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You should check these sites daily re Marcellus:

http://www.marcellus-shale.us/Gas-Drilling_NEWS.htm
http://www.frackcheckwv.net  Sign up for their email.

URL for Pittsburgh Post Gazette PIPELINE site re Marcellus:

http://shale.sites.post-gazette.com/
http://www.marcellus-wv.com
Latest shale gas news
www.gasbb.com

 HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/aclk?sa=L&ai=COHXQ-eaOTZizBsq4gwfInoyWB8uPlJQC25uKnh7F2f1HEAEg8qCiFSgCUOWIhpL8_____wFgyZali8CksBHIAQGqBBNP0D3WfjoG94Iu-_uO7lJ_951u&num=1&sig=AGiWqtzhvHRqBJdjyWlIqOxlu8XRiaBg9w&adurl=http://www.gasbb.com" Breaking news, data & dashboards Marcellus, Eagleford, Bakken & more
http://www.frackinginsider.com/
http://www.pagaslease.com/index.php
http://www.marcellusprotest.org/
http://marcelluscoalition.org/
http://www.fracfocus.org
http://monongahelagas.wordpress.com/
DOMINION POST Saturday 25 June 2011:

Judge upholds frack ban 

Denies injunction, but drilling can continue 

BY DAVID BEARD 
The Dominion Post 


   Morgantown had a small legal victory regarding its horizontal drilling and fracking ban Friday. 
   Judge Russell Clawges denied a motion for a preliminary injunction and temporary restraining order to stop the city from enforcing its law. 
   City Attorney Steven Fanok said that won’t halt Northeast Natural Energy’s drilling at the Morgantown Industrial Park Marcellus gas well pad, but will prevent the company from fracking when drilling is complete. 
   On Friday, land and mineral owner Enrout Properties LLC joined a civil suit filed Thursday in Monongalia County Circuit Court by Northeast Natural Energy regarding the ban. 
   The suit requested the preliminary injunction. City manager Terrence Moore said Friday’s 2 1/2-hour hearing on the injunction ended with Clawges ruling in the city’s favor. 
   “The city will proceed from there,” Moore said. 
   Fanok said Clawges merely stated that at this time, a temporary restraining order would be inappropriate. 
   The suit states: 
   The state Department of Environmental Protection issued Northeast two permits to drill and frack gas wells in the Morgantown Industrial Park. 
   The Morgantown Utility Board (MUB) subsequently sought and obtained certain extra safety measures to protect the city water supply. Those measures were incorporated into the permits. 
   Despite the agreement with MUB, the city on Tuesday passed a hor- izontal drilling and fracking ban within one mile of city limits. In its law, the city declared such actions a public nuisance. Because the activity is permitted, plaintiffs state, it can’t be a public nuisance. 
   State code makes it clear that the DEP, not cities, permits and regulates oil and gas wells. 
   The city ordinance is a land-use ordinance, and state zoning codes do not permit zoning outside corporate limits. 
   The city law infringes on Enrout’s rights as a land and mineral owner and amounts to an unconstitutional taking. 
   By failing to read the ordinance in its entirety, the city failed to follow its own charter, thereby invalidating the ordinance. 
   The suit asks the court to void the ordinance and grant any other appropriate relief. It also requests a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction, citing irreparable harm in halting operations already under way. 
   At the hearing, Fanok said, it was explained to the court that the gas well operation wouldn’t be in violation until fracking would begin. Northeast can continue drilling until then. 
   Northeast President Michael John issued this statement Friday: 
   “While we had hoped to avoid legal action, it has become apparent that the judicial system is the only recourse to protect our rights and investment in our wells in the Morgantown Industrial Park. ... While we understand and appreciate the court’s ruling on this initial request for a temporary restraining order, we remain confident that the ultimate question of the validity of this proposed ordinance will be answered in our favor. 
   We are encouraged that the City admitted in today’s hearing that we are not currently in violation of its proposed ordinance, and we appreciate the opportunity to clarify the confusing nature of how the city intends to apply this proposed ordinance. 
   We are also encouraged that the court recognized that the city of Morgantown has changed the rules after we have invested more than $7 million in this project and we will seek full compensation for Morgantown’s attempt to unlawfully take our property rights.” 
   Attorneys for the plaintiffs also could not be reached for comment after business hours Friday. 
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Is this threat not politically correct? 


