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TESTIMONY OF JULIE BOYLE 

  
My family moved to our current home on State Highway 392, 10 miles NE of Greeley, in 1997. 
At the time, we counted on much of the expansion of Weld County to occur west of Greeley, as 
had been happening thus far. While the highway we live on was not as serene and peaceful as 
many gravel county roads, there were fewer oil and gas wells, and there was much less traffic on 
our road back then. There was relatively little traffic on the weekends, especially Sundays. The 
recent increased oil/gas development has adversely-affected our neighborhood significantly.  
 
Within a ½ mile radius of our home, there are six oil and gas facilities, either wells or tank 
batteries (the majority). Given that the recent study done by the CU School of Public Health in 
Garfield County demonstrates adverse health impacts to those living within a ½ mile of A 
WELL, I am not surprised that our family and neighbors have experienced increased upper 
respiratory and skin irritation in the last few years, and I do fear for our long-term health. I am a 
walker, and cannot count the number of times I’ve walked past a tank battery and smelled 
methane off-gassing. It’s a pretty disgusting and worrisome experience.  
 
In the past year and a half, I’ve often counted the number of trucks that pass my place in one 
minute. I spend a lot of time outdoors, and I’ve performed this count many times. I’ve counted as 
many as six trucks a minute, and I do not count agricultural vehicles (livestock and milk semis-, 
feed and hay trucks, etc.) The traffic does not stop at any time of the day or night, and it has 
rendered it impossible for us to sleep in a bedroom facing the highway. We walk on the highway, 
on our way to a quieter gravel road, and total vigilance re: traffic is absolutely essential for our 
safety.  
 
I was recently told by an environmental advocate that the Colorado environmental community 
has pretty much given up on advocating for environmental safeguards in Weld County; they 
consider the county a “sacrifice zone”, feeling that we residents are unwilling to advocate for 
ourselves. To hear our county commissioners tell it, these advocates are correct, that they have 
heard no opposition. This is patently false. I am a member of the Greeley/Weld League of 
Women Voters, and we have co-sponsored two fracking roundtable discussions, and an 
appearance by the Gasland producer Josh Fox. I have witnessed Commissioner Sean Conway 
heatedly defending fracking to members of both roundtable discussions, and offering to 
intervene in future issues around fracking for them (he has not honored this commitment thus 
far.) There were approximately 300 attendees at the Fox event at the University of Northern 
Colorado, and the majority cheered him wildly. The Occupy Greeley group regularly sponsors 
anti-fracking events, and the Commissioners have to be Internet deaf and dumb to be unaware of 



these events. It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to realize that those who enjoy much better wages 
from oil and gas jobs will not speak out; this in no way implies they are not concerned. It is they 
who have suffered or have witnessed their co-workers suffer countless job-related injuries, and 
some deaths.  
 
I have begun to fear for our future property values. I cannot imagine other than that continuing 
evidence of the adverse impacts of oil and gas development will surface as additional studies, 
such as the one the University of Colorado intends to conduct, are performed. We are counting 
on a reasonably-increased value of our home as part of our retirement, and I don’t have near as 
much confidence that this will be the case as I did when I bought it in 1997.  
 
We and our neighbors and friends in Weld have experienced a number of adverse impacts from 
the increased oil and gas development occurring here, and we demand that our local and state 
officials embrace all safety assurance measures known or to be discovered in the future to protect 
our health and general well-being. If it is determined that this is not possible, we expect the 
development to cease.  
 
December 18, 2012  
 
Julie Boyle  
State Highway 392  
Weld County 



BEFORE THE OIL AND GAS CONSERVATION COMMISSION  
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO  

 
IN THE MATTER OF CHANGES TO THE RULES ) CAUSE NO. 1R 
OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE OF THE ) 
OIL & GAS CONSERVATION COMMISSION ) DOCKET No. 1211-RM-04 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO )  
 

 
TESTIMONY OF DAVE DEVANNEY 

  
Thank you for the opportunity to submit brief testimony related to the need for greater setbacks 
from homes and greater standing for affected homeowners and local governments to affect oil 
and gas siting decisions.  
 
In 2009, my town of Battlement Mesa learned 200 natural gas wells could be drilled within our 
borders.  Our unincorporated retirement community of nearly 5,500 residents is slated for 
industrial development within 450ft of homes and public buildings. Proposed development 
includes 24-hour operations, a large waste fluid handling facility, miles of pipeline, countless 
frack jobs, property easements, heavy truck traffic, and years of industrial activity.   
 
The land developer for our Planned Unit Development area signed a Surface Use Agreement 
(SUA) to allow drilling on open space throughout the community.  They did so without 
consulting community members or homeowners living close to the proposed oil & gas locations.  
The developer marketed homes around local green space to interested buyers yet retained surface 
rights to allow access for drilling in our parks, open space and golf course.  
 
Residents were given minimal opportunity to voice concerns prior to formalizing the SUA.  The 
operator and land developer, instead, provided an open house where local residents heard about 
the proposal from the two entities which stood to benefit financially.  In such a setting, there is 
no real guarantee that citizens with legitimate concerns would be heard by relevant agencies. 
 
Similarly, COGCC is proposing that an operator gives affected parties within 1,000 feet of the 
proposed oil and gas location a presentation about its plans.  This mandated “presentation” 
gives no assurance that the concerns of affected citizens will be heard.  Moreover, current 
state policy still does not ensure standing for adjacent landowners, neighbors or community 
residents in permitting decisions.  
 
Naturally, folks in the community began asking about potential public health, safety and welfare 
implications.  Many in the community already have compromised lung capacity to air quality is 
of particular concern.  In fall of 2009, we circulated a petition among mostly Battlement Mesa 
residents asking for health-based permitting decisions in or near our community.  In less than one 
month’s time, over four hundred signatures were gathered.  The petition states: 
 

 
“We, the undersigned, hereby petition the Board of County Commissioners of Garfield 



County, Colorado, the Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment (CDPHE), 
and the Colorado Oil & Gas Conservation Commission (COGCC) to defer any permitting 
decision related to natural gas exploration and/or production within the Planned Unit 
Development (PUD) of Battlement Mesa until a thorough study of public health, safety 
and welfare concerns associated with urban natural gas development has been 
completed.” 

 
As a result of this effort, Garfield County funded a Health Impact Assessment (HIA), and 
operators provided data to the first study of its kind.  Nationally credible researchers from a 
respected Colorado institution described a rationale for greater precaution when drilling in 
Battlement Mesa that included public health principles, toxicology literature and previous local 
research.  The researchers offered over 70 recommendations to better protect public health, 
safety, and welfare that included increased setbacks from homes.  
 
The authors’ conclusions were never finalized, however; time ran out on the contract between 
the university and county.  At the time, Garfield County Commissioners assured citizens that the 
HIA needn’t be completed because they would surely use its recommendations within a Special 
Use Permit process.   
 

We take the Garfield County Commissioners at their word.  It is important that COGCC 
actions related to setbacks do not infringe upon local government authority to require 
additional conditions of approval to protect local populations, resources and communities.   
 
 

All we have asked is, before drilling is permitted within Battlement Mesa, we want some 
assurance that drilling would not harm the health of those living in this retirement community.  
Although no surface occupancy has occurred within Battlement Mesa proper, we have 
experienced drilling around the edges of our borders.  In summer 2010, a well pad roughly 1,000 
ft from the town boundary began emitting noticeable odors that resulted in Battlement Mesa 
residents experiencing headaches, nosebleeds, and dizziness.  The operator was issued a Notice 
of Alleged Violation and placed a vapor recovery device on their equipment to reduce emissions 
of volatile organic compounds and other gases.  The operations may have been outside of the 
town’s borders, but it was still close enough to cause health implications.  After that experience, 
the residents of Battlement Mesa feel far from assured. 

Because residents in Garfield County have not felt that their health has been adequately protected 
by state regulations or inspections, some residents began using a bucket to collect their own air 
samples for testing.  It was through the use of the “bucket brigade” that we discovered an area 
that was experiencing a release of hydrogen sulfide gas.  

Earnest investment in air monitoring is vital, but so is transparent review of current information 
already held by COGCC and/or CDPHE.  In Garfield County, state officials historically assured 
citizens that the Piceance Basin had few traces of hydrogen sulfide gas.  Unfortunately, it took 
work of citizen volunteers collecting air samples in a bucket to spur public admission of repeated 
encounters with H2S.  Now, the state admits there are at least 312 wells in the Piceance with 



H2S-including wells south and southwest of Parachute.  Rule 607 in the COGCC rules may state, 
“Any gas analysis indicating the presence of hydrogen sulfide gas shall be reported to the 
Commission,” but the agency needs to publicly and honestly track and act upon collected 
information.  

 

Now we’ve got a new company involved in Battlement Mesa.  The original operator sold its 
assets in the Piceance to a different player, and there is no guarantee that the new company 
would honor previous commitments to Comprehensive Drilling Plans, Best Management 
Practices or community reinvestment.   

Colorado residents need more than voluntary commitments to the use of best practices.  
Regulations are needed to require the use of mitigations necessary to protect public health.  One 
of the most important mitigations is an adequate setback between homes and oil and gas 
operations.   

