, even if EQT's due process was violated, that was not justification for re-issuing the permit.

Next steps
"Nothing in this ruling prohibits EQT from filing a second application for a permit in the floodplain," the commission wrote in its decision.

WBOY-TV in Clarksburg reported July 3 that Commissioner Sandora said he believes the commission will face EQT in court.  

EQT spokeswoman Natalie Cox said the company will not comment while litigation is pending.

If EQT decides to reapply, the decision will be in the hands of interim Floodplain Coordinator Dan Wellings. 

A Long Way To Go On Pipes

Marshall County gas line issues far from resolved

July 6, 2012

By CASEY JUNKINS - Staff Writer , The Intelligencer / Wheeling News-Register 
WHEELING - Chesapeake Energy and other companies have a long way to go to install all the pipelines needed to transport natural gas, oil and other valuable commodities from the Marcellus and Utica shale formations.

And as Tim Greene emphasized, until there are pipelines connecting the wells in Ohio, Brooke and Hancock counties to transmission lines or processing plants, there will be no production - and no royalty checks for mineral owners.

Greene is the owner of Land and Mineral Management of Appalachia and is a former West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection oil and gas inspector. He said some companies are still having a hard time getting right of way agreements to build pipelines, largely because landowners believe they got bad deals from leases that pay as low as $5 per acre with 12.5 percent royalties.

Photo by Casey Junkins
As part of the Upper Ohio Valley’s natural gas rush, pipeliners continue installing lines to get the gas to market.

"Before Chesapeake (Energy) sold their midstream company, they were telling people they were getting the pipelines in place," said Green. "Now, there is another company involved. People are still upset about getting shortchanged on their gas leases, so they are not really open to it right now. They want to wait to see how much they can get for a pipeline."

As Greene noted, Chesapeake Energy - the only company with active drilling operations in West Virginia's three northernmost counties - recently sold its stock in the officially independent pipeline company known as Chesapeake Midstream Partners to a firm named Global Infrastructure Partners. Among GIP's listed partners are former employees of General Electric and Credit Suisse.

"Appalachia Midstream Services is continuing to secure the necessary rights of way and permits for pipeline construction," said Chesapeake spokeswoman Jacque Bland said simply when asked about the company's efforts to gain authority to build lines. Appalachia Midstream is a division of Chesapeake Midstream. Ohio County Clerk Office records show this company has acquired several rights of way agreements.

The pipeline contract is a deal with the surface owner, rather than the mineral owner. Some West Virginia and Ohio residents only own the surface on which their home or farm sits, while someone else owns the mineral rights.

"If you are just a surface owner, you're not getting anything from the gas anyway," he said. "So you're really just pretty upset with all of it."

As for the price an owner should expect to receive for a right of way agreement, Greene said the whole problem is that no one is sure what they should be getting now.

"Is it $25 per foot, $50 per foot, $100 per foot? Who knows how high it could go?" he said.

Pipelines Under

Construction

As for the some of the lines that are now being installed, Greene said it is "pretty unusual to be building a pipeline that close to so many waterlines" when asked about recent reports of pipeliners breaking and exposing waterlines in Marshall County.

"I would really figure the gas company would stay as far away as they could from waterlines," he said. "The gas companies should be asking the county folks where the infrastructure is and should try to stay away from it."

Recently, George Lagos, general manager and chief operator for Marshall County Public Service District No. 4, has said pipeliners working in his district have been breaking rural waterlines and leaving them exposed to sunlight. Lagos said he has multiple pipeliners moving around his waterlines on a daily basis.

"They really need to have better communication," Greene noted.

"Each county has an (emergency management agency) that is worried about spills, explosions and accidents. I would think they could be a little more alert on where the pipelines are going to avoid these sorts of problems."

READER SUPPORTED NEWS:
Fracking in Ireland and Being Dependent on Halliburton's Mud

By Greg Palast, The Smirking Chimp

05 July 12

 


What do these deaths have to do with plans for “fracking” for natural gas in Ireland?