   My letter is primarily directed to the Morgantown city government. Although I am not a resident of your fine city, I do, as do most Monongalia County residents, get my tap water from the Morgantown Utility Board. 
   And since Morgantown’s City Council has decided to ban fracking within and beyond your legal domain (in the best interest of the public at large and future generations), I as a customer, am writing with grave concern about a pollutant that already exists within our drinking water and I am calling on this council, as the self-appointed saviors of this county’s drinking water, to react without regard to any logic or guidance. 
   I demand a resolution to ban this evil scourge that lies waiting to cause cancer and other evils on county citizens and our children. That substance is, estrogen. Yes estrogen. 
   I am demanding an up or down vote on banning everything that contains and produces this scourge from within your city limits and beyond so as to protect the general public. If you do not believe me, research it for yourselves. 
   Maybe I should gather a few protesters and march at the courthouse until this threat to our children is run out of town on a rail? Or is this not threat politically correct enough for your concerns? 
   
Matt Allen Osage 
----- Original Message ----- 

From: <cog-request@lists.earthworksaction.org>

To: <cog@lists.earthworksaction.org>

Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 1:00 PM

Subject: COG Digest, Vol 28, Issue 74

> 
> Today's Topics:
> 
>   1. Fwd: My Op-Ed piece in The Scranton Times-Tribune
>      (patricia mc pherson)
Web pressure on gas

By Mike Benard  (guest columnist)

Published: June 24, 2011

BENARD Mike Benard, founder of Spectra Energy Watch, is a former gas leaseholder in Bedford County.

Technology and the Internet are doing to the energy industry what they did to the music and photo industries.  They are collapsing the status quo and the industry is rattled by what it understands is a shift in power. 

At a natural gas industry symposium, GasMart 2011, worried voices were reported by an industry publication, NGI's Shale Daily.   

David Ciarlone of Alcoa said: "I clearly remember how a promising energy technology, the nuclear industry, lost the confidence of the public and billions of dollars that had been invested were abandoned. Without significant changes, shale gas, like nuclear power, could be more remembered for promises made than hopes realized." 

Three indicators characterize this shift: 

n Rise of public opinion via a global "neighborhood watch" - It isn't just the energy industry that is global.  Property owners and citizens worldwide know about "gaz de schiste" in France and the National Assembly vote there to prohibit hydraulic fracturing. Australia's Frackman has his own Facebook page. 

n Rise of the transparent culture - It is increasingly damaging to corporate brands for gas/oil companies to pretend the industry's drilling, storage and pipeline practices have no adverse affects on health, environment and the communities in which they operate. 

n It's personal - Every student of social media knows that "authenticity" is the watchword.  Today's global, wired challenge to the energy industry is motivated by personal testimony.

The Times-Tribune account of Bradford County resident Crystal Stroud's compelling testimony about the adverse health effects of drilling is but the latest example.  And such personal testimony is much more credible than slick TV ads sponsored by the industry. 

While the energy industry ramps up spending for more lobbying and legal firewalls, it struggles to understand why the status quo is collapsing.  There are three reasons:

n The energy industry speaks in absolutes that were not seriously challenged until recently. 

n The industry characterizes citizen opposition as left-wing environmental wackos and even extremists. It ignores its trampling on property rights, which offends conservatives. 

n The industry demonstrates it is not capable of living up to its own published principles such as environmental protection, accountability and transparency.  (After seven months, the Marcellus Shale Coalition cannot explain what its second guiding principle means it will do at the well site.) 

Even Texas is no longer a sanctuary for the energy industry.  The Dallas Morning News recently editorialized: "Local governments across North Texas are sounding alarms about the possibility of increased air pollution, groundwater contamination, noise and declining property values coinciding with drilling companies' push into urban areas.