As a Battlement Mesa resident, I support a setback of at least 1,000ft.  COGCC’s proposal for 
350ft statewide setbacks would be a great threat to the retirement community of Battlement 
Mesa.       
 
Like nearly everyone else in Battlement Mesa, I am concerned about my family’s health, quality 
of life, industrial activity in and near residential areas, exposure to hazardous materials, loss of 
property values, and more.  There may be little scientific research related to oil & gas’ impacts to 
public health but interim action is merited today.  Colorado residents deserve precaution from 
their public officials and state policy.  Rather than allowing drilling near people and populated 
areas while research ensues, Colorado should delay permitting oil & gas close to people while 
the science plays out.   

 
Thank you, 
 
Dave Devanney 
 
28 Snowberry Place 
Battlement Mesa, CO 81635 
 
 
Links to Hydrogen Sulfide 
http://cogcc.state.co.us/Library/Presentations/NWForum20110901/NobleH2S220110901.pdf 
 
http://cogcc.state.co.us/Library/Presentations/NWForum20110901/COGCC_H2S20110901.pdf  
 
http://www.postindependent.com/article/20110902/VALLEYNEWS/110909997 

http://cogcc.state.co.us/Library/Presentations/NWForum20110901/NobleH2S220110901.pdf
http://cogcc.state.co.us/Library/Presentations/NWForum20110901/COGCC_H2S20110901.pdf
http://www.postindependent.com/article/20110902/VALLEYNEWS/110909997
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TESTIMONY OF DUKE COX  

 
When I sat down at the computer and began to consider my testimony, my mind went to a 
question. I reflected upon how many times I have taken the opportunity, and have been 
honored, to be a part of the decision making process each of you, Commissioners, now 
faces.  I simply don’t have the inclination nor the energy to figure it out, but I began to 
speak to this issue in 2005. When you add in all the other commissions, committees, and 
councils, before which I have appeared, I have asked hundreds of decision makers for the 
same thing…fairness and honesty. 
 
The decisions facing this commission are not trivial…nor are they technical…they are 
filled with humanity. The decisions you make affect real human beings in very real ways. 
The judgments you must make are filled with the anguish and disenfranchisement of the 
many living human beings that wind up on the losing end of the “play”; the thousands of 
Colorado citizens that drew the short straw when it comes to their dealings with a 
chemically intense industrial company that wants to take up residence, literally across the 
street, and yet bear no actual responsibility for the impact of their presence. Ask anyone 
who lives in the gas patch…those impacts are profoundly unpleasant and dangerous. 
 
Those humans are the ones for whom I speak; the ones whose story is not bankrolled and 
broadcast by the most powerful industry in the world. The ones’ whose homes I hope you 
will choose to protect.    
 
I am a builder. I build homes, among other things. I know how important a home can be. 
I also know far too many people whose homes have become an unhealthy trap, or an 
unlivable liability. Now, as the industries’ appetite for oil and gas profits continues to 
accelerate, more and more thousands of Colorado homes, and the people they hold, are 
going to be put at risk. It is imperative that this commission move decisively to establish 
rules that clearly put public safety as their priority. It is unfair to ask Colorado residents 
to live with significant risk, when that risk can be so easily reduced. 
 
The setback rule is a critical marker in letting companies know that Colorado only 
welcomes the best companies; those committed to using the best available technology 
and incorporating the very best management practices. Companies who want to produce 
oil and gas in Colorado should willingly utilize the remarkable reach capability of 
modern directional drilling. As we all know, both oil and gas are taken from pools with 
no distinct underground property lines. This reality greatly improves the flexibility of 



decisions about location. The industry lobbies’ who claim that surface property rights are 
a hindrance to drilling are not being honest. Companies who want to do business in 
Colorado must honestly and respectfully consider the need to protect our people and the 
homes they inhabit. 
 
It is not too much to ask, in view of the remarkable new technologies that are here and 
still emerging, for Colorado’s oil and gas companies to admit that theirs is what Scott 
Donato of Barrett Resources once referred to as an “intrusive” industry. It is within your 
authority to recognize the increasing threat to Colorado’s public health as drilling, 
fracking, and production operations creep ever closer to thousands more Colorado homes.  
A new setback rule requiring operators to remain at least a thousand feet from homes is a 
good start in the right direction.  
 
The developers and Homebuilders Association are being disingenuous when they claim 
that somehow they will be prohibited from developing new subdivisions if greater 
setbacks from homes are required.  Clearly this is not the case.  The proposed rules by the 
COGCC staff, and the rules proposed by the conservation community, both include the 
ability for a landowner to waive the setback requirement.  The developers own the land 
they are developing.  As landowners, they can waive any setback requirement – whether 
that setback be 350 feet, 1,000 feet, or 2,000 feet.   
 
With a 1,000 foot setback, developers will still be able to develop land as they choose.  
My guess is what the developers are truly concerned about is how they will market 
homes in subdivisions where they have waived the setback requirement.  
 
You all have a lot on your plate in protecting the public health, safety, welfare, and 
environment (including wildlife) while simultaneously promoting the oil and gas 
industry.  You do not have to worry, however, about how developers and homebuilders 
will market homes that may eventually be closer than 1,000 feet from an oil and gas 
facility.       
 
Colorado’s rulemaking process has been lauded by many people across the nation. 
Justifiably so. We have created a very comprehensive and workable set of rules that 
many consider to be a model for the nation, and we should all take pride in what we have 
created. But, as technology advances and as oil and gas operations inexorably move 
closer and closer to more heavily populated areas, those rules need to be updated. 
 
Now is the time to do that, and the people of Colorado are counting on you to represent 
them.  Your mission to represent the people of Colorado and to help protect their health 
and well being is not secondary to your responsibility to promote development. HB1341 
made that clear in 2009. Nothing has changed since then…the people of Colorado, the 
cities and towns in which they live, and the glorious Colorado environment that 
envelopes us all are under your stewardship. Please… for all the people in all the 
communities across our beautiful state…don’t forget that trust. 
 
Duke Cox  
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TESTIMONY OF DEE HOFFMEISTER 

I. WHERE DO YOU LIVE?  

We live in Dry Hollow outside of Silt, Colorado in Garfield County.  

II. WHAT IS YOUR EXPERIENCE WITH OIL AND GAS DEVELOPMENT?  

My husband and I bought our property near Silt as a place to retire, and we moved there in 1995. 
It was really peaceful at that time, with fresh air, herds of elk and deer in the winter months and 
room for our grandchildren to run and play outside. When we moved to Silt, we had no 
experience with oil and gas development, and did not know we were moving into an area 
targeted for intensive gas drilling. We thought we were moving to the countryside where we 
could retire and enjoy life.  

In late summer 2005, we took a vacation in Minnesota to attend our 50th high school class 
reunion and visit family. When we returned home in late September, we were stunned to see the  
drilling rig had been erected on the property next door – about 700 feet from our home. When we 
got out of our car, we were overwhelmed by a visible cloud of something that smelled horrible 
and had blown over our home from the well. Shortly after I got into our house, I passed out 
because of the fumes.  

Prior to this whole scenario, we met with the field man of the gas company.  We told him that 
drilling where they wanted to would be a big problem and that the rig was going to be too close 
to our home.  Every afternoon the wind would come up and blow towards our home.  That didn’t 
matter as they had already made the decision to drill there.   

For 8 months, I had to live with my daughter and family in Glenwood Springs because every 
time I tried to return home I experienced severe headaches, back and leg pain, nausea, dizziness 
and other symptoms. I finally moved back after the gas company finished drilling and closed a 
pit that was on the well pad. But I still experience severe headaches, dizziness and other 
symptoms if I go outside when the wind is blowing chemical odors toward our home from the 
many condensate tanks positioned above us.  

I have seen medical specialists who tell me that the cause of my health problems is 
“inconclusive,” but I am personally convinced that they result from whatever it is that the gas 
well generated. I am told that air testing on our property in 2006 showed high levels of certain 



chemicals (benzene, tolulene, ethylbenzene and xylene). A copy of those test results are attached 
as Exhibit DH-1.  

In addition to my health issues, our lives have been totally disrupted by the 24-7 lighting, the 
noise of industrial vehicles and drilling equipment, and the noxious fumes from the gas well. In 
March 2007 a workover rig started operating on the well pad. One night in mid-March, we were 
awakened around 3 a.m. by the sound of three pops. When we looked outside, a fire was burning 
with flames rising high in the air. My daughter-in-law grabbed a video camera and filmed the 
fire, which came from a burning condensate tank. A video of the fire is attached as Exhibit DH-
2. My husband ran out to the deck but he had to immediately come back inside because the deck 
was too hot to stand on. The condensate tank was located between the well pad and our property 
line, even closer to our home than the well. After that fire I was hospitalized and had to live with 
my daughter and family for another 2 months. 

During this same period, our children and their families lived with us on the property. They also 
suffered from the gas well fumes. Four of our seven grandchildren living there developed asthma 
and were constantly sick. Those four children have since moved to California with our son and 
daughter-in-law, who tell us that the grandchildren are no longer sick since the move. We’re 
happy for them, of course, but we really miss our grandchildren. Our daughter and her three 
children still live on our property, because they do not have the option to move elsewhere. I 
really worry about whether they will get cancer or have other health problems in the future.  

