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Drilling boom increases rifts over property,
mineral rights

. By Arthur Kane
Denver Post Staff Writer

Monday, January 10, 2005 -

Silt - Orlyn and Carol Bell moved to a 110-acre ranch south of town in 1981 for the brilliant star-lit
skies and towering mountain views. :

Last year, the energy boom brought something they hadn't bargained for - a four-story natural-gas
drilling rig near their house and daily parades of trucks that rumble across their land,

"This was a gorgeous place to live,” said Carol Bell, who worries about the environmental dangers
and decline in property value, "But people don't want to live near this."

The Bells' saga has long been familiar across Colorado and the United States, where often one party
owns surface property rights and another owns the rights to the underground minerals.

‘Now, skyrocketing gas and oil prices - plus new drilling technology that makes exploration possible in
new areas - have increased the number of wells in Colorado. In turn, the development has sparked
more conflicts between surface and mineral owners.

While the state does not keep statistics on the number of conflicts, state and county officials agree
the disputes have climbed with the prices of gas and oil.

The Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission is meeting today to discuss ways to mediate the
disputes, and a Democratic lawmaker says she will propose legislation this year that would increase
the rights of surface owners,

The oil and gas industry, however, opposes the legislation and says major changes would violate
their rights to get at the resources they own.

"When (prbperty owners) bought that surface right, they knew there was another mineral owner,”
said Ken Wonstolen, senior vice president at the Colorado Qil and Gas Association. "This mdustry is
not prepared to walk away from its property rights.”

On the other hand, pfoperty owners say the state law giving mineral owners the right to get at oll
and gas without the landowner's permission violates their property rights.

The Bells said they tried to buy the mineral rights when they purchased the ranch but that they
weren't for sale. For more than two decades, the minerals were not developed, but last summer
EnCana USA decided it wanted to drill for gas under the Belis' property.

The Bells and EnCana started to negotiate a surface agreemerit,- with EnCana offering $2,500 an acre
for the nearly 3 acres it needed to stage the wells and more money to run a pipeline across the Bells'
land, Carol Bell said.

http://www.denverpost.com/cda/article/print/0,1674,36%257E33%257E2644654,00.htmt 1/10/2005



Page 2 of 3

With land in the area going for $6,000 an acre, the Bells felt the price was not fair and wanted
environmental provisions that they said EnCana opposed. So, as allowed by law, EnCana posted a
surface-damage bond and started drilling on the Bells' property several hundred feet from their home
without an agreement.

The Bells hired a lawyer but, knowing that the law wasn't on their side, eventually signed the
surface-use agreement so they would have more say about what is happening on their land.

Walter Lowry, EnCana community reiations director, said the company reaches agreements in nearly
all cases and that there would be no gas development without the right to go onto the property.

"We negotiate in good faith," he said. "The mineral estate is the dominant estate, and if it was any
other way there would be no rigs running around the country.”

| But Mike Matheson, an oil and gas technical adviser for La Plata County, said sometimes surface
owners have little choice.

"The oil and gas commission says'95 percent of wells are drilled with surface agreements in place,”
he said. "It's like saying 99 percent of Russians voted for Leonid Brezhnev. It's not a fair process."

Newly elected state Rep. Kathleen Curry, D-Gunnison, plans to introduce legislation Jan. 17 that
would require surface agreements before a mineral owner could drifl and would provide land
appraisals and mediation when the surface and mineral owners cannot come to terms.

"The concerns of (surface owners) aren't being heard by the energy industry," she said, adding that
a small percentage of companies that have "brought this on themseives" are causing the problem.

The oil and gas commission, which issues permits for wells and decides how many a company can
have per acre, is looking for a way to mediate disputes without legislation.

In 2000, after a drilling surge in La Plata County, the commission set up a process in which a state
regulator, company representative and landowner can visit a site to attempt to settle any disputes.

The commission today will discuss implementing the program statewide to ensure that the permit
has conditions to minimize problems for the landowner.

The draft of the new rule says it would allow site-specific drilling permit conditions to avoid
"unreasonable crop lass or land damage, or to prevent or mitigate health, safety and welfare
concerns,"” : '

Commission Director Brian Macke said the agency's job is to balance the mineral owners' rights to
get at the fuel while limiting problems for landowners.

Macke said the site visits have helped resolve disputes in La Plata, but Ron Burkett, who owns 4,200
acres 12 miles east of Durango, said a site visit won't scive his problems. '

The BP corporation has drilled 23 wells and is planning eight more on his property. He said he fears
the drilling is affecting the water on his ranch.

“I'm livinig in an industrial zone,"” said Burkett, who owns some of the mineral rights and receives
royalties from some wells, "They only need half the wells they drill."

BP spokesman Dan Larson said the company drills only as many wells as it needs to extract the gas
and disputed that the work affected the water supply.
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Oil and gas companies say if would be unfair to change the rules after they have bought or leased
mineratl rights, but residents say they also need protection,

"I just wish the surface and mineral owners were equal," Carol Bell said.

Staff writer Arthur Kane can be_ reached at 303-820-1626 or akane@denverpost.com.
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am very critical of how some of it is done.”

Sorenson’s ¢omments were made in a talk be-
fore the Demodratic Women's Forum at the Casper
Petroleum Club on Saturday.

-Joining Sorenson was fellow Campbell County,
rancher Bernadette Barlow, who is also a founding
member of Powder River Basin Resource Council.

The focus of Sorenson’s and Barlow's speeches
concerned the|effects that the water produced by
CBM drilling has on Campbell County’'s vegetation,

To remove methane from the coal seams beneath
northeastern Wyoming, a great deal of groundwater
has to be remowed as well, the women said.

According tp Barlow, each of seven-wells dug
on.-her propert produced 85 to 120 gallons of water
per minute. -

In southern Campbell County the groundwater is
good, and the JBM water has helped some ranchers.
But in northedn Campbell County the water has
too much sodium in it and the groundwater kills
vegetation, _ i

" Because thdre is too much water produced by
the wells to pipe it away, most is discharged into
creeks and the|vegetation around the creeks dies.

The women called on indusiry to figure out a
way to get rid gf the water so that it does not kill the
plants and tregs of the Powder River Basin.

Barlow and Borenson also criticized the way the
state has regulated CBM development and the prob-
| lems methane drilling has caused w1th the Powder
River Basin's water.

If you haveja problem with how much water is
being spilled op your land, you are told to go to the

Please see COALBED METHANE, A4

Continued from A7

State Engineers Office,
Sorenson said. [If you have a
" problem with fhe salt ley-
els in the water being
spilled on your land, you
are toid to gq to ihe De-

partment of En 11 onmental
{)uah.i Y.

1t’s “a musical éhairs of
the regulators,” she said.

If the state were to create
rules specific for CBM de-
velopment, it would benefit
landowns-rs, it would benefit
the developers, and it would
hez&eﬁ* Wyoming, Sorenson
nell
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tanchers

Producers
say they

on’t have

it now

Pat Biair

ior staff reporter

heridan County mitcher

* Koitiska is dawing his.
Coalbed-methane develop-
/ho want to come onto his
without a smface-use agree-
»will have to do it “over my
body,” he said this week. -
ut he concedes he does not
miich fegal ground to stand
‘he CBM developers, he
*have the upper hand.”
Fyoming law gives priority
neral-developers.

iduals who own land, but
¢ minerals under it, have
barguining power and no

to gusrantea they will be
vately compensated for

1ge to, or disruption of, their

n effort by legislators to

ze that this year failed in

£ committee, but propo-
-of House Bilf 251 —

b would have required min-
levelopers to negotiate with
face landowaer for permis-
0 drill on that individual's
=~ have pledged to bring
sus.back for interim study,
¢ House Management

cil is expected to decide by
next week which commit-
ill be tasked with the sindy,
ding to freshman Rep.

: Berger, R-Big Homm, who
luced the bill this year.
1interim study increases

'es & bill similar to HB 251
« broughit back-to the
lature.

mes C. Hageman, chairman

~ FEELING LEFT OUT — Sheridan County rancher Ga

him its plas for the wellheads.

Committee dnd a co-sponsor of the bill aloag with Rep.
Jack Landon Jr., R-Sheridan, and three state senators,

.told The Sheridan Press he is asking that his committee

be charged with the interim study.
‘Senate £g-sponsors were Bruce Burmns, R-Sheridan;
Cust Mejer, R-LaGrange; and Bill Vasey, D-Rawlins.
The bill was referred to the House Minerals

Committee after s introduction, but Hageman, R-Fort

Laremie, dogs not beliave that is the appropriate com-
mittes to 'deal with the issue,

“The oil people have a lot of putl with that commie-
tee,” he said! ) :

Berger introduced HB 251 to vorrect what she and
other propongnts see as u major flaw in Wyoming laws:
Minpral developers have no obligation under Wyoming
statute to negotiate any kind of agreement with the sur-
face landowmer for use of his or her land. :

Berger anfl proponents of her bill say it would give
landowners fhts equal to the mineral comopanies'.

opent, and he believes most c:
with the surface landowner.

-But other compenics have refi
landowners. A company Koltiske
him to sign an agreement that will
total control, he said.

“My hay ineadow will be one
this company’s. plans, he added.

.Berger’s bill was effectively

nearly thréa-hour hearing before 4 standing-room-only -

crowd in 4 House Minerals Co;

The Shéfftan Prass/Chilsiopher Prabt

, , ry Koltiska ponders the futire of three nonpro-
ducing cogbed-methane wells on his property, He says the company that drilled {

panies lry to work
ed to work with
give the company

big reservoir” under

led Feb. 7 aftera

littee meeting.

Committes members called the bill ..no_.z.ﬁmoﬁ:

and “on track” and said it bad go
more work.