"These concerns are not overblown. ... But the industry's tendency has too often been to deny, deflect and use judicial bullying to get its way." 

To return to the comparison with the nuclear industry, the shale gas fracking industry is radioactive in terms of public trust.  And it achieved this distinction the old fashioned way - it "earned" it. 


Read more: http://thetimes-tribune.com/opinion/editorials-columns/guest-columnists/web-pressure-on-gas-1.1166132#ixzz1QDb7c7so
Army Corps of Engineers, Marcellus Shale firms spar

Marcellus companies worry new permitting rules may delay pipeline projects

Premium content from Pittsburgh Business Times - by Anya Litvak 

Date: Friday, June 24, 2011, 6:00am EDT

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is butting heads with some Marcellus Shale companies who say the agency’s latest permit rules will delay pipeline projects.

The federal agency, which regulates construction that involves dredging or filling of U.S. waters, has issued a clarification on how projects, such as pipelines that cross such waters, should be evaluated on their environmental impacts.

The Corps says the clarification, which defines what constitutes a single project big enough to require the agency’s approval, won’t have an impact on how the Corps functions and is meant to be a guide to applicants.

Yet, some in the Marcellus Shale industry are convinced the agency’s approach will mean more projects will fall under its scope and more of them will be delayed because of it.

“Under the new (standard) they’re saying everything from the wellhead to the transmission line is a single project,” said Rob McHale, manager of environmental regulatory affairs at MarkWest Liberty Midstream & Resources LLC, a division of Denver-based MarkWest Energy Partners LP. McHale said the staffing constraints at the Corps and at other agencies required to review pipeline projects, such as the Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission, will mean, “the timing (of permits) will slow significantly.”

But Wade Chandler, Pennsylvania permits chief for the Corps’ Baltimore District, which processes two-thirds of Marcellus activity applications in the state, cautions that if there are more permits coming his way, it’s because there’s simply more activity in the Marcellus shale.

“Our scopes are limited to our permit areas,” which have not changed, Wade said. “We’re not expanding anything else.”

WHAT MAKES A PROJECT

Since 1988, the Army Corps, which regulates impacts to rivers, streams and wetlands, has allowed the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection to unilaterally issue permits for projects whose impact to such waters is limited to less than 250 feet. If the impact is more than that, the application must be sent to the Corps for approval before the DEP can permit it.

This program, which is revised every five years, is starting a new iteration July 1, with the definition of what constitutes a single project now spelled out in a newly added definitions section to make sure each permittee and regulatory agency is administering the law the same way.

Whether a gas pipe will be judged as a single and complete project depends on the Corps’ new standard of whether it has independent utility: That is, would it be built even if other pipelines around it weren’t?

According to Mark Haibach, vice president of ecological services with Civil & Environmental Consultants Inc., some Corps districts considered each stream crossing as a single and complete project, so a pipeline crossing five streams would be counted as five projects, with each one’s impact judged against the 250-foot threshold. Other districts, especially those in the area of the Marcellus within the past year, have treated all five crossings as part of a single project, summing up impacts and thereby making more projects fall under the Corps’ domain.

The Army Corps’ new guidance makes it clear that regulators should consider as a single project all stream crossings that fit into a single pipeline project.

INDUSTRY CONCERNS

Currently, MarkWest’s stream crossing projects that don’t reach the 250-foot threshold get a DEP permit within 45 to 60 days, according to McHale. Those that need Army Corps approval take 60 to 75 days for MarkWest, though McHale said other companies have complained of longer waiting periods.

MarkWest has had only a handful of projects go through the Corps review thus far, but McHale expects that number to jump once everything is consistently evaluated as a combined impact.

For CONSOL Energy, getting a pipeline permit takes between nine months to a year, according to Katharine Fredriksen, vice president for environmental strategy and regulatory affairs, because many of its projects go through exceptional quality waters and require a more in-depth review.

“Right now, pipelines are really the biggest bottleneck to actually getting Marcellus gas to market,” she said.