We sold our homes on 331 Road and took a big loss and we live in the home on 326 Road.   
With the current economy we cannot sell our remaining home it would be too great a loss. We 
bought a home in Arizona three years ago and when I am there I never experience any symptoms 
I have when I am home in Silt.  That upsets me as I love our home in Colorado but living here is 
not enjoyable anymore because of the arrival of the gas companies and rigs all around us.    

Today, before I go outside to work in the garden, or to do any work outside, my husband goes 
out first to test the air. If he can smell the condensate tanks odors, then it is unsafe for me to go 
outside. I have several air purifiers inside my home and most of the time, so long as I stay inside, 
I feel OK.  Although at times my lungs will seize up just sitting in the house with no explanation 
whatsoever.   

My husband and I have been married for 57 years, and we worked hard so that we could retire in 
beautiful Colorado. This is not the life my husband and I sought when we moved here. We did 
not expect to retire in an industrial zone where our family would have to endure constant 
lighting, noise, constant semi traffic on our country road and dangerous fumes.  

II. ARE YOU AWARE OF OTHER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING SIMILAR PROBLEMS?  

When our problems first started, I thought that I was the only one experiencing these issues. I 
tried calling different government agencies for help, but I got answers such as, “if you find out 
let me know;” “it is out of our hands -- this is run by the federal government;” and “there are no 
laws in Colorado to protect the homeowners.” All in all, it was awfully frustrating and 
depressing.  



Since then, I have learned that other people in my area have had similar problems. Not only do 
they deal with the same noises, noxious fumes and problems of living near an industrial zone, but 
they experience the same health issues that I do. People have also developed different tumors and 
cancers. Several people in my immediate area have just moved away because of concern for their 
health. Right now it is about the only choice you have -- if you can afford to do so.  

My neighbors and I feel like we are the “canaries in the coal mine.” When miners used canaries 
to determine the safety of the air in the mines, they didn’t wait for volumes of scientific data to 
determine that the air was dangerous. They understood that if the canaries died, the air in the 
mines was unsafe. Many of us living close to gas wells feel exactly the same way.  

III. WOULD A GREATER DISTANCE BETWEEN THE GAS WELL AND YOUR HOME 
HAVE HELPED PREVENT THE PROBLEMS YOU HAVE EXPERIENCED?  

Moving the gas well farther from my home would have been a big improvement. If the well and 
its equipment were 1000 feet away, it would have helped with the noise and the danger from the 
2007 fire. I expect that my exposure to the fumes would have been much less intense, as well.  

IV. IF YOU HAD HAD A RIGHT TO REQUEST A HEARING WHEN THE NEW WELL 
WAS PERMITTED NEAR YOUR HOME, WOULD THAT HAVE HELPED PREVENT THE 
PROBLEMS YOU HAVE EXPERIENCED?  

If I had been notified that the drilling was planned, and that I had a right to request a hearing 
with this Commission, I would have asked for the well to be placed further from our house. This 
would have been easy for the gas company to do, because the well near our home is on property 
that has no house (the owner lives in another town). When I look at the land surrounding our 
property (including several other rigs and wells pads I can see from my house), there are 
alternative locations where the well next to our home might have been placed much farther away 
from any homes.  

When wells are permitted near homes, the gas companies should have a reason to work out a 
balanced compromise that protects the neighbors but still allows the gas to be extracted. The 
surface owner of the land where the well is drilled already can negotiate with the gas company 
over its location. But as a neighbor, I am at an unfair disadvantage. My surface owner neighbors 
can ask for the well to be located as far from their home as possible – but that often puts the well 
close to their property line and near my house. If I had a right to a hearing before this 
Commission, it would give the gas company a reason to cooperate with me in planning the well. 
And if the company refuses to work out a balanced arrangement, I should have a right to protect 
my interests before an unbiased agency.  

Instead, the well near our home was already being drilled before we even learned what was 
happening. When we complained to the gas company, a company representative offered to pay 
for either a motel room or a rented house for us. Unfortunately, with all the gas workers here, 
very few rental homes or affordable motel rooms are available. We could not find an acceptable 
place that would work for our extended family, who were living with us at that time. Besides, I 



don’t think that my only option should be to move out of my home when a gas company wants to 
drill nearby.  

I understand that the gas companies and the mineral owners have the right to drill for gas. But 
that drilling affects my right to enjoy my own property, and the value of that property. My 
husband and I used our life savings to buy a retirement home. As land owners, we should have a 
procedure available to protect our home and our family’s health. The gas company’s interest in 
making a profit shouldn’t automatically trump our property rights, or our health and well-being.  
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TESTIMONY OF TRÉSI HOUPT 
 

Most Coloradans appreciate the importance of a strong economy and energy independence.  Oil 
and gas reserves in Colorado are plentiful, but because of the way reserves are developed, 
extraction poses many concerns for residents living among drill rigs, fracking, pump jacks and 
heavy truck traffic.  One prominent debate is how close wells and production facilities should be 
to homes, schools, hospitals and other occupied buildings. 

The current state standards established by the Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission 
(COGCC) are a 150 foot buffer from structures in rural areas of Colorado and 350 feet in high 
density urban/areas.   The 150 foot standard was adopted to make sure a drill rig would not hit 
any surrounding structures if it fell.  It is less clear what the 350 foot standard is based on.  
However, what is clear is that neither standard properly considers potential impacts to the health, 
safety, and welfare of people living close to drilling and fracking activity. 

You as commissioners, have an opportunity to take the lead in adopting a reasonable and 
responsible regulation for setbacks from occupied structures, including homes, schools and 
hospitals.  The proposed regulation that your staff has brought forward, falls short.   I am asking 
that you adopt a regulation that requires a minimum 1,000 foot setback from homes and a 1,500 
foot setback from high occupancy buildings.  These setback requirements would better guarantee 
the protection of people’s health, safety and welfare. 

Protection of health, safety, and welfare get thrown around so much at these hearings that it 
begins to sound as if it is a single mandate.  It is not.  Protection of health is looking toward the 
long-term health of citizens and workers living and working around oil and gas development.  
Safety, refers to the protection of the workers and the public from short-term accidents, human 
error or compromises in equipment that can lead to death or injury.  Welfare refers to protection 
of a quality of life that people move to Colorado – and to Garfield County – to enjoy.  Protection 
of public welfare refers to the public’s right to live in an area free from industrial noise, odors, 
traffic and pollution.      

 

 



HEALTH 

During my tenure on the Garfield County Commission many residents were coming forward 
with health issues, instances of contaminated water, air quality and land use concerns.  The 
health complaints ranged from enhanced asthmatic conditions, coughing up of blood and chronic 
headaches to unusual tumors potentially linked to the chemicals being used during the fracing 
and drilling process.  The Board of County Commissioners decided it was important to conduct 
studies that would begin to answer questions about the impacts of natural gas development in our 
county, including a two phased hydrogeologic characterization study in the Mamm Creek Field, 
a community health risk analysis, and a health risk assessment in Battlement Mesa that was to 
have followed with a more comprehensive, data driven health study. All of these studies 
recognized an increased risk to human health to people living in closer proximity of oil and gas 
development.  The two most recent studies,  the 2008 “Community Health Risk Analysis of Oil 
and Gas Industry Impacts in Garfield County, Colorado” by the Saccomanno Institute and “The 
Battlement Mesa Health Impact Assessment” by the Colorado School of Public Health, 
University of Colorado at Denver, both recognized a need to consider a requirement of greater 
setbacks from homes. 
 
Unfortunately, it appears that any health impact analysis, whether it comes from the leading 
research school in Colorado or from the EPA (see Pavillion water quality study), will be opposed 
by the oil and gas industry.  To address this issue, I would suggest that you support the 
suggestion from Commissioner Spielman and host a panel of medical experts to better 
understand what research has shown about the known health impacts of the oil and gas industry 
and what important follow-up research needs to occur.  In the meantime, it is your charge to 
protect the health of the citizens of Colorado as it relates to oil and gas development.  Regardless 
of the data that may or may not currently exist, the most reliable recommendations on how best 
to accomplish this will come from medical professionals who have been studying recent medical 
concerns around energy development. 
 
SAFETY 
 
During my tenure as a Garfield County Commissioner, my county experienced well fires that 
would have incinerated homes had they been situated 500 feet from the structure, fumes that 
drove landowners from their homes and water well contamination that would not have occurred 
with greater setbacks.  The current COGCC staff recommendation of a state-wide 350 foot 
setback is not sufficient. 
 
I would like to remind you of two different homeowners who were impacted by fire and 
contamination that occurred as a result of natural gas development in Colorado.  My examples 
are not new, as all three incidents have been brought to the commission during various hearings.   



The first is the Amos water well whose well cap literally blew off, flooding the pasture with 
murky, fizzing water.  There had been fracking activity on the day the water well was 
compromised on a gas well located 700 feet from the Amos home.  Sometime later, Mrs. Amos 
was diagnosed with a rare adrenal tumor that often is connected with 2-butoxyethanol (2-BE), 2-
BE has been found to be used in hydraulic fracking mixes.  There was great debate over the 
cause of this incident, 4 years after the occurrence the COGCC completed their investigation and 
determined that Encana had contaminated the Amos water well; the company ultimately settled 
with the Amos family. 