Speaker of the House Fred Parhdy, R-Rock Springs,

points but needed

and Committee Chairworman Claréne Law, R-Jnckson,

‘subseouentlv identified the hilt ax

hirh nrinrite for

e wells hasn't given

is now dealing wants

ith CBM develope

Bill drew mixed reviews

By Pat Blalr
Senior staff reporter

A bill proposed by freshman
Rep. Rosie Berger, R-Big Hom, to
require minerai developers to
negotiate with surface landowners
drew ctiticism from the Powder
River Basin Resource Council.

The council argued the mea-
aure did not go farenough and
conceded too much power to min-
eral companies. .

The bill failed in committee
but appears likely to be the focus
of an interim study by 2 legislative
committee after the 2003 . -
Legislature adjourns.

An interim study means a bill
similar to Berger’s could be intro-
duced in the 2004 legislative ses-
sion.

Among the PRBRC's criti-
cisms is that House Biil 251 )
would have required a developer
to notify a landowner of the com-
pany’s intent to drill on the indi-
vidual's land and provide the
landowner with the company’s
development plan withiri 30 days.

PRBRC staff maintains that is
not encugh time for the landowner
to react. PRBRC also criticized
the bill for failure to require that
the landowner be included in

" developing the plan.

Proponents of the bill aoted it
required the developer to compen-
sats the landowner for damages, -
includiog loss of property-value,
and,requires the parties to negoti-
ate the payments,

The bill also provides for.

. mediation and legal recourse if the

company ard landowner are
unable to reach an agresment.
The bill would specifically
have amended Wyoming law to
require oil and gas developers,
including coalbed-methane devel-
opers, 10 accommodate the eco-
nomic loss and impacts to the sur-

age payments for:

» loss of agricultural produc-
tign dnd income; -

* lost land valae (reduction of
fair market value of the property};

* lost use of, and access to, the
surface;

* lost valve of improvements
caused by oil agd gas develop-
ments;

= restoration|of the surface: and

= loss due tofinability to imple-
ment planned of reasonably fore-
secable futnre uses.

Proponents included rancher
Bill Garland of Pavillion, who
said he liked the bill as Berger
wrote it, ; .

*] felt good about Rosie's bill,"
Garland said. “It's a simple, hon-
est, straightforward bill. There are
not 4 fot of proyisions to employ
lawyers, not a 1ot of provisions for
the environmenfalists, It leaves it
to the involved parties to negoti-

. ate, but it puts the producer on

equal footing with the mineral
company.” ’

Garland, ﬁ.__rmn land is in
Fremont County, said he is deal-
ing with traditional oil and gas
cbrapanies, not coalbed-methane

- developers. Bt he said the basic -

issue — the mineral developer's
primacy - is the same across the
state,

“We have about a {,200-acre

irrigated farm, alfalfa and caitle,

They’re drilling oil and gas wells -
in the middle of our aifalfa field,”
he said, - o

The bill went to the House -
Mineral Commiltee for hearing
Feb. 7.
© Among thos¢ who testified
before the committee was
Sheridan noE.Q landowner
Forest Dunning

Dunning said he “liked the
idea, the concept” of Berger’s bill
and testified in sapport of it; But
hie safd fie'dls6 beleves it ieeds
the additinnal Ej.w m imtrrim
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¥ nins jut—" ‘
‘Montana in the shape of
' jagged-edged

Fast of this range, all the way to the
lack Hills, runs a 25,000-square-mile
rainage calied the Powder River Basin.
" It’s the site of the biggest gas play in
the United States. The Bureau of Land
anagement estimates that by 2010,
Hetween 50,000 and 80,000 wells will he
unched in this dry and lonesome land.

It may be rugged, short of water and

" isolated, but about 1,000 ranchers call it
‘home. Any drill bit sunk into this soon-
to-be. pin-cushioned territory will be on

property owned or 1eabed by a hveslot,k_

operator.

Life has takf:n a tum for ranchers nf .

fhe Powder River Basin (PRB). For

perators fortunate enough to hold min- .

‘gral 11ghts their ship has not only come
n, but docked, unloaded, and paid off
andsomely. Others have welcomed the
evelopment of coal-bed methane (this
Llay taps into methane developed by the

sclmltar. e

boom ‘has i)een 'nywhere from a T

sance to a mghtmaie Tt has heen a par-

ticularly onerous| venture for ranchers
who own or leasq the surface but don’t
own the mineral rjghts below their feet, a
complex legal agneement called the split
eskate.

B culiure (uéi dominance

“There’s four parts Lo this equation,”
says Paddy Bard] a longtime rancher in
the PREB, “the nfineral owner, the sur-
face owner, the ¢nergy company devel-
oping the mingrals, and the United
States energy pojicy. The surface owner
is the low man on the totem pole in this
equation.” - .

Energy compgnies often give split-
estate ranchers | short natice of their
intentions. “You| find out abeint explo-
ration when they|show up at your door,”

Mineral companies own or

" landmen and lawyers over

retainérs by the ye T, 8ays]

“And it’s Dot just the: little: operators
who struggle, - e1ther._ The
Padlock Ranch, for exam="-
ple, tuns ahont’ 14,000
head in northermn Wyoming
and southern Montana.

Jease the oil and gas rights
under a third of the prop-
erty. Ranch manager John
Heynemann guesses he
now spends “mosl of his
damned day” wrestling with

damages incured by coal-
bed methane development.
Heynemann drives me
out 1o a parcel of the
Padlock where the dirt is




conveyed. [deed y :
alang to heirs Edb the time,” shé says;

In other words, it’s messy and coni- - "
plicated. We dd dnow — + - 0 o 0 1 the .
ihis: The federal - - - e edn Hacty somes splitiestae x
governmeni, | L dhserving the. coal-lied ‘methan
primarily the |° gm0 I Csay it 'is' renti nt of the er
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éonventmnal oil and gas develop-

thent had few restrictions, David
elson runs a 200-head cow-calf
peration in Keene, N.D,, on a
,000-acre ranch. He also grows
urum wheat, rapeseed, and oats.
is family has been on the ranch
r a century. His operation also sits an

 two oil fields, the Blue Butte, which
began producing in 1955, and the

Antelope, developed in 1953. During

those times in the 1950s, Nelson said he -

felt powerless.

“It was a struggle, | can tell you that.
In 1954, 1 didn't get anything. North
Pakola didn’t even have an oil and gas

‘eommission then. They had their way, T
_kad my fights. Every day I'd fight them.”

0il companies and mineral lessees
esisted change. “They’re in a business
nd they don’t want to pay any more
han they have to,” he says. “You ask for

“Coal-bed met
northwest New

horrible.”

more and they’ll buck it like crazy. For

years, their atiitinde was: We're going o
pay you so much|and that’s all.”

In the old dayp, says Nelson, “the oil
companies would rent a room in a hotel
and yow'd come tp them. There would be
a line of people yailing to see what sort
of deal they would get.”

Nelson says ofie of his biggest fights
came over the flaring of hydrogen sul-
fide gas, a practice now forbidden but

_once common in|oil fields, “It was cor-

rosive as hell. Itfate through everything
metal: radiators| wire, (Quonset huts,
storage tanks. It} tarned our silverware

nd Barret! offered hnm a good
price. “Land around these parts

herme has destroyed
Mexico. The water

theat comes ol of those wells is

~Tweell Blancetlt

e neighbaol

black. It killed cattle. I used to

see scores of birds lying dead

on the ground. I complained,

only to have an oilman tell me:

‘'m the boss of this field and

Il run it any damned; | way I
“want to.” ™

The situation, however, has changed
says Nelson. The difference is public
awareness. “Most ranchers know a lot
more about it [leasing or surfape-use
agreements). We’re not going to [ive it
away, and most landmen know it.
They're much nicer toda¥. Still, [ can’t
get them 1o rehab pmJects that they
abandoned 25 years ago.”

Bill Garrett, a retired splitrestate
rancher from the PRB held his fround
when it came to dealing with cdal-bed
methane companies “hecause | went
through the oil strike of 1959. |

“You could sit in the truck aqd read §

The gas company in q 35tion
ended up bowing out of the min-
eral lease, but the corporation
that took their place decided that
owning was better than lepsing.
Boardman, who ran a cow-calf
operation on the Powder River,
said Anadarko Petroleum Corp-
oration bought him out.

“We got ajong fine. They were
good neighbors and | have & good
feeling about them.”

Boardman took the money and
bought another ranch. “If their
check’s good, why not? So they
buy land. it's a free coun They
want control. | don't blame them.
And have no animosity towards
those companies. When the [ener-
gv] production is gone, the land
will go back to a family ranch ”
Garrett says he

EEER TODRAY/AUGYST 2002
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LUTALYSE®

brand of dinaprast fromathamine atarile solution

For Intramuscular use for estrue synchronization,
tregtment of unobasrved (sliant} azirus and pyomatra
{chronlc andometritle) in catile.

DESCRIPTION

This praduct coniains the haturaliy occurming prosaglandin
F2 aipha [tinoprost] a8 tha lromethamine gak, Each mb contring
dinepiosl iromethsmine eguivalent 1o 5 mg dinoprost: also,
benzyl mlcohot, 9.45 mg added es presesvailve. When
nacesdary, pH was adjusted with sodlutn hydrexide and/or
hydrachipdc acid. Dinoprost irameiramine is a whilo ar slightly
ofl-white crystalllne powder thet Is raadly soluble In water al
roem lemperature In congenlnations 16 al least 260 mgimL,

{NDICATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS FOR UISE

LUTALY BE Sterile Solution is Indlcated as & lutechylic agent.