The increased activity in general and what Fredriksen described as the Corps’ “expanded role” in pipeline projects will cause further delays, she said.

Last year, testifying before the state’s House Republican Policy Committee, Ted Wurfel, Chief Oil & Gas’ environmental, safety and regulatory affairs manager, spoke on behalf of the industry, saying the “Marcellus Shale Coalition believes the DEP should return to … considering individual stream crossings as single and complete projects consistent with the applicable regulations.”

“There’s always some difference in the way individual Corps districts will implement regulations,” Haibach said.

But if the new permit program will cause the Corps to review more projects, it will be following a trend already in motion, he said.

“For the last year, the Corps kind of reacted to the Marcellus Shale activity and the increase in project activity by increasing their scrutiny of projects,” he said. “Especially on pipeline projects, they’ve been opting to review projects more frequently.”

Not everyone is convinced the Corps’ regulation will cause problems.

The issue may be less about the actual permitting time lines than a general “sense that this is an attempt to federalize gas collection projects,” said Tom Johnston, assistant VP for environmental services with Harrisburg-based engineering group Skelly and Loy Inc., who dismissed the sentiment.

“I don’t know that this is going to add as much burden to the gas companies as the gas companies think it is,” he said.

Anya Litvak covers energy, transportation, utilities, gaming and accounting for the Pittsburgh Business Times. 
Contact her at alitvak@bizjournals.com or (412) 208-3824. 

MarkWest Energy Partners keeps growing in Washington County

Adding engineering group, restoring railroad

Premium content from Pittsburgh Business Times - by Anya Litvak 

Date: Friday, June 24, 2011, 6:00am EDT

Anya Litvak 

At MarkWest’s Houston complex, a heat medium oil heater controls the temperature in gas processing towers.

	


Energy Partners’ gas processing complex in Houston, Pa., and compressor stations that pepper the Washington County landscape have sprung up one after another since the Denver-based company began working in the Marcellus Shale in 2008.

And with more development on the way, the company has started an engineering group, transferring the design work from its engineering headquarters in Tulsa to its growing staff in this region.

Currently, the company’s Liberty Marcellus segment, which works to process gas from wells in southwestern Pennsylvania and West Virginia, has eight engineers and 101 other employees.

The engineering group is helping to develop several expansion projects going on at MarkWest’s sprawling Houston complex. Among them is the build-out of processing facilities — full fractionation, meaning all gas components from the lightest — ethane, to the heaviest — natural gasoline, will be separated and sold. To store them on site, several large plots of land are being prepped for the arrival of additional tanks and three large brick towers are going up for natural gasoline storage.

To carry materials to market, MarkWest also is restoring the former Montour Railroad link, which connects the company’s railyard in Houston to the Wheeling & Lake Erie Railroad — a six-mile trip. That project is expected to be completed by the end of the first quarter next year, according to Greg Sullivan, operations manager. It will have storage space for 200 rail cars.

MarkWest has seven open positions in Washington County, including two engineers.

“We have to have the people here to make the day-to-day decisions on altering locations, changing designs,” Sullivan said. “Everything that we build and design is based on safety and functionality, and without them here locally, it’s very difficult to convey.”

Rob McHale, manager of environmental regulatory affairs, said the group is mainly involved in process engineering. That means “mechanical, civil and chemical engineering for compressor stations, the Houston plant expansion, Majorsville and Mobley,” he said, referencing MarkWest’s two other processing facilities in the region. Both are in West Virginia.

Alex E. Paris Contracting Co. Inc. in Atlasburg did much of the site work for the Houston facility and still works on pad development at the site, mostly from predesigned plans.

“My experience has been that, generally, the companies we’ve dealt with have either used local consulting engineers for a pretty good majority of their work, or some of the more specialized stuff has been designed out of state,” said Alex Paris, president of the firm.

But Paris said the trend has been to hire more engineers locally, which makes it easier for them to guide contractors involved in rapid development, and fosters specialization in Pennsylvania-specific challenges, such as terrain and regulatory requirements.