The Hoffmeisters home was more than 500 feet from a natural gas well when the well caught on 
fire.  As testified to previously, their porch was so hot they had to move from it.  Had their home 
been 350 feet from the well, I believe it would have burned to the ground.  Mrs. Hoffmeister has 
experienced ongoing health problems dizziness, fainting and headaches.  On several occasions, 
she has had to move out of her home. 

I am personally aware of these cases because they happened in Garfield County, but there are 
other examples that came before me while I sat on the COGCC.  It is just common sense that 
public safety would be improved by separating oil and gas industrial land uses from residential 
land uses by a setback of at least 1,000 feet. 

WELFARE 

As a Garfield County Commissioner, I heard from hundreds of people who were angered that 
their quality of life was being harmed by the operations of the oil and gas industry in their 
neighborhoods.  The industry can be responsive to complaints and has the ability to be much less 
impactful on public welfare through use of best management practices.  Rather than be 
complaint-driven, these best management practices should be standard whenever oil and gas 
development is proposed near homes.   

However, best management practices alone, will not be able to address all the impacts of the oil 
and gas industry on public welfare.  There must also be a physical separation of residential and 
industrial uses.  A 1,000 foot setback is a modest separation between a home and a heavy 
industrial operation. 

I am aware of the unique concerns other stakeholders, including the homebuilders, cattlemen and 
agricultural communities, have expressed over greater setback requirements from oil and gas 
wells.  During the rulemaking process in 2007/2008, we as commissioners discovered many 
situations where we needed to look at different fields independently.  I believe, there are two 
reasonable options that can be inserted into the Rule to allow for a setback smaller than 1000 
feet, the first would allow for a royalty owner/land owner to wave the 1000 foot setback 
administratively, the second would address applications involving split estates where the surface 
owner would have the opportunity to support a variance  Both options should reasonably address 
any concern that stakeholders should have over larger setback requirements.  Again, as a state, 
we must place the health, safety and welfare of the people of Colorado above all else. 



During the past decade there has been strong debate in Colorado about the impact of oil and gas 
development on Colorado’s public health, safety and welfare, as well as, the environment and 
wildlife. The industry’s response has been to improve technology to allow for drilling at greater 
distances. They are now able to extract deposits as far as 9,000 feet from the well site.  The 
COGCC should embrace such technological innovations and increase setbacks to a distance that 
will keep Coloradans safe and reduce environmental impacts. 

REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

An ongoing debate in Colorado occurs over who has authority to regulate the various aspects of 
oil and gas development.  Colorado’s governing structure makes it logical for local government 
to regulate oil and gas activity as it relates to land use.  The state has resources to regulate the 
technical aspects of energy development. Local governments, both counties and municipalities, 
have the authority, resources and expertise to regulate land use planning.  The various arms of 
government are supposed to work cooperatively to protect the health, safety and welfare of their 
constituents.  Counties and municipalities should exercise their authority and determine what 
setback, above the state’s minimum, makes most sense for their jurisdiction.  The state should 
embrace this partnership. 

SUMMARY 

The oil and gas industry, in many respects, has improved their approach to development and 
technology has greatly advanced from a decade ago. However, where oil and gas development 
has occurred we have seen compromised systems and human error, resulting in injury, death, 
loss of quality of life and land values and pollution to our water, air and soil.  

Colorado has an opportunity to take the lead in protecting the health, safety and welfare of the 
people living near oil and gas development.  The COGCC should demonstrate strong leadership 
by adopting a state-wide regulation that requires a minimum 1,000 foot setback from homes and 
1,500 foot setback from high occupancy buildings, makes land owners within 1000 feet party to 
the process and recognizes local government’s authority to require a greater setback where 
appropriate.  Variances to site pads closer to homes, schools, hospitals and other public buildings 
can be granted if all impacted parties agree and if the COGCC and local government believe it is 
in the best interest of the public. 

Should you choose to adopt a 350 foot setback from homes and occupied buildings, those of us 
who worked tirelessly to get legislation adopted in 2007 will work even harder in 2013 to get 
responsible setback legislation adopted to ensure the protection of the health, welfare and safety 
of the people residing in Colorado. 

 
Trési Houpt,  
Former Colorado Oil and Gas Commissioner and Garfield County Commissioner 
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My testimony is based on 27 years as an environmental professional, certified professional 
geologist and four years as Garfield County’s oil and gas liaison/local government designee.  My 
service for Garfield County was during a time when the Board of County Commissioners as a 
whole was still exhibiting some measure of concern for local residents, so I was fully engaged 
with the community and experiencing a first row view of issues that surround the current 
rulemaking on setbacks and water quality.  The Board of County Commissioners approved all of 
my budget requests as the Director of the Oil and Gas Department, with which I acquired a full 
suite of instruments to measure environmental effects of development in the field. With that 
budget, I also personally designed and oversaw the current groundwater study in the Mamm 
Creek Field Area, which to my knowledge is the first in the nation to install monitoring wells 
specifically dedicated to monitoring water quality in an active gas field.   
 
During my tenure, the rate of development was at a peak.  Over 70 drill rigs were operating in 
Garfield County alone and over 2000 wells per year were being permitted by COGCC, the 
greatest number of any county in the state.  COGCC undertook an overhaul of its rules in 2008 
and I represented not only Garfield County, but also the other counties, as COGCC only allowed 
a certain number of representatives from local government to participate in the weekly 
stakeholder meetings. I coordinated a weekly conference call of 31 counties and organized our 
collective response to regulatory proposals that were being advanced by COGCC and the others 
who participated in the stakeholder meetings.  
 
I was the designated contact in County government for the public and the industry in the most 
actively drilled jurisdiction in the State.  I kept a confidential database of the complaints, and 
although the information was technically discoverable under the state’s open records law, I was 
able to convince the press to refrain from accessing the database in order to protect the 
complainants’ privacy on several occasions. I also created a method of keeping some complaints 
anonymous, so my Department provided something of a safe haven for residents to register their 
concerns without fear of reprisal. I believe this may have resulted in a more comprehensive 
understanding of residents’ experiences in the gas patch than might be gained from more public 
complaint files.   
 
Not only did my staff and I receive, investigate, document, resolve and report on complaints 
from the public about the industry, but I also assisted industry with issues they had in responding 
to those complaints, and in navigating local government land use and road regulations. I also 
worked closely with COGCC staff on a variety of issues, such as orphaned wells, groundwater 



and surface water quality investigations, regulatory language, especially pertaining to 
comprehensive development plans, glitches in the new permitting system and form 2As, well 
spacing interventions, spills and rule violations. I also served on the County’s Energy Advisory 
Board, representing the County as well as coordinating the meetings and arranging for 
educational presentations. Therefore, my perspective on oil and gas development in Colorado is 
informed by the public’s perception of the industry, the industry’s perception of regulations and 
the public, expert presentations on such topics as fracking technology, well construction and gas 
marketing, as well as my own direct observations of incidents and interactions in the Piceance 
Basin.  
 
First, I wish to note that I was sensitized, probably more than anyone else, to the extreme 
importance of oil and gas development to our local, state and national economies. Oil and gas 
development is so important to our local government, that the elections of political 
representatives, like county commissioners, are driven by the preference of the industry and its 
employees and related businesses.  Similarly, the careers of people like me, who had excellent 
reputations prior to involvement in oil and gas, can and have been ruined by failing to promote 
the industry to its satisfaction.   The amount of power this industry wields is stupefying.  So is its 
technical ingenuity.  Comprehending the astonishing power and prowess of the oil and gas 
industry is particularly critical to your mission in revising the rules because you will be 
attempting to balance the cry for stricter regulation with what strikes you viscerally as fair and 
economically justifiable. You will listen to homeowners waving their arms and expressing fears 
of poisoned air and water, which you will contrast with the calm, knowledgeable presentations of 
highly trained professional geologists, engineers and lawyers from the industry.  And you will be 
tempted, perhaps arrogantly, to write off the concerns of homeowners as hysteria, feeling 
satisfied that you have rationally absorbed facts rather than fantasies and will protect the fearful 
people after you have become informed by listening to their rational counterparts in the industry. 
You will tell yourself that you will make decisions based on a genuine dedication to the best 
interests of all concerned.  After all, you have been chosen by the Governor-you must be very 
wise. As one who has also been where you are, listening to both sides and charged with 
advancing the public interest, I am here to ask you to think twice before you indulge in your self 
confidence.  Ask yourself whether people’s fears are really so unjustified.  Is communication 
style an accurate indicator of truth? Are there other facts lurking in the dark where the probing 
eye of the press or your questions emanating from a building in downtown Denver cannot reach? 
Is the ability to be dispassionate a mark of superior knowledge and intelligence or do you and 
every industry witness live where there isn’t a drill rig or compressor in site? And if you and the 
industry witnesses did own a home that was surrounded by drill rigs generating noise 24/7 as 
well as odors, and thunderous, treacherous truck traffic, would you and they be as cool and 
collected about these issues or might you share some of the emotions that might appear to detract 
from the credibility of some of the lay witnesses?  
 