LUTALYSE s afiective only in hoas cailie baving & corpus
iuteum, L.g., thosa which ovulated at lesst five days prior to

. Future i of animals thal
are not oycling will be unafiecied by injection of LUTALYSE,

1. For Intramuscular Usa for Esirus Synchronization
in Beal Cattls and Non-Lactaling Dalry Heliers,
LUTALYSE is used to conirol tha liming of 8strug and
ovulation in esirils cyckng cattle that have a corpus
lutaum.

tmeci a dose of 5 mL, LUTALYSE (26 mg PGF2a)
intramuacularly eithar ence or twice &l & 10 1o 42 dey
imgrval,

With the singla injection, cattie should be hred at the
ugual tima selaliva o estrus,

‘Wiih tha two Injections catile can be bred afler iha second
injection either at tha veusl time telativa to datected
estrig of at about B0 hours alter the second injection of
LUTALYSE, .

Estrus I3 axpactad 10 ogeur 1to & deys efler injection T
A<ompus kiteurn was prasent. Catle thet do nol becoma
ani 1o bresdng at estrus on deys 1 1o 5 afer injaciion
wil bo expected 10 return to eslrus in about 1810 24

- uays.

2. Forintramuscidar Use for Unobserved (Shent) Estrus
In Lectating Dairy Cows with a Corpus Luteurn. inject
a dose of 5 mL LUTALYSE (25 mg PGFZa)
Intramuscularly. Breed cows as they are detected in
asirus, If gslrus has not bean obsarved by 80 hours alter
Injection, breed at 80 haurs. If the cow raturns to estrus
breed ot the usual lima reletive 10 estrus.

3. For Invamupcuiar Use for Treatment of Pyomsits
(chronle endametriils) In Catila. wiject a dose of § mL
LUTALYSE (25 mSTPGqu) intrarmuscularly. In siudies
conductad wht LUTALYSE, pyometia wag defined as
presence of a corpus keur in Ihe avary and uterine
homs eontainlng fuid but not 8 conceptus based an
paipation per mectum. Fatuit o rormal was dalined as
avasuatian of Huld and relurn of the vlerlna hosn slza to
40mm or lass based on palpation per recim at 14 and
28 days, Mosl cattle thal recovared in responss 1o
LUTALYSE racovered within 14 days afterinjection. Ater
14 days, recovary rate of ireated cattle was no different
then sl of nontreated catlis,

WARNINGS
ot for human use.

‘Wornen of child-bearing ags, asthmatics, and persocns with
bronchial and athar resplraiory problems should exercige
axlreive teution when hisndling tis product, in the aaty stagas,
wornan may be unawars of thelr pregnencies. Dinoprost
romsthaming js readily absorbed through tha skin and can
&musa aboriion andfor brenthicspesms. Diract contact with
he skin should, tharalore, be avelded. Accldental splllaga on
the akin sheuld ba washed off Immediataly with soap and
waier,

Usa ¢ this product in excess of the approvert cosa may resull
in drvg mesiues, .

PAECAUTIONS
Do nat edminister lo pregnani caitis unless aborfion ia daslirad,

Da nol administer infravenously (1.V.), as this route might
potentlate advarss reaclions.

Cattle B RHOg would by
A raduted responas to LUTALYSE Steria Solution,

Aggrassive anlibiclic therapy should be amplovad at tha first
sign of infuction at the injetlion ske whether localized or cifiuss.
Ag wilh 2il parentars! products careful ageptic lachnigues
shauld be employed Lo decraase the possiblily of post injaction
bacleriel infecliona.

AOVERSE REACTIONS

1. The moat frequentiy observed side eflect is incressed
recinl p B & SR or 10X ch Howavar,
racial famperatura chargs has bean Iramsient In all cages
obsarved and has nol heen delimenial to the erimal

2. Limiid selivation has besn reporied In some inslantss.

3. Intravenous administralion might crease heart rete.

4. Localized post injaction bacistial Infeclions thet may
bacme generalized have been reporied. In rare
Instances sush infections have terminaiad {atally, See
PRECAUTIONS.

IREORTANT

Mo milk discard or preslaughier drug withdrawa! period is
raguired far [abeled usaE.

DOSAGE AND ADMMNISTRATION

LUTALYSE Siarile Sclution iz supplied at & concertrallon of
& my dinoprogt per mL. LUTALYSE k (Lieelytic In catlie &t 25
mg {FmL) administered inframuscularly. As wih any mullidose
vied, praclice aseptic tachniouss in withdrawing each dose.
Adequaiely clsan and dismntect the viel closure prior 1o emiry
with & sterils neacta,

dio have

. Cautlon; Federal [USA) iaw resiricls this drug to use by or

on the arder of & licensed vaterinarian.

Pharmacia & Uplehn Cormpany
Kalamazeo, MI 43000, UBA
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g newspaper at hidnight with all the gas
they were flaring,” he says.
Garrett also 4ays conventional oil and

-gas operators of{that era considered sur-

face-owner notification an afterthought.
“T'd come over a|ridge and zee bulldozers
plowing up the ground,” he says.

The timesithey are «
changing { . . slowly

Energy extraction involves more then
just the Jandowuier and the mineral com-
pany or lessee] “Development can be
done if the rights of others are respect-
ed,” says Eric Barlow. “T mean, I don’t
own the wildlifed on my land or the air or
the water, really. At what cost do we
extract oil and gas? Right now, it’s
iremendously ofit of -balance in what it
takes to get th¢ minerals., We want to
invelve all stak¢holders.” '

Public awarpness of the wear and
tear energy deyelopment extracts from
land has pushefl states into a proactive
posiion, including helping split-estate

. ranchers. In the last 10 years, about a

dozen legislatuges have revamped their
split-estate laws. Most are in. the Weat,
but Kentucky, [Tennessee and IHinois
have adopted thange. Even Texas, a
state known foy its reverential attitude
towards mineral owners, has given land
oWners more saj.

Attorney Bop Miller from Durangoe,
Colo., says enefgy companies for years
believed they couid dictate what hap-
pened. “It’s stil}'very difficult to get the
gas companies| te concede that they
dor’t have the |[dominant estate: We're
now getting gas companies coming o
the surface owier asking, where would
you like this wefll?”

Similar courfesies might have heen

" PHOTO: ADAM JAHIEL

extended a decade ago, but with less fre-
quency. “It's a gradual process,” says
Miller. “Over time we're geliing more
and more accommodation.”

Hal Corbett, an attorney hased in
Sheridan, Wye., noted, “I have per-
ceived a sea change, albeit slow and at

"times not very obvious. Increasingly,

contracts are according more weight to
the surface owner. The envelope contin-
ves to get pushed.”

Some mineval owners are willing to
give the surface owners a percentage.
“Fifteen, 20 years ago that was [unheard
of,” says Corbett. |

Starting in 1987, North Daky
gaied the mineral developer “net just to
pay surface damage and loss lof agri- -
cultural production,” notes | Justice
Department lawyer Andrew Mergen, but
“also for the lost value of land and
improvements.” )

Moniana passed laws stating that the
surface nwner must lxe compensated for
surface damage, loss of agricultural
income and “any loss of land value or
any lost value of improvements.”

In 1997, the Colarado Supreme Court
upheld a law that said if an energy com-

. pany had two reasonable njeans of

accessing minerals on a split-estate
ranch, then they were obliged to use the
plan with the least adverse effepts.
Some states, like Texas, have helped
agricultural operators, if only minimaily.
“They're doing a little hetier job,” saye
Ned Meister of the Texas Farm! Burean.
“But there’s nothing in the regulatory
process lo give us much reliefl. A large
part of our economy comes from oil and
gas, The surface owner is at the will of
the mineral owner.”
Unlike many other states, no Texas
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" Jaw; automatically gives surface awners

the: right to compensation for loss of
crops and surface damage during miner-
al development. Judon Fambrough, an

attorney with the Real Est._ate Center at -
Texas A&M University, says split-estate

landowners are often bewildered to dis-
cover that, with few exceptions, the oil
corfpany can use as much of the surface
anj as much water as it reasonably
nedds without asking pevmission and
without paying any additional amount.
Still brohken
For some staies, the law is there, but
enforcement isn’t.

fNo, it’s not getting any better,” says
Tweeti Blanceti, a rancher outside of

Farmington, N.M. Blancett, no stranger.

to ¢onventional oil and gas development
on|her 48,000-acre ranch, has sharp
wotds for coal-bed methane. “Coal-hed
methane has desiroyed northwest New
Mexico. The water that ‘comes out of
those wells is horrible, filled with heavy

s off 1o Durango,
Iler and the
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-ent attitude, -asin,

metals. This stuff bfirns your hands.”

Blanceit and heq husband, Linn, run
Blancett Ranches. ‘IMy grandson will be
the eighth generation to live on this
ranch,” she says.

.= Atte pté at tolal ‘exclusmn mean

trouble. A hard-nosed or belliger-
“You can’
ome on my tand no.matier what,”

will give-mineral companies ex

ly the ammunition ‘they nee
gain court-ordered access.
erhls does. not mean you have 1o

PHOTS: ADAM JAHIEL

mineral lessee deals with the rangher
who holds the grazing lease. While she
does not deny that those holding min-
eral leases own certain rights, “gach
entity in these negotiations is to be treat-
ed equally.”

“The regulations are on the books,
but thev’re not being enforced,” she
says. “We don’t need any new laws. Lord
knows we have enough of them.”