“Our engineering around here is a lot different than engineering in Texas,” he said.

By the end of next year, MarkWest plans to have 16 compressor stations and 745 million cubic feet of daily processing capacity in the Marcellus.

The company, a limited partnership that trades on the New York Stock Exchange, told investors earlier this month that it is evaluating building a fourth, 200 million cubic feet a day processing plant at the Houston complex, a third, 135 MMcf a day processing plant at Majorsville and a second 120 MMcf a day plant at Mobley. It also is pondering laying down a pipeline that would carry the dry portion of the processed gas to interstate transmission lines — National Fuel, TETCO and Columbia Gas.

Anya Litvak covers energy, transportation, utilities, gaming and accounting for the Pittsburgh Business Times. 
Contact her at alitvak@bizjournals.com or (412) 208-3824. 

Bid made for shale drilling waste landfill at West Virginia site

Saturday, June 25, 2011

By Don Hopey, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

A Canadian company is seeking to site the region's first industrial landfill designed for Marcellus Shale gas drilling waste in what has been called an environmentally sensitive area near Bruceton Mills, W.Va., just six miles south of the Pennsylvania state line.

The landfill is proposed by CCS Midstream of Calgary, Alberta, on 250 acres near the confluence of Big Sandy and Little Sandy creeks in rural Preston County.

The landfill would accept the dewatered drilling cuttings and drill mud and dried "cake" residue left from evaporated fracking fluid, brine and flowback water from Marcellus Shale gas wells in West Virginia, Pennsylvania and other states.

The Preston County Solid Waste Authority tabled the landfill proposal earlier this month and was seeking more information about the composition and chemical properties of the waste. CCS must also get approvals from the state Public Service Commission and the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection, but it hasn't applied for those yet.

"Right now, we've got good water and good people living here, and we want to be sure before a landfill goes in that it's not going to be dangerous," said Fred Taylor, waste authority chairman. "We don't want to jeopardize the people living here. We need to find out more about this."

Friends of the Cheat, a West Virginia environmental organization in the Cheat River watershed, has raised concerns about the environmental impact of the landfill in an ecologically fragile area where almost $1 million has been spent to restore creeks polluted by acid mine drainage from coal mines and about $450 million has been spent on water restoration projects throughout the Cheat watershed.

"The Big Sandy is the largest subwatershed of the Cheat River, and we've worked -- along with other groups -- for 15 years to restore it with great success," said Amanda Pitzer, executive director of the Friends of the Cheat. "Those creeks have brook trout and rainbow trout, and the lower portion of Big Sandy is a great whitewater boating venue. That brings in a lot of recreation money."

Ms. Pitzer said the Marcellus Shale drilling waste would contain radioactive materials, carcinogenic chemicals from evaporated fracking flowback water and high concentrations of salts and chlorides, which were a contributing factor to the big 2009 fish kill in Dunkard Creek along the Pennsylvania-West Virginia border, and high concentrations of dissolved solids in the Monongahela River several times during the last few years.

"Water from the Cheat is a major buffer for the Mon," she said. "If we lose that, you could see significant impacts downstream all the way to Pittsburgh."

Friends of the Cheat will host a community meeting at 7 p.m. Thursday in Bruceton Elementary School to discuss the landfill proposal and the concerns.

CCS did not respond to a phone call seeking comment. Its website says the company, founded in 1984, operated 24 industrial landfills for drilling waste, all in Canada.

CCS did meet with the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection several months ago to discuss its proposal, and Kathy Cosco, a department spokeswoman, said the high level of public interest in proposed project meant a public hearing would be held prior to any DEP decision on a permit.

Ms. Cosco said other landfills in West Virginia have already updated operations to allow them to accept drilling waste from Marcellus operations and that disposal of drilling waste in landfills was the "preferred method" because it allows better tracking, management and controls.

But Ms. Pitzer said regional landfill operations near Wheeling, Parkersburg and Charleston reduced any need for the CCS facility.

