
9/14/2013 
People's hearing comments 
Lori Babbey 

August 31, 2012 I submitted to ODNR comments and a request for a public hearing 
regarding the seven UIC Class II permits issued to Hard Rock Drilling & Production 
LLC for wells on the Soinski property in Windham and Nelson townships, Portage 
County, Ohio. To date I have never received a specific written response to my 
comments/questions. 

October 11, 2012 - I received a brief response that "the Chief has decided to meet with 
members of the public and local government to address the public's concerns and 
answer their Questions regarding this permit application. An information sharing open 
house will be held within the area of the proposed injection well application.. The 
purpose will be to meet with the public to share information with them and get their 
input. You will be notified once the date, time and place has been selected." 

October 24, 2012 - I again contacted ODNR reiterating my request for a public hearing. 
At the same time under ORC 149.43 I requested: 

• Written copies of the chief's rulings on the validity of the objections received 

• Written copies of the chief's rulings on the relevance of those objections on 
issues impacting public health, safety or to good conservation practices, and their 
substance, for Athens, Portage and Trumbull and any other counties where 
comments were received for pending injection well permits. 

• Copies of changes made or the addition of terms or conditions to the permit 
applications as a response to citizen objections. 

To date I have not received an acknowledgement or any of the requested documents. 

May 21, 2013 I received an email notification of an ODNR open house/informational 
meeting to be held on May 30th  at the Wingfoot Lake State Park. This was 9 months 
after the public comment period, the-taefmits-Md--_already-bie , and it was not a 
public hearing, as was originally requested. (iS564-€'61' ii ) 	2017j 
In addition, the open house was held at a location 45 minutes from the impact zone 
(Windham & Nelson Twps) despite the fact that there is a large township meeting hall in 
each of those townships. Note that the October 11, 2012 notice stated that the open 
house would be "held within the area of the proposed injection well application." Clearly 
it was not. 
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This open house notification also specifically stated that they would "provide information 
about the Soinski injection wells..." It also included a document titled "Citizen 
Questions about Class II Injection Well Permitting and Health and Safety Regulations in 
Ohio, which includes the comments you submitted to the ODNR... " It did not include 
my comments/questions. 

May 30, 2013 ODNR open house held at Wingfoot Lake State Park. FOURTEEN 
armed guards and one canine unit lined the access walk into the public building. Once 
the open house began the armed guards stood behind each information table and lined 
up at all entrances/exits. It clearly was an attempt to intimidate the citizens in 
attendance. 

There were several information tables with 1-2 ODNR employees at each table. Due to 
the size of the crowd, the location (a large open room with no acoustics) and no 
amplification for the questions, it was impossible to hear the answers to any questions 
asked by individual citizens at each table. We were also denied the right to video tape 
inside the building, even though this was allegedly an open public meeting. 

The second half hour of the open house we were forced to listen to a 30 minute history 
of oil and gas drilling from Mr. Tom Tomastik. AT NO TIME WERE ANY OF THE 
SPECIFIC QUESTIONS ABOUT THE WINDHAM AND NELSON TOWNSHIP WELLS 
BROUGHT UP OR ADDRESSED BY MR. TOMASTICK OR HIS STAFF, even though 
the May 21 email specifically stated that they would provide information about the 
Soinski injection wells. 

Following Mr. Tomastik's presentation the citizens were permitted to stand and share 
their questions with the audience, (with no amplification) however the questions were 
not answered by ODNR staff at that time. At that point Mr. Tomastik had left the 
building. The ODNR employees that remained promised to put our questions and their 
answers on their website, which did not occur until September, 2013, four months 
following this meeting.. 

August 28, 2013 I submitted a public records request to ODNR for copies of all records 
related to the seven injection wells on the Soinski property in Windham and Nelson 
Townships. I have not yet received the records as of this date. 
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Subject: RE: Comments and Request for Public Hearing — Injection wells Windham & Nelson Twps. 

From: 	oilandgas (oilandgas@dnr.state.oh.us ) 

To: 	0111011Maidie 

Date: 	Friday, August 31, 2012 12:54 PM 

Ms. Babbey, 

Thank you for letting the division know your ideas and suggestions. The Division of Oil and Gas Resource Management 
welcome information about important issues, and we value your perspective. I will forward this to the UIC staff for 
further review and consideration. 

We appreciate your taking the time to write. 

Jocelyn Kozlowski 

Public Information Officer 

Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road, Bldg.I-2 

Columbus, OH 43229 

614.265.6920 

From: Lori Babb 
Sent: Friday, August r112 11:42 A 
To: minerals; oilandgas; tom.tomastick@dnr.state.oh.us; Kozlowski, Jocelyn 
Subject: Comments and Request for Public Hearing - Injection wells Windham & Nelson Twps. 

August 31, 2012 

Mr. Tom Tomastik 

Ohio Dept. of Natural Resources 

Underground Injection Control Section 

Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road 

Columbus OH 43229 

Dear Mr. Tomastik: 
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I am writing to submit comments on the proposed injection wells with permits pending on the Soinski property in 
Windham and Nelson Townships, Portage County. I am also requesting a public hearing in Portage County where 
these wells are to be drilled before these wells are granted permits. 

The wells in question are: Soinski wells numbered #1, 2, 3, and 4 in Windham Township (lots 89 and 90), with the 
following Application numbers: aAMY0000908, aAMY0000909, aAMY0000910, and aAMY0000911 and the Soinski 
wells numbered #5, 6, and 7 in Nelson Township (all on Lot 45), with the following Application numbers: 
aPATT020711, aPATT020712, aPATT020713. 

Because I find the regulations somewhat ambiguous regarding the appropriate method of sending these messages 
and I want to make sure my comments arrive in a timely fashion, according to the regulations can be seriously 
considered, I am sending them by email as well as surface mail. I apologize if this causes inconvenience for you and 
your department. 

As an Ohio citizen, I have always considered state governmental agencies as created to protect the interests of the 
citizens of the state, so I understand ODNR's mission statement to "strive to strike a balance between environmental 
conservation, protection of the public health and safety and Ohio's need for reliable, affordable energy". 

It is in that spirit that I make my comments. My understanding is that the public notice cannot be filed until an 
application is complete. My comments are based on careful scrutiny of these documents: 

1. For all seven wells: 

a. All seven applications are designated SWD (salt water disposal) AND have an ERP (Enhanced Recovery 
Program) supplemental form. My understanding is that these are two VERY different types of wells and 
the ERP form also seems to indicate that these are very different. From what I've read about ERP, if they 
are recovering gas or oil, there should be storage tanks and a well should be designated from which they 
will be recovering the gas or oil. If one of these is a mistake, then I'm sure ODNR would require that the 
application be re-submitted correctly. This type of mistake indicates carelessness on the part of the driller. 

b I find no surface facility sketch: Certainly we cannot be assured that public health, safety or good 
conservation practices will be protected 

without knowing where the storage tanks will be, where the concrete containment facility will be relative 
to the unloading location or how 

fluids will get from tanks to the wells. 

2. Soinski wells 1-4: 

a. These wells are very close to the deep shale horizontal wells currently being drilled on a corner of the 
Soinski property. In fact, these wells are very close, to and at least one of the injection wells will be nearly 
on top of two of the laterals. I understand that there will be several thousand feet between the horizontal 
laterals and the injection well. But, the neighbors whose immediate aquifer might be affected deserve a 
public hearing to learn how ODNR can assure them that the shale fracturing will absolutely not create 
fractures---either in existing faults, or in the cement that is supposed to protect drinking water sources. In 
addition, the public deserves to hear how injecting "salt brine" and "flowback" won't create pressures that 
exacerbate any fractures or faults in cement or rock layers. Please see the attached quote from a study. 

b. The permits indicate that, in addition to Hard Rock drilling, Ray Pander's company will be working on these 
injection wells. I am concerned about this company's involvement because of the violation incurred on a 
nearby property to the Blazdek well. I also understand that Ray Pander is currently operating an injection 
well at excessive pressures (the Plum Creek well). The public deserves to know who is going to be held 
accountable in the event of any contamination or resulting health problems in surrounding neighborhoods. 

3. Soinski wells 1 & 2: 

a. These wells are within 500 feet of Eagle Creek. Without a sketch of the surface facilities, we have no way 
of knowing how Eagle Creek will be protected from spills, leaks, or other contamination. The residents of 
Portage County consider Eagle Creek to be a valuable resource. 

b. The tank sketch that shows 12 tanks for well #1 and another 12 for well #2, show us nothing about the 
location of the tanks, any containment 
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. • 
	 facility, an unloading pad, or the relationship of these facilities to Eagle Creek. The public deserves a 
public hearing to understand 

how the environment around Eagle Creek will be protected. Many neighbors downstream will be 
understandably greatly concerned 

to this potential threat to environmental conservation practices. 

4. Soinski wells 3 & 4: 

a. The Area of Review maps do not show the permitted horizontal Utica shale wells currently being drilled, 
along with their laterals. The public deserves to have the relationship between these wells explained at a 
public hearing. 

5. Soinski wells 5, 6, and 7: 

a. I find no geologic review, no EPA review and no Drinking water review. The tank sketch shown in these 
permits have "Well #1" and "Well #2" written on them, even though they are for wells 5 -7. This indicates 
sloppiness on the part of the driller and raises concerned about their willingness to attend to details that 
will protect our health, safety and the welfare of our environment and the community where we live. 

b. I find no location indicated for the wellhead for well #7. 

Since rules and regulations are designed to make drillers conform to best practices, and your agency's job is to make 
sure all the details are followed carefully before permitting any drilling or other activity, I am sure you will understand 
our concern for the public health and safety, as well as the conservation of the area around the seven injection 
wells---including the water aquifer in this area of Portage County. 

As a resident of Portage County, I strongly urge a public hearing in Portage, preferably in the townships where these 
wells are being drilled and planned. Many of the concerned citizens in our part of Portage County have modest 
means; most have jobs and family obligations that would prevent them from traveling to Columbus to a public 
hearing. Yet it is our communities that will live with the impacts of many trucks on our rural back roads, and the noise, 
air pollution and we deserve the right to hear how our government is ensuring best practices against the potential 
threats to the environment that we love---that brought us to live here. 

While I was able to find information about clusters of injection wells surrounding a low-producing oil or gas well in the 
western U.S., where the geology and hydrology is very different from Ohio's, I was not able to find any other examples 
of clusters of SWD wells in close proximity to each other, nor in close proximity to a deep shale horizontal well. 
Because these are an unusual configuration, the community surrounding these proposed wells are especially 
deserving of a public hearing, to assure the neighbors and all residents of Portage County that their government 
agency has carefully considered all aspects of this proposal and the health, safety and environment will be protected. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Babbey 

Below is a reference to one of the reasons we're so concerned: 

"The study model identified five pathways of water contamination: transportation spills, well casing leaks, leaks 
through fractured rock, drilling site discharge, and wastewater disposal. Probability boxes were generated for each 
pathway. The potential contamination risk and epistemic uncertainty associated with hydraulic fracturing wastewater 
disposal was several orders of magnitude larger than the other pathways. Even in a best-case scenario, it was very 

likely that an individual well would release at least 200 m 3 of contaminated fluids." 	http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com   
/doi/10.1111/0 539-6924.2011.01757.x/full  

Water Pollution Risk Associated with Natural Gas Extraction from the Marcellus Shale 

Daniel J. Rozell * , Sheldon J. Reavent 

Article first published online: 28 DEC 2011, DOI: 10.1111/j.1539-6924.2011.01757.x 

Risk Analysis, Volume 32, Issue 8,  pages 1382-1393, August 2012 
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Subject: Comments and Request for Public Hearing - Injection wells Windham & Nelson Twps. 

From: Lori Babbe111.11.111M 

To: 	tom.tomastik@dnr.state.oh.us ; 

Date: 	Friday, August 31, 2012 11:43 AM 

Mr. Tomastik, 
I misspelled your name on the original email address, so I am forwarding this to you. I apologize for the typo. 
Lori Babbey 

	Forwarded 
From: Lori Babbey 
To: "minerals@dnrstate.oh.us " <minerals@dnrstate.oh.us >; "oilandgas@dnr.state.oh.us " <oilandgas@dnr.state.oh.us >; 
"tom.tomastick@dnr.state.oh.us " <tom.tomastick@dnr.state.oh.us >; locelyn.kozlowski@dnrstate.oh.us " <jocelyn.kozlowski@dnr.state.oh.us > 
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2012 11:41 AM 
Subject: Comments and Request for Public Hearing - Injection wells Windham & Nelson Twps. 

Mr. Tom Tomastik 

Ohio Dept. of Natural Resources 
Underground Injection Control Section 

Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 
2045 Morse Road 
Columbus OH 43229 
Dear Mr. Tomastik: 

I am writing to submit comments on the proposed injection wells with permits pending on the Soinski property in 
Windham and Nelson Townships, Portage County. I am also requesting a public hearing in Portage County where 
these wells are to be drilled before these wells are granted permits. 

The wells in question are: Soinski wells numbered #1, 2, 3, and 4 in Windham Township (lots 89 and 90), with the 
following Application numbers: aAMY0000908, aAMY0000909, aAMY0000910, and aAMY0000911 and the Soinski 
wells numbered #5, 6, and 7 in Nelson Township (all on Lot 45), with the following Application numbers: 
aPATT020711, aPATT020712, aPATT020713. 

Because I find the regulations somewhat ambiguous regarding the appropriate method of sending these messages 
and I want to make sure my comments arrive in a timely fashion, according to the regulations can be seriously 
considered, I am sending them by email as well as surface mail. I apologize if this causes inconvenience for you and 
your department. 

As an Ohio citizen, I have always considered state governmental agencies as created to protect the interests of the 
citizens of the state, so I understand ODNR's mission statement to "strive to strike a balance between environmental 
conservation, protection of the public health and safety and Ohio's need for reliable, affordable energy". 

It is in that spirit that I make my comments. My understanding is that the public notice cannot be filed until an 
application is complete. My comments are based on careful scrutiny of these documents: 

1. For all seven wells: 
a. All seven applications are designated SWD (salt water disposal) AND have an ERP (Enhanced Recovery 

Program) supplemental form. My understanding is that these are two VERY different types of wells and 
the ERP form also seems to indicate that these are very different. From what I've read about ERP, if they 
are recovering gas or oil, there should be storage tanks and a well should be designated from which they 
will be recovering the gas or oil. If one of these is a mistake, then I'm sure ODNR would require that the 
application be re-submitted correctly. This type of mistake indicates carelessness on the part of the driller. 

b I find no surface facility sketch: Certainly we cannot be assured that public health, safety or good 
conservation practices will be protected 

without knowing where the storage tanks will be, where the concrete containment facility will be relative 
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to the unloading location or how 
fluids will get from tanks to the wells. 

2. Soinski wells 1-4: 
a. These wells are very close to the deep shale horizontal wells currently being drilled on a corner of the 

Soinski property. In fact, these wells are very close, to and at least one of the injection wells will be nearly 
on top of two of the laterals. I understand that there will be several thousand feet between the horizontal 
laterals and the injection well. But, the neighbors whose immediate aquifer might be affected deserve a 
public hearing to learn how ODNR can assure them that the shale fracturing will absolutely not create 
fractures---either in existing faults, or in the cement that is supposed to protect drinking water sources. In 
addition, the public deserves to hear how injecting "salt brine" and "flowback" won't create pressures that 
exacerbate any fractures or faults in cement or rock layers. Please see the attached quote from a study. 

b. The permits indicate that, in addition to Hard Rock drilling, Ray Pander's company will be working on these 
injection wells. I am concerned about this company's involvement because of the violation incurred on a 
nearby property to the Blazdek well. I also understand that Ray Pander is currently operating an injection 
well at excessive pressures (the Plum Creek well). The public deserves to know who is going to be held 
accountable in the event of any contamination or resulting health problems in surrounding neighborhoods. 