(continued on pagq 30}

ﬂGet all c:oncessnons or. stipula
tions up front before _signi '
lease. Onge .a lease is sig
courts often permlt dama

surface prope

eutting, emplo



Cows, conl, oil and lawyers

_ {continued from page @)

Blancett has & point. A Department

of the Interior evaluation summary in
July 2000 took the Farmington Field

! Office of the BLM to task for numerous

shortcomings, including inadequate

- personnel, insufficient oversight “at all
. levels of management,” inadequate doc-
' ‘umentation of inspections, and a well-

. permitting software program so

“cor-

! rupted and inadequate that it is recom-
: mended that all inspections except for

those critical . . . be suspended.”

It wasn't always this way, contends
Blancett. In the 1960s, *70s and "80s,
“we had excellent relations with the oil
and gas industry,” she says. “If they cut
a fence, they fixed it; when they drilled
a new well, they'd ask where it would
have the least impact on our watershed;
when they built a road, they made sure
it benefited both parties.”

The number of operators leads to less
accountability. “Instead of having two
rajors, we have 19 minor league opera-
tors. Nobody wanis to take responsibility
for & broken cattle guard,” she says.

Bnswering te the future

0il and gas operators leave “foot-

. i prints on the surface that are bigger than
i what's explained in the EIS [Envi-
. ronmental Impact Statement],” says Bar-

low. “I can still see the seismograph lines

shot on my ranch over 20 years ago.”

Barlow emphasized that the sphit--

estate rancher should, if possible, have
the mineral operator commit to a plan.
“We have 6,000 acres of our ranch in
which- three companies have leases.
‘Here's what 1 tell these guys: Bring us
an all-encompassing, comprehensive,
coordinated master plan for develop-
ment. Pipelines, water dispesal meth-
ods, roads and electricity. They didn’t
know what to do. They came back with a
plan for 2,200 acres. They went away
and haven't been back.”

' Bard has sympathy for split-estate
ranchers who see surface lease agree-
ments as 8 way io earn extra cash. “In
ag, you need a gimmick to stay alive.
You better be able to support your
income. Don’t condemn those who are

taking an active part in developing min-

erals on their land. It may be the only
way they survive.” -4

30
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d science needs to be
used in puidelihe development, but eth-
ical consideralions need to be taken
into account alko. “We're dealing with a
living being that has the ability to’

emote, and therefore we're under a '

whole different class of scrutiny,” she

says. Swanson selieves that animal care
guidelines carfnot try to micromanage
and they must talk specifically about
practices that should not be used.

“There has|never been another time
in history whén producer groups had

- the opportunity to describe what it takes

to produce thgir product. Everyone in
the production|chain has a responsibil-
ity.” Swanson jays. ’

She advisey producers to talk with
those further gp the chain. “All groups
involved in dnimal agriculture have
mutual interes}s and responsibilities to
consumers. Bgth consumer confidence
and public asgurance are essential to
success. Open[communication involves
risk because the producer has to expose
his costs with fis customer, but this risk
applies to all garties involved.”

The Animil Agriculture Alliance
(AAA) is also promoting the develop-
ment of animgl care guidelines. The
Alliance has fprmed an advisory group
to help coordinate guideline develop-
ment, *“Our gofi is to develop a program
by which guidelines can be deemed
credible and’ science-based,” says
Johnson. AA4's Principles of Animal
Care are used ps the foundation for pro-
fessional animal care. The alliance is
working with [other organizations that
represent prog wcers, retailers and food
service operaqors to develop one set of
guidelines for each species. B

For more Infosmation, NCBA leadership
recommends at producers take advan-
tage of availaple resources for employee
training prog'ams. The National In-
stitute for AMimal Agriculture (www
AnimalAgridulture.org) has several
pamphlets and|videos that offer common-
sense recommefdations for animal care.

For a copy Cf the NCBA guidelines,
contact Gary |[{iowman, Executive Di-
rector and Cpp-Leader, Research and
Technical Serfizes. Another resource is
the Animal Apficulture Alhance WWW.
SoundAgSclen oe.org

& Wal-Mart future
(continued from page 16)

society will be happy. For now, though,
beef—which, like it or not, means cat-
tle—must compete in the world as it is,
Not as it was back when granny killed
her own chickens. .

So it is good that the [National
Cattlemen’s Beef Association seems,
finally, to be serious about finding ways
to make the new system work right. For
that system to work right, we must find
reliable ways to fairly compensate pro-
ducers for producing the tatile that con-
sumers want to buy. Then, if independ-
ent producers are to survive, they will
necd to find ways to participate. .

NCBA's price discovery think tank is
at least a start in that direction,
although it seems all they’ve done so far
is identify roadblocks. But as they
sort through the alternative solutions, if
they stick with it this time—and with
R-CAL¥ and the populisi hordes
breathing down their necks they may do
so-~they might be able te find some-
thing they can agree on. '

Hard to say what it will be. One
might assume it will involve some sort of
pricing system tied to the post-harvest
merchandising. Maybe boxed beef.
Maybe the accurate retail prige series
we've never had. But chancegs are, it
won’t be a system like the old one that
allows anybody who wants to grow what-
ever kind of cattle he wantg to grow
“equal aceess” to packers.

|

i's possible, though, tl’laﬁI we may
not be able to find an adequatk “access
for all” system that depends o4 bid-and-
ask economics. It may be that beef—
like most products at Wal-M
finally be priced on a cost-plus system.

Any such system will work for the
nimble. Even with Wal-Mart dictating
the terms, lots of small towns have inde-
pendent grocers and auto parts stores
and hardware stores. What NCBA’s
think tank needs to concentrate on is
devising a system that will bring along
as many of its members as possible. The

people in this industry should be willing
to setile for a level playing field and a
fair set of referees.

Folks in the country are not certain
we have either right now. Eyen fewer
think it will stay fair if we dan't adjust
the system soon. Bt

EBEEF WMA\WAUGJ ST 2002






OUR FUTUR
AT STAKE?

On ‘January 18th, 2003 the Burean of Land

Mauagemeut released the Final Environmental Impact
Statemcnt ou the development of 40,000 new coalbed
methaue wells to be drilled over the next decade in the
Powder River Basin. Eight million acres in the Bagin will
be opm;ed up to drilling. Over three quarters of the devel- '
opment will take place on privately owned surface over-
lying thinerals owned and coutrolled by the BLM. This
mixed pwnership of surface and minerals is known as the
"split estate", and under current law the rights of the min-
eral lessee are dominant over the surface owner. This sit-
uation places a significant burden on the surface owner.

Photo: Ann Fuller
: Wastemers e being told they must sacrifice their land, their water, and their way of lifel for energy
Se fary around 14,000 wells have been drilled in the
Powdel River Basin, Read the following testimonies of
eleven families and individuals, and learn how more and
more ffrivate property owners, through no fault of their
own, afe falling victim to the unfair Jeasing and develop-
ment of coalbed methane, Leamn about the changes need-
ed to strike a balance between developing-our energy
resourdes and protecting Wyoming families and their
property. We believe all Wyoming residents can benaflt
(5‘.; e _QeyYelDNITIST () NEAE TESONFCES III 2 i

ficing pur land, our water, and our way of life!

development. The Powder River Basin is the primary target of an ambitious federal energyfcampaiga
that wiil foreve alter the natural and human landscape of this area, : i

Pholo: Ann Fuller

BLM predicts that 194,000 acres in the Powder River Basin will be "dlsturbed" by coalbed methane

related facilities, James R. Kuipers of J. Kuipers Engineering in Butte, Montana, esumated the total
reclamation liability for CBM in the Powder River Basin at over $1 billion. Unless bund;ug
requirements arp raised, taxpayers and landowners will foot the bill.

Let’s it right! Our future dependsr on it.

NONPROFIT ORG.
Powder River Basin Resource Council U.S. POSTAGE PAID
23 North Scott Suite 19 O

Sheridan WY 82801 ' SHERIDAN WY
PERMIT NO. 38

Mwm Development Today...

For Tomorrow...




| ED SWARTZ

“Coalbed methane development is threatening to destroy my
ranch operations,”

I sm a(third generation

rancher | in the Powder
River Bpsin, and I hope
to pass {this ranch on to
my sonjand my grand-
children. But coalbed-
methane development is
threatening to destroy
my ranch operation. As a result of
methane discharge water being released

Y
Pholo: Ted Wood

now [ can't take advan-
tage of my water rights
| to irrigate the meadows,
Without the hay mead-
ows, I do not have a
viable ranching opera-
j tion.
¥ Accoxding to Montana's
Department of Envir-
onmental Quality (DEQ) in a letter
dated January 2, 2001 to the Wyoming

inte- Wildeat-Craele-the-seils-in the creek
bed on my ranch are now loaded with
salt deposits, which have killed the veg-
etation and eroded the creek bed. The
grass inthat creek bed used to be waist
high, and it provided a lot of winter
grazing., The next flood event could
wash the salt deposits out of the creek
bottom #nd destroy my hay meadows.
These sgme meadows have been irrigat-
ed in every flood since about 1901, but

DEQ, each CBM well in the Powder
River Basin produces an average of 20
tons of salt a year. If you do the math on
the 51,000 wells proposed in the
Powder River Basin, it comes out to

1,020,000 tons of selt going into our
shallow aquifers and our ephemeral
drainages and onto our soils for every
year of production. What damage will
be. caused to the soils and vegetation
from all this salt?

RON MOSS

“The Flethane was 50 bad in our well that the water hose would
blow out of the tank unless | held onto It.”