In Pennsylvania, there are 31 landfills authorized to accept solid waste from Marcellus Shale drilling operations. Another -- Waste Management Corp.'s Phoenix Landfill in Tioga County, which now can accept only construction and demolition waste -- has applied to convert to a residual waste landfill allowed to accept Marcellus drilling waste.

Don Hopey: dhopey@post-gazette.com or 412-263-1983.

First published on June 25, 2011 at 12:00 am
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Trash-for-fuel plan must clear some hurdles

By The Associated Press 
The Associated Press

MARTINSBURG, W.Va.-- Plans for an Eastern Panhandle plant that could recycle trash to produce more than 58,000 tons of what the company calls an "alternative fuel'' must first get past state and county regulators. 

Entsorga West Virginia LLC wants to lease about 4 acres at a former Berkeley County landfill for the project, which would be the first of its kind in West Virginia.

But county Solid Waste Authority Chairman Clint Hogbin said his agency, the state Public Service Commission and the state Department of Environmental Protection all must sign off on the project first.

The county also would have to amend its solid waste management plan to allow the facility, Hogbin told the Herald Mail of Hagerstown, Md.

DEP did not immediately comment Friday on whether it has concerns about the project.

Entsorga is a subsidiary of an Italian firm by the same name. DEP records on the project show the company plans to separate, shred, granulate and screen the trash it takes in, separating lighter and heavier materials and removing hazardous materials in the process.

The end product would be packaged and sold to nearby facilities as a fuel, perhaps in the kilns at cement factories.

Entsorga hasn't yet sought a certificate of need for the project, but it has applied for an air quality permit that could be issued in July, said DEP Engineer Steven Pursley.

Entsorga said no hazardous or toxic pollutants would be emitted from its operations, just dust. The deadline for public comment on the air permit is July 5.

Trash hauler Apple Valley Waste has sent the county a letter of interest, indicating it could deliver up to 70,000 tons of waste per day, or the equivalent of 12 garbage trucks.

Entsorga operates only seven facilities like the one proposed for the Eastern Panhandle, and Hogbin said all are in Europe.

Op-Ed:
June 24, 2011 

Dan Radmacher: Leave the Clean Water Act alone

When the Clean Water Act was passed in 1972, the need was desperately apparent. Rivers were catching on fire. Pollution choked waterways. Most rivers and streams weren't safe to swim in. For some reason, Rep. Nick Rahall is supporting an effort by the coal industry and other major polluters to turn the page back to those days.

When the Clean Water Act was passed in 1972, the need was desperately apparent. Rivers were catching on fire. Pollution choked waterways. Most rivers and streams weren't safe to swim in. For some reason, Rep. Nick Rahall is supporting an effort by the coal industry and other major polluters to turn the page back to those days. 

Enforcement of the Clean Water Act has kept billions of pounds of toxic chemicals and other pollutants out of America's waterways.

A bill quietly working its way through Congress, H.B. 2018, the "Clean Water Cooperative Federalism Act of 2011," would undo decades of progress and render the Clean Water Act all but useless.

The bill -- supported by both Rahall and Rep. Shelley Moore Capito -- strikes at two vital provisions of the Clean Water Act. First, it would strip the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency of the ability to make states improve deficient water quality standards. The EPA could no longer withdraw approval of state programs, limit financial assistance or object to specific permits because of inadequate water quality standards enforced by the state.

An analysis of the legislation by the EPA says, the bill would prohibit the agency from revising water quality standards without buy-in from the state "even in the face of significant scientific information demonstrating threats to human health or aquatic life."

Second, the bill essentially allows a state to overrule a determination by EPA scientists that a dredge and fill permit could harm municipal water supplies, fishing, wildlife or recreation areas. 

This bill would turn the Clean Water Act on its head, giving states the right to allow less stringent protection of the nation's waterways.

Together, these two provisions would lead to a race to the bottom in places like West Virginia where industry holds substantial sway over state regulatory agencies. The entire point of the Clean Water Act is to ensure a nationwide clean water standard because the waters of this nation are a shared resource.
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One state should not be allowed to poison the waters of another state. "Water doesn't know state boundaries," Rep. Steve Cohen of Tennessee said during the House Committee House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure discussion of the bill.