3. Soinski wells 1 & 2: 
a. These wells are within 500 feet of Eagle Creek. Without a sketch of the surface facilities, we have no way 

of knowing how Eagle Creek will be protected from spills, leaks, or other contamination. The residents of 
Portage County consider Eagle Creek to be a valuable resource. 

b. The tank sketch that shows 12 tanks for well #1 and another 12 for well #2, show us nothing about the 
location of the tanks, any containment 

facility, an unloading pad, or the relationship of these facilities to Eagle Creek. The public deserves a 
public hearing to understand 

how the environment around Eagle Creek will be protected. Many neighbors downstream will be 
understandably greatly concerned 

to this potential threat to environmental conservation practices. 
4. Soinski wells 3 & 4: 

a. The Area of Review maps do not show the permitted horizontal Utica shale wells currently being drilled, 
along with their laterals. The public deserves to have the relationship between these wells explained at a 
public hearing. 

5. Soinski wells 5, 6, and 7: 
a. I find no geologic review, no EPA review and no Drinking water review. The tank sketch shown in these 

permits have "Well #1" and "Well #2" written on them, even though they are for wells 5 -7. This indicates 
sloppiness on the part of the driller and raises concerned about their willingness to attend to details that 
will protect our health, safety and the welfare of our environment and the community where we live. 

b. I find no location indicated for the wellhead for well #7. 

Since rules and regulations are designed to make drillers conform to best practices, and your agency's job is to make 
sure all the details are followed carefully before permitting any drilling or other activity, I am sure you will understand 
our concern for the public health and safety, as well as the conservation of the area around the seven injection 
wells---including the water aquifer in this area of Portage County. 

As a resident of Portage County, I strongly urge a public hearing in Portage, preferably in the townships where these 
wells are being drilled and planned. Many of the concerned citizens in our part of Portage County have modest 
means; most have jobs and family obligations that would prevent them from traveling to Columbus to a public 
hearing. Yet it is our communities that will live with the impacts of many trucks on our rural back roads, and the noise, 
air pollution and we deserve the right to hear how our government is ensuring best practices against the potential 
threats to the environment that we love---that brought us to live here. 

While I was able to find information about clusters of injection wells surrounding a low-producing oil or gas well in the 
western U.S., where the geology and hydrology is very different from Ohio's, I was not able to find any other examples 
of clusters of SWD wells in close proximity to each other, nor in close proximity to a deep shale horizontal well. 
Because these are an unusual configuration, the community surrounding these proposed wells are especially 
deserving of a public hearing, to assure the neighbors and all residents of Portage County that their government 
agency has carefully considered all aspects of this proposal and the health, safety and environment will be protected. 

Sincerely, 
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Lori Babbey 
Paris Township, Portage County, Ohio 
Below is a reference to one of the reasons we're so concerned: 

"The study model identified five pathways of water contamination: transportation spills, well casing leaks, leaks 
through fractured rock, drilling site discharge, and wastewater disposal. Probability boxes were generated for each 
pathway. The potential contamination risk and epistemic uncertainty associated with hydraulic fracturing wastewater 
disposal was several orders of magnitude larger than the other pathways. Even in a best-case scenario, it was very 

likely that an individual well would release at least 200 m 3  of contaminated fluids." 	http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com  
/doi/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2011.01757.x/full 
Water Pollution Risk Associated with Natural Gas Extraction from the Marcellus Shale 

Daniel J. Rozell * , Sheldon J. Reavent  
Article first published online: 28 DEC 2011, DOI: 10.1111/j.1539-6924.2011.01757.x 

Risk Analysis, Volume 32, Issue 8, pages 1382-1393, August 2012 
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Subject: RESPONSE 

From: 	Gingras, Jennifer (Jennifer.Gingras@dnr.state.oh.us ) 

To: iiimmrs 
Date: 	Thursday, October 11, 2012 2:52 PM 

RESPONSE IS ATTACHED. 

Jocelyn Kozlowski 

Public Information Officer 

Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road, Bldg. F-2 

Columbus, OH 43229 

614.265.6920 
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October 10, 2012 

Dear Ms. Babbey, 

Thank you for your concerns regarding the proposed injection well application. The 
Chief has decided to meet with members of the public and local government to address 
the public's concerns and answer their questions regarding this permit application. An 
information-sharing open house will be held within the area of the proposed injection 
well application, but a date, time, and location for the informational meeting and open 
house has not been established yet. The purpose will be to meet with the public to share 
information with them and get their input. You will be notified again, once the date, time, 
and place has been selected. 

k 	it *A tl )d-zAx 
Jocelyn Kozlowski, Public Information Officer 
ODNR, Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 
2045 Morse Road F-2 
Columbus, OH 43229-6693 



Request for Public Hearing 

james.zehringer@dnrstate.oh.us ; rick.simmersOdnr.state.oh.usX; 

Subject: 

From: 

To: 
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Cc: 

Date: 	Wednesday, October 24, 2012 11:15 AM 

October 24, 2012 

James Zehringer, Director ODNR 

Rick Simmers, Chief Division of Oil And Gas 

Columbus, Ohio 

Dear Director Zehringer and Chief Simmers: 

On August 31 st  I submitted comments and a request for a public hearing with regard to the Injection Well Permit 
applications known collectively as the Soinski SWD Wells (# 1, 2, 3, 4 in Windham Township on Lots 89 & 90) App #s 
AMY 0000908, 0000909, 0000910, 0000911 and # 5, 6, 7 in Nelson Township App# PATT 020711, 020712, 0207 13). 
To date I have only received a form letter stating that an "information sharing open house" will be held, date to be 
determined. 

I requested a public hearing on this these applications under OAC 1501:9-3-06(H)(2)(c): If an objection is received, 
the chief shall rule upon the validity of the objection.  If, in the opinion of the chief, such objection is not relevant to 
the issues of public health or safety, or to good conservation practices, or is without substance, a permit shall be 
issued. If the chief considers my objection to be relevant to the issues of public health or safety, or to good 
conservation practices, or to have substance, a hearing shall be called within thirty days of receipt of the 
objection. Such hearing shall be held  at the central office of the division or other location designated by the chief. 
Notice of the hearing shall be sent by the chief to the applicant and to the person who has filed the objection.  

The hearing should be held locally in order that those affected by these wells may attend. 

I have not yet received a response. 

Under ORC 149.43, I am requesting: 

1. Written copies of the chiefs rulings on the validity of the objections received 

2. Written copies of the chiefs rulings on the relevance of those objections on issues impacting public health, safety, 
or to good conservation practices, their substance, for Athens, Portage, and Trumbull, and any other counties where 
comments were received for pending injection well permits. 

If the chief determined our objections were valid and has applied terms or conditions to the permit application that he 
feels address the objections citizens raised due to issues we identified regarding public health, safety, or 
conservation, there should be a record of the terms and conditions that were applied. Under ORC 149.43, I am 
requesting copies of changes made, the addition of terms or conditions. 

Respectfully, 

Lori Babbey 
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Subject: UIC Open House and Information Meeting 

From: 	Gingras, Jennifer (Jennifer.GingrasOdnrstate.oh.us ) 

To: 

Date: 	Tuesday, May 21, 2013 12:45 PM 

Dear Lori Babbey: 

We appreciate your questions and comments about the proposed seven Hard Rock Drilling & Production LLC Portage County 
injection wells on the Soinski property and the other injection well application of Evrol, LLC in Atwater Township of Portage 
County. Attached please find a document titled "Citizen Questions about Class II Injection Well Permitting and Health and Safety 
Regulations in Ohio," which includes the comments you submitted to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) Division 
of Oil and Gas Resources Management (DOGRM), as well as those of all others who have submitted comments to the Division 
about this injection well. 

Your input is important to us. For that reason, we are inviting you to an Open House/Informational meeting to be held on Thursday, 
May 30th, 2013, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m., at the Pine Tree Lodge, Wingfoot Lake State Park, 993 Goodyear Park Blvd. 
Mogadore, Ohio, 44260 

The Open House/Informational meeting is designed to maximize the exchange of accurate and complete information between the 
DOGRM and the citizens concerned about this injection well and state's Underground Injection Control (UIC) regulatory program. 
We are holding this public meeting specifically to respond to questions or concerns the public has expressed about the permitting of 
this injection well. All the questions and concerns included in the attached document will be addressed at this meeting. 

We know from experience that one of the best ways to communicate effectively with concerned citizens is to have an Open 
House/Informational meeting where everyone's questions can be heard and responses can be provided. This format has proven to 
be a reliable model for an accurate and complete exchange of information with the public, and fosters opportunities for the entire 
public to be heard and for inaccurate information to be corrected. 

What to expect at this meeting: We will provide information about the Soinski injection wells, the UIC regulatory program, 
DOGRM's regulation of hydraulic fracturing, and other pertinent information in a variety of formats, including informational 
posters and videos, face-to-face discussions with subject-matter experts at six different information stations, and take-home fact 
sheets. Subjects to be covered at the information stations include geology, water resource protection, permitting, seismic activity, 
field inspection, and regulatory enforcement. We will also invite written comments and questions at this meeting, which DOGRM 
staff will respond to in writing in a timely fashion. 

Public safety and traffic: Ample parking is available at the site. Seating will be available, but limited. For public safety 
considerations, only small personal items and purses will be permitted inside the venue; for example book bags and knapsacks will 
not be allowed inside the venue. All bags may be subject for inspection by law enforcement. Out of courtesy to the proceedings and 
participants, no video cameras, demonstrations or signs and banners will be permitted inside the venue. 

ODNR is looking forward to meeting with members of the community about this issue. Your perspective is important to us. For 
more information about any of these topics, you may contact Jennifer Gingras, UIC Program Administrative Assistant, at 
Jennifer.Gingras@dnr.state.oh.us  or by phone at 614-265-6923. 

We hope you will be able to join us on May 30th. 

Sincerely, 

Chick 0,3immers 

Rick Simmers, Chief 

ODNR, Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 
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Subject: Attachment to previous email 

From: 	Gingras, Jennifer (Jennifer.Gingras©dnr.state.oh.us ) 

To: 

Date: 	Tuesday, May 21, 2013 12:49 PM 

Dear Lori Babbey: 

Citizens' Questions about Class II Injection Well Permitting 

and Health and Safety Regulations in Ohio 

What is the primary purpose of the state's regulation of Class II wells? 

According to U.S. EPA, Class II injection wells are the best way to ensure that surface or underground sources of 

drinking water are not contaminated by fluids produced from drilling, stimulation and production of oil and gas. 

Class II injection wells represent a tested, safe and well-regulated solution to managing fluid by-products from oil 

and gas production. 

The goal is to dispose of these potentially harmful fluids in a manner that protects the environment, especially 

underground sources of drinking water. 

By injecting the produced water back into zones that have similar water quality, and by regulating this process to a 

degree that meets or exceeds rigorous federal standards, Class II injection wells are used to prevent contamination of soil 

and water. 

What is the role of the Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management (DOGRM) in energy development? 

By state law, the DOGRM is responsible for regulating the permitting, drilling and production of Ohio's oil and 

natural gas resources, primarily for the protection of public health and safety as well as protecting natural resources such 

as Ohio's freshwater. 

The Division also oversees the state's Class II underground injection wells, including inspecting each of the state's 

active Class II injection wells on average every 11-12 weeks. 

Division staff also inspects the drilling, restoration and plugging of all oil and gas wells in Ohio. 

Other DOGRM responsibilities include maintaining a comprehensive database of the state's production wells. 

Is the practice of hydraulic fracturing safe? 

The process of hydraulic fracturing has been used since the late 1940's in the United States. 

More than one million wells have been hydraulically fractured in the United States. 

More than 15,000 wells in Ohio have been hydraulically fractured since 1990. 

There have been 1,000 investigations of alleged oil and gas groundwater contamination cases since 1983, with no 

cases of groundwater contamination caused by the hydraulic fracturing process. 

Will my groundwater be contaminated by a Class II injection well? 

It is extremely unlikely that your groundwater will be contaminated by a Class II injection well. 

1 of 6 	 9/12/2013 3:17 PM 



Print 	 http://us-mg5.mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch?.rand=73rtjtk8rvv1p#mail  

Fluid is injected through tubing and set on a packer surrounded by two strings of casing and cement. 

Groundwater resources are separated from injection zones by thousands of feet of impermeable rock. 

There has been no groundwater contamination from subsurface injection since Ohio received primacy in 1983. (See 

below, "What is the significance of the state's 'primacy agreement' with U.S. EPA?") 

What is the significance of the state's "primacy agreement" with U.S. EPA? 

It is under a "primacy agreement" with the U.S. EPA that the State of Ohio is authorized to administer an 

Underground Injection Control (UIC) program. 

Under such an agreement, a state's regulations must be at least as stringent as U.S. EPA regulations. 

Ohio's UIC regulations governing Class II injection wells are as stringent as— and many are more stringent than —

federal regulations. 

What are the safeguards from surface contamination? What if a brine truck slides into the river? 

Surface facilities are constructed to contain 100 percent of the maximum volume of fluid that can be stored at the 

facility. 

The containment facility must be lined with poured concrete or a 30 mil liner if constructed of earthen materials. 

All fluids entering the containment facility must be gathered and injected along with the waste fluids. 

The unloading pads are cemented to a drain to collect fluids, so no fluids touch the ground. 

Over-the-road transport of potentially unsafe loads in Ohio is also regulated in Ohio law, as is the response to 

transportation related spills, to protect the public health and the environment. 

• 	Any accidents involving trucks hauling oilfield fluid wastes are addressed by local or state law enforcement and 

local or state environmental response crews. 

Why is the injection well being put "here"? 

The locations of the injection wells are chosen by the applicant and determined by the geologic conditions. 

Operators often choose locations near: 

o Areas of waste production. 

o Routes of transportation. 

o State borders. 

Is this substance a 'hazardous' waste? 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) excludes certain wastes from the definition of hazardous 

because of lower toxicity than other wastes being regulated as hazardous under the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Act (RCRA). 

o In order to be exempt, waste must be intrinsically derived from the primary field operations related to 

exploration, development, or production of crude oil and natural gas. 
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o Exempted waste includes production brine and standard well treatment fluid. 

How does well construction prevent fluid movement from the wellbore? 

Class II injection wells require at least three layers of steel casing and cement that protect the groundwater from 

fluid movement. 

o The conductor casing seals off unconsolidated materials and is cemented to the surface. 

o The surface casing must go to a depth that is 50 feet below the deepest underground sources of drinking water 
(USDW - as defined by the Safe Drinking Water Act) or 50 feet into bedrock (whichever is deeper) and then be 

cemented to the surface. 

o The production casing is run through or to the injection zone and then must be cemented 300 feet above the 

injection zone. 

o The tubing is the final layer of steel casing that is set on a mechanical packer within 100 feet of the injection 

zone to isolate the injected fluids. 

o The annular space is then filled with a freshwater/corrosion inhibitor and pressure tested and monitored. 

o The injection well must continuously maintain mechanical integrity. 

Does the injection well operation impact the public's health and safety? 

It is very unlikely. Many safeguards are in place to ensure that injection wells have no negative impact on the 

public's health and safety. 

Accidents do happen. However, the state's stringent regulations and enforcement will minimize the chances of that 

happening and maximize our ability to respond quickly and decisively if it does. 

Why are we accepting oilfield waste from other states? Why don't they drill their own wells? What is the interstate commerce 
law? 