I urge you to force yourself to respectfully listen to these people who traveled across this 
mountainous, snowy state and understand that for every one who took the time and paid the 
emotional price to come testify there are three others who couldn’t make the trip because of 
health reasons or work or other responsibilities or because they finally managed to move away 
from the gas patch and just can’t stand to think about it anymore.   
 



With all of that said, I am here to present my thoughts on the setbacks rule you are considering.   
 
In 2007, as I was gathering office supplies and settling into my office on 3rd Street in Rifle, I 
received a phonecall from a resident of Chipperfield Lane.  Many COGCC staff will recognize 
that name because it is notorious, and in my first week of work it already sounded familiar to me.  
I went out to visit the gentleman at his ranch.  He sat on his front porch and told me about how 
he bought the property because he enjoyed watching the plentiful wildlife, but that the elk no 
longer come there.  Then he paused and said, “I don’t know why I’m telling you this.  You work 
for the County. You don’t give a damn.” 
 
I was to hear that sentiment expressed many times. You see, it is common for people in this area 
to feel rebuffed by the government, which presents the only legal means of protecting themselves 
from what some see as an assault on their homes and lifestyles.  The reason for this man’s call 
was that there had been a spill from an oil and gas facility and the liquid had flowed through the 
swale on his property.  Samples had been taken and he understandably wanted to know whether 
they showed that all of the residue had been removed.  It had been months since the samples 
were taken and he had called COGCC staff several times.  While you commissioners and I 
understand that lab analyses take longer than the lay public would think, perceived delays like 
this engender distrust.  I asked the gentleman if he had contacted the operator that spilled the 
waste on his property directly.  He responded that he was afraid to talk to them because they 
drive their trucks up and down his road constantly, and if he were perceived by them as a 
troublemaker, he would find his mailbox or fences destroyed.  When I paused to consider this 
claim, he added, “It’s happened to people.” I promised to contact the COGCC staff member on 
the case and when I did, I was told that indeed the complainant had called asking for lab results, 
but they were not yet available.  And by the way, that guy is usually drunk.  I ask you as 
commissioners, what does the complainant’s drinking habits have to do with the availability of 
sampling results?  Was he somehow less entitled to know whether his property was 
contaminated? In my experience, this kind of discrediting of complainants by government 
staffers and industry field staff was common. And commissioners should understand that more 
people would probably complain to COGCC and appear to testify at hearings like this if there 
were not an underlying atmosphere of intimidation and fear in the gas patch. 
 
Soon after responding to this complaint, I received a call from a woman who wanted me to see 
how one of the gas companies had re-contoured the land surface when they built an access road 
to her neighbor’s wellpad. She felt that the new drainage pattern was causing her basement to 
flood.  I walked the property with her, and she related concerns that included trespass by a 
seismic contractor whose employees appeared in her field and when questioned told her that they 
had permission to be there. I sympathized and agreed that I would also be incensed that someone 
would have the nerve to tell me they had permission to be on my property when I, as the owner, 
never gave it. However, I told her that I thought the topography did not appear to conduct runoff 
toward her house, and that the irrigation ditch that lay uphill from her home was the probable 
cause of her flooding.  She was not happy with me.  Neither was the couple whose water well 
COGCC sampled in 2010 and found to be contaminated with bacteria unrelated to the nearby gas 
well. In that case I accompanied COGCC staff who performed the sampling and when the results 
came back, I agreed with the COGCC interpretation that there was no indication that the malodor 



of their water was related to oil and gas development.  Obviously, not every ill that besets the 
residents of the gas patch is caused by the industry. 
 
One time I drove out to Grass Mesa to investigate a noise complaint with the County’s 
Environmental Health staffer. An Encana drilling rig was emitting a high-pitched squeal that was 
disturbing from our observation point of several hundred feet away. Encana staff informed me 
that the noise was from the brake on the rig and that they were going to try to either replace the 
brake or construct sound barriers. I believe the problem was addressed within a couple of weeks, 
but my recollection is that no regulatory actions were taken to terminate the activity while a 
remedy was being sought.  The neighbors simply had to deal with it.  After all, Encana was 
paying a lot of money to lease that rig. 
 
Noise complaints also resulted from truck traffic.  On roads that the County designated as “haul 
routes” residents called quite often to complain.  In one case I visited a home with a Road and 
Bridge Department official who was generally very protective of the industry partly because he 
owned a welding company that contracted to oil and gas operators.  As we strained to talk above 
the din of truck traffic passing by the complainant’s house, she told us that she was unable to 
sleep because of the constant noise that went on 24 hours a day. My colleague even admitted that 
the noise was unbearable, but there was nothing we could do about it because the road was a 
designated haul route.  COGCC rules do not and in fact cannot affect traffic.  The County 
attempted to direct gas field traffic to the safest routes, but someone’s road had to accommodate 
the traffic and the affected homeowners were often quite unhappy.  I also received calls from 
people who claimed to have been run off the road by oilfield trucks and at least one fatality of a 
truck driver occurred in my first summer on the job.  The industry’s response to my inquiries 
about traffic safety was that they couldn’t control the pumpers and other trucking contractors-
they were separate companies. No matter how hard COGCC may try to mitigate some of the 
negative effects of oil and gas development, some are simply not under the control of any 
government.  
 
In 2008 I watched a Williams rig burn almost to the ground.  A newspaper article quoted the 
Williams spokesperson as saying that the fire was difficult to get under control and its cause was 
under investigation.  They never provided any results of the investigation to me as the county’s 
oil and gas liaison or to the Energy Advisory Board or our Board of Commissioners.  I also 
watched an Antero well spew a cloud of vapor hundreds of feet into the air for hours.  They had 
to wait for several days before a crew from Texas could get here and regain control over the 
well.  Antero also stated that the incident was under investigation and would not provide 
information to me as to what the cause was.  They agreed to sample well water from an area 
around the site, but it was like pulling teeth to get them to share the data, which I could have 
used to reassure nearby residents and politicians.  The County, in cooperation with Antero, 
blocked off a safe perimeter around this well.  This is not difficult to do in a rural setting like 
Garfield County, but could be far more disruptive in a more populous area. 
 
At the end of 2008 Laramie II proposed a well location about 1000 feet from a subdivision called 
Rifle Village South.  When Laramie applied for a driveway permit from our Road and Bridge 
Department, the Department Director told me he thought I should bring this well permit to the 
Board of County Commissioners’ (BOCC) attention. When the well permit application came in, 



I placed the case on the BOCC’s docket.  A number of residents from the village spoke to the 
BOCC protesting the proposed well location on the basis of its proximity to the community.  The 
BOCC retreated to a back room to deliberate on their decision whether to ask the COGCC for a 
hearing on the permit.  I explained to the BOCC that COGCC rules required extra precautions 
for drilling in “high density” areas, and that Laramie II was willing to invoke those precautions 
even though the well site was, according to them, outside the 1000 foot limit (although my 
measurements showed it being literally 999 feet away from the nearest qualifying structure).   I 
also explained that the residents did not have standing under the COGCC rules to protest the 
permit directly, and that any request by the County, which had vicarious standing, would have to 
be supported by a claim that the well would present an imminent danger.  The County Attorney 
and I felt this was a viable claim since the proposed well would have been located at the entrance 
to the community and only one road provided access. Anyone trying to evacuate in case of an 
emergency would have to travel on that road toward the well/hazard.  The BOCC decided to file 
a request for a hearing, and Laramie withdrew its application, but I seriously doubt that the 
present BOCC in Garfield County would take the same vote today. Residents should not be at 
the mercy of a fickle local board of commissioners to represent such important interests, and 
need their own standing before the COGCC. 
 
In 2009 I attended a meeting at the request of a resident named Dick Prather.  His brother Ned 
had drunk benzene laced water from a well on their hunting cabin north of Parachute.  Dick and 
another prominent property/mineral owner wanted me to hear about plans for sampling water on 
their properties, which were being very actively developed by a number of different operators.  I 
also agreed to accompany Dick and his lawyer to the cabin, which could only be accessed 
through guard gates.  It is important to understand that much of what happens in gas fields in the 
Piceance Basin is out of view from the public and government officials alike.  I was only able to 
visit this property because the surface owner took me there. This area on the Roan Plateau is 
surprisingly beautiful and the view of the cliff faces from the valley below gives no indication of 
the rich wildlife habitat and wilderness beyond.  It is gouged by deep canyons filled with stands 
of aspen and the ridges are literally strewn with well pads. Above the Prather cabin the ridges 
held pads operated by three different operators.  One was a small independent and I 
photographed oil-stained soil around their open pit on Dick’s property with my County-issued 
cell phone.  Dick called me repeatedly over the course of the next few months to inquire whether 
I had heard anything from COGCC regarding the results of their investigation into the source of 
the hydrocarbons present in his well water.  The investigation dragged on for about two years.  
Meanwhile, Oxy had reported finding leaks from pits on their pads nearby and had been fined by 
COGCC for releases to local creeks.  COGCC’s consultant determined that a Williams site was 
the source of the benzene at the Prather spring and COGCC eventually fined Williams.  The 
company presumably paid the fine, but never admitted responsibility.  
 