The bill seems aimed primarily at curbing EPA's regulation of mountaintop removal mining, but its effects would be felt far beyond Appalachia.

This bill would result in the most substantial weakening of the Clean Water Act since its passage -- yet there hasn't been a single congressional hearing to discuss the ramifications.

Rahall's support of this legislation is especially disappointing. In the biography on his official congressional website, Rahall touts the fact that he "has received national recognition for his strong dedication to protecting and preserving our nation's environment," including the Wilderness Society's Ansel Adams Award.

But his environmental instincts have always been tempered by his allegiance to the coal industry and other big campaign donors. In the 2010 election, his main donors were Patriot Coal, Peabody Energy and CSX Corp., which depends on rail shipments of coal for a substantial portion of its business.

Rahall's support of this bill -- which would have consequences far beyond West Virginia -- should forever bury any notion of him as a protector of the environment.

The bill passed the Transportation and Infrastructure Committee on Wednesday. It now goes to the full House. Call or write your representatives today and tell them to leave the Clean Water Act alone.

Radmacher, a former Gazette editor, is the communications director of the Appalachian Center for the Economy & the Environment, dradmac...@appalachian-center.org.
One state should not be allowed to poison the waters of another state. "Water doesn't know state boundaries," Rep. Steve Cohen of Tennessee said during the House Committee House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure discussion of the bill.

The bill seems aimed primarily at curbing EPA's regulation of mountaintop removal mining, but its effects would be felt far beyond Appalachia.

This bill would result in the most substantial weakening of the Clean Water Act since its passage -- yet there hasn't been a single congressional hearing to discuss the ramifications.

Rahall's support of this legislation is especially disappointing. In the biography on his official congressional website, Rahall touts the fact that he "has received national recognition for his strong dedication to protecting and preserving our nation's environment," including the Wilderness Society's Ansel Adams Award.

But his environmental instincts have always been tempered by his allegiance to the coal industry and other big campaign donors. In the 2010 election, his main donors were Patriot Coal, Peabody Energy and CSX Corp., which depends on rail shipments of coal for a substantial portion of its business.

Rahall's support of this bill -- which would have consequences far beyond West Virginia -- should forever bury any notion of him as a protector of the environment.

The bill passed the Transportation and Infrastructure Committee on Wednesday. It now goes to the full House. Call or write your representatives today and tell them to leave the Clean Water Act alone.

Radmacher, a former Gazette editor, is the communications director of the Appalachian Center for the Economy & the Environment, dradmac...@appalachian-center.org.
Editorial, Wheeling WV THE INTELLIGENCER:
Set Competitive Gas Drilling Fees
June 25, 2011

The Intelligencer , The Intelligencer / Wheeling News-Register 
The Marcellus Shale gas boom could be a jackpot for West Virginians and our government - providing we don't get greedy. State legislators should keep that in mind as they address a key issue regarding new regulations for gas and oil drilling.

Permit fees for drilling companies appear to be unrealistically low now, at $600 per well. But those fee levels were set long before modern technologies such as horizontal drilling came into the picture.

With that and other advances, as much gas can be produced from a single well as from several in the past.

Some increase in permit fees is appropriate. But dramatic hikes have been proposed by some, to as much as $10,000 per well.

At present, West Virginia is a good competitive position regarding the Marcellus Shale, which underlies several eastern states. But if permit fees are set too high, drilling companies could decide to bypass our state and produce gas in others where costs are lower.

Again, enormous benefits can accrue to our state - and government can reap a substantial revenue windfall - if the gas boom is handled correctly. We urge legislators to remember competitiveness will be a key to that.

Binghamton NY  PressConnects.com:
Marcellus protesters just don't get it

2:59 PM, Jun. 24, 2011 

Letters to the Editor
As one of thousands of local landowners who would like to lease his land for drilling, I've had my fill of people who don't get the big picture.