Ohio has been receiving oilfield waste from other states, such as Pennsylvania, for many years. 

o Any operator hauling waste to Ohio has to be registered, bonded and insured with the Division and all fluids 

must be tracked from cradle to grave. 

o Ohio cannot prohibit out of state oilfield waste coming to Ohio for disposal, just as any other states could not 

prohibit oilfield waste from Ohio coming into their state as it would violate the Interstate Commerce Law. 

Pennsylvania does not have regulatory primacy over their UIC program. 

o Their program is directly regulated by the U.S. EPA Region 3. 

o The time required to get a permit approved can be lengthy. 

o They must get a permit from the U.S. EPA and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP). 

o Previously, Pennsylvania allowed oilfield fluids to be discharged into the waters of the state but this practice has 

been greatly restricted. 

Interstate commerce is regulated by the federal government under the Commerce Clause in Article 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 

o The Dormant Commerce Clause states that if the federal government has the right to regulate interstate 

commerce, then this implies also a negative converse. 

o This is widely interpreted to mean that interstate commerce is to be free of state and municipal imposed 

legislation that creates improper burdens and discriminations. 

What goes into approving a surface facility? 

A surface facility sketch must include: 
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o Tank count 

o Tank capacities 

o Containment dimensions 

o The use of a 30 mil liner or impermeable concrete construction 

Division personnel check and approve dimensions and capacities on a sketch. 

Inspectors witness and approve the construction of the facility on site. 

Is converting a producing well to an injection well safe? How is it tested for integrity? 

Yes. Before a permit is issued to convert an existing production well to an injection well: 

Construction must be approved through the application. 

Strings of casing and cement must meet the requirements of a new well. 

An application to convert is subject to an area of review process. 

After a permit is issued and prior to injection, the well must demonstrate mechanical integrity by passing a 

pressure test developed by the U.S. EPA. 

How will the city/town deal with the increased truck traffic? I'm concerned that truck traffic will interfere with school buses. 

The Division does not regulate road usage related to injection wells. Ohio law does encourage a road usage 

agreement between parties drilling horizontal wells and the jurisdictions governing the roads they use, but not for 

injection wells. 

If your road department is seeing degradation of the roads due to the increased truck traffic, they should approach 

the operator about the problem and come to an agreement about the responsibility of the operator to help with the 

repair of damage caused by their activity. 

Road safety issues are addressed through a law enforcement group such as the State Highway Patrol. 

Is the waste radioactive? What is a normal amount of background radiation? 

Certain geologic formations contain naturally occurring radioactive materials (NORM). 

Naturally occurring radioactive materials are in many foods and other items in everyday consumer use, including 

granite countertops. 

The Ohio Department of Health's (ODH) initial field tests at Utica drilling sites indicate very low levels of naturally 

occurring radioactive material. 

The DOGRM and ODH are committed to evaluating samples at Utica sites as the shale industry continues to grow. 

Oil field waste and associated byproducts are strictly managed and regulated to avoid contact with surface or 

ground water. 

What chemicals are in hydraulic fracturing fluid? Where can I find this information? 

Chemicals used in hydraulic fracturing make up approximately 0.5 percent of the total volume of the fracturing fluid. 

Most of the chemicals are added to reduce friction, prevent corrosion, eliminate bacteria, or prevent scale deposits. 

Typical chemicals in fracturing fluid are acids, salts, petroleum distillates, and other hydrocarbons. 

The chemicals used in the hydraulic fracturing fluids are recorded and posted on a website maintained by a nonprofit 

group called the Groundwater Protection Council (GWPC) or provided directly to the Division. 

• 	The website is called FracFocus and can be found at www.fracfocus.org  
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o This website will allow you to search more than 27,000 well sites operated by 200 different energy companies 

across the nation. 

o Companies report the names and amounts of chemicals that are in the hydraulic fracturing fluid. 

o Senate Bill 315 requires operators in Ohio to submit information about the chemicals used in the stimulation 

process to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) with the completion record no more than 60 days after 

the well is drilled or within 60 days of completion. 

How often are the injection wells inspected? What happens during an inspection? 

Injection wells in Ohio are inspected on average every 11-12 weeks by a DOGRM inspector. 

That is four times as often as recommended by the U.S. EPA. 

The inspections are unannounced and documented on a facility report form. 

All findings must be recorded and any violations or conditions that may lead to a violation are reported to the operator. 

The inspector checks the wellhead for identification. This identification must include the owner/operator name, lease 

name, well number, permit number, county, township, and emergency phone numbers. 

The inspector checks the injection and annulus pressure of the well with a state-issued gauge. 

The inspector walks the injection line to check for leaks. 

The inspector checks the dike area to ensure it: 

o is liquid tight 

o has sufficient capacity 

o is reasonably free of fluids 

How often do injection wells get tested? What kinds of tests are performed? 

The mechanical integrity is initially demonstrated by a U.S. EPA fluid pressure test standard that is witnessed by an oil and gas 

resources management inspector. 

The test lasts 15 minutes and pressure is tested to at least the maximum allowable surface injection pressure. 

The pressure must not decline more than five percent. 

After a successful Mechanical Integrity Test (MIT), injection wells are monitored for mechanical integrity through 

monthly mini-tests or continuous monitoring. 

How are first responders trained for accidents resulting from this operation? 

The Ohio Oil and Gas Energy Education Program (OOGEEP) offers training to first responders. OOGEEP: 

Is an industry funded education program. 

Was established in 1998 to promote public awareness about Ohio's oil and gas industry. 

Has trained more than 850 emergency responders in Ohio. More information about the training may be found at 

www.00geep.org .  

How does SB 315 and new Underground Injection Control (UIC) rules affect the regulation of injection wells? 

Several new rules were created and went into effect in 2012 to better regulate underground injection wells in Ohio. Under the new 

rules: 

The chief of the DOGRM may require: 

o Tests for evaluating original reservoir parameters. 

o Submittal of a seismic monitoring plan. 
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o Tracer or spinner surveys to identify fluid movement. 

o Step rate injection. 

o Other tests as deemed necessary. 

Requirements for newly permitted injection wells: 

o Public notice time increased from one to five days. 

o Continuous monitoring of annulus pressure. 

o Installation of automatic shut-down device, for automatic shut-down in the event that the maximum pressure is 

exceeded. 

Will the state improve Class II well regulations when needed? 

Ohio's regulations on this industry are among the toughest in the country, and for them to remain strong they must 

continue to evolve in response to this technologically dynamic industry. 

• Ohio regulators are continually looking at ways to continue to strengthen these regulations to meet Ohioans' high 

expectations for strong public health and environmental protections. 

What safeguards are in place to protect against induced seismic activity? 

Ohio has some of the most stringent rules in the nation to protect against the possibility of Class II injection inducing seismic 

activity, such as an earthquake. For example, new state rules that went into effect in 2012 include the following requirements: 

Prohibits drilling into the Precambrian basement rocks, the geologic formation where most faulting occurs and 

which holds sufficient potential for larger seismic events. 

The Chief of the DOGRM may require seismic survey testing, which could indicate the presence of a fault in the 

survey area. 

The Chief may require seismic monitoring to be conducted before an injection well becomes operational as well as 

during its operational life. 

• The Chief may require geologic evaluations, such as pressure fall-off testing, which can indicate the presence of 

fractures or faults. 

The Chief may require a review of pre- and post-drilling geologic data before the well may become operational, 
meaning faults that might be encountered during drilling can now be identified beforehand, which would then require 

that well to either be modified prior to the start of operation or plugged. 

• Authorizes the Chief to set a graduated maximum allowable injection pressure to monitor for seismic activity. This 

allows DOGRM, by permit, to start at the lowest possible injection pressure and work toward the legal maximum injection 

pressure while monitoring for potential seismic activity. 

Authorizes the Chief to require the installation of automatic shut-off devices on the injection pump to avoid 

exceeding the maximum allowable injection pressure. This maintains the injection pressure safety buffer granted to the 
well operator and would turn the well off before potentially harmful injection pressures might be reached. 

For the latest information on this subject, please visit http.wwww.dnrstate.oh.us . 

6 of 6 	 9/12/2013 3:17 PM 



Print http://us -mg5.mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch?.rand=73rtjtk8rvylp#mai1  

Subject: Ohio Public Records Request 

From: 	Lori Babbill.1111111111.111111.111  

To: 	jocelyn.kozlowski4dnr.state.oh.us:  oilandgas@dnrstate.oh.us ; 

Cc: 	1111M1111111.11111111. 
Date: 	Wednesday, August 28, 2013 8:30 PM 

August 28, 2013 

Ms. Jocelyn Kozlowski 
Public Information Officer 
Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 
2045 Morse Road, Bldg. 1-2 
Columbus, OH 43229 

Re: OHIO PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST 

Dear Ms. Kozlowski: 

This is a request for records pursuant to the provisions of the Ohio Public Records Law 149.43. I request copies of all 
records prepared, owned, used, or retained by the Ohio Department of Natural Resources on the subject of permitted 
salt water 
follows: 

injection wells in Windham and Nelson Townships, Ohio. 	The specific well 

ADD No 	 Well Name 	 API Well No 

identification information is as 

Township 

1.  aAMY0000908 Soinski SWIW #37 34133244620000 Windham 
2.  aAMY0000909 Soinski SWIW #38 34133244610000 Windham 
3.  aAMY0000910 Soinski SWIW #39 34133244560000 Windham 
4.  aAMY0000911 Sonski SWIW #40 34133244590000 Windham 
5.  aPATT020711 Soinski SWIW #41 34133244600000 Nelson 
6.  aPATT020712 Soinski SWIW #42 34133244580000 Nelson 
7.  a PATT020713 Soinski SWIW #43 34133244570000 Nelson 

This request includes all records regardless of form, including but not limited to letters, memoranda, telephone log 
entries, visitor log entries, message receipts, notations of conversations, meeting notes, e-mail messages or other 
records on magnetic media, fax cover sheets, reports, statistics, calendar entries, permits, questionnaires, 
photographs, audio tape, film, and videotape. 

This request reasonably describes identifiable records or information produced there from and I believe no express 
provision of law exists exempting the requested records from disclosure. Should your agency find any portion of any 
requested record exempt from release, I ask that you carefully consider the public interest served by the full 
disclosure of all requested records. 

The requested records relate to an important issue in which the public has expressed an enormous amount of 
interest. The public interest in these records clearly outweighs all other interests. Therefore, I request that you 
release non-segregated copies of each of the requested records. 

Should you find any portion of any requested record exempt from release, I ask that you exercise your discretionary 
authority to release the requested record in its entirety. If you decide against exercising your authority to release 
non-segregated copies of all requested records, Ohio law requires that you release all reasonably segregable portions 
of the requested records. I reserve my right to challenge the withholding or deletion of any information. 

If you decide to withhold any portion of any requested record, I ask that you provide me a list identifying what you 
have withheld. I also ask that you cite the specific exemption(s) being relied upon to withhold information. 
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Please send all documents to this email address in electronic format. Feel free to call me at 330-872-5322 or e-mail 
me at Irg904@yahoo.com  if you have any questions or need additional information. Thank you for your assistance 
and cooperation with this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Babbey 
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Subject: RE: Ohio Public Records Request 

From: 	DNR oilandgas (oilandgasOdnr.state.oh.us ) 

To: 

Date: 	Thursday, August 29, 2013 11:32 AM 

Ms. Babbey. 

This email is in receipt of the request below. Thank you for your patience as we complete this request. 

Have a nice week! 

Jennifer Gingras 

Ohio Department of Natural Resources 

Div. of Oil & Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road Bldg. F-2 

Columbus, OH 43229 

614-265-6923 

From: Lori Babbe 
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2013 8:31 PM 
To: Kozlowski, Jocel DNR oilandgas 
Cc 
Subject: Ohio Public Records Request 

August 28, 2013 

Ms. Jocelyn Kozlowski 

Public Information Officer 

Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road, Bldg. 1-2 

Columbus, OH 43229 

Re: OHIO PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST 
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Dear Ms. Kozlowski: 

This is a request for records pursuant to the provisions of the Ohio Public Records Law 149.43. I request copies of all records 
prepared, owned, used, or retained by the Ohio Department of Natural Resources on the subject of permitted salt water injection 
wells in Windham and Nelson Townships, Ohio. 

App No 	 Well Name 

The specific well identification information is as follows: 

API Well No 	Township 

1.  aAMY0000908 Soinski SWIW #37 34133244620000 Windham 

2.  aAMY0000909 Soinski SWIW #38 34133244610000 Windham 

3.  aAMY0000910 Soinski SWIW #39 34133244560000 Windham 

4.  aAMY0000911 Sonski SWIW #40 34133244590000 Windham 

5.  aPATT020711 Soinski SWIW #41 34133244600000 Nelson 

6.  aPATT020712 Soinski SWIW #42 34133244580000 Nelson 

7.  aPATT020713 Soinski SWIW #43 34133244570000 Nelson 

This request includes all records regardless of form, including but not limited to letters, memoranda, telephone log entries, visitor 
log entries, message receipts, notations of conversations, meeting notes, e-mail messages or other records on magnetic media, fax 
cover sheets, reports, statistics, calendar entries, permits, questionnaires, photographs, audio tape, film, and videotape. 

This request reasonably describes identifiable records or information produced there from and I believe no express provision of law 
exists exempting the requested records from disclosure. Should your agency find any portion of any requested record exempt from 
release, I ask that you carefully consider the public interest served by the full disclosure of all requested records. 

The requested records relate to an important issue in which the public has expressed an enormous amount of interest. The public 
interest in these records clearly outweighs all other interests. Therefore, I request that you release non-segregated copies of each of 
the requested records. 

Should you fmd any portion of any requested record exempt from release, I ask that you exercise your discretionary authority to 
release the requested record in its entirety. If you decide against exercising your authority to release non-segregated copies of all 
requested records, Ohio law requires that you release all reasonably segregable portions of the requested records. I reserve my right 
to challenge the withholding or deletion of any information. 

If you decide to withhold any portion of any requested record, I ask that you provide me a list identifying what you have withheld. 
I also ask that you cite the specific exemption(s) being relied upon to withhold information. 
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Please send all documents to this email address in electronic format. Feel free to call me at 330-872-5322 or e-mail me at 
Irg904@vahoo.com  if you have any questions or need additional information. Thank you for your assistance and cooperation with 
this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Babbey 
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Testimony of George Sosebee (transcript) 

My name is George Sosebee, I am with Concerned Citizens Ohio, Shalersville Group. 

I'm here today - (inaudible) I'd like to put the testimony here in context. Lack of 
transparency is not only commonplace in the oil and gas industry here in Ohio, but 
also with the state agency, the ODNR that is supposed to have oversight and 
regulation. It also tends to hide behind a non-transparency curtain. That is what my 
testimony will attest to here today. 

That non-transparency curtain was supposed to be torn down by Ohio's sunshine 
law, and that's going to be my focus. I'd like to first read a letter, that I wrote to 
Attorney General DeWine about the ODNR and the sunshine law regarding the 
meeting at Wingfoot Lake on May 30, 2013. Then, I included two documents in it -
document one was a letter that stated in it direct violation of the sunshine law, and 
document two points out in the sunshine law what it actually says on page 89, and 
how they violated it. 

This is my letter to Attorney General DeWine: 

Dear Sir, 

I attended your Sunshine Law workshop at the Akron Public Library this past 
spring. I was impressed with your presentation and the fact this law would bring 
democracy closer to us so-called 'citizens'. 

As a result, I was deeply concerned when I received a notice from ODNR about their 
public meeting on May 30, 2013. The notice stated 'see document 1' that no video 
recorders were allowed, in direct violation of the sunshine law as stated on page 88. 
When I inquired into who had written this notice, an ODNR official named Matt 
Eizelstein (sp), a communication official at ODNR, stated that he had written it. A 
further violation occurred when I was prohibited from using an audio recorder. I 
was also told that if I persisted, I would be asked to leave. The ODNR officer who 
told me to stop the recording was named Pat Pran (sp). I asked him who gave the 
orders regarding audio recorders, he said it was commander, Commander Wagner 
(sp) who had issued the order. 