In 2009 I also received a complaint from a resident who thought that Williams had violated their 
contract governing a wellpad on her property.  I visited the site and observed a backhoe operator 
scraping soil from a dirt pile into the pit.  The pit contained dark liquid as well as trash.  The 
contract and the COGCC rules prohibited the burying of trash on the site.   
 
I reported the incident to the COGCC and was told an inspector would be sent to the site.  He did 
not call me to report on his findings so I had to call to follow up.  He told me he had sampled the 



pit contents and when I asked him whether he had collected samples from the dark colored areas 
he responded that he didn’t know-he didn’t know what he was doing but had been told to go take 
a sample and that was what he did. Ultimately, he found nothing at the site and to my knowledge 
no notices of violation were issued despite the statements from two eye witnesses that garbage 
had been dumped illegally in the pit.  The property owner had a consulting firm sample the pit 
and the results she shared with me showed low levels of hydrocarbons in the sediments left on 
the site, in contrast with COGCC’s sampling results. 
 
On my way to this residence, I mistook a private road for a county road and traveled several tens 
of feet before seeing a sign that indicated it was a private access road to a wellpad. In front of the 
sign was a pothole containing a dark liquid that smelled like petroleum. At the office I checked 
the COGCC records, but no report had been filed regarding a spill.  The volume may have been 
below the reporting threshold of 5 barrels.   
 
In 2010 I received a call from a resident on Taughenbaugh Mesa saying that he had been awoken 
the night before by a truck on the road in front of his house.  He looked out the window and saw 
a tanker truck. Eventually, the truck drove away, but later that morning when he walked out to 
the road, he could see there had been a spill.  By the time I arrived there was very little free 
liquid, but the road surface was stained and smelled of petroleum.  Only one operator had a well 
nearby and when I called Laramie II they agreed that hauling contractor who spilled the liquid 
was likely to have been servicing their well.  They had a contractor clean up the spill.   
 
These are only a couple of examples of spills that either did go unreported or would have gone 
unreported if someone hadn’t witnessed suspicious activity, and they were random discoveries.  
Based on my observations of stains on the roads in Garfield County and conversations I have had 
with contractors, it would not surprise me if small spills resulting from drivers forgetting to shut 
valves like the one on Taughenbaugh Mesa occurred frequently in the gas patch. But “small” 
spills that are under the reporting limit of about 200 gallons can have serious consequences.   
 
Around the same time an elderly resident called my office repeatedly to complain about noise 
from a nearby compressor station.  I called Bill Barrett Corporation (BBC), who owned the 
compressor station, and they invited me for a tour.  They shared their plans to install state-of-the-
art sound suppression at the site, and I was duly impressed.  However, the renovation was taking 
months to complete and the noise level in the meantime was not only in violation of the rules, 
but it was clearly high enough to present a nuisance to the complainant.  The regulatory response 
was that at least BBC was improving the insulation of the compressor building and the 
disturbance to the local resident would only be temporary.  It didn’t seem right to COGCC staff 
to penalize BBC for doing the right thing. But what about the complainant’s life in the 
meantime? 
 
During my tenure I often received complaints about odors.  More often than not, the 
complainants left a message at night and I was not able to detect odors by the time I arrived at 
the site in the morning.  In many cases, when I contacted the closest operator they admitted that 
they had been flowing back after fracking or they said they would send someone to the wellpad 
and would find a valve that stuck open on a condensate tank.  On one occasion I toured a heavily 
developed ranch, where the owner had not only hosted several wellpads but also a centralized 



frack pit.  The operator had opted for a centralized facility rather than placing pits on every pad.  
This was a practice that I advocated, as it seemed to reduce some air and water contamination 
risks as well as odor problems.  But the pit contained high concentrations of volatile organics 
(VOCs), which registered a strong deflection on my photoionization detector. This could have 
been the source of some of the odor complaints that I heard.  Antero as much as confirmed the 
problematic nature of large fracking pits when they promised that they would cover any such 
facilities when they built them as part of their forthcoming Battlement Mesa development.  
 
Antero’s laudable commitment to green completions, however, shed light on another troubling 
aspect of oil and gas development. In 2010 a landowner complained to me about a pipeline that 
was being built across his property. I visited the site and observed that the pipeline was being 
laid in a trench through native soil.  In this area, the sediment is extremely poorly sorted, 
consisting of material that ranges from silt to boulders within the same shovelful.  Many 
segments of pipe rested on boulders spaced as much as ten feet apart with no finer grained 
material underneath.  Not only did this appear to present a risk of instability from a common 
sense standpoint, but it violated the pipe manufacturer’s specifications for the use of its product.  
When I called COGCC to discuss the situation, I was told that inspectors had been sent out, that 
the pictures didn’t look that bad and that the rules did not require proper backfilling and support 
of pipelines.  Furthermore, jurisdiction over pipelines that were not on wellpads was not clear, as 
the county, the state and the federal government, as well as the PUC, maintained a complicated 
labyrinth of jurisdiction.  In this case and in others involving pipeline leaks and backfill issues I 
found that staff was unsure of their jurisdiction vis `a vis the PUC and other agencies. This is not 
because the staff isn’t doing their best and I do not blame them, however, the end result is that 
residents of the gas patch are subjected to risks of leaks from pipelines that are not well regulated 
partly because of jurisdictional uncertainty.  Higher profile examples of pipeline problems came 
to light in Utah and Wyoming last year. 
 
Shortly before I responded to this complaint, a section of pipe from an oil and gas operation was 
dropped from a mesa down into the Colorado River, after bouncing over a rural road. It was 
fortunate that a school bus or other vehicle was not struck by the pipe.  The County revised its 
pipeline construction regulations in response to this incident, but the jurisdictional questions 
remain.  At the County Energy Advisory Board meeting that occurred around the time when this 
case was reported in the newspaper, operators assured the audience that pipes are thoroughly 
tested for integrity before being put into service.  
 
In the summer of 2010 I received a call from the owner of a gravel quarry. He was panicked 
because he said he happened to visit a dormant part of the gravel pit that morning and discovered 
paraffin collecting near the wall of the excavation.  He was concerned that petroleum 
hydrocarbons would be picked up by the water draining the site and be detected in samples that 
were collected pursuant to his National Pollutant Discharge Elimination (NPDES program under 
the Clean Water Act) permit.  He had tried to contact COGCC and CDPHE through hotlines to 
no avail.  When I used some of the phone numbers in my Rolodex I was informed that most of 
the regulators in the region were attending a meeting and could not be reached. The complainant 
was certain that the pollution was coming from an Antero site just outside the boundary of his 
gravel pit.  So I contacted Antero and they sent a vacuum truck to intercept the contaminants that 
were leaching into the gravel operation.  I called the Antero operations manager later to inquire 



about the cause of the leak and he would only tell me that they had found a “pinhole” leak in 
their pipe from a wellpad.  The tiny size of the hole rendered it undetectable by their pressure 
tests. 
 
Although odor complaints were very common, one odor incident was unusual because it entailed 
about 14 complaints coming to my office all in one day.  The source ended up being an Antero 
wellpad located about 500 feet (Antero’s preliminary development plan for Battlement Mesa 
included an intent to set all ten wellpads back a minimum of 500 feet from the nearest residence) 
from a Battlement Mesa subdivision.  I believe the incident occurred during flowback.   
 
These are a few examples of the kinds of incidents I experienced while serving as Garfield 
County’s oil and gas liaison.  Some of them prompted corrective action on the parts of operators 
to avoid similar such incidents in the future and some may have been a primary impetus for 
changes COGCC made to its noise, completion and permitting rules. But I believe they illustrate 
some of the problems that occur in the gas patch which are not amenable to regulatory solutions. 
As you can see by my statements, I recognize that many operators have solved problems and 
attempted to operate responsibly. But I want to convey to the commission that on the whole, oil 
and gas development has proved to be a highly risky undertaking in Garfield County.  Even in a 
highly contentious, and according to the industry, overregulated field, numerous spills, leaks, 
equipment malfunctions and standard practices have resulted in persistent nuisances for residents 
at the very least, some near misses, and in some cases serious, costly and long term 
consequences. They affect small operators as well as majors, although in my experience the 
majors tended to have more comprehensive and more effective environmental protection 
programs. 
 
I have never encountered a single individual or complainant who contended that oil and gas 
development should not be permitted. However, most everyone I have spoken with believes that 
it should be done properly, and no one claims that all mistakes can be avoided.  In the ordinary 
course of business, pipes have been dropped, pit liners have leaked, tank valves have stuck, wells 
have exploded and caught on fire, water wells, streams and springs have been contaminated, 
truck traffic has caused intolerable noise, and people have suffered from unbearable odors as 
well as fears about the potential health consequences of exposures to toxins from oil and gas 
operations.  At times the regulatory responses have been diligent and effective and at other times, 
they have been negligent or dismissive.  In general, in my opinion, the COGCC staff has been 
largely professional and competent, but also typically tolerant of industry transgressions and 
indulgent of its 24/7 drill-at-all-times-and-all-costs approach.  Once a rig or a compressor station 
has been placed into service, it is taken as a mandate even to regulators who presumably have the 
authority to shut it down for violations that it will continue to operate, regardless of the 
disruptions or risks to the neighbors.  
 