For example, take a look at the recent anti-drilling music concert held in Binghamton. The protesters don't want our country using its own resources, but they drove there from miles around using hundreds of gallons of gasoline. They use fossil fuel-generated electricity daily and buy all types of plastic products derived from oil. They think it's OK to throw away billions of dollars annually from our economy to import the same resources that are available here. They also ignore the fact that many of these countries don't have any environmental regulations. They want the convenience of modern living but not the infrastructure in their backyards.

Our country became great by using its natural resources to build products and goods here, not buying everything from overseas. Because of these negative attitudes and anti-drilling propaganda, the people who actually own the land have little say. If we don't start using our available resources and start creating jobs here, there is nothing for the future of our children.

Gary Hupman
Windsor
Pittsburgh Tribune Review:
Pollution found in Pennsylvania wells near site of blowout

By Associated Press 

Friday, June 24, 2011 
ALLENTOWN, Pa. — Federal environmental officials say that testing has revealed contamination in three private water wells in northeastern Pennsylvania following an April blowout at a natural gas drilling site. 

Environmental Protection Agency spokesman Roy Seneca said Friday that EPA took water samples from seven private water wells in the vicinity of the blowout at a Chesapeake Energy Corp. drilling site near Canton, Bradford County. 

EPA briefed residents on the sampling results Thursday. Seneca declined to reveal the nature of the contamination. He says EPA will sample the wells again in July. 

The Chesapeake well spilled thousands of gallons of salty, chemical-laced water into fields and a stream.

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

From: Erin's Email @ Comcast 

To: Barry Webb ; Leigh Keener ; Donald C. Strimbeck 

Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 10:13 PM

Subject: NY Times article

I stumbled across this article on someone’s post on the “Stop Fracking in Morgantown…” Facebook page.  It’s sorts out the difference between the “drilling” process of these gas wells, and then the “fracking” process -- and the wordplay that the industry uses; also how these two different processes in the same well operation have different risks.

And it’s about a Duke University study into shale gas drilling and fracking.

An interesting read.

http://www.nytimes.com/gwire/2011/05/13/13greenwire-baffled-about-fracking-youre-not-alone-44383.html?pagewanted=all
Pollution found in Pa. wells near blowout site 

6/25/2011 3:32 AM

Associated Press 

ALLENTOWN - Testing conducted by the Environmental Protection Agency revealed contamination in three private water wells located near an April blowout at a natural gas drilling site. 

The EPA took water samples from seven private water wells near the Chesapeake Energy Corp. drilling site outside Canton in northeastern Pennsylvania's Bradford County, agency spokesman Roy Seneca said Friday. 

Seneca declined to reveal the nature of the contamination but said the agency has not drawn any conclusion about its cause. The EPA will sample the wells again in July. 

Chesapeake has said a piece of equipment failed while its well in LeRoy Township was being hydraulically fractured, or fracked. In the fracking process, millions of gallons of water, along with chemical additives and sand, are injected at high pressure down the well bore to break up the shale and release the gas. 

The accident spilled thousands of gallons of salty, chemical-laced flowback water into fields and a stream. 

Chesapeake denied the spill had any effect on residential water supplies. 

"The EPA water test results reflect the water quality that existed in these wells before any natural gas drilling activity began in this area," Chesapeake spokesman Brian Grove said in a statement Friday. "While EPA's latest results make a strong case for developing standards to govern water well construction, which currently is unregulated, they do not support any link between water quality and our natural gas operations." 

Landowner Ira Haire, 71, whose well was tainted, said Friday he has "no problem at all with Chesapeake," adding the company has been in touch with him daily since the April spill. Chesapeake supplied the retired machinist with a temporary water tank, and it's installing a filtration system for his well. Haire declined to say what the EPA found in his well. 

The state Department of Environmental Protection also has taken water samples from the water wells. The department is testing for a wide range of contaminants, including volatile organic compounds, strontium and barium, but a spokeswoman said Friday the results have not yet come in. 
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