In both of these violations I had a photocopy with me of page 88 (see document 2) 
from your website clearly states that there can be no banning of video or audio 
recorders in a public meeting. After legal hassles with officials, Officer Brown 
approached me about halfway through the meeting, and stated that his commander 
was now willing to let us tape as long as we asked 'good questions' and as long as 
the presenter agreed to be recorded. I had already missed recording over half of the 
meeting. 

Here are some questions I would like your office to address: 



- How can a large agency send out a notice prohibiting video recorders when 
this is in direct violation of Ohio's sunshine law? 

- How can a commander of the ODNR order a 'stop audio recording' of the 
meeting? Nothing was stated in the notice about audio recorders (see 
document 1). How can banning rules be made up on-the-spot? 

One can only surmise that ODNR didn't know about Ohio's sunshine law, in which 
case, your office has a great deal of educating to do. However, I doubt if ignorance is 
a legitimate excuse. More likely, the department heads putting out an illegal notice 
about video recorders was used as a bluff so that people wouldn't even bring them 
to the meeting. This illegal bluff worked since most citizens left their recorders at 
home. What is your office going to do about these obvious violations of law, meant 
to prevent the very things that ODNR deceitfully arranged? 

Sincerely, 

George Sosebee 

And, all I received from this letter was a phone call from the so-called 
'environmental director' from Attorney DeWine's office, who stated that since it was 
an 'informational meeting,' that they could do pretty much what they wanted. And 
so, I was sadly disappointed that Ohio's sunshine law really has no teeth, and the 
gums are very soft as well, when it comes to state agencies like ODNR, and the 
sunshine law being enforced. 
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Jordan Services or site clearing cut 

storage tanks and placing material in 

roll off containers owned by Waste 

Management and once profile is 

returned from landfill they will haul 

3403127177C000 SW SC 08-Jul-13 3 FALSE FALSE 725 80 material to landfill. 
it. 

Injection pump was in operation during 

my inspection and it was noted that 

five Infinity Water Trucks were waiting 

34031271770000 SW SC 25-Jun-13 FALSE FALSE 660 50 to unload at site during my inspection. 
p Facility appears to be in satisfactory 

34031271770000 SW SC 06-Jur-13 FALSE FALSE condition this inspection. 
• 

Visited site along with Chief Serinko of 

division of gee surveys and toured site 

and answered questions that Mr. 

Serinko asked about injection well 

facility and equipment involved with 

34031271770000 SW SC 22-May-13 FALSE FALSE disposal operations. 

No violations noted, injection pump 

was not in operation during my 

inspection and in conversation with 

operator stating that they have not 

34031271770000 SW SC 10-May-13 1 FALSE FALSE 25 100 been very busy this week. 
• 

Inspection revealed that injection 

pump was not in operation today and 

company owner was on site to discuss 

cleaning of dirtyfluids and proper 

34031271770000 SW SC 26-Apr-13 2 FALSE FALSE 175 100 handling of solids. 
r 

Inspection revealed that injection 

34031271770000 SW SC 12-Apr-13 FALSE FALSE 165 280 pumpwas not in operation today. 
r 

Inspection revealed that injection 

pump was not in operation today and 

according to well care taker things have 

been slow goingfor the last couple 

34031271770000 SW SC 02-Apr-13 FALSE FALSE 115 140 weeks. 
r 

Inspection revealed that injection 

pump was not in operation today and 

according to well tender things have 

34031271770000 SW SC 20-Mar-13 FALSE  FALSE 20 120 been slow lately. 
r 

Inspection revealed that according to 

well attendant there was very little 

water being received at facility at this 

34031271770-003 SW SC 22.Feb-13 FALSE FALSE 185 140 time. 
s 
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34031271770000 

• 

SW 

_ 

SC 

— . — — 

06-Feb-13 

. , — 

FALSE 

.. — 

FALSE 

. — - .---. 

On the day of my inspection I met 013NR 

inspector Dave Ball on location to 

witness Baker well setting the packer. 

Universal Well Services conducted the 

mechanical integrity test. The test 

passed and Bakerwel I was authorized 

to resume operations. 
0  

13 34031271770000 SW SC 0E-Feb-13 12 FALSE FALSE 0 1450 

On site to witness 4.5" injection string 

&packer run in hole and then pressure 

test a nnulus of tubing,packer was set 

under ZOK tension and well head used 

as a mandrel type and a sphere will 

need to be used if packer into be 

released at a later date. Unive 

14 

15 

r 

34031271770000 SW SC 05•Fab-13 FALSE FALSE 

On site to witness Arrow Set Lock 

packer in hole, before running packer 

decision was made to run magnet in 

well to retrieve. broken packer parts we 

got small amount of metal we made 

three runs with magnet and than ran 

bare tools in well to check total deist 

34031271770000 Sw SC 04-Feb-13 FALSE FALSE 

On site to pressure test the integrity of 

the 7" casing. rig crew ran a mechanical 

bridge plugtoo 5872' and they then 

filled casingwith fluid and they closed 

the Blow Out Preventer and then they 

applied 1490 psi of pressure and we 

monitored pressure fo 
• ' 	• 

16 

r 

34031271770000 SW SC 01-Feb-13 FALSE FALSE 

Inspection revealed that service rig has 

packer moving up hole but it is still 

dragging a little it will be a slow process 

before they get packer out of hole, once 

out of hole they plan on running a 

casing scrapper in the well to make 

sure there is no bur 

i 
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0 

:34031271770000 SW SC 30-Jan-13 
-4  

FALSE FALSE 

On the day of my inspection Bakerwell 

released the spear and tripped the jars 

out of the hole. They went back in with 

a 5" mill in an attempt to clear any 

obstructions that my be preven;ingthe 

packer from coming up the hole. 

18 34031271770000 SW SC 30-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE 

Pulled down hole sphere today ard 

started back into well with milling 

tools. 

19 

r 

3403127177C000  SW SC 29-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE 

On the day of my inspection I met ODNR 

Inspector Dave Ball on location to 

witness Sakerwell attempting to 

release the packer with a spear and 

hydraulic jars. 



Inspection revealed that Bakerwell 

Service personnel was on site tarry and 

retrieve packer from wellbore they 

attached down hole tools to packer and 

used hydraulic means totry and break 

packer free they were able too do so 

34031271770000 SW SC 29-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE 0 0 after several attempts and th 

Inspection revealed that service rig had 

to mix kill water before starting out of 

hole, pulled tubing and Blue-Dot tools 

from well and we did not retrieve 

packer at this point, decision was made 

to gc in hole with down hole sphere and 

34031271770000 SW SC 28-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE 0 0 a set of hydraulic) 

r- On the day of my inspection Inlet ODNR 

Inspector Dave Ball on location to 

witness Bakerwell attempting to 

release the packer by means of using 

an overshot and jars. Bakerwell pulled 

all of the 4.5" casingfrom the well and 

3403 127 1 	700',:0 SW SC 25-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE began equipping the well head wi 

r Inspection revealed that service rig has ,  

removed 4.5" injection string from well 

they will nipple up BOP and then run 

2.375" tubing with fishing tool on 

bottom and then proceed to go in well 

34031271770000 SW SC 25-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE to try and retrieve packer from well. 

r Inspection revealed that Bakerwell 

Services has service rig on site to try 

and determine if they have tubing leak 

or packer leak, after several attempts 

to release packer failed decision was 

made to cut injection string off just 

340312717 70000 SW SC 24-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE above packer and then go i 

r On the day of my inspection I met ODNR 

Inspector Dave Ball on location to 

witness Bakerwell attempting to 

release the packer by means of 

detonating primer cord inside This 

method was unsuccessful. The decision 

was then made to shoot the casing off 

34031271770C-00 SW SC 24-Jan-13 FALSE FALSE above 

y______ Cr the day of my inspection I met ODNR 

Inspector Dave Ball on location to 

witness Bakerwell attempting to 

mechanically release the packer. It was 

reported that annular pressure was 

detected, requiring that the casing and 

34031271770000 SW SC 23-Jan-13  	  FALSE FALSE packer  be removed and tested. 
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27 

Cr tte- day of my irl:pect,on 1 met  00Na 

Irspector Dave Ball or lc zatior to 

witness Bakerwetl attempting to 

release the sacker by means of 

detor sting primer cord inside. This 

methco was unsuccessful. The decision 

was then made to shoot the casing off 

34031271770000 SW SC 24-Jar-13 FALSE FALSE above 

P Cn the day of my inspection I met 00NR 

Irspector Date Ball or location to 

witness Bakerwell attempting to 

mechanically release the packer, It was 

reported that annular pressure was 

detected, requiring that the casing and 

34031271770000 S':, •: :3 - .7^-13 FALSE FALSE packer be removed and tested. 

On site to witness service rig try and 

release packer they tried several 

different ways to release packer with 

no luck, decision vies made to part 

tubing just above packer and then 

attempt tofish packer from well using 

340312717700 SW - FALSE FALSE 0 tubing and washover assembly. 



COMPLAINT OF A VIOLATION OF OHIO'S SUNSHINE LAW 

TO: ATTORNEY GENERAL MIKE DEWINE 

FROM: GEORGE C. SOSEBEE (AsMellMlaMtaAcW. -1,41110411.1.111e1M 

RE: ODNR MEETING AT WINGFOOT LAKE PARK ON 5/30/13 

Dear Sir, 

I attended your Sunshine Law workshop at the Akron Public Library this past spring. I was impressed 

with the presentation and the fact this law would bring democracy closer to us "ordinary" citizens. As a 

result, I was deeply concerned when I received a notice from ODNR about their public meeting on 

May 30th, 2013. The notice stated (document #1) that no video recorders were allowed, in direct 

violation of the Sunshine Law as stated on p.88. When I inquired as to who had written this notice, an 

ODNR official named Matt Eiselstein, a communications official in ODNR, stated that he had written it. 

A further violation was committed when I was prohibited from using an audio recorder. I was also told 

that if I persisted, I would be asked to leave. The ODNR officer who forced me to stop my audio 

recorder was named Pat Brown. I asked him who gave him the orders regarding audio recorders. He 

stated it was his commander, Commander Wagner, who issued the order. 

In both of these violations, I had with me a photocopy of p. 88 (see document # 2) from your website 

which clearly states that there can be no banning of video or audio recorders in a public meeting. After 

illegal hassles with officials, Officer Brown approached me about half way through the meeting and 

stated that his commander was now willing to let us tape-as long as we asked "good"questions and as 

long as the presenter agreed to be recorded! I had already missed recording over half of the meeting. 

Here are some questions I would like your office to address: How can a large state agency send out a 

notice forbidding video recorders when this decision is in direct violation of Ohio's Sunshine Law? 

1. How can a commander in the ODNR illegally order a stop- audio recording of the meeting? 

2. Nothing was stated in the notice about audio recorders. See document #1. You will see that 

nowhere does it mention audio recorders. How can banning rules be made up on the spot? 

3. One can only surmise that ODNR didn't know about Ohio's Sunshine Law- in which case your 

office has a great deal of educating to do. However, I doubt if ignorance is a legitimate excuse. 

4. More likely, department heads included the illegal notice about video recorders as a bluff so 

people wouldn't even bring them to the meeting. This illegal bluff worked-- since most citizens 

left their recorders home. 

S. What is your office going to do about these obvious violations of a law meant to prevent the 

very things that ODNR deceitfully arranged? 

Sincerely, 

George Sosebee, 8784 Weaver Road, Ravenna, Ohio 44266 



pa cvt nit e, nt 	1 

Dear Gwen Fischer: 

We appreciate your questions and comments about the proposed seven Hard Rock Drilling & Production 
LLC Portage County injection wells on the Soinski property and the other injection well application of 
Evrol, LLC in Atwater Township of Portage County. Attached please find a document titled "Citizen 
Questions about Class II Injection Well Permitting and Health and Safety Regulations in Ohio," which 
includes the comments you submitted to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) Division of 
Oil and Gas Resources Management (DOGRM), as well as those of all others who have submitted 
comments to the Division about this injection well. 

Your input is important to us. For that reason, we are inviting you to an Open House/Informational 
meeting to be held on Thursday, May 30th, 2013, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m., at the Pine Tree Lodge, 
Wingfoot Lake State Park, 993 Goodyear Park Blvd. Mogadore, Ohio, 44260 

The Open House/Informational meeting is designed to maximize the exchange of accurate and complete 
information between the DOGRM and the citizens concerned about this injection well and state's 
Underground Injection Control (UIC) regulatory program. We are holding this public meeting specifically 
to respond to questions or concerns the public has expressed about the permitting of this injection well. 
All the questions and concerns included in the attached document will be addressed at this meeting. 

We know from experience that one of the best ways to communicate effectively with concerned citizens 
is to have an Open House/Informational meeting where everyone's questions can be heard and responses 
can be provided. This format has proven to be a reliable model for an accurate and complete exchange of 
information with the public, and fosters opportunities for the entire public to be heard and for inaccurate 
information to be corrected. 

What to expect at this meeting: We will provide information about the Soinski injection wells, the UIC 
regulatory program, DOGRM's regulation of hydraulic fracturing, and other pertinent information in a 
variety of formats, including informational posters and videos, face-to-face discussions with subject-
matter experts at six different information stations, and take-home fact sheets. Subjects to be covered at 
the information stations include geology, water resource protection, permitting, seismic activity, field 
inspection, and regulatory enforcement We will also invite written comments and questions at this 
meeting, which DOGRM staff will respond to in writing in a timely fashion. 

Public safety and traffic: Ample parking is available at the site. Seating will be available, but limited. 
For public safety considerations, only small personal items and purses will be permitted inside the venue; 
for example book bags and knapsacks will not be allowed inside the venue. All bags may be subject for 
inspection by law enforcement. Out of courtesy to the proceedings and participants, no video cameras, 
demonstrations or signs and banners will be permitted inside the venue. 

ODNR is looking forward to meeting with members of the community about this issue. Your perspective 
is important to us. For more information about any of these topics, you may contact Jennifer Gingras, 
UIC Program Administrative Assistant, at I %mil!! i.:1-.(J.11 ,11-a, d nr.>tme..);11;-> or by phone at 614-265-
6923. 

We hope you will be able to join us on May 30th. 

Sincerely, 

Rick Simmers 

Rick Simmers, Chief 

ODNR, Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management 

2045 Morse Road, F-2 

Columbus, Ohio 43229-6639 



Dobunient- 	2 

The Ohio Open Meetings Act 
Chapter Two: Duties of a Public Body 

documents among themselves constructively closed their meeting_by intentionally preventing the 
audience from hearing or knowing the business the body discussed. ' However, the Open Meetings 
Act does not provide (or prohibit) attendees the right to be heard at meetings. Further, a disruptive 
person waives his or her right to attend, and the body may remove that person from the meeting. 842  

4. Audio and Video Recording 

A public body cannot prohibit the public from audio or video recording a public meeting. 843  A public 
body may, however, establish reasonable rules regulating the use of recording equipment, such as 
requiring equipment to be silent, unobtrusive, self-contained, and sell-powered to limit interference 
with the ability of others to hear, see, and participate in the meeting.' 

5. Executive Sessions 

Executive sessions (discussed below in Chapter III), are an exception to the openness requirement; 
however, public bodies may not vote or take official action in an executive session. 845  

B. 	Notice 

Every public body must establish, by rule, a reasonable method for notifying the public in advance of its 
meetings .846  The requirements for proper notice vary depending upon the type of meeting a public 
body is conducting, as detailed below. 