Everything. It was my job to investigate these three explosions, the Deepwater Horizon and California explosions as a reporter for the UK Channel 4's Dispatches, the earliest as a US government investigator. In all three cases, the deaths were preceded by the same reassurances about the safety of drilling and piping that I read now in the debate about fracking in Ireland.

First, the Deepwater Horizon. Eleven men died when the ‘mud’ – drilling cement meant to cap the wellhead – failed and methane gas blew out the top of the pipes and exploded. The Shannon Basin is not the Gulf of Mexico, but your safety will be just as dependent on Halliburton’s mud.

Can we trust Halliburton’s reassurances? The owners of the Deepwater Horizon have told a US court that they’ve discovered that Halliburton hid critical information that the well cement could fail. Halliburton denies the cover-up. But cover-up or not, the cement failed as it has several times recently in the US in wells drilled for fracking. In all cases, including the contamination of water supplies in Pennsylvania (where some residents could set their tap water alight with a match), drilling was preceded by mollifying studies indicating that all was safe. But they failed to see all the looming dangers.

In Ireland, you haven’t even done the studies. The University of Aberdeen study for the Irish Environmental Protection Agency has been played as some kind of endorsement for charging ahead with fracking in Ireland – but this is not the case if you actually read the study. The University study is, in fact, a long series of warnings that proposed drilling methods, the local geology and the potential impacts on water quality all require studies not even begun. It also points to the necessity of creating a regulatory system not now in place which can cope with watching thousands of explosive, toxic well-sites.

The Shannon river basin is a truly eyebrow-raising place to blindly drill thousands of wells. It’s located in proximity to one of Ireland’s few major aquifers (your drinking water supply) and the drilling will be relatively shallow. Where I live in the State of New York, the government, though a major booster of fracking, has banned the fracking of shallow shale deposits and banned the process from all locations near our aquifers. The US experience is not comforting.

Horizontal fracking (as proposed for Irish deposits) requires explosive charges to be fired along miles of pipe underground (and under houses and water supplies) followed by the pumping of fluids at high pressure through these pipes. The result has been man-made earthquakes. Buildings don’t fall down, but cracks bring hydrocarbon poisons into the aquifers. In the vast uninhabited wastes of the American Dakotas, we simply abandon water systems. Where in Ireland can you do that?

And then there are the pipelines. The fracked gas doesn’t get to market by carrier pigeon. Ireland has had virtually no discussion of the difficulties, danger and cost of running hundreds, and ultimately, thousands of miles of gathering pipes. I’ve been investigating the horror of pipeline explosions for three decades now and the problem is exponentially worsened by the new web of lines created by fracking. Highly explosive transport systems require an elaborate system of on-site government regulation which Ireland does not have and cannot now afford. And it’s simply too easy for the PIGs to cheat.

A PIG is a Pipeline Inspection Gauge, a robot that looks like a mechanical porker with wire whiskers that crawls through pipes hunting for corrosion, cracks, leaks and trouble. When the PIG ’squeals’, the pipes must be dug up and replaced. And that’s frightfully expensive.

It especially frightens the executives who have to pay for pipe replacement. So, what I’ve found and reported is that the providers of software and its users are aware that the PIGs’ diagnostic computer code, which converts the squeals of the PIG into warnings, has flaws which understate dangers. And the results have been horribly predictable: Despite the reassuring noises from the PIGs, pipes have leaked, polluted, exploded and killed.

Is there a safe way to frack? Probably: but not profitably; and certainly not within the geology of a little emerald isle. I am weary of appearing at scenes of death and destruction when cement fails, pipes crack and tremors spew poisons only to hear a gas or oil company executive’s PR flack issue an apology. I doubt those apologies will sound better in Gaelic.