It has also been my experience that most of the neighbors who have been adversely affected by 
the oil and gas industry abhor attention and strive to avoid complaining.  This may seem counter-
intuitive to front rangers who have read newspaper accounts about malcontents parading before 
local governments.  But I have spoken to numerous people in the field who insist on anonymity 
because their livelihoods are connected to the industry, or who refuse to complain officially 
simply because they are averse to confrontation or who feel intimidated. 



 
Many of the complainants that the County documented in its complaint database before my time 
were silent during my tenure.  Some moved away and when contacted for information about their 
experiences said they just didn’t want to ever have to think about those experiences again.  
Others suffered damages that were legitimate enough to warrant compensation from an operator, 
but said they had signed nondisclosure agreements.  Their stories are buried forever. Another 
complainant whose property was surrounded by three active rigs during my visit told me that in 
order to escape the nonstop disruption to their lives, the family had signed a non-disparagement 
clause, which rendered them unable to ever discuss their experiences again.  You may not 
appreciate the amount of information that gets suppressed in the gas patch because of these kinds 
of practices and the problems of living in the gas field are understated. 
 
So the examples I relate to you are only a small sampling of what goes on.  Much is never 
reported and even more is never discovered.  How much damage would have been done by leaks 
from the Antero pipeline if the quarry owner had not happened to visit that part of his property 
that one day? And how many more “pinhole” leaks have gone undiscovered in the spaghetti 
bowl of pipelines that criss-cross Garfield County?  
 
Regulators do not learn of many of the problems that occur in the gas patch.  When they do, their 
response depends on the vagaries of the prevailing politics as well as available resources. It was 
common in my experience to hear both COGCC and CDPHE regulators complain of extremely 
busy schedules.  Sometimes they simply did not have enough time to deal with all the issues that 
came up.   
 
In several cases of leaking pits, stuck valves and excessive noise from rigs and compressor 
stations, the difference between big problems and just another little complaint report for Garfield 
County was the fact that the facility was located in a rural area with very few people living close 
enough to be affected.  As development encroaches more and more on suburban and urban 
locations, more sizeable setbacks will be crucial to social stability.  Existing COGCC rules and 
enforcement are simply not adequate or dependable enough to substitute for physical isolation of 
risky oil and gas operations even though most operators generally strive to avoid incidents.  And 
the operators themselves do not have control over many of the kinds of activities that present 
risks, such as contractor vehicles. 
 
Greater setbacks would result in lower density of oil and gas development.  Since COGCC does 
not have jurisdiction over roads and traffic, and local governments cannot prevent traffic 
inducing development, lower well density would lessen the consequences of high volume truck 
traffic, which cannot otherwise be addressed through local or state regulations. 
 
As discussed in the “Justification for Increasing the Distance Between Oil and Gas Facilities and 
Residential Areas,” I maintained statistics on complaints and distances from the causes of 
complaints when I served as Garfield County’s LGD. My experience was that the closer oil and 
gas operations were to residential areas, the more problems were reported and the more 
consequential the problems were.  Improved regulations can and apparently have mitigated some 
of these problems, as COGCC’s complaints have decreased within the last few years.  But both 



human and technological errors continue to occur and to everyone’s chagrin, cannot be 
completely eliminated.   
 
The oil and gas industry and the home developers are understandably opposed to significant 
setbacks for financial reasons.  But in reading COGCC materials on the website and in the 
newspaper, I have not been able to discern the reasons for those objections, other than general 
objections to regulation and perceived decreases in profits.  Those do not seem adequate 
justifications to me for shirking effective setbacks. I would ask the commissioners to seek out 
what impacts a 1000 foot setback would have on these industries in specific terms.  Without such 
specific data, wouldn’t it be impossible to weigh the financial consequences against the 
protection of public health and welfare? 
 
If the argument is made that generally it is harder for the industry to reach minerals that owners 
have a right to develop, it is important to understand specifically how a 1000 foot setback would 
quell access, given that directional and horizontal drilling techniques allow for wellbore lengths 
in the thousands of feet. The industry should give specific examples with graphics so we can all 
understand the potential impacts of various setback distances. As a member of the public, I 
would certainly be interested in knowing what minerals might be forgone in exchange for public 
health and quality of life of nearby residents. 
 
In addition, the commission should take into account the fact that the industry has displayed an 
astonishing degree of ingenuity when push comes to shove.  For example, in 2005 Garfield 
County challenged continuously decreasing well spacing petitions that were resulting in one well 
per pad every 40 acres.  The industry contended that interference with that downspacing process 
would have serious financial consequences, but the County countered that the industry could drill 
multiple wells from a single pad. The industry said this would be too expensive.  But the County 
stood by its decision and by 2007 the average number of wells drilled from a single pad in 
Garfield County was eight, thereby reducing the density of pads. It only took two years for the 
industry to convert the incipient technology of directional drilling to a standard operating 
procedure and the result was a remarkable decrease in impacts to the land.  The industry 
admitted that once they learned how to do it, multi well pads were a boon to their profits because 
pads are expensive to construct.  Couldn’t a similar paradigm shift occur if we insisted upon 
greater setbacks?  
 
When the BLM settled on a development plan for the Roan Plateau, they minimized the amount 
of land that the operator could disturb at any given time. Both access roads and well pads were 
included in the disturbed land calculus.  Suddenly, BBC’s Scot Donato was begging me for a 
meeting so he could tell me about how they were going to drill 64 wells from a single pad on the 
Roan.  At the time, the greatest number of wells drilled from a single pad in the County was 24. 
Time and again, the oil and gas industry overcomes “insurmountable” obstacles.  Time and again 
we have been told that some specification or restriction will devastate their profits and they will 
have to stop drilling, yet the industry always seems to figure out a way to access minerals and to 
do it profitably in the end.  What they haven’t been able to do yet is to eliminate risks of spills, 
contamination, and toxic emissions-in short all those things that make oil and gas development 
incompatible with residential land use.  
 



The industry, NARO and homebuilders may feel that setbacks would deny them access to certain 
minerals and profits, and they may claim that compensation would be due them if setbacks were 
increased.  But what about the people whose homes, lives and real property has been adversely 
affected by nearby oil and gas operations?  Aren’t they entitled to the quiet enjoyment of their 
properties? At some point, you commissioners or the legislature are going to have to weigh the 
relative value of minerals versus surface rights and make a hard decision.  I think the right 
decision is obvious.  All of us need someplace safe and reasonably comfortable to call home, but 
we do not have to locate oil and gas facilities over the entire face of the earth.  
 
If COGCC were to listen to citizens and the experiences we have had in the gas patch, and if the 
commission were to establish a reasonable setback, I am confident that the industry could find a 
cost-effective way to reach even the minerals in more populous areas.   
 
In summary, I would ask the commissioners to try to keep an open mind about the points 
presented by lay witnesses who come to Denver to testify.  They may not be as articulate or well 
trained as those who oppose further regulation, but their experiences should not be discounted.  
Their experiences will provide insight into the types of problems that will arise in the future in 
more urban parts of the State.   
 
Problems encountered by residents of the gas patch are understated because a relatively small 
proportion of those troubled by development activities mention them to anyone who tracks them, 
and even fewer would have the gumption or the freedom to attend a forum like this to present 
their concerns in person.  Nevertheless, the gas patch is replete with contamination incidents, 
toxic emissions that have never been adequately measured, and conflicts. Although most 
operators and regulators try to conduct their business safely, all acknowledge that mistakes 
happen and always will.  In a rural setting like Garfield County, the consequences of mistakes, 
emissions and accidents have been lower than they would be in the Front Range simply because 
the lower population density and generally larger lot sizes provide for a natural separation 
between oil and gas facilities and others.  This safety factor can only be replicated in more urban 
settings through setbacks. 
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TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL AND KAREN MESKIN 

 
Our names are Michael and Karen Meskin.  Our address is 255 Coyote Trail, Rifle, CO 81650.  
For the past seven years, we have lived 1,080 feet from an active pad with natural gas wells and 
produced water storage tanks. For the record, at this distance we constantly hear noise day and 
night from the pumps, industry vehicle traffic, light pollution and odors. Often times, this 
encroachment means that we cannot open our windows or doors for fresh air. This activity 
creates intolerable dust and increased traffic disturbance on the Grass Mesa Homeowner 
Association private roads. This continues no matter whether it is day, night, or a holiday. 
 
Additionally, this has had an effect on our ranch’s property value. When walking towards the 
well, signs are clearly visible that say, “Danger”, “Warning”, and “Poison”. If the property were 
for sale, no person in their right mind would choose to have this pad as their new neighbor. 
 
Please consider the opinion of a family that lives 80 feet beyond the proposed 1,000 ft. setback, 
and the challenges that we face. Health issues and privacy would better be served with at least 
1,500 ft. setbacks. Additionally, air quality monitoring should be placed at each domicile within 
the setback that is to be determined. 
 