1. 	Types of Meetings and Notice Requirements 

a. Regular Meetings 

"Regular meetings" are those held at prescheduled intervals, TM7  such as monthly or annual 
meetings. A public body must establish, by rule, a reasonable method that allows the public to 
determine the time and place of regular meetings. 848  

b. Special Meetings 

A "special meeting" is any meeting other than a regular meeting. 849  A public body must 
establish, by rule, a reasonable method that allows the public to determine the time, place, and 
purpose of special meetings.

85°  

121.22 guarantees the right to observe a meeting, but not necessarily the right to be heard); 1992 Ohio Op. Att'y Gen_ No. 032; see also 2007 
Ohio Op. Att'y Gen. No. 019. 

Manogg v. Stickle, No. 98CA00102 (5th Dist. 1998). 
842  Forman v. Blaser, No. 13-87-12 (3d Dist. 1988) ("When an audience becomes so uncontrollable that the public body cannot deliberate, it 
would seem that the audience waives its right to, or is estopped from claiming a right under the Sunshine Law to continue to observe the 
proceedings."); see also Jones v. Heyman, 888 F.2d 1328, 1333 (11th Or. 1989) (finding no violation of 1st and 14th Amendments where 
disruptive person was removed from a public meeting). 
8.3  McVey v. Carthage Twp. Trs., 2005-Ohio-2869, 	14-15 (4th Dist.) (trustees violated R.C.. 121.22 by banning videotaping). 
a" Kline v. Davis, 2001-Ohio-2625 (4th Dist.) (blanket prohibition on recording a public meeting not justified); 1988 Ohio Op. Att'y Gen. No. 087 
(opining that trustees have authority to adopt reasonable rules for use of recording equipment at their meetings). See also Mahajon v. State 
Med. Bd. of Ohio, 2011-Ohlo-6728 (10th Dist.) (where rule allowed board to designate reasonable location for placement of recording 
equipment, requiring appellant's court reporter to move to the back of the room was reasonable, given the need to transact board business). 

R.C. 121.22(A); Mansfield City Council v. Richland City Council AFL-C10, No. 03CA55 (Sth Dist 2003) (reaching a consensus to take no action 
on a pending matter, as reflected by members' comments, is impermissible during an executive session). 
846  R.C. 121.22(F). 
6" State ex reL Fairfield Leader v. Rickets, 56 Ohio St.3c197 (1990); 1988 Ohio Op. Att'y Gen. No. 029. 
848  R.C. 121.22(F). See also Wyse v. Rupp, No. F-94-19 (6th Dist. 1995) (a public body must specifically identify the time at which a public 
meeting will commence). 
848  State ex rel. Fairfield Leader v. Ricketts, 56 Ohio St.3d 97, 100 (1990) ("The council either meets in a regular session or it does not, and any 
session that is not regular is special."); 1988 Ohio Op. Att'y Gen. No. 029 (opining that "(wihile the term 'special meeting' is not defined in R.C. 
121.22, its use in context indicates that references to all meetings other than 'regular' meetings was intended"). 

R.C. 121.22(F). See also Doran v. Northmont Bd. of Educ., 147 Ohio App.3d 268, 272-273, 2002-Ohio-386 (2nd Dist.) ("Doran I") (a board 
violated R.C. 121.22(F) by failing to establish, by rule, method to provide reasonable notice to the public of time, place, and purpose of special 
meetings); Stiller v. Columbiana Exempt Vii. Sch. Dist. Bd. of Educ., 74 Ohio St.3d 113, 119-120 (1995) (policy adopted pursuant to R.C. 
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Testimony of Pegge Petkovich (transcript) 

Pegge Petkovich, Concerned Citizens Ohio. 

I attended the Wingfoot Lake meeting that was set up to address questions about 
injection wells. I, as well as many others, had submitted letters to ODNR over 
concerns about the injection well process. All who attended were met by armed 
park rangers and a canine unit. Tables were set up outside the meeting place, and 
also manned by armed park rangers. After signing in with my name, address, and 
the name of my group I then moved down the table to an armed ranger who checked 
all bags and purses. They went so far as to have me open my wallet, which I felt was 
unnecessary and an invasion of privacy. I'd say the average age of attendees was 
about 55 years of age. 

Inside the building there were several tables set up and ODNR staffed to, so I 
thought, answer my questions. Each ODNR staff member had an armed ranger near 
them. When attendees began to ask questions, the rangers stood beside the ODNR 
staff. Almost all questions were NOT answered. Attendees were told to write them 
down with name and email address. All were told they would respond to each of our 
questions and I assumed they would respond to mine by email, since they wanted 
that information. I have never had any of my questions answered and sent to me, by 
mail or email. I heard from people at today's hearing, that recently they posted a 
few questions and answers on their website. I wasn't even sent a notification of the 
posting. 

Mr. Tomastik gave a presentation on fracking and then left the building. We were 
allowed to make brief comments to the remaing staff and attendees. We were again 
reassured that our questions would be answered as the staff collected written 
questions. 





Testimony of John Williams (transcript) 

My name is John Williams, I'm a resident of Niles, Ohio. I'm a member of what used 
to be the most powerful activist group in t he world - United States citizen. 

I would like to basically complain. I really want to complain about an injection well 
that's been permitted 500 feet from my hometown. Well, 512 foot outside the city of 
Niles. Actually, there's 2 injection wells there. And, on the ODNR website there's a 
big red circle around our injection well as well. Not only does it overlap, these 2 
injection wells that have been permitted in Niles are 112 feet apart. 

That would be American Water Management Service I and American Water 
Management Service [AWMS] II. One will be drilled at 9100 feet, the other at 4000. 
The first thing that really caught my attention here is the AWMS requested permit of 
this injection well December 23, 2011. Although, Dec 23, 2011 was 7 days prior to 
the earthquake that occurred in Youngstown that was New Years Eve, December 31, 
of 2011. 

On the ODNR website, directly after that point, AWMS wrote a letter to Tom 
Tomastik. It was dated Jan. 4, 2012, where AWMS told Tom and told ODNR that they 
request to withdraw their application for that well in light of the Youngstown 
earthquakes. That letter, while it was on the ODNR website - I just want to let you 
know that - I'm not saying that I have a copy of that letter, I'm not saying that I gave 
that letter to the city of Niles, I'm not saying that I gave a copy of that letter to 
Weathersfield Township, I'm not saying that I have 5 or 6 copies of that letter in very 
safe places, but I am saying if they want to take me to court and tell me that I'm lying 
because that letter doesn't exist, because right now if you go to the ODNR website 
that letter was mysteriously turned upside down. It's now white-out. This is where 
the letter was. I'm sure it was just a mistake. I'm sure that they just turned this letter 
- they copied it upside-down. But, believe me, it was copy-able when I - may have or 
may not have - copied it. 

So, I'm pretty upset about the fact that these two injection wells are going in less 
than a mile from downtown Niles. Earthquakes, although we hadn't had any until 
the injection well was put in Youngstown, and now we're getting plenty. They're 
going to put this injection well less than a mile from downtown Niles, and we have 
the McKinley Memorial, which is a brick and mortar building, and we have the Niles 
Bank Building, which is brick and mortar building. The entire downtown Niles is 
brick and mortar. Along with every new school is within the proximity of the 
downtown Niles area. Along with St. Stephen Church - and that's 150 years old- I 
think that just a little earthquake would send that one to the ground. 

Here's an issue that nobody's talking about. Since the Youngstown Earthquake, 
insurance companies have removed the earthquake insurance from their policies. If 
you want earthquake insurance now, you have to buy a rider, okay? So, to maintain 
the status quo, Niles citizens must now purchase earthquake insurance, and the 



going rate is fifty cents per thousand dollar house value. The median house value in 
Niles is $83,000, so the average household in Niles is going to have to pay $413 per 
year out of their pockets, just so we can have the pleasure of having an injection well 
500 feet out of our city limits. This does not seem right to me - I don't see how a 
corporation can come into our town and cost these people money, just to maintain 
the status quo. 

Anyway, I'm pretty angry about it. The City of Niles and the City of Weathersfield 
both were upset about it. Both of them passed injection well bans, but it didn't 
matter, ODNR permitted it there anyway. But, it did kind of slow it down, because 
the actual well wasn't permitted until July 21, 2013 - just a few weeks ago. So, now 
we know we're getting that injection well, and as a matter of fact, two days ago, they 
broke ground. So, the bulldozers are in, they're building this injection well, if there's 
anything we can do to stop this, or stop them from going any further in this 
investment, I don't know what to do, but we ought to try. 

Thank you. 





Testimony of Mary Greer (transcript) 

I'm Mary Greer, Concerned Citizens of Ohio, Shalersville. 

My small anecdote sets the stage for the behaviors and attitude of ONDR towards 
citizens and property owners in Ohio. I'm going to read one personal experience 
that occurred at the presentation by the ODNR on May 30, 2013 at Wingfoot Lake. I 
know you'll hear other, more complete testimony regarding the great 
disappointment we experienced at that meeting. We actually believed that ODNR 
were officials were concerned enough by our many phone calls and letters to come 
to our area and answer our questions. 

How duplicitous it seemed to us when the Director arranged the meeting as far from 
the area of concern as possible in the county, chose a building with poorer acoustics 
than a huge gymasium, and ordered their presenters to offer us only canned job 
descriptions. You will hear a more complete description of that presentation from 
others. I would like to recount how - at the end of the general chaos of the 
individual presenters - Mr. Tomastik showed us his powerpoint of basic 
information, suitable for a ninth grade general science class, providing the history 
and simplified technology of hydrofracturing for natural gas, and drilling in general. 
Then, we were allowed a few minutes to speak - if we wished - to voice our 
concerns in our public forum. Since we had heard nothing new, and had been 
refused genuine dialogue during the presentations, several of us stood to voice our 
disappointment and our outrage. 

At this point, Mr. Tomastik did not take a seat in the general audience to hear us, 
instead he walked as far from the speaking area as possible, and stood by the open 
door. There, I noticed him whispering with his officers or other security people. We 
had not been allowed to ask questions during his powerpoint, but had been 
requested to sit politely. His behavior to us, on the other hand was rude, 
discounting, disrespectful, and in complete contrast to the ODNR's own mission 
statement to "abide by it's given responsibility of great importance to the role it 
plays in protecting the health and safety of Ohio citizens." And, according to it's own 
mission statement, "ODNR does this by enforcing regulations, providing law 
enforcement, and responding to, and treating hazardous situations or substances." 
These were exactly the issues we were addressing, but Mr. Tomastik not only 
conducted side conversations during our comments, but actually walked out on us; 
the people who's property values, health, water resources, and air quality are 
directly negatively impacted by his agency's total disregard. 

As soon as Mr. Tomastik left the building, I followed him from the hall in order to 
request that he return. A little kerfuffle of "where is Mr. Tomastik?" then occurred 
among his staff or security force. He had apparently walked around the building to 
visit with others. As a result, he missed most of the citizen comments. This blatant 
act of disregard is a microcosm of the ODNR's mistreatment of our land, our air, our 
water resources, our property values, and our quality of life. Because of Ohio law, 



we are forced to address our questions and concerns to an agency that has been 
entrusted with these fundamental determinants of our lives, but which disregards 
us, as did Mr. Tomastik walking away while we were talking at his pointless, 
insulting meeting which did not provide pertinent information. 

I'm here to ask you to seek change in legislation that allows unelected officials like 
this man, to determine the econo mic, social, health, and environmental destinies of 
hardworking, taxpaying, honest citizens. Our American ideals of life and liberty, our 
belief in "we the people," and o ur deep-seeded conviction that the government 
serves and protects us are at stake. 

And, my deepest gratitude to Brian Kunkemoeller, Teresa Mills, Gwen Fischer, and 
others for their countless hours spent without an iota of reward for standing up for 
this issue and their voice in representing the citizens of Ohio. 

Ml: Were you ever giv en substantive response to the comments provided to the 
ODNR during that he aring? 

M: No. 

M2: If Mr. Tomas tik didn't answer your questions, was there anyone there that 
could have resp onded to your questions, if they had been allowed to? 

M: No. They h ad several presenters, but they had canned responses, and several 
were told th ey're not comfortable answering direct questions about the wells. 

M2: And, d id you feel that it was either their job, or Mr. Tomastik's job, to answer 
your que stions? 

M: I tho ught that was why there were there. 

M l: This was a hearing regarding a number of injection wells, correct? 

M: Yes. 

Ml: Were there other injection wells that were proposed in your county where 
there were not hearings? 

M: I don't believe there's been a hearing for any injection well, ever proposed. 





Testimony of Fred Welty (transcript) 

My name is Fred Welty, I am a retired High School science teacher, I live in Geauga 
County, and am a member of Frack Free Geauga. 

My report isn't going to be quite as formal as the others. I've not been working on 
this for quite as long as other people, I was handed this assignment fairly recently. 

There are 2 injection wells in Geauga County. One that I got a report on is located in 
Hamden Township. It was permitted back in 1985. Much of the construction activity 
and injections took place in the late '80's. The thing which concerns me about the 
well, is there has not been a mechanical integrity test since 1996. I think as you 
know, that test is to be done every five years - not by ODNR, not by the company, 
not by the owners, but by a company that is hired by the owners. Well, somehow 
they stretched five years into 17 years. I think the last injection into the well was in 
November of 2011. 

I talked with an inspector in the area - ODNR - about this, and said that I was 
concerned that there is no record of mechanical integrity test, and he treated this in 
a rather dismissive way. That, uh, well, ODNR doesn't always keep it's records up to 
date, and he said besides he had been out there, he turned some dials, took some 
readings, and everything seemed to be okay. End of story. 

It's not okay. Article in Scientific American, June of 2012 pointed out that in Class II 
injection wells - we're talking about class II - there were more than in, just in 2010 
in the state of Texas (and I'm sorry that this is Texas not Ohio, but it's just the 
information I've been given), there were 2,300 of these wells that failed. In fact, one 
out of three class II wells fails it's mechanical integrity test. How you can be 
cognizant of those statistics and still just kind of pass off, 'well, ya know - turned 
some dials, turned some valves, read some, uh, dials, everything looks okay.' No, 
that's not a mechanical integrity test, it's actually doing the entire test which is much 
more involved. 

This article begins with what I regard as a rather serious message. And I want to 
point out that Scientific American is a magazine that's been in operation in this 
country for more than 100 years, publishing science and technology articles - so 
they're not given to hysteria. Point out - "no company would be allowed to pour 
such chemicals into rivers or onto soil. But until recently, scientists and 
environmental researchers have assumed (emphasis) deep layers of rock beneath 
the earth safely entomb waste for millennia." Next paragraph, "there are growing 
signs they were mistaken." And that's what this article points out of numerous 
instances, where these waste fluids, under pressure, have bubbled up through oil 
wells, and Geauga County is peppered with old oil wells, many of which they don't 
even know where they are. And giving instances - somebody smells some chemical 
that's not supposed to be there, and how do you explain the salinity of the soil, all of 
the sudden? Well, further investigation shows that it came up through a fracture, 



through an abandoned oil well, or through a failed casing. One out of three in one 
year? Those aren't very good odds. 

We had a demonstration out at this injection well last year. Prior to the 
demonstration, we canvassed the neighborhood, just to see what people though 
about the well, in the afternoon. Most of the people weren't home. One family took it 
rather non-chalantly - knew something was going on over there, but didn't really 
care. Interestingly, the person that lived very close to the well told us, "get the hell 
off of my property." He was angry at us. That kind of surprised me because I thought 
I was doing a good deed by checking into this and seeing if there was a public health 
hazard, and people ought to be concerned that their health is being harmed. 
Thinking about it later, I can see his point of view. If I owned property near that 
well, and I was concerned about what got into the public record about that well. 
Because, if I go to sell my property, I'm going to have to report any defect, and I'm 
going to have a tough time finding a buyer who's willing to accept a polluted aquifer 
as a defect, and still buy the house. 