My wife and I moved to

Gillette, Wyoming fifteen
and bought a
20 acres i.|1 a

met w1th three coal bed methnne pro-
ducers w_ho -agsured me that nothing

Would Riéppen to our drmking water, But
we started to get methane in our water
after they started drilling. The methane
was 50 bad in our well that the water
hose I used for filting the horse tank
wotld blow out of the tank uniess T held
onto it. A State of Wyoming official
told my wife not to light 2 match near
the source of water. I talked to the
methane producer and was told they
would be happy to moniter our well, but
that I would have to prove they were the

cause of our problems.
The dreadful noise
generated by a nearby
large compresser sta-
tion was also a prob-
lem. I am talking
gbout noise thit sounds
like a jet plane circling
over our house 24 hourg
a day, and drives people to the breaking

state officials, and even Govemor
Geringer and was told nothing could be
done about the noise. Then in 2001, my
wife suffered severe asthma attacks on
four different occasions from all the
road dust associated with the develop-
ment. Even with medication and the use
of a Breathalyzer she nearty had to go to
the hospital emergency ward to get help

to breathe. We are finally licked. Our

dream of living in our retirement hoine
has been shattered.

ART HAYES

"Proppsed standards will substantlally Increase the amount of
-methana wastewater allowed In our rivers...”

As» Montana irrigator

ident of the
River Water
ciation, [ am
confident |that the [MT
DEQ's] prpposed rules—
which wil] allow salts to [ :
be dumped .into the Tongue River
Reservoir and rivers and streams—wi

decrease productivity in southeastern
Montana's| irrigated soils, render some
fields worthless, damage fisheries, and
harm any business even remotely tied to
southeastern Montana's agricultural
economy. Scutheastern Montana irriga-
tors—and we number in the hundreds
and contribute to nearly 10,000 farm-
sector jobs in the area—meed water

|

|

and pre

quality standards that
protect all cwwent ini-
gation practices and the
soils and crops in the
area. The MT DEQ's
| proposed standards

- won't do that. Instead,
they'll substantially
increase the amount of methane waste-

-home and our entire ranch

BEV & ROLAND LANDREY

“The value of our fitle ranch has droppead to practica"y nothing
. with no water supply.”

O September 25d, 2002,

our artesian well quit flow-
itig. That well produced 50-
gallons & minute for 34
years, and it supplied our

operation with water, 1 dis-
covered on the Wyoming

sible for oixr well fail-
ure. That!is the only
. contact we have had
_ directly with them.
We have been in con-

il and Gas websm: that Pennaco had Office, the Wyoming Oi
been 2.10.3.years — gommission, one state senatpt and U.S.
and had 61 méthane wells pumping water  Senator Enzi, On Feb. 17, 2003, we had

submersibly, but not yet producing gas.
These were all within 8 10-miie radius of
our ranch, the closest one being about 4
miles away. We felt that kind of concen-
tration of wells could have made our well
fail, so I called an independent well
driller who has drilled water wells in the
area for years. He said that a lot of wells
bad quit flowing, and that in time ali the
artesian wells would quit, due to the
dewatering, with the deepest ones going
first. Our well was a deeper one, 890 feet.
When I contacted Pennaco (now
Marathon), they monitered our well for a

. week and then said they were not respon-

.3 weeks.

E e have Yived for the

a letter from Senator Enzi's
us  we could expect | a letter
from the State Engineer's Offjce in 2 or

My husband will scon be 8% years old
and T am nearly 71, and wel have been
hauling water in gallon jugs from the
neighbor's for our house ude, and the
neighbor hauls water to put in & tank for
our horses. We travel 40 miles to Buffalo
to do our laundry. The valucf)f our little
ranch has dropped to practically nothing
with no water supply.

|
|

ROBERT & NANCY SORENSON

"For the first time In our ranching career we have witnessed

degradation that |

fear s Irreversible.”

The .coquany also

last 29 years on a catile
ranch in the Powder
River Basin in Northern
Wyoming, and my hus-
band's family has pio-
neer roots reaching back
over 100 years. This
semi-arid enviromment only allows so
much disturbance before the land is
stressed to the point thet a living can't be
made. In October 199%, a coalbed
methane company approached us about
drilling on a state-owned section of land
that we lease. Adter consultation with
the State Lands Office, we attempted to
reach a Surface Use Agreement with the
company that was in line with our phi-
losophy of sustainability. The company
tejected the agreement, but the State
Lands Office allowed development
oOperations t0 begin. A substantially
weaker agreement was later offered to us
by the company, which the state urged us
to sign. We did,

ater alioWet 18 out 1ivers, shiffing the
costs of methane development onto
the backs of family farmers and
ranchers in southeastern Montina.

Art Hayes Ji: owns and operares a
cattle ranch along the Tongue River
with his family. He oversees delivery
of 60.000 acre-feet of irrigation
water to Tongue River irrigators.

Maxt, we tried to get the company-toive
up to the agreement that it had authored.
Prior to commencing operations the
company was supposed to provide us
with a map. We finally received one six
months after commencement of opera-
tions, There were to be no overhead
power lines, but the compédny “went
ahead and constructed them anyway.

failed to discuss water
management  plans
with us prjor to begin-
ning operptions as it
had agreed. Over time
|- the compapy has. vip-
" lated at least eight pro-
visions contained in
its agreement, .and for the first time in -
our ranching career we have witnessed
degradzation that I fear is irrgversible.

We have negotiated and signed thirteen
separate agreements for various aspects
of the coalbed methane play, and in not
one of those negotiations conld we
afford the optiott of not sig{ﬂng. In not
one of those agreements were we able to
maintain the contro! we necd to assure
the long-term sustainabili ity of our
ranching operation. Every time we
signed one of those agrcements we were
aware that we were giving up pieces of
our property rights that neither we, nor
our successors will ever be able to
recover. Every time we signed one of

Those apreements, we were aware that
we were helping to erode the property
rights of our neighbors and of everybody
in Wyoming because of our articipation
in a system that is fundamentally
inequitable. :
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GEORGE SMITH

asking for is the same compensation my neighbors are
getting.” )

"All I'm
E
I would like to express a

few concerpis about I.M.
Huber Corporation, who
bullied their way onta
my property on Beatty
Guleh. Without the min-
eral rights, I couldn't
deny them ‘rar.cnss They
crossed onto my property and didn't even
ask me where-to drill. I have tried to

damages for over a year and a half, with
[At Pm asking for is the same
compensatipn my neighbors are getting.
Then, after|they saw my picture on the
front page of the Yanuary 17th Sheridan
Pregs, Huler decided they wanted to
reopen negotiations. I finafly shook
hands on-a verbal agreement with three
of their representatives the next day, on

i+-deat-witt—tiemomrsorface— they-tried to get & resiraining-order to

January 18th. They said
they would have that
i . agreement ready in writ-
ing by ! p.m. that same
day. The only probiem
was they had changed
the agreement. Then
they said if I didn't sign
that day, the deal was off. They just lie to
you. Theyre deal welchers! After that,

DALE ACKELS

"Why, in a state wheare property rights are sacred, don't 1 have any

when CBM is on the table?"

Iu most of the West, sub-

surface ownership rights
take precedence over sur-
face rights. Not only am [
a restricted owner of my
ptoperty, but, under
Wyoming case and statute
law, I have no legal right .
to compenshtion for damage done to my
property by subsurface owners. As a sop

keep me off my own place.

A handshake is good in Wyoming, but
evidently not in New Jersey, where their
company is based. They may treat people
back there like this, but they can expect
the people in Wyoming to stand up for
what they believe is fair and just,

PETE DUBE

"What irks me is you have to be the one to prove the company
caused the proMa;n."

M‘y wife and 1 own
an outfitting business
in Buﬂ'a]xo, ‘Wyoming,
and about eight years §
ago, we hought 5,000
acres im Campbell §
County as a place to A
tun cows|and winter the horses we use
for outfitfing, The bulk of the minerals
under our land is owned by the BLM.

cost. CMS finally took
responsibility for the situ-
ation. They had to plug an
old drill stem located
nearby the water well and
also pump concrete down

well to seal off the gas
and water. Then they placed a new
pump in the well. What itks me is

YO

My cxperience with coalbed methane
began as' a nightmare of negotiations
with a company calied CMS. They were

e biggest coalbed methane

in the Powder River Basin

nt at least $5,000 in lawyer's
I discovered methane gas
seepmg up the side of my stock well. I
was forced to dismantle the well cover
@ relieve the pressure of the venting
ges, and ‘the pipes to my stock tank
froze. Finally CMS responded by fenc-
ing off the well and posting the enclo-
sure with danger signs. The well was in
a culvert, and from October till May of
the next year it was bubbling water and
" pas like a pot of boiling water. ‘T had to
have & sﬂinp pump put in the well, at my

caused the problem.

That episode was before any develop-
ment was placed on me. Since that time
there have been 13 wells drilled on my
land, and the problems contimie on mul-
tiple issuss, They are a never-ending
source of headaches. If T had the miner-
ul rights there would be no development

- on this land. T don't blame my neighbors
for wanting to make some money on
this. That's their business, But for me
this is not about money. This is the only
ranch I've got, T was out riding in those
hills and looked down at what's happen-
ing to the country, and I thought, this
muSt be how the Indians felt when they
saw the eovered wagons coming: Thers
goes the neighborhood..

‘What PRBRC Stands For

The presetvation and enrichment of Wyoming's agncu!tural

|| hertage-andruratifestyle:

! generations

« The conservation of Wyoming's unique land, mineral, water
and clean air resources, consistent with responsible use of -
those resources to sustain the livalihood of present and future

The education and empowerment of Wyoming's citizens to
raise a coherent voice in the decisions that will impact thelr
' anvnronment and Ilfestyle

the sides of my water .

1o piiblic opinion, and as a "Tavor” to us,
the drillers will, upon request, offer the
surface owner a damage agreement, but
as you would expect, the document basi-
cally says, "Nothing that goes wrong is
our fault." If you protest or refuse to
sign an agreement you know to be
flawed, the drillers may post 2 minimal
bond (in the amoumt they deem appro-
priate to repair the demage they will
cause), or they may post no bond, leav-
ing you with no choice but to go to court
over the damages. At that point you
have no further control of your surface
and fhe driller can come on
your place and do anything he wants
without your permission. One of the

BILL & MARGE WEST

' "We lost appraxlmatol‘y 100 acres of prime hay meadows,
the hnnrt of the ranch.”