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Duane 

To: dcsoinks@comcast.net 

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2012 10:48 PM

Subject: As Drillers Focus On "Wet Gas," The Price of Ethane Drops | StateImpact Pennsylvania

http://stateimpact.npr.org/pennsylvania/2012/07/03/stagnant-ethane-demand-leads-to-lower-prices/



As Drillers Focus On “Wet Gas,” The Price of Ethane Drops
The mar​ket price for ethane is “col​laps​ing.” At least, that’s how the Wall Street Jour​nal char​ac​ter​ized the compound’s pric​ing trend last week.

As nat​ural gas prices have fallen, drillers have focused on extract​ing “wet” gas, which con​tains mate​ri​als they can sell to bol​ster prof​its, like ethane, propane and butane. But as more and more com​pa​nies have turned to wet gas, the value of those com​modi​ties has dropped, too.

Forbes comes to a sim​i​lar con​clu​sion today, writ​ing, “the prob​lem with sell​ing ethane into the nat​ural gas mar​kets is that, with cur​rent low nat​ural gas prices, it will only fetch $0.10 to $0.16 per gal​lon, a frac​tion of the cur​rent price.”

If ethane is sell​ing at a record low price, why does Shell need the $2.10-a-barrel tax break on ethane pur​chases that Gov​er​nor Cor​bett signed into law this week​end? I posed the ques​tion to the Cor​bett Admin​is​tra​tion. Here’s an emailed response from Depart​ment of Com​mu​nity and Eco​nomic Devel​op​ment spokesman Steve Kratz:

A com​pany that is eval​u​at​ing mak​ing a multi​bil​lion invest​ment is look​ing for some assur​ances that there will be a suf​fi​cient sup​ply of feed​stock needed to oper​ate the plant at full capac​ity, as well as cus​tomers to pur​chase the ethane deriv​a​tives that are pro​duced at the plant.

The flex​i​bil​ity of sell​ing or reas​sign​ing the tax credit to upstream pro​duc​ers of nat​ural gas con​tain​ing ethane and down​stream man​u​fac​tur​ers that use the ethane deriv​a​tives will achieve the objec​tive of keep​ing the entire petro​chem​i​cal sup​ply chain in Pennsylvania.

This will incen​tivize keep​ing the nat​ural gas con​tain​ing ethane in Penn​syl​va​nia as opposed to pro​duc​ers enter​ing long-term con​tracts to have it pipelined to the Gulf Coast or Canada. This will also encour​age new indus​tries to develop in Penn​syl​va​nia that use the ethane deriv​a​tives in the man​u​fac​tur​ing process.

Submitted by Duane Nichols, www.FrackCheckWV.net
----- Original Message ----- 

From: "Stan Scobie" <scobies@frontiernet.net>

To: <cog@lists.earthworksaction.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2012 11:31 AM

Subject: [COG] AWWA, AMWA, NAWC issue statement on fracking
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American Water Works. et al  issue statement on fracking 
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http://www.awwa.org/publications/breakingnewsdetail.cfm?itemnumber=59263&showLogin=N

News/Announcements Archive
AWWA, AMWA, NAWC issue statement on fracking

Source: AWWA Government Affairs

The American Water Works Association has joined with the Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies and the National Association of Water Companies in issuing a joint policy statement on the protection of drinking water supplies from hydraulic fracturing and associated oil and gas development.

The policy statement outlines recommendations to the US Environmental Protection Agency and Congress to protect drinking water supplies through proper oversight of these activities, as well as a set of principles regarding oil and gas development supported by the associations.

full statement link:

http://www.awwa.org/files/GovtPublicAffairs/GADocuments/AWWAStatementHydraulicFracturingJune2012.pdf
NEW YORK TIMES:
July 5, 2012

http://www.nytimes.com/2012/07/06/opinion/songs-against-drilling.html?ref=opinion
Songs Against Drilling

To watch the video, press the play button on the image. 