You're not going to get whistleblowers in the neighborhood. 

Interesting about Mr. Lupo's encounter with the law and the alleged pollution in the 
Mahoning River, and that this was reported by a whistleblower, according to the 
articles that I've read. But not ODNR. ODNR wasn't monitoring the pollutants that 
were going in to the Mahoning River, and say 'let's start chasing this upstream and 
find out what's going on.' Again, it's kind of a casual attitude. That they're just not 
taking this serious enough. 

After reading this article, if you anyone can read this article and think that injection 
wells are not serious business, they've got a little trouble with reading 
comprehension. The title of the article, "Are Fracking Wastewater Wells Poisoning 
the Ground Beneath our Feet?" 

The last point that I want to make is that about a year and a half ago, after talking 
with our county health commissioner, he wanted to do some research and see if 
there were cancer clusters - anything like that - he would go to people who lived 
within a two mile radius of the wells, and he would want to get water samples at the 
people's homes. They uniformly turned him down. Almost uniformly - I think he got 
a few, but not as many as he expected to get. 

Now, I recollect the speech that he made that he found ODNR not to be especially 
cooperative. I tried to call the county health commissioner, just to verify that, 
because I don't just want to report that and have it on record without confirming it 
with him. Unfortunately, he's out of town until Monday. I will call him Monday, see if 
I can get a hold of him Monday, and then Tuesday I'm going to leave town after that. 
But, if I can, I'll submit via e-mail a follow-up on what the county health 
commissioner has found in his dealings with ODNR. 





Testimony of Kathy Lusk (transcript) 

My name is Kathy Lusk, Concerned Citizens of Ohio Shalersville Group. I'd like to 
read from the ODNR October 2009 UIC program audit. 

(reads from audit, p. 11, under "citizens complaints", Observations and Discussion) 

M2: Do you believe that ODNR has continued, if they ever, fulfilled all of the things 
that report says they did. Do you think they do that currently? 

K: No. Not effectively. No. And, they show no concern for our interests. 

M2: Would you say that they show citizens total disregard? 

K: Yes. 

M2: And does that surprise you? 

K: Yes, because they are an Ohio government facility. And, one of their - as 
developed in 1965 - one of their three components is to ensure safety to the citizens 
of Ohio. 





Testimony of Dr. Ray Beiersdorfer (transcript) 

My name is Dr. Ray Beiersdorfer, I am a professor of Geology at the Department of 
Geological and Environmental Sciences at Youngstown State University. I've been a 
faculty member there for 20 years. Between my master's and Ph. D, I worked for 
Gulf Oil as an Exploration Geologist for three years. 

I want to address two things, one in more specifics, and that is the earthquakes. The 
seismicity that we had in Youngstown that was a result of an injection well. I also 
want to briefly touch on the permitting of a well for fracking for shale gas in the safe 
drinking water source protection area of the Meander Reservoir. 

The Northstar I injection well has been documented to have triggered twelve larger 
earthquakes - regional size earthquakes - and 97 earthquakes magnitude greater 
than 1.8. Some of the issues that I have with this are first with the company itself. 

Prior to permitting and drilling that well they had over 100, approximately 120 
violations, that this company already had - according to our local newspaper, The 
Vindicator. During the drilling of that well, during that summer, they had a blowout, 
which I experienced firsthand by getting woken up in the middle of the night by 
noxious fumes coming through my bedroom. It was reported that there was just a 
problem with the chemical mix up, but it was a problem with the drilling mud and 
they lost control of the well. 

People were not notified properly. I had been told by acquaintances that some of the 
Police were driving around nearby communities knocking on peoples' doors trying 
to find the source of this, and it was still a mystery to local safety officials, local 
Police. 

I am concerned with ODNR for a couple of reasons. They released a report on March 
9 of 2012 - 17 months ago - and in that report, they did a good job of documenting 
what had happened up to that point, including the fact that the company had 
requested an increase in pressure on March 14. The pressure increase was granted 
by ODNR on March 16. This was prior to having any earthquakes. The very next day, 
they hadn't increased the pressure yet, but we had two earthquakes occur, and what 
happened then? They went ahead and increased the pressure on March 19. The 
company did that - which I think is irresponsible - they should have held back after 
triggering two earthquakes. Of course, they didn't know they were responsible, but 
induced seismicity has been around since the 1960's, and so this is a known 
phenomenon. But then also, I'm disappointed in ODNR that they didn't contact the 
company and say 'wait, hold off. We haven't had an earthquake in more than 250 or 
more years of European settlement in the Mahoning Valley, in the Youngstown area, 
and now we've had two in one day shortly after you began injection.' I think ODNR 
should have said 'don't increase the pressure. We need to evaluate this again and 
see what's going on here.' 



Also, that following fall - in October - we had the eighth earthquake October 20th, 
and now people were becoming more aware of this, and people were getting 
concerned, and in a - I'm quoting from an October 30th article in the Vindicator: 
"Heidi Hetzel-Evans from the ODNR said `ODNR has not seen any evidence that 
shows a correlation between localized seismic activity and deep injection well 
disposal." You know - the thing I'm reading this - how do I distinguish that 
statement from a company PR person (a publicist for the company)? There's no 
difference here, and when you can't tell the difference between a regulator and a 
company, they're not doing their job. There had been correlations, right? There had 
been a correlation in time, a correlation in space, and for this [agency] to be acting 
as a publicist for the company that was responsible for these, I think is unexcusable. 
And again, not doing their responsibilities to protect the health and welfare of the 
people in Ohio. 

Now this report came out, and they had 10 recommendations in terms of what was 
being required now, it was addressing the pressure issues and the seismicity issues, 
according to this. There was nothing in their recommendations concerning the 
chemicals and contaminating groundwater, except for their final recommendation, 
which "requires the installation of electronic database reporting system for 
purposes of tracking all fluids brought by a brine transporter for injection." And now 
we are almost a year and a half -17 months later - that still has not been 
implemented. According to my understanding, they've been in conversation and 
studies with the Xerox company on implementing ways they can do this. They can 
do this already - Qualcomm does this with trucks going all around the country - yet 
they're still studying this. And, if this had been - if they had followed that one simple 
regulation where they're going to track this - we wouldn't have had all of these 
instances where the same exact company - that had been shut down for causing all 
of the earthquakes - was then still receiving fluid at the same facility and dumping it 
at night illegally into a drainage ditch that went into a tributary to the Mahoning 
River, which then is a drinking water supply for people in Pennslyvania. According 
to the newspaper transcripts of the trial that's going on, a man has admitted to 24 
instances of illegal dumping. So, they were not tracking that fluid, and it wasn't until 
a whistleblower gave up until anything was found. In so many cases, they would still 
be continuing to do this. 

In terms of their recommendations, I don't know if any of them have been 
implemented. I thought the one regarding the well logs was a bit weak because they 
had just recommended that they would do a gamma-ray density gun and resistivity 
logs, which, none of those logs are going to give you any feedback in terms of 
fractures. You need a sonic log for being able to tell the fractures. So, the most 
important log to try to determine if there are any pre-existing fractures, which could 
be indicative of any potential induced seismicity, was not happening in terms of 
their recommendations. 

The other thing I wanted to mention was our safe drinking water source protection 
area for the Meader Reservoir, which is the drinking water source for Youngstown 



and Niles. ODNR permitted Consol Energy to drill wells - fracking wells - within that 
safe drinking water protection area, and when a colleague of mine, John Williams, 
who's testified to this committee, has - he went and contacted the Ohio EPA, who's 
in charge of the surface waters - and 'did you know that ODNR has permitted wells 
to be fracking in the safe drinking water protection area?' They didn't even know 
about that. So, here you're permitting wells, not even paying attention to where, and 
not telling the important regulatory agencies like the Ohio EPA that this is going on. 

Moderator 1: So, are you aware of Pennsylvania having some type of requirement 
for tracking waste from drilling pads versus Ohio where we don't have any type of 
tracking? 

Ray: I'm not familiar with what they're doing with the waste water in Pennslyvania. 

Moderator 2: Okay. The recommendations that were presented by the Governor 
after the earthquakes, once they did the moratorium, did those ever become law? 

Ray: To my understanding, they haven't become law. And this was 17 months later, 
and it was a preliminary report, and they haven't - they've never published the final 
reports. It's still the only thing you can get - is their preliminary report, which I 
think implies is there should have been a follow-up final report, which never came. 

M2: But one of the recommendations which I think was on depth, or a certain strata? 

R: Right, they didn't want to permit drilling into the Precambrian. And - they said-
you know, the preliminary report said they were considering these changes the 
deep Cambrian, Precambrian class II injection wells through specialized attached 
permit conditions through potential changes to section 1509 of the revised code or 
some other sections of the administrative code. They were proposed, but I haven't 
followed up to know if those have changed or not. They made some, you know, 
'proposals.' 

M2: And, are you aware that under SB 315, where a lot of these recommendations 
are in, no rules have come forth out of that bill, and it's been over a year? They've 
failed to write the rules? 

R: That's my understanding, that right - there are still no rules to do any of this. 

M2: And, would you - being a professor - how would you feel if you saw in a permit 
term and condition on an injection well that if there was an earthquake, and that 
earthquake measured over 3.0, then the injection well owner would have to put 
seismic monitors on three sides of the injection well? 

R: I think that, particularly in the vicinity of an injection well, if an earthquake had 
been triggered or if it happened subsequent to the injection, it would be good to do a 
more detailed seismic analysis of that, and so I think that is a good idea. 



M2: And, do you think that if an earthquake is triggered, what should happen? 
Should the well be closed? 

R: I think that - yes - they should stop pumping until the location of the earthquake 
should be determined and they recommended looking at the potential for 
conducting seismic surveys to look for unknown underground faults but they're not 
going to do that. So yes, I think in particularly in Ohio, now that we know that we do 
have injection induced seismicity, that if there is an earthquake in an area that had 
not had any earthquakes in that vicinity that it should be stopped. 

Another thing in their preliminary report that I found troubling that they pointed 
out is that they found there had never been any injection induced seismicity related 
to class II wells, yet they specifically ignored - other than one sentence of the "he 
said, she said" regarding the Ashtabula class I earthquake. So, there had been 
injection induced seismicity in Northeast Ohio, but they chose in their report to 
ignore that. 

M2: And do you think that that's an issue - do you see a big difference in the 
classification of a well, especially with the class II wells, accepting basically the same 
type of fluid as a class I well? 

R: Exactly. I think that the precautions of wells should be based on what's getting 
injected, not by what industry is creating it. If a DOW chemical or a steel industry is 
doing it, it would be treated one way, and for the oil and gas industry to get a pass is 
a danger to the citizens of Ohio. 

M2: And are you aware that if the Federal EPA were regulating the wells in Ohio, 
that citizens would be given a 30 day comment period, as well as a public hearing? 

R: I wasn't aware of that, but those are both good ideas. 

Ml: Do you believe, based on your experience - there's four staff to my knowledge, 
ODNR staff for the UIC program - do you believe that they have the abilities to make 
these type of rule promulgations based on your experience of induced seismicity? 

R: Well, you know, the funding scenario for this is that they get their revenue from 
the permits and from the injections, and so there's an inherent systematic conflict of 
interest in the whole program, and so, given that conflict of interest, I don't see how 
they can be able to do this. They're depending on the industry that they're supposed 
to be regulating for their paychecks, and so I do not see how this can work. It's a 
classic example of what's called 'regulatory capture.' 



AWMS No. 1  

Weathersfield Township  

Location:  N 561654.7460/E 2443201.3127 

Elevation:  Approximately 910' MSL 

EXHIBIT 2 

SUPPLEMENT TO APPLICATION 

PERMIT FOR SALTWATER INJECTION WELL (Form 210) 

Trumbull County 
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Description of the proposed unloading, surface storage, and spill containment facilities: 

Water to be injected by this facility will be initially off-loaded into a lined and diked surface 
impoundment or alternatively directly into a storage tank. The water stored in the impoundment 
will then be transferred into a series of tanks within a diked and lined containment area. Figure 
2 presents the general layout of the facility. 

The storage impoundment will be 200' by 50' by 7.5' deep and have a capacity of approximately 
8,900 bbl. The impoundment will be constructed with a double composite liner (compacted clay 
and two 40-mil geomembranes) impoundment with a geocomposite (double sided GSE Fabric 
Net with 200 mil net, or equivalent) as a drainage/monitoring layer. The liner system will include 
12 inches of compacted low permeability clay. The geocomposite will serve as the leak 
detection layer and will outlet into a sump at the south end of the pond. The sump will drain via 
a 4" pipe into a manhole outside the impoundment for observation. Figure 3 presents details for 
the impoundment. The impoundment will be constructed in conformance with the Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control Plan presented in Attachment A. 

Tankage associated with the facility will total approximately 5000 bbl. The tankage will include a 
200 bbl steel condensate tank, a 4,000 bbl (approximate) steel/glass lined primary storage tank, 
and two 400 bbl steel polished brine tanks. The tankage will be contained within a 124' by 84' 
by 4' deep diked containment area. Empty, this diked area has a capacity of approximately 
5,800 bbl. Allowing for the displacement of the tanks within the diked area of 800 bbl, the diked 
capacity will equal 5,000 which equal the total facility tankage. The containment area will be 
constructed with a single liner (40-mil geomembrane) over 12 inches of low permeability 
compacted clay. Twelve inches of protective cover will be placed over the liner system. The 
cover material in the base of the diked area will consist of sand and gravel with topsoil to be 
used on the side slopes. A sump will be installed inside the diked area to remove precipitation 
that may enter this area. This water will be removed from the containment area via a sump 
pump and uploaded into the 400 bbl polished brine tanks. Figure 4 presents details for the 
unloading and containment area. The containment area will be constructed in conformance with 
the Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan presented in Attachment A. 

A concrete unloading pad, presented on Figure 4, will be constructed adjacent to the diked 
containment area. The pad will be built to allow trucks to pull in to an off-load valve that will be 
controlled by magnetic locks that require a swipe magnetic key to unlock (or similar secure 
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system). Brine from the trucks will initially be directed through an oil/water separator. The oil 
will be directed to the condensate tank and the raw brine directed to the impoundment or 
storage tank depending on suspended solids content and operational requirements. The pad 
will be sloped to a horizontal trench drain which will direct the spillage to a collection sump. The 
fluid collected in the sump will again be directed into the aforementioned oil/water separator and 
either directed to the condensate tank or the raw brine impoundment. Visual and audible 
alarms will be installed to notify the driver and operator of any pressure issues associated with 
the oil/water separator, and if the tank or impoundment are nearing capacities. Pressure and 
level controls will wired to the offload valves. If an alarm condition occurs, the valves will 
automatically shut off. 

The entire operation will be monitored round the clock both by operators at the facility and 
electronic monitoring. Video surveillance is also expected to be installed to provide additional 
monitoring. 
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Hello my name is Donna Carver. I reside in Morrow County. I am representing a group called Morrow County 
P.O.W.E.R. which stands for Protecting Our Water and Environmental Resources. 

I am a retired nurse of 30 years. My interest in health and public safety has been my entire life. It became a 
special interest environmentally when my son was born in 1995 and in 1998 suffered environmental insults 

which later lead to him having a diagnosis of autism. My son was not born autistic, he was induced into autism. 

My son was part of a research study out of Chicago and he is shown to lack a protein known as the 

metallothionein protein. That protein is what helps you rid heavy metals from your body so while one person 
can be subjected to an insult he cannot. It becomes cumulative and causes neurological problems. 