Devon’ Energy began
devclopmg coalbed

pmperty in 1999 and
they discharged the
water into Spotied Horse
Creek. That creek is nor-
mally dry for most of the
year, but now there is often salt-laden
water ninning down the creck through-
out the year. The water flooded our hay
meadows and killed about 200 giant cot-
tonwoods. We lost approximately 100
acres of prime hay meadows, which is
the heart of the ranch. They finally alle-
viated the flooding, but they did nothing
to repair our hay meadow or replant any
cottonwoods. So my husband tried
reclaiming the meadows himself We
don't know if it will work, but we'll
find out this spring.

l"_"'_'_'"'-"_""'"_'_'_"'-\'_"—'"-"'

JPRBRC provides in-depth information on the mulltude of impa)

things I have the hard-
est time understand-
ing is why |in a state
where propgrty rights
are sacred; I don't
have any when CBM
is on the table? I get to
pay taxes of my prop-
erty, but I can't control who cbmes on it
and what they do when they: get on it,

and the staie fegislature says that's just
one of life's litile inequities. How does
that happen in the ﬁrst decade of the

2lst century?

Dale and his wife, Bet, éame fo
Wyoming abou! eight years ago and
bought a 50-acre farm onl Lover
Prairie Dog- Creek,. They Hid not
acguire the mineral rights to their
property. Now, with CBM develop-
ment encroaching upon them -on
three sides, Dale has put his \proper-
ty up for sale and is Plamping to
feave Wyoning,

which Is

Lest fall Dey on decid-

leased State School
Section. So Bill went
out with them and
-ghowed them where he
thought they should be located First off
they built one of them'in the wrong place
and then told Bill ke just “fnrgot" where
he'd told them to put it. But:the worst
part was, when they brought us the State
Engineer's papers to sign, the Tdischarpe
pits" were listed as "stock water reser-
voirs." That way Devon could just walk
away and not reclaim them,
I would be responsible.

cheice but to refuse to sign
It's been that way since the
beginning, Nothing but lies,

-related to coalbed methane development and searches for waVs to

[1$30 Individual — [ T$20 Family
. ]Studant!Senior!Scholarship

y |m]nim|ze those impacts. You can be part of that voice by joining the
: ‘ ihundreds of citizens who are already members of PRBRC.

; EMembership Fees:

[T%20
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-Phone Mail to:PRBRC, 23 N.Scott, Sheridan, WY 82801 .
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ERIC BARLOW

"'Surfac owners need statutory acknowledgement of their right to
: use and enjoy their property.”

My fa.:irniiy has been

deating v\gith conventional
ail wells on our ranch for
the past forty years, and
we unde}stand what the
impacts are. I can still see
the seismpgraph lines that
were shgt on this ranch
over 20 years ago during
the oil bgom, and my family is still try-
ing to get the BEWHo-clean-up-the-idle
wells and all the associated infrastruc-
ture that jwas left on our land. And now

ells with $1.5 million. With
e's a higher return on your
investmeht, but there's also a much big-
ger imprint on the land. At what cost o
other valuable resomces will we be
extracting the coalbed methane? Over
6,000 acres of our ranch have been
leased by one company for CBM. I
requested that they bring us an all-
encompagsing, comprehensive, coordi-
nated master plan for development:
Pipelines, water- disposal methods,
roads and electricity. They came back
with & plan for a minitmal portion of the
lease. Notification and planning
requirements are not new to industry, as

Photo: Adam Jshlel

they already provide
Notices of Intent
(NOD and Plans of
i Develop-ment (POD)
| to regulatory agen-
cies for various activ-
ities. Why are they
incapable of provid-
ing the same thing for
the sirface owner?

Surface owners need statutory acknowl-
edgement of their right to use and enjoy
their property. This includes the right to
participate in the development of oi! and
gas underlying their property in split
estate sitvations. The federal govern-
ment could step up and take a more
proactive role when they hold the min-
eral estate. They could ensure that the
surface estate is given equal value to the
mineral estate in the master plan, that
development cannot oceur before a sur-
face use agreement has been negotiated,
and that as developinent proceeds, the
rights of all stakeholders are equally
protected. There is begimning to be gen-
eral acknowledgement on the part of our
elected officials, administrators and pol-
icy. makers that these issues must be
addressed before CBM development
can proceed smoothly, but a discontinu-
ity still exists among the participants.
Now it is time for all parties to become
proactive,

MARY BRANNAMAN,

“The CBM industry can't fust run over landowners because they

don't hold their mineral rights...”

Paxton didn't even

give us the courtesy of a
phone call when they
started exploring for
CBM on our ranch. We
didn't even know our
land bad been leased.
But because we didn't
own any minerals, they were able to
coerce us iato signing a surface damage

Phato Ted Wuu

welt pads. |And net one
cubic foot of gas has ever
been puniped out of
those wells

In February of 2002 we
sued Paxtoh for the terri-
ble damagds they inflict-
ed on our land, and {or the Joss of income
we suffered due to their présence. Paxton

sgreement before we knew as much as
we know now. The next time, they
showed up with a D-9 Cat, dropped the
blade, and went right up the hill, pushing
topsoil out of the way like it was snow.
They sliced right across our pastures o
cut roads to their wells, and in winter
these roads turned inte deep trenches.
They cut enormous gouges into the hill-

“sides for well pads, and dumped the top-

soil over the bank. They dug ten wells
and then eapped them. packed up, and
pulied out, leaving a bunch- of garbage

“for us to clean up. I guess they were i a
hurry to secure their lease.

Before Paxton came onto us, you could
get on your horse at the bam and ride up
ito those hills and leave everything else
behind. There was nothing but an old
cow trail gomg up there. Now you're
never out of sight of that ugly red shale
road and all the red spurs leading to the

did a fot of manicuring on pur place after
that, but only because thg Oil and Gas
Conservation Cominission: ordered them
to start reclemation, as it had been two
years since they had capped those wells.
8o now the well sites are all beautifully
contoured, but nothing wil} grow on them
because they mixed up good topseil with
subsoils containing high coacentrations
of salt. The case went to trial this
February, and a 12-member jury awarded
us the full amount of damages we asked
for: $810,887. It won't replace our ranch,
but we hope it sends a message to the
coalbed methane industry that they can't
just run over landowners because they
don't hold their mineral nights, and get
away with it. This is mor{fhan a mone-
tary issue. It's a moral isfue. It's about
responsible stewardship of| the land. And
it's about treating people fnd their land
with respect.

RC is working fo pass surface owner protection
legislation at the state and federal level.

YOU CAN HELP

. Contact Governer Freudenthal about the need to ensure responsible

methane development. Ask him to help level the playing field and
give surface owners a fair deal!

(govemor@missc.state. wy.us}

Fell your congressional representatives:

. To require surface owner consent before state or federsl leaseholders

may eitier private property for the purposes of exploration or devel-
opment. Coal mines fall under this requiremnent. Shonldn't the CBM
industry be held to the same standard?

. To require mandatory Surface Use and Damage Agreements between

landowners and oil and gas operators before development begins.

Tvo increase reclamation Donds to levels that will cover

ail damages!
. ‘ Endorse surface owner rights legislation. Sign your name in the box
: below and return to PRBRC, 23 North Scott, Sheridan WY 82801

'-..-......_._._._.—._._._._.—-.—..-—-..1

Name

Landowners need a real voice in how oil and gas development l
_.occurs on their private property!

Wyoming Cohgresslonal Delegation:

U.S. Senator Craig Thomas
craig@thomas.senate.gov

Ji202) 2245441

1.8, Representative Barbara Cubin

‘You may email Rep. Cubin by aceessing the followmg website: |

http:\www.house.gov/cubin
(202) 225-23M1

1.8, Senator Mike Enzi
senator@enzisenate.gg
(202) 224-3424

<

i | support state and federal surface owner rights laws, .

Date

I—-—;-—--——--—--—-—-—-—-—-—.—-—-—--J

For m#re information, call Powder River Basin Resource Council:
307-672-5809 or visit our website at powderriverbasin.org.

“Perhaps it is not yet time to grieve, but to ponder whe! er. what
the world wants from Wyeming is worth more than wha
Wyoming already offers the World.”