One day in April, I got a call from Natalie Merchant wondering if I would round up some volunteers to film an anti-hydraulic-fracturing concert and rally in Albany. I couldn’t resist. First of all, I had thought for some time that the rush to hydraulic fracturing was reckless. Second, I really liked Natalie’s idea: mounting a kind of “teach-in” about the topic and a celebration of the activists who had spread the word about the dangers of hydraulic fracturing . Most of the recent political discourse is so grim, shrill and angry. Here, wonderful rocking voices — and man do they soar! — would shake the windows and rattle the walls in Albany, even as Gov. Andrew Cuomo was deciding what to do about hydraulic fracturing . The last song is Sly and the Family Stone’s “Everyday People,” which includes the lyrics: “My own beliefs are in my song.” 

Alex Gibney is a documentary filmmaker whose directing credits include the 2007 Oscar-winning film “Taxi to the Dark Side” and the 2005 Oscar-nominated film “Enron: The Smartest Guys in the Room.”

NYT OPED:
July 5, 2012

The Wise Way to Regulate Gas Drilling

By JODY FREEMAN

Cambridge, Mass. 

AMERICA’S energy future has been transformed by the production of natural gas made possible by hydraulic fracturing. This gas is a much cleaner source of electricity than coal. The problem is that the fracturing process used to extract the gas can, if done improperly, pollute surface and drinking water and emit dangerous air pollution. 

States like Texas, Pennsylvania and New York are now rushing to impose their own rules. But what we really need is a system of federal oversight that will promote confidence in this technique and provide the industry with uniform standards without overregulating it. 

The federal government has the power to regulate some but not all the risks. For example, the Environmental Protection Agency has set standards to control emissions of toxic and greenhouse gases from the drilling process and is considering new rules for polluted wastewater. But in 2005, Congress exempted the fracturing process itself — a process in which huge quantities of water, sand and toxic chemicals are injected into tight shale rock, to force open the rock and capture the gas trapped within — from federal regulation. 

The states have moved forward with a patchwork of regulations — some specific and prescriptive, others vague and general. Many states require some disclosure of the chemicals the drillers use, but in some states drillers decide which chemicals constitute proprietary secrets and therefore do not have to be disclosed. Some states allow operators to store toxic wastewater from the fracturing process in open pits, risking surface or groundwater contamination. Some states simply lack the experience or resources to enforce their standards. 

The uneven approach is bad not only for the environment but also for industry, because under the current system, mistakes by a few bad apples could lead to overregulation or even outright bans on drilling. 

A better approach is one already reflected in many environmental laws: cooperative federalism. The federal government sets baseline standards, which states can exceed but not fall below. Ideally, these would be general “performance standards” rather than detailed specifications, giving the states flexibility to meet them. 

States might be required to develop comprehensive plans to manage environmental risks. These plans could account for regional differences and would be based on best practices for disclosure, drilling location, well construction and wastewater treatment. States would implement and enforce the rules and issue and oversee the operating permits. The federal government could step in if states abdicated their responsibility. Such a regulatory system — with minimum federal standards as well as state plans — has been in place for coal mining since 1977. 

For this to work, Congress must lift the regulatory exemptions for hydraulic fracturing. This would allow the E.P.A. to set minimum requirements for the drilling process, which states would implement through federally approved programs. The E.P.A. and the Interior Department, which regulates gas drilling on federal lands, could then establish a clear, comprehensive and consistent federal framework for hydraulic fracturing. The cost would be reasonable: the International Energy Agency recently estimated that adequate environmental protections could increase drilling costs by 7 percent. 

Some might say that a federal role isn’t necessary. But pollution risks go beyond state borders. If natural gas extraction is a national priority, its safety and efficacy should be of national concern, too. The Obama administration has taken some initial steps to coordinate the federal government’s approach but has been timid about calling for a stronger federal role. Only a national regulatory system can strike the right balance, simultaneously realizing hydraulic fracturing’s energy promise and minimizing the risks while respecting state authority. 

Jody Freeman, a Harvard law professor, was the White House counselor for energy and climate change in 2009 and 2010.