My first interaction with O.D.N.R. came shortly after the Youngstown earthquake 

Like I said, I reside in Morrow County and we were the epicenter of the oil boom in the 1960's. We are the 

county that holds the oldest, still in use, permitted injection well in the state which was drilled in 1966 and it still 

receives waste today. 

I started to get really concerned first because of the "brine" usage on the roads in rural Morrow County. 

As a health professional and as a parent of a child that is chemically sensitive, I was concerned as to what the 

contents were of oil field "brine". So I emailed O.D.N.R. requesting the medical research that they used to 

determine that using this waste on roads was safe. What I received back was an email telling me that there 

was NO medical research used to determine that this was safe for health and public safety however, they 

referred me to a study that they performed which they used to determine that it is safe to use this product on 
the roads. What I read was a very unscientifically sound, and I use the word research very loosely, here. It was 

a completely inadequate study. It was a road constructed solely for the purpose of this study. "brine" was 

applied 11 times summer, 8 times in the winter for 1 year and they determined that it was safe to use. Morrow 

County has applied "brine" to the roads since at least the 70's. And in that study, it flat out says, long term use 
was not determined for safety. So it really concerned me, what are the contents of this waste. 

So I asked O.D.N.R. for the test results of this waste. I was told that they do not test the "brine" which I later 

learned is not true. They actually do test the "brine" and I have copies from O.D.N.R. 

One of the first emails that I sent to them was... I am getting concerned about these injection wells, where are 

they located? So very innocently, not realizing what I was getting into, I asked for addresses of injection wells. I 

received an email back from Tom Tomastik stating that there are no addresses for wells just GPS coordinates 

which he did supply me with GPS coordinates of the currently permitted wells in Morrow County of which there 
were 13. 

I set out to locate each one of these wells and using GPS located the closest physical address to these and 

photographed each one of these injection wells. What I found at these sites horrified me. What I found were 

dead vegetation, leaking tanks, I found hoses coming from the containment dikes out into the vegetation. 

This was one of my first wells of concern (photographs submitted) I don't know if you can see, obvious dead 

vegetation, leakage, rusty storage tank, no permits posted. This particular well per O.D.N.R. inspection 

records, was inspected May 12, 2012 and the only information is "inspected well." These photographs were 

taken in June, one month later. This does not look like the type of damage you would get in less than one 

month's time. August 15, 2012, they inspected again after citizen complaints. I had held a meeting, a public 

meeting for residents and asked them...I showed them the pictures, and asked them to contact O.D.N.R. about 



this well. Finally in November, they noted that there were leaks. After that, the well was shut down from 
production. But from May to November, there were no problems found. 

On another well, they inspected this one May 12, 2012 (pictures submitted) and again it says inspected well. In 

June these pictures were taken. As you can see there is water in the dike and obvious "brine" floating in the 
water. In their August inspection they note that there is water in the dike but there is no mention of the brine 
leakage. Also if you notice in these pictures there is a pump here pumping this product out of the containment 
dike into the grassy area around it which connects directly to a cornfield. So those are 2 wells. 

Here is another well. This is one of my favorites. It is important to note that at this well, I was there less than 3 
minutes. I never touch anything when I go to these wells. I get out, I circle the perimeter snapping pictures, I 
get back in my vehicle and I leave. Within moments of getting out of my vehicle, my eyes started to burn, my 

skin started to itch, my lips started to tingle and go numb. By the end of the 3 minutes my mouth felt like I had 
scalded it with hot tea, I was getting dizzy, I was started to "brown out" which is like not completely fainting but 

But feeling like I was going to lose consciousness. I was extremely nauseated and started to have dry heaves 

and I felt like somebody smacked me in the back of the head with a baseball bat. That lasted for a week. The 

right side of my face went numb and to this day I have not returned to my normal sensation. 

If you look at this, the black stripes going down the well...that is not paint...that is leakage from the tanks. If 

you look closer at the well head, the well head is obviously leaking and someone noted that it was leaking 

because of you look a little closer there is a very high tech containment device known as the plastic bucket. 

And if you look even closer the plastic bucket is melting. This is a very rural area. The neighbors are on well 

water. What is disconcerting about this was this picture was taken in June of 2012. In May of 2012 the only 

notation in the record is inspected well and in August the only thing it says is checked well, backside pressure 
zero, injection on vacuum, well identification is displayed and it talks about how it contains 3 silver tanks. It isn't 

until April of this year (2013) that they notice that there are leaks from the metal swedges from the outflow on 2 

tanks and that there is waste pooled up. They ended up digging a retention hole into the woods the roadway 

and diverted the affected water and it was vacuumed out. Mind you this is when we were having all those 

storms and it was very rainy. It is very probable that this went into the surrounding wooded area. So those 

were some of the concerns. 

Now, let's get to this well. Pennsylvania actually tracks the waste from the Marcellus shale and it is very easy 
to track it. Go on the DEP website and they list from the well of production to the well of disposal. And using 

that information I was able to track a well in Bennington Township, Morrow County that was receiving waste 

from Pennsylvania. Looking through inspection records from O.D.N.R. I noticed that they did in fact take "brine" 

samples. And I have samples for several of the wells, showing very high levels of benzene, boron, ethyl 
benzene, xylene, toluene, high levels of hydrogen sulfide. As a health professional those things are greatly 

disconcerting but what really bothered me the most was on a recent inspection May 2, 2013, the inspector 

requested that they keep the sump pump hose within the containment dike and only discharge it into the 

storage tank. That notation implies to me that they were pumping, whatever was dripping out of this tank 

outside of the containment dike, which that would be an immediate threat to the health and safety to people. 

I will say that the O.D.N.R. website is not user friendly. It took me 6 months to learn how to navigate it well. 
My concerns to 0.D.N.R....like I said my first correspondence with them was amicable they sent me the GPS 

coordinates. When I emailed them about the well with dead vegetation, instead of being concerned about the 

well leakage, I was cautioned to not trespass. It is important to note that this well is very close to a road, a 

public roadway and using any type of camera that has any zoom whatsoever you can get adequate pictures 

from the roadway. Without even say that however, I was very upset that there was appeared to be intimidation 

on the part of Mr. Tomastik that I was not to question problems with these wells by implying that I was 



trespassing and that this was a problem. When I drove by on a different occasion I saw small children, the dike 

was filled with water, they were skimming rocks on the dike. I emailed Mr. Tomastik and asked what are the 

dangers to these children around this; if it is going to be here shouldn't it be fenced in. His reply to me was 
"well the children shouldn't be trespassing." Well, if anybody knows the area, there is nothing but farm for miles 

surrounding so those children had to come from the landowner, I am assuming they were invited onto the land 
by the landowner. So the concern was not for the safety of the children or public health, it was "just don't 
trespass." I did not let that deter me and I just said well I don't think the children were trespassing but now that 

you have brought up the fact that there are dangers there...because he said you shouldn't be trespassing 
because it was dangerous...we have been told these wells are benign...what are the dangers that you are 
talking about? And he did say these were explosion hazards, trip hazards... and possible explosions so we 
really shouldn't be around there. And when I suggested well if that is the case then shouldn't we fence these in 
so that they can't get to them, he said "well you know farmer's combines and tractors are dangerous too should 
we fence them in too? This was the type of response that I got from O.D.N.R. 

Recently, Houghton Investments applied for a permit for a new injection well in Morrow County. And I 

happened to go to the JACARR hearing on the new injection well rules and Mr. Tomastik said in front of me 

when I walked into the room....someone asked who is that? And he said that is Donna Carver she is a radical 

environmentalist. If being concerned for public health and safety makes you categorize me as a radical 
environmentalist, I am very concerned about what your motives are for protecting public health...or what your 

motives are for NOT protecting it. During that JACARR hearing Chief Simmers testified that these applications 

are all put online implying to legislators that this information is easily accessible to the general public. While the 
permit numbers are posted online and general information about location, the information that O.D.N.R. uses 

to determine whether they are going to permit a well or not is not online. I have that information only because 
another friend of mine went down to O.D.N.R, and copied all of the information for every pending permit in the 

state of Ohio and emailed me a copy for Morrow County. In that....I became very concerned because in the 

half mile area of review there were 23 old wells. 3 of which, the information says, improperly plugged, pit 

cuttings, the other one says no record of plug and abandon materials and another one says, not properly 

plugged. So of the 23 at least 3 are not plugged properly. In the half mile area of review we have landowners 

on well water. When I asked Chief Simmers about this he stated that they would either be plugged properly or 
they would not be allowed to inject into the formation. I am not sure who takes on that costs whether it is the 

new owner or is it the landowner? These are old wells that don't even have, I don't think at this point people 

still in operation. 

In doing further investigation in Morrow County I noticed during inspection records that there were actually 29 

separate API numbers for injection wells at one time. There are now 14 permitted because this well was 

permitted in July. (the application I discussed earlier in testimony) we wrote letters to O.D.N.R, requesting a 

public meeting to discuss this. I have land owners, not within the half mile of review, but less than a mile 
around this well and they are very concerned, they are on well water. They all wrote letters to O.D.N.R. in the 

proper amount of time for the permitting process. Not only did we never hear anything back from O.D.N.R. and 

that was December of 2012 they recently permitted that well at the end of July and it looks like it is going to go 

forward. We were never even given a public information meeting let alone a hearing. 

But like I said, I found 29 injection wells in Morrow County, a history of, and when I emailed Mr. Tomastik 

asking him for information on these other wells. He was very dismissive and said "those are multiple 

inspections of different wells. I said I understand that. I understand what an API# is. We currently at that time 

only had 13 permitted wells I am finding 29 separate API#'s for injection wells. I would like information on those 

wells. I never did get a response back other than I was not understanding that this was more than 1 record. 



Also I forgot to mention that when I asked him for the records of these 3 improperly plugged wells, he emailed 

me back and said well what information do you want? I said I want to know why they were plugged. I have yet 

to this day not received any information back as to why these 3 improperly plugged wells were plugged. 

What I did find when going through inspection records, not with these wells but the Peru (twp.) well where 

these was brine in the dike that they were pumping out into the cornfield, that well had one very close to it that 

was plugged because a landowner complained of a salty taste in their well water and when O.D.N.R. tested it, 
it was 1001 ppm of chloride which EPA standard for drinking water is 500. 

I do not believe that O.D.N.R. is serving in the best interest of public health and safety. I think at this point they 
have been corrupted by their budget being majorly funded by oil and gas. I am formerly from Pennsylvania and 
I am much more impressed with the injection well program in Pennsylvania and how it is handled there. But 

that is because it is handled by the federal EPA and not by a state agency. I firmly believe that needs to 
happen here in Ohio. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: "Was the Peru well the first one that you referenced where they allegedly did an 

inspection May 2012 and then august 2012 then November they acknowledged leaks? 

D. Carver: No that was the Cardington well. The Peru well they inspected in May 2012, in June the pictures 

were taken then in August they document the water in the dike with no mention of the oil and the brine in the 

water. 

Sierra Club Brian K: I am going to get to the Peru well in a second but did they...you mentioned they shut 

down the Cardington well. Did they give a reason they shut it down? 

D. Carver: There were 2 Cardington wells that I referenced. Let's make sure I have the right one. This 

Cardington well was the one with dead vegetation. Is that the well that you are referring to? 

Sierra Club Brian K: yes, yes that's it. 

D. Carver: No, it just says it is incapable of production. Wait actually they did they said there were leaks noted 

in Nov. of 2012. Now mind you they knew about this in August because of the public complaints but they don't 

notice any leaks until November. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: So in the May and August inspections that you are referencing was it your impression that 

they were actually even inspected if you were noticing leaks long before then and they are not being noted in 

the inspection reports. 

D. Carver: Well what it says is "operator is on location with the welder Kenny Smith and they are replacing the 

2 inch lines connecting 2 storage tanks. 

Sierra Club Brian K: During that process you were essentially discouraged by O.D.N.R. to report these 

violations? 

D. Carver: Absolutely. I am not seeing where any of these violations... and I have inspection records for all of 

the wells in Morrow County where there are any violation or anything given to the operators where any of them 

are fined for any of these problems. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: Which is far from what the UIC program requirements recommend. 



D. Carver: Exactly. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: They encourage citizens to report these violations. 

D. Carver: I have extremely discouraged from reporting these violations because like I said when I tried to tell 
them about this particular well I am intimidated by them implying that I am trespassing. It is interesting to note 

that the wells all now have no trespassing signs. They are still leaking but they have no trespassing signs up at 
all the wells. 

Teresa Mills C.H.E.J.: I noticed that a lot of the wells up there say fenced no trespassing signs up. 

D. Carver: They went to great expense to put the no trespassing signs up but the plastic bucket well they 

really spared no expense there. 

Sierra Club Brain K.: So is it also your experience things that you mentioned...was there water being affected 

or was it just a containment dike? 

D. Carver: It is a containment dike which had obvious signs of rain water in there with "brine" leakage into the 
water. You can see it floating in the water. They had a pump on a board with a hose pumping water OUT of the 

containment dike which would then contain brine material out into the ground... right next to this well is a 
cornfield. So this material is being pumped right into what I assume then goes into the food chain. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: There was another time you referenced where it was going to the woods or a road is 

there a creek, or a river, or a body of water nearby? 

D. Carver: I am not certain how far...there is a creek but I am not certain how far it is. I think it is far enough 
away that I can't call EPA and say hey you need to check this out. Just far enough away that it falls under 

O.D.N.R. rule. But I find it very disconcerting that it took a year for them to finally remediate the area. That is a 

lot of leakage that occurs into the ground and potentially the aquifer for landowners who are on well water. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: You mentioned the improperly plugged and abandoned wells. Is it your understanding 

that O.D.N. R. is going to do anything to address these issues? Or if they seem willing to? Obviously you have 

been discouraged from asking questions. 

D. Carver.: Well like I said all of my comments to them have gone unanswered. When I asked Chief Simmers 
at the JACARR hearing on the injection ell rules he said they would either be properly plugged or they would 

not be allowed to inject into the formation. However, I don't believe O.D.N.R. does anything about that. Are 

they going to oversee it? I don't know. Do I trust them to oversee it? No. Like I said I have landowners within a 

mile of the area and they are on well water. They are horrified because they know that these other wells were 

not plugged properly and now you are going to be injecting this stuff down into there. 

Teresa Mills C.H.E.J.: Morrow County is part of the high hydrogen sulfide area. Correct? 

D. Carver: Extremely high hydrogen sulfide area. As a matter of fact if you go onto O.D.N.R.'s website Morrow 

County is the only county in the entire state that requires a hydrogen sulfide permit for every single township in 

the county for drilling. And if you know anything about hydrogen sulfide it is very deadly at high...and it doesn't 

have to be very high before you start to get sick and have permanent neurological damage. Just some horrible 



problems. I think it is ironic that when you see somebody drilling in Morrow County, actually anywhere in ohio 
you will see these lovely American flags up there and people think oh how patriotic. The reason those flags are 

there are so that if they hit a pocket of hydrogen sulfide the drillers will know which way to run so that they do 

not die. 

Sierra Club Brian K.: Speaking of air emissions, sorry I have so many questions. 

D. Carver: that's Ok I wanted to address the land fill radioactivity as well because I have a report from a 
Muskingham landfill where the drilling mud was so radioactive that they turned it away and I don't think we 

know where that went. Half of the landfills in Ohio do not have radiation detectors. 

Teresa Mills C.H.E.J: O.D.N.R. can say whatever they want to about tracking but there is no tracking. 

D. Carver: There is no tracking. It is self-reporting. A lot of these haulers are not even reporting it to O.D.N.R. I 
was talking to other folks especially in Meigs County. They know that there are wells having fluid injected into it 

but there is no record of the amounts. It is disturbing. It's very disturbing. 
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Permit number 34163207050000 

Vinton County, Ohio 
Houghton Investments 

December 31, 1981, permit to drill oil/gas well. 