T.A. Larson, Wyoming Historian



-~ Michigan-based Paxton Resources
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Damage Case

| G
B CBM driling sites at

Brannaman Ranch ollegedly
unsuitable for plant growth

By Robert Waggener -
Staff reporter

Sites where coalbed-methane drilling tock plage on the Brannaman
Ranch are now unsuitable for plant growth because of high salt content,
a¢cording fo a Moniana State University professor. _ o

Dr. Douglas Dollhopi, a professor- of soil science and land reclamation
at the Bozeman school, testified Tuesday that CBM|crews put topsol and
poorer subsoils in the same piles and then spread the mixed dist on dis- _

turbed sites, , o
' Dollhopf said the mixtures, on average, had a jalt content 16 times . _ -

bigher than adjacént rangelaad on the ranch six miles southeast of o
Sheridan. | ‘ S
- “Ahigh salt contént impairs plaot growth,” he s d o
Dollhopf testified during the second day of thy -civil wial pitting ‘the
ranch owners, Mary and Dan “Buck” Brannaman, 4gainst the develo_pers
‘of CBM on their property, -

LLC. | "A high salt

This is the first such trial in thef_ content impgirg
Powder River Basin counties o p
Sheridan, Campbell and Johnson, prnT QTOWTh-
where most of the CBM drilling is ,
occugring. L

The Brannamans claim Paxton . :
caused excessive damage to their — Pr. DOUQIUS
rO) during drilling activities in '
EMII;JGEWOOO, and they are asking for L DO"hOpf
unspecified compensation. The total Soil science and land’
loss is estimated at more than reclcjm’aﬁon professor .
$280,000, according to court docu-
* ments. : o '

Several area ranchers attending the trial told Sheridan Press the
case could have a significant impact .on damage ggreements between
drilling companies and landowners not owning mingral reserves, like the -
Brannamans. o

Under questioning by his attorney, Jay Gilbertz df Sheridan, Dollhopf
said that to ensure proper reclamation, topsoil is siripped and stock:
piled, and then subsoils are removed and placed in separate piles. 1

* When drilling is completed, subsois are placed id] disturbed areas first,
and then topsoil is laid down prior to séeding. : :

Since that didn’t happen at the six well sites on th Brannaman Ranch,
Dolthopf said, the only way to properly reclaim the sites is to haul in good
soil from elsewhere. - ,

Dolthopf said he was disturbed that fill materjal was spread over
undisturbed rangelands near well sites, covering five grass and other

lants, . :
’ “The rangeland had been buried by this fill materipd,” Dolthopf said.
At the location of one drilling pad, he said, the fif] material was com-
pacted so badly by heavy equipment during rec ation that it would
support little plant life, .
“About three-fourths of the pad had the consiste:
had to chip away at the soil to get a sample,” he said.
unsuitable for plant preduction.” :

cy of concrete, We
“This area was very

Pleass see CBM, Page 8
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8 and veiy few catile in  hood from training liorses and runnin

CBM

{Continued from Page 1)

The lawsuit sa
Brannaman’s ho

g horsemariship

)

Kevin Haber of Cagper, asked
uple ran cattle on their ranch in

the ranch had no cattle in 199
1999 — prior to any drillin

. clinics, riot operating a cattie ranch. _

ing,

ict Court.-Mary Brannaman and a rep-

Huber also asked Brasnaman why he wonldn't
release information on the value of his pastuce lands
when he claims some of those lands were damageq.

The jury trial continued this morning in 4th

 resentative of the oil and gas industry were sched-

i

tted they did, sayiﬂ;t; they had

took place,
up to 200 during the. grazing season.

stioned the 729 figure priof to™

rannaman for proof.

Paxton’s attomey,

Brannaman if the co
Brannaman admi

Huber-also-gue;
. drilling, asking B

2000 — after drilling

acre ranch
prior io drilling

ran nearly 730 head. -
amage from CBM activi-

y Paxion hurt
reduction in the Jand's carrying

torced the couple to

rangeland, and deval-

ys damage caused b
rse business,
e of damaged

perty in general,
Buck Brannaman testified the 952-

supported an average of 400 cattle

_ . activities, and one summer he

But Brasnaman said d

ties caused a drastic

capacity.

sel cattle becaus

ued their pro

Paxton. will then present.its case. The trial is

uled to testify before the plaintiffs rest their case.
scheduled to last through Friday.

en you and your neighbor, isn’t it?”

s betwe

“That’

Huber asked.

During cross-examination, Brannaman admitted

 Brannaman admitted he makes ‘most of his liveli-
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(Continued from Page 1)
-+t But no matter what Paxton na he said, En

_ncnn_n was not pleased.

.‘;m :>5&:=m we do doesn’t satisfy them,
“That’s the issue,” Vadnais said.

.,,..““ One of the-Brannamans’ attorneys, Jay
~{Gilberiz of Sheridan, asked the jury during
tlosing arguments to award his clients at least
#$810,000.

+  Gilbertz said this figure included $515,000
won resource damage caused at nine well sites,
‘tnost notably the destruction of about eight
‘acres of topsoil.
| He also said the mguzmam:m lost about
- $238,000 in income because mismanaged
ﬁwg operations forced Mr. Brannaman to can-
‘el numerous horsemanship clinics, and the
vo:m_n also lost thousands of no:E.m uanmcmm
~fhey were forced to sell cattle.

.H“ Mary Brannaman testified H:Emmm% she

‘wasn’t pleased that drilling activity would be

,ncnnc.i:m on their ranch. But when she found

-out they could do nothing since they didn’t

‘own the mineral resources, she hoped the

‘Hevelopers éocE treat their ranch with

Jespect.

! Brannaman said her hope quickly faded
* when CBM crews turned their roads into mud

. ..vomm. left trash oan the ground, drove across

. “yangeland, mixed topsoil with salt-liden sub-
‘0il, and let hilisides erode away — damage
92 went against their philosophy on how nat-

‘ural resources should be treated,

“Buck T A5
Brannaman il
i Vadnaj .mﬁm 13 Mm&vm&h 8 ﬁm_wo T
" be stewards of the land and has worked hard 8
B _mn<o_ov good relationships with landowners.

" Vadnais said he became involved in the

X

_ed in early 2000, becanse issues between the

ards, om Smﬁwmm Jeo

et
_ u ,,:.:

about a month letter listing an even longer set
of requests, he said.

These problems, too, were corrected, Roose
said.

Roads were sloped and covered with gravel
to help with drainage, a cattle trail was con-
structed along a fence, piles of topsoil were
recontoured and a new gate installed, he said.

Roose said Paxton even suspended opera-
tions for about 1 1/2 months to accommodate
Buck Brannaman’s horsemanship elinics,

One of Paxton's attorneys, Kevin Huber of
Casper, said in his closing remarks, “We've
done everything we ‘can to fix things out there,
but they’re never satisfied. We just can’t win.
What are we supposed to do?”

The Brannamans were also represented by
Sheridan attorney Mike Davis, who implied
during the trial that his clients had been unfair-
ly painted as anti-coalbed methane.,

“Were you trying to be treacherous toward
Paxton Resources?” he askéd Mrs. Brannaman.

“No I wasn’t. 1 don’t think I was hard to get
along with,” she said.

Mr. Brannaman told The Press: “I"s impox-
tant to understand this was never an issue of
Buck and Mary being anti-energy. I don’t want
to be out in’a teepee rubbing sticks together for
my energy source. In a nutshiell the case was
about protecting -our land, -and the rights of -
other landowners 1o do the same.”

He added, “I wowo this sends the message
that individuals or companies are only as good
ﬂw Q 1. i -

‘ 5'the m:.mﬁ suchtrial um_s,z_n P ﬁm.m
wmw:om Smmmﬁﬁo?ma and ‘River Basin counties of mwmmm Y Camt .r Bt
and Johnson, where most of the CBM aE::.m
is occurring, according to district court clerks
in the three counties.

Brannaman dispute shortly after drilling start-

couple -and representatives of his company
could not be resolved.

“It was obvious to me that the telationship
“had not improved,” he said.

" Vadnais said he sent an e-mail to the
Brannamans apologizing for mistakes made on
the ranch during the first few weeks of the
operation, inchuding driving heavy equipment
down wet roads, causing a muddy mess.

“I apologized for that. I felt bad. I feel bad

today,” he said.
. Vadnais said he also told the Brannamans
that he would ensure any problems were fixed
and later flew to Sheridan to meet with the
couple and their attorney at the time, Charlie
Hart, as well as Paxton's representatives.

During those meetings and subsequent work
to repair damages and revegetate land on the
ranch, Vadnais said, it became clear to him the
Brannamans could not be pleased.

Vadnais said he then decided to suspend
operations on the ranch because he believed
the dispute would end up in court, and he
didn’t want to pump’ anymore money into the
ventare until the issue was resolved.

He noted the-wells are still not produciag .
natural gas today.

“We are painfully aware of EE
mmE

" Paxton’s operations supervisor, Dan Roose
of Rapid City, Mich., testified Thursday that
the com E&~ received a letter from Hart in
Tty 000" teuestihe thiar inmerouy prob:':as theit
_nam vm.mmnmi;: L
Roosé sard all
Enu listed numerous items, including repairs
to fence and gates. )

A second letter was received from Hart

Vadnais.

&_unnfmﬁﬂ n\<










DISPATCH

POWDE LEG

THE GAS INDUSTRY HAS BEEN BUSY IN WYOMING'S PRAIRIES AND GRASSLANDS,
BUILDING THOUSANDS OF MILES OF ROADS AND SINKING MORE THAN 1,000

WELLS IN THE PAST THREE YEARS. BUT IN THE POWDER RIVER BASIN, RANCHERS

ARE JOINING ENV IRONMENTALISTS TO TRY TO STILL THE DRILLS.

BY KEITH KLOOR/PHOTOGRAPHY BY RAYMOND MEEKS

One coai-bed methane well can discharge 20,000 gallons of water 2 day; operators often use atomizers labove) to furn the water into
& fine mist, mest of which evaporates before reaching the ground, But salt and other minerais stilf coat the soft, causing erosion and
killing vegetation. A network of wells, roads, and powerlings (opposite) kes tumed the praisie into one of Amierice’s fargest gas felds,

R







ful coal seams. Water pressure

During the 20th century the long boom-and-bust cycles

of strip mines and oilfields left their own indelible imprint
on the landscape, in the form of sawed-off hilltops and

abandoned “orphan” wells. Even so, ranchers and environ-

mentalists have always taken solace that the deep and large
gashes scarring the land were mostly confined to a few areas.
No longer. The latest boom to hit the Powder River basin

has spread out in a chaotic patchwork, pockmarking the historic’
landscape with. thousands of miles of powerlines, pipelines,

roads, compressor stations, and wellheads. Methane 1s a natural
gas found in the region’s plent-

holds the gas in the coal
pumping the water out in large
volumes releases the gas. The
process also produces waste-
water laced with sodium, cal-
cium, and magnesium—too’
saline to be used for irrigation,
too tainted to be dumped in
waterways. So in a semi-and
region where water is precious,
energy companies are forced to
store the methane water in
“containment” pits, from which
it often runs into water wells
and into the triburaries of the
Powder River.

The resulting environmens
tal damage in the Powder
River basin has hit ranchers
and the land equally hard. “It’s
so damn  discouraging,”
Swartz tells me in-a craggy
voice tinged with resignanon.
“Everything I worked for, that
my grandfather worked for,
and that my son is working for
is being wiped out.” Over the
years the family has endured
many droughts (including the
one the region is suffering today), its share of
machinery breakdowns, and several diseases
afflicting their cattle. But nothing compares with
the poisonous runoff that is killing the ranch’s

vegetation. “They're [Redstone] using my place as
a garbage dump,” Swartz fumes.
About 2 year and a half ago, at the boom’s

A harsh beauty and a
vital lfe force suffuse
\ifyoming’s Powder
River basin. Here,
stunted cottonweod
trees line the banks of
ehe of four tributaries.

be 139,000 coal-bed ‘methane wells in the Powder River

basin by the end of the decade,” says Rebecca Wodder, pres-
ident of American Rivers, referring to energy-industry and
government estimates. “Despite this, federal and state agen-

 cies have yet to formulate zn adequate plan for minimizing

the environmental consequences of driliing in the Powder
River basin.”

And they weren’t about to until the U.8, Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) issued a report last May, slamming
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM] for faliing to assess
the fallout from . coal-bed
methane development. Ar the
time, drillers were already hav-
ing their way on Wyoming’s
private and public lands, owing
to lax state and federal envi-
ronmental safeguards. They
had just set their sights on a
mother lode of rich coal-seam
deposits on BLM lands in the
Powder River region. Then,
with the bureau poised to give
the operators a quick go-
ahead, the EPA’s report
stopped them in their tracks,
throwing into doubt the devel-
opment of gas wells on 8 mil-
lion pubhc acres in Wyommg

concerns about air quahty
from dust and compressor
emissions, and the impact on
wildlife and water quality. The
EPA report forced the BLM
to redo its environmental-
impact statement on 51,000

opment on federal lands.

The reassessment, sched-
uled to be released in January,
stands to reverberate through-
~ out the Rocky Mountain West, where 2 gold rush

mentality has taken hold. Energy officials have
called the area the "Persian Gulf of natural gas.”
‘Gas companies have already struck hard and fast
in Colorado’s San Juan basin, now they're waiting
for the green light on federal lands to expand
there and across Montana and Wyoming.

- pesls-drilless-were pumping-55- million gallons of water to— Moreover-coal-bed- methene development in-the-West-i¢

the surface every day. Underground aquifers were being
depleted and cottonwood trees flooded. The massive runoff
of the methane-tsinted water has become so alarming—
polluting creeks and streams and altering natural river
flows—that earlier this year the conservation group Amer-
ican Rivers named Wyoming's Powder River as cne of
America’s Most Endangered Rivers for 2002. “There could

new gas wells slated for devel-

the corrierstone of President Bush's proposed domestic
energy plan, which claims the area hes enough natural gas o
supply the energy needs of the United States for seven years.
“The region is enormously rich in minerals,” Ray Thomasson,
a Colorado-based energy consultant, told a recent Denver
gathering of energy experts and industry officials. “We just
have to find cut where the sweet spots are.”







“IMAGINE IF YOU LIVED ACROSS THE STREET FROM A POWER PLANT. THAT S
WHAT IT' S LIKE FOR PEOPLE THAT LIVE NEAR A COAL-BED METHANE FIELD.
SOME RANCHERS LIKEN THE SOUND TO THAT OF 7478 TAKING OFF — CONSTANTLY.

come from,” Nancy chimes in. “There isnt anybody in local
government that is going to fight this. And peither am LWe
;ust need some tougher regulations.”

The ranchers biggest concern is the depletion of their
underground aquifers. In Colorado, where coal-bed methane
development has taken off in a number of areas, drillers are

uired by state Yaw to clean the discharged methane water of

all pollutants and “reinject” it into the ground. Not s0 in

Wyoming. Drillers say that requirement would
make their operations less cost-effective. Many

“they pay for TntimT
The nonsiop whirting
prodhuced by coal-bad

that powerlines would be buried and kept to minimum.)
Above all, what pains the ranching community is the lack of
adequate bonding—money the energy companies pay to cover
land damages and reclamation. Just logk around, Nancy says,
at all the abandoned wells from previous booms. Undoubtedly,
history will repeat itself, she asserts, if epergy cormpanies aren™
required to pony up much more than the paltry $25,000 bord

(it's $75,000 for state and private lands}.
Given this history, I'm surprised to hear the

canchers, joining forces with the formidable Powder methanecompressors  Sorensons sey they are nof against coal-bed
River Basin Resource Council, have also been peti- (above) Is so deafening  methane development in principle (and that goes
that one hamied vesident o £d Swartz and the other Powder River basin

tioning state and federal lawmakers for o mandatory
Surface Owmer Agreement—which would allow
landowners to have a say about where pipelines and
-oads are built. {The government broke its promise

was driven to shoot at
a compressor with his
rifie. He was arvested for
recklozs andangermeant.

ranchers [ spoke with).
“No,” Robert answers resolutely. “We just want
to see it done right.”

ing’s federal lands
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'WELL: Companies don't

Continued from A 1

moving down the Powder
River valley when the
Landry’'s artesian  well
stopped flowing. To produce
methane from coal, water is
pumped from the coal aquifer.
Residential water wells —

artesian or atherwise -— that

are tapped into a coal seam
are affected when gas wells
“de-water” the coals nearby,

When this happens, the
coalbed methane producer re-
sponsible will replace the
well, usually by drilling a well
deeper than the coal.

But with the Landry’s well,
the evidence wasn’t clear
enough for the State Engineers
Office to determine exactly
why the well stopped flowing.
Marathon Qil performed a test

- on the well and determined it

wasn't responsible, noting that
the nearest coalbed methane

. gaswell at the time was almost

five miles away.

“The possibility of any sort
of reduction of pressure

caused by coalbed methane
activity affecting that well yn-
der thé geological circum-
stances at play here is nil,”
Goolsby said.

There are others who dis-

- agree, including Beverly and
Rolan Landry. The couple -

maintains that it was not a co-
incidence that-their artesian
well stopped flowing just as
coalbed methane wells were
beginning to be punched in the
valley, Beverly Landry said
their well had flowed steadily

- - for 30 years. The flow didn’t
slowly dwindle to nothing, Tt
stopped abruptly one day.

Their artesian well is
tapped into a sand aquifer
above the coal, according to
reports. - However, coal
aguifers do communicate with
averlying and underlying
aquifers in some areas. A

- And the Landrys are not
the first to lose an artesian
water well. About a dozen
artesian wells have stopped
flowing within the coalbed
methane development area,
according to the Powder Riv-
er Basin Resource Council. In
fact, one reason the Landry
well became such a high-pro-
file case is because a
Wyoming 0il and Gas Con-
servation Commission in-

orartrront e e S Lo

.Goolsby said. “T thi

The Landrys artesi
one day in Septem

the eyes of the Btate Engi-
neers Office.
And it’s just as
by said, hecause
cal debate is onl
Public percej
instead. 1
“I'believe wef
some bum raps

' ell, Gools-
secondary.
tion rules

ve gotten
put there,”

be better for any
any individual to fust remain
Hown good.”
he Powder
River Basin Reso
said she disagrees |
tion that the coalbgd methzane
industry is getting an unde-
served rap on the hfad over the
Landry well case. |

“I think it proba
perception that't
sponsible,” Morrig
is common knowle

ly i public
ley are re-
b said, “It
e through-

out the basin thaffwhen you
start dewatering -ahd depres-

surizing the coaldl” artesian
ing, she said.
“People are losinfg artesian
wells all 6ver the place.

“The public pe i eption of
industry would be|much bet-
ter if the industry frould own
up to their responsibilities and
treat people right and do the
right thing,” Morridon said,

Drilled tidipgs
This did start|out as a

Christmas story, right? Well, -

it is a Christmas st

Christmas story.
According to the ‘Wyoming

O3] and (Cac Canlboaroatd o

want to be identified

he geologi- -

rce Council -
vith the no-:
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n well on their ranch flowed for 34 years hefore .
er 2002 when the well ran dry. '

total ‘agreement that the cou- -

ple should not have to live
without running water.
“Idon’t know how we could
ever repay all of that kindness,”
said Beverly Landry.
The cost of the new well is

expected to be $30,000 or more.

Likwartz said that when he
heard about the Landry’s sit-
uition, he began an effort to
get coalbed methane compa-
nies to pool togéther enough
money for.a new well,

Sen. John Schiffer,

. R-Kaycee, got involved and

an account was set up at a

- bank in Buffalo. Schiffer. -

pitched in the first $500. Ear-
'ty this month, the account was
up to $12,000, Likwartz said.
The donations came from four

- operators. Several more com-
panies have agreéd to donate
time, labor and equipment to
the effort,

“I just wish it hadn’t taken
this long,” Likwartz said.

Likwartz said . none of
the companies want to be
identified. :

“You're not going to get
any of these people to talk,”
Likwartz said. '

Beverly Landry said she
dido’t know about plans to

.- drill a new water well.

*We'll be satisfied with
“whatever we get,” Landry said.

‘methane production compa-
nies that pay for the well

wmath e #lhmam c b w4

She said she believes it -
ought to be the coalbed
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