January 25, 1985, a permit to convert to injection well. Injection pressure 810 PSI. 

June 28, 1985, permit to convert to injection well. 3000bbl day ave, 680 PSI. 
************************************************************************************************** 

May 8, 1987, violation, 1501:9 - 3 - 05 (A) (6) 

May 8, 1987, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2) 

May 8, 1987, violation, 1501:9 - 3 - 06 (H) 

May 8, 1987, violation, 1501:9 - 3 - 04 (A) 

September 14, 1987, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 07 (E) (F) 

July 12, 1988, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2)-(C) (3) 

July 12, 1988, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 05 (A) (6) 

July 12, 1988, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) 

January 17, 1989, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) prevent cont. &Pol 

January 17, 1989, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 05 (A) (6) Const. of Stor. Facil. 

January 17, 1989, violation, 1509.03 condition of permit. 

January 17, 1989, violation , 1501:9 -3 - 07 (E) monitor injection volumes. 

January 17, 1989, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2) (C) (1,2, storage and disposal. 

April 25, 1989, violation, action legal 1501:9 -3 - 05 (A) (6) construct and convert swiw 

April 25, 1989, violation, action legal 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) prevent pollution and contamination. 

April 25, 1989, violation, action legal 1509.22 (A) (1) (2), storage and disposal. 

June 13, 1989, violation, 1501:9 -5 -10 (D) delinquent quarterly report. 

September 20, 1989, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2), storage and disposal. 

September 20, 1989, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (K) prevent contamination and pollution. 

September 20th 1989, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) (6) construction and conversion. 

January 3, 1990, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2), storage and disposal. 



January 3, 1990, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) prevent contamination/pollution. 

January 3, 1990, violation, 1501:9 -3 -04 (A) construction/conversion. 

May 21, 1990, violation, 1509.22 - A - 2 (A), storage and disposal. 

May 21, 1990, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (A) prevention of contamination. 

August 8, 1990, violation, 1509.22 (A) (1) (2) J - storage and disposal. 

August 8, 1990, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 05 (A) (6) J - construct and conversion. 

August 8, 1990, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 (K) J - prevention of contamination. 

June 21, 1991, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 07 (E) & (F). First quarter 1991 report. 

May 5, 1992, violation, 1501:9 -3 -7 (E) (F) quarterly reports. 

December 13, 1994, violation, 1509.03 permit conditions. 

October 5, 1998, violation, 1501:9 -3 - 04 pollution and contamination. 

October 5, 1998, violation, 1501:9 -9 - 05 (A) (9) clean up dike. 

December 28, 2000, violation, no comment as to what the violation was. 

December 28, 2000, violation, an inspection of the well revealed that the storage impoundments is standing full of 

water, there are several cracks in the walls of the impoundment Dike allowing a small amount of water to escape. 

Repairs are needed on storage impoundment walls in pump. 

May 3, 2001, follow up on non-- compliance, Dike walls still leaking, allowing oil and brine to flow onto the ground. 

Some cleanup has taken place and ID has been placed at well. Dike walls have not been worked on. 

June 1, 2001, an inspection of the well revealed that the Dike area has had some work done, Dike wall still leaking brine. 

March 6, 2002, violation, an inspection of the well revealed small cracks in Dike wall around storage tanks on-site. The 

cracks are allowing fluids to escape from Dike, inside of Dike has oil and brine in it, bare areas on-site, no ID at the well 

or on storage tanks. Need to steam. 

May 6, 2002, follow-up noncompliance, company has not complied with NOV, Doug kitchen has been notified of this 

violation in person, written and by phone. 

June 5, 2002, violation, follow-up non-compliance. A mini test was done on the well, the well passed the test. But the 

company has not complied with other violations. 

August 20, 2002, violation, follow-up non-- compliance, Dike wall still leaking allowing fluids to escape from Dike. Killer 

area around Dike has not been restored. ID on storage tank and well has old company ID. 

November 25, 2002, violation, follow-up on non-- compliance, oil and oily leaves in Dike. 

June 3, 2003, follow-up NOV. - compliance. 

July 2, 2003, Dike standing full of fresh water, called Doug kitchen and told him to pump out. 



October 30, 2003, no violations. 

January 15, 2004, no violations. 

March 10, 2004, no violations at this time, will need work. As soon as weather breaks. 

May 19, 2004, violation, an inspection of the well revealed no pressure on injection or annular side of well, no pressure 

for the past three inspections, a MIT test will need to be done. Dike full of water around storage tanks. No injection or 
annular pressure in report. 

June, 2004, non- compliance, met with Joe Hoerst, Dave Hodges, and Doug kitchen and his attorney to review 
violations at well site. No injection or annular pressure in report. 

July 29, 2004, followed - up, non- compliance, MIT test not done on well. Not listed as violation, no injection or 

annulus pressure on report. 

January 6, 2005, followed - up on NOV, in - compliance. Injection pressure is zero, annulus pressure 200 

October 20, 2005, violation, failure to submit annual saltwater injection well report for 2004. 

January 25, 2006, no violations, will need tested in spring. Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure zero 

July 19, 2006, several violations, Brent Bear will issue NOV. no injection or annular pressure provided. 

July 19, 2006, violation, an inspection was conducted at the facility owned by Chieftain energy Corp. on July 19, 2006. 

During the inspection, it was noted that there was no pressure at the injection or annulus side of the well. The fittings at 

this well must be replaced and the effl (report drops here). 

September 21, 2006, a follow - up inspection was conducted at the facility owned by Chieftain energy Corp., on 

September 21, 2006. During the inspection, it was noted that the ID has been corrected, but that Dike still needs to be 

pumped. The owner, Mr. Doug kitchen was contacted by T (report drops here). 

October 3, 2006, a follow - up inspection was conducted at the facility owned by Chieftain energy Corp. on October 3, 

2006. During the inspection, it was noted that the previously noted violations have been resolved. 

January 18, 2007, violation, an inspection conducted on January 18, 2007, revealed that the Dike needs pumped. Also 

noted was that the Dike must be repaired. Cracks were observed along the outside of the Dike. 

February 23, 2007, a follow - up inspection revealed that the Dike has been repaired. The previously noted violations 

have been resolved. 

April 26, 2007, there were no violations noted. 

June 27, 2007, there were no violations noted. Injection pressure is zero, annulus pressure six 

November 1, 2007, violation, an inspection revealed that a mini - test will be required. No pressure was found on the 

annulus side of the well. The Dike was found to be full of fluid and will need to be pumped. The electric line alongside 

the lease road was observed on the ground an (report drops here). 

January 8, 2008, a follow up inspection revealed non- compliance. Pressure observed on the annulus however, the 

Dike is still full of water and needs to be pumped. Injection pressure zero annulus pressure 45 



February 14, 2008, a follow - up inspection revealed non- compliance. It was noted that the Dike has reached 
maximum fluid capacity. Fluid was observed at the top of the Dike. Mr. Doug kitchen was contacted and instructed to 
resolve deficiency. No injection or annulus pressure in report. 

May 6, 2008, a follow up inspection revealed non-- compliance. 

May 29, 2008, a follow - up inspection revealed non- compliance. Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure zero. 

June 30, 2008, a follow - up inspection revealed non- compliance. Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure zero. 

September 4, 2008, a follow up inspection revealed non-- compliance. No annulus or injection pressure was noted 
Chieftain Energy has not performed a mini - test. 

October 3, 2008, witnessed many - test. No pressure loss was observed. Well is in - compliance. 

December 23, 2008, violation, follow-up to NOV # 784535144 an inspection revealed that the concrete Dike placed 
around the storage tanks will need to be repaired. Two separate sides of this Dike contained cracks along the walls and 
leaking fluid into the ground surface. Bare areas (report drops here). 

March 3, 2009, a follow up inspection revealed non-- compliance. No action has been taken to resolve the previously 
noted violations. Injection pressure zero annulus pressure 79. 

June 15, 2009, an inspection revealed that violation still exist. No identification observed at the well. The 
identification at the tank location is incomplete and contains only permit number. And emergency contact number. 
High range Quant tabs revealed 7.6 units, which equal (report drops here). 

July 24, 2009, a follow - up inspection to compliance agreement schedule and notice of violation was conducted. During 
the inspection, it was noted that new identification has been placed on the 100 bbl storage tank and also at the well. 
The inside of the Dike has been pu (report drops here). 

July 28, 2009, violation, a follow - up inspection was conducted with Mr. Robert Stonerock, oil and gas South region 
supervisor. During the inspection, it was noted that the concrete Dike is not liquid tight. The inside Dike walls are 
corroding and breaking down. The outside Dike w (report drops here). 

August 17, 2009, a follow - up inspection to notice of violation and compliance schedule revealed non-- compliance. It 
was noted that the Dike is not watertight. The brine located inside the Dike has been pumped down. However, the 
concrete vault remains full, as fluid ove (report drops here). 

September 1, 2009, a follow - up inspection was conducted with Mr. Jeff Frye West region oil and gas supervisor and 
UIC field supervisor. During the inspection, it was noted that the Dike is not watertight. Three suggestions were 
mentioned and will be recommended to the well (report drops here). Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure 12 

December 11, 2009, a follow - up inspection revealed non-- compliance. During the inspection, it was noted that the 
concrete Dike has not been repaired. As previously noted, the impacted area(s) outside the Dike have been remediated. 
Vegetative growth were observed in patches. Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure zero 

March 22, 2010, a follow up inspection revealed non- compliance. During the inspection, it was noted that the 
violation still exist at the storage tank location. Chieftain energy has failed to address containment issues related to the 
concrete Dike and storage tanks. Injection pressure zero, annulus pressure three. 

June 30, 2010, and inspection revealed non-- compliance. No action has been taken by Chieftain energy to repair the 
concrete Dike. The fluid inside the Dike would need to be pumped, due to capacity level. Seepage was observed from 

the Dike wall. Injection pressure zero, aimless pressure one. 



September 23, 2010, a follow - up inspection revealed non- compliance. No action has been taken to address the 

concrete Dike. The Dike does contain water, but continues to show signs of seepage from cracks. Pressure observed on 

annulus but not detected with gauge. Therefore (report drops here). 

December 22, 2010, Mr. Ron McBride with Chieftain energy called today at 9:05 am to state that he is sending Mr. Tom 

Tomastik the manufacturer information on the proposed material for the remediation of concrete Dike. 

January 3, 2011, a follow - up inspection revealed non- compliance. The proposed material to remediate the 
concrete Dike have been approved by Mr. Tom Tomastik and will be applied in warmer weather. 

March 31, 2011, violation, new well owner Houghton investments is reworking the well and tanks. A contractor is 
cutting up the old tanks. New plastic line has been ran from the new Dike to the well. The injection line is 2 inches DR 

73. It is rated for 320 PSI. I talked to Dave Atha a (report drops here) 

March 31, 2011, violation, follow-up to NOV #1516509743 new well owner Houghton Inventments is reworking the well 

and tanks. A contractor is cutting up the old tanks. New plastic line has been ran from the new Dike to the well. The 

injection line is 2 inches DR 73 . It is rated for (report drops here). No injection or annulus pressure in report. 

April 11, 2011, cement top 14.5 inches set at 2002 feet. Set bridge plug at 2080 feet, 1965 feet set cement retainer. 

Squeeze through holes in 4.5 inch casing. 

April 12, 2011, squeeze job on 4.5 inch casing. Cement retainer set at 1965 feet. Fluids circulated from backside of 4.5 

inch. Pumped cement through tubing. No cement returns to surface. 

April 14, 2011, drilling cement retainer out. 

April 21, 2011, set Packer contest injection tubing annulus. Injection pressure not listed, annulus pressure 698 

July 27, 2011, Lee Atha on site during inspection. I told Lee that he needs to place an ID at the well and tank. Injection 

pressure not listed, annulus pressure 138 

December 13, 2011, violation, follow-up to NOV # 207090688 identification of the well for previous company. Annulus 

had slight vacuum. Then, zero pressure. Andy called Lee Atha and told him to do a mini test and update the 

identification. Injection pressure 2, annulus pressure zero 

December 13, 2011, accompanied Jon Scott on inspection. Annulus pressure was 0. Talk to company representative Lee 

Atha. He will test annulus after the first of the year. He is awaiting the arrival of new testing apparatus. Injection 

pressure 2. 

December 13, 2011, violation, identification well for previous owner. Annulus had slight vacuum then 0 pressure. Andy 

called Lee Atha and told him to do a mini test and update the identification. Injection pressure 2, zero, annulus 

pressure. 

January 11, 2012, accompanied Andy Thomas on inspection. Identification a well is for previous company. Lee Atha was 

called and told to update the identification. Injection pressure not in report, annulus pressure 75. 

January 11, 2012, accompanied Jon Scott on inspection. Annulus pressure had been pumped up to 75 PSI. A phone call 

was made to Lee Atha regarding the identification on the wellhead. It needed to be updated. 

June 14, 2012, outdated identification remains at wellhead. Identification and tank battery is up to date. Injection 

pressure 12, annulus pressure 146. 



August 30, 2012, no violations noted at the time of inspection. Injection pressure, 18, annulus pressure 117. 

October 24, 2012, good identification at wellhead. Dike is free of water. Injection pressure 40, annulus pressure 20. 

February 11, 2013, new identification placard was observed at the wellhead. There was no substantial amount of fluid 

in the containment Dike. No leaks were observed at the wellhead or tank battery. The pump kicked on while I was 

inspecting the tank battery, but not w (report drops here). Injection pressure 45, annulus pressure 80. 

February 28, 2013, inspected containment Dike, injection pressure and annulus pressure. Accompanied by Kip 

Thompson MRI 2. Flow meter reading is in gallons. Injection pressure 31, annulus pressure 55. 

July 19, 2013, violation, inspected the injection pressure, annulus pressure, containment Dike, tanks, and pump. Dike is 
free of water. Identification is posted at the well. A distressed area 6' outside the Dike has two main areas 1 5t  8' by 4', 

2 "'  6' by 3'. Areas have no veget (report drops here). Injection pressure not reported, annulus pressure 108. 

August 5, 2013, Lee Atha called me and we discussed the scald area. Lee was planning on replacing one of the tanks in 

the Dike and was waiting to do all the work at one time. I asked Lee to proceed with the remediation as soon as 

possible. Lee agreed and will be sending (report drops here). No injection pressure, annulus pressure in report 

August 5, 2013, there has been no effort to remediate the scald the area outside the Dike. I called Lee Atha and left a 

message for him to call me. 
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Accompanied Jon Scott on inspection. 

Annulus pressure was 0. Talked to 

company representative Lee Atha. He 
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year. He is awaiting the arrival of new 

testing apparatus. 
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FOLLOW UP TO NOV # 144247568 
FOLLOW UP TO NOV # -207090688 

Identification at well for previous 

company. Annulus had slight vacuum 

then zero pressure. Andy called Lee 

Atha and told him to do a mini test and 

up date the identification. 

Accompanied Andy Thomas on 

inspection. Identification at well is for 

previous company. Lee Atha was called 

and told to update the identification. 

Accompanied Jon Scott on inspection. 

Annulus pressure had been pumped up 
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head. Identification at the tank battery 

is up to date. 
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Flow meter reading is in gallons. 



Inspected the injection pressure, 
annulus pressure, containment dike, 

tanks, and pump. Dike is free of water. 
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by 3'. Areas have no veget 

Lee Atha called me and we discussed 
the scald area. Lee was planning on 

replacing one of the tanks in the dike 
and was waiting to do all the work at 

one time. I asked Lee to proceed with 

the remediation as soon as possible. 

Lee agreed and will be sending 

There has been no effort to remediate 

the scald area outside the dike. I called 

lee Atha and left a message for him to 

call me. 
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