The attached pictures were taken from Grass Mesa where I live. 
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TESTIMONY FROM BONNIE SMELTZER 
 
 

I live at 100 Limberpine Circle, Battlement Mesa.  My home is ½ mile “as the crow flies” from 
an Antero gas well on CR303 “Watson” pad in Garfield County, which was being first developed 
in 2010.  
 
In May of 2012, I began marking on my calendar whenever I noticed a definite petroleum odor. 
After marking three additional notions in June and July, I decided to keep a log book with 
specific information about dates, times, wind direction, odors, and how the odors affected me.  I 
felt these odors weren’t normal and very unpleasant – and could possibly affect my health.  
I believe that the fracking phase was taking place during the time I kept this log. By the end of 
August, I had 18 entries in my log book. Several times, I contacted the COGCC complaints and 
incidents numbers.   
 
The following are excerpts from my log book of my experiences living in a residential area in 
Battlement Mesa impacted by a drilling and fracking operations. 
 
LOG 

May 24, 2010—3:30am: Petroleum odor; had to close windows 

June 26, 2010 – 5am: Petroleum odor 

June 27 – 7:30 pm: Wind blowing from the direction of the Watson well, petroleum smell 

July 1 -- 8:50pm: Petroleum smell, lingers most of the night.  

July 13 – 10pm: Very strong petroleum odor – the strongest I’ve ever smelled. Cleared out later, 
but strong odors come again at 3am and 5am 

July 14 – 8:25 pm and July 15 at 6:30 am: Petroleum odor 

July 16 – 2 am: Very strong petroleum odor. Although closed the window and pulled the sheet 
over my head, I felt light-headed. At 4 am, another strong petroleum odor which gave me a 
headache. 

July 21 – 8am: Strong petroleum odor and a strong diesel odor followed at 9:55am 



July 22 – 2:15: Petroleum odor. Starting to get cold symptoms 

Aug 5 – 6:45am: Petroleum odor 

Aug 6 – 10:30am: Diesel odor 

Aug 20 – 6:45pm: Both petroleum and diesel odors 

Aug 26 –8:10pm: Noticed a very different odor; quite noticeable at first. The odor would “wax 
and wane” during the 20 minutes I monitored it.  It’s not the usual petroleum odor I have smelled 
in the past, but a combination of odors i.e. petroleum, diesel and agricultural 

Aug 27 – 9:30am: The Antero-Watson well is flaring.  

8:05pm: Industrial-type odor coming from the east where the well site is flaring. I have a slight 
headache and my eyes are burning. 

Aug 28 – 8am-8:35: Took pictures of the flaring operation. Met a friend who regularly walks her 
dog in this area and she told me she has also been very aware of the odors I have described 
 
 
 
I know I have been impacted far less than the people living near Silt.  I cannot imagine why the 
COGCC has not improved the situation for those people. 
 
It was only after newspaper articles about Battlement Mesa residents’ complaints about fumes 
and odors did Antero make changes in their drilling operation that greatly reduced the 
complaints. However, I have talked to other Battlement Mesa residents who still have lingering 
health complaints. I continue to have throat congestion. 
 
From my personal experiences, I believe that the industry would not have made any changes 
without the dozens of complaints they heard from Battlement Mesa residents.  There is no reason 
that the industry should wait until they hear complaints before preventing the air pollution and 
noise from their industry.  The industry knows that technologies like closed loop drilling can 
reduce or eliminate impacts to nearby residents but they will not use those technologies unless 
they are required.  For that reason, the COGCC must require those technologies be used in every 
case where drilling is occurring anywhere near homes.   
 
My home is ½ mile from the well that caused me to feel so ill.  It appears that the industry should 
be required to use technology to reduce impacts anytime they are within a mile of a home.        
 
 
Bonnie Smeltzer 
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TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL SMITH 
  
Two trucks slowly meandering through the dark night one 1200 feet slightly northeast of the rear 
of my house another 3000 feet west, 3:58 A.M., Sunday, 12-16-2012 both with headlights on 
high beam.  The first lights wake me up from a sound sleep flashing through my bedroom like 
the rotating light from the top of the tower of an airport. This disturbing me and everyone and 
everything around what should be a peaceful rural neighborhood I ask myself why?! Yes, why 
this can’t be done at a decent hour during the day?  If you ask this question to a representative of 
Barrett Corporation or county government or you call “community counts” at the time of the 
incident, they will get back to you at their leisure, probably Monday morning.  Of course, 
although you are disturbed now, the office of all the regulatory agencies don’t open until Monday 
morning 9:00A.M.-12-17-2012.  At that time you be totally reassured in a very firm and 
business-like manner, “OH THAT’S JUST NORMAL OPERATING PROCEDURES AND 
STANDARD INDUSTRY PRACTICES”.  Yes that’s the standard pat answer to which one has 
learned by now the only reply you can give to keep your sanity is REALLY!!! Then chuckle.  
 
Now at 4:27 A.M. I attempt to read something boring in hopes that I can go back to sleep quickly 
because I know very soon, just before first light, a barrage of 18 wheelers, and pickup trucks with 
no exhaust systems, will be barreling up the slight hill in front of my home carrying water, sand, 
sulfuric acid and god-only-knows what other mixture of toxic chemicals for the great endeavor of 
fracking.  All this great stuff is happening not 300 feet from my front door on the road 
redesignated by the fine Garfield county commissioners, which we lovingly now call County 
Industrial Hwy (C.I.H) 326.  Then the big pump will be brought in at 7:00A.M. slowly to the pad 
across C.I.H.326-- not 350 feet from my front door -- and will be started up to the glorious sound 
of a 6 cylinder diesel 1200 horsepower engine driving an 8 inch pump, to transfer fluids from one 
80 foot high ugly green tank clearly visible from my front living room picture windows. 
Pumping from one tank to another... that’s a great sight and very profitable for the industry I’m 
told. Oh but no reparation for the surrounding community of citizens. Again I think, REALLY!!! 
 
I can only lift my head skyward and ask the great architect of the universe and all the deities’ oh 
please relieve us of this scourge which has been thrust upon us, and enlighten their minds with 
some sense of responsibility and human decency.  We need true justice for all for they know not 
what they do!! 
 



Yes I pray that your minds will be enlightened, and you Commissioners will begin to realize your 
true governing responsibilities— to regulate over an industry that, as we have seen in recent 
times, if left unregulated will cause one disaster after another.  The large B.P. oil spill in the Gulf 
of Mexico is just one of the latest catastrophes for the unregulated or irregulated oil and gas 
industry.   

 
Yes I pray that all concerned with the industry, all government entities, this Commission, and the 
people of the community will come together in harmony, and with one ideal and common goal to 
achieve proper exploration, production and extraction of these precious minerals beneath our 
feet. As we move forward into a new age, all of these things must be done with a conscious effort 
not only to exploit at any cost but to conserve and enhance all energy sources, while working in 
harmony with the humans they will serve.  Isn’t service to the human population why we delve 
into these endeavors in the first place? 

 
Therefore, the goal of regulations must be to do all tasks of the industry in a harmonious manner 
with the goal of truly serving the human population in this country.  We have a long way to go.  
Today we have total degradation of our environment, and destruction of all peace and tranquility 
for those living in the “oil and gas patch”.  Ironically, most of us bought our land in this area for 
the peace and tranquility we found here.  That is all a sad memory.   

 
We, the citizens of the fine state of Colorado, are seeing the luster of this fine gem of a state 
being diminished, and often time tarnished with hideous degradation and squalor. I humbly ask 
you to end this wretchedness and destitution: the smells and toxic chemicals of the industry that 
reek and simmer in the darkness and enter our homes like a plague, and the sounds like the 
constant white noises and explosions of battle which disturb each and every citizen now 
surrounded by this industry.  

 
We, the citizens of Colorado, ask very little of you.  In a humble but desperate cry for help, 
please realize our needs: 
 
1.   Increase set back requirements to 1,000 feet from a home, 1,500 feet from public use 

facilities. 
2.   Enhanced planning process through “residential drilling plans”. 
3.   Mitigation of impacts through best practices and best available control technologies. 
 
 
I firmly believe if all concerned would work together to accomplish the goals I have laid out 
above, industry can then make some of the highest profits ever recorded, all regulators can be 
proud of their proper achievements as a governing body, and the people and citizens can and will 
return to a peaceful existence.                                  
 

W. Michael Smith 



BEFORE THE OIL AND GAS CONSERVATION COMMISSION  
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO  

 
IN THE MATTER OF CHANGES TO THE RULES ) CAUSE NO. 1R 
OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE OF THE ) 
OIL & GAS CONSERVATION COMMISSION ) DOCKET No. 1211-RM-04 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO )  
 

 
TESTIMONY OF THOMAS THOMPSON 

  
  
1665 County Rd 325 
PO Box 1966 
Rifle, Co 81650 
 
The current setback rules of 150 feet from well head to residence is totally inadequate and while 
it has provided the gas companies with limitless options as to where they can place well pads and 
drill gas wells it has resulted in serious issues for everyone trying to live nearby. 
  
The proposed 350 foot setback will not be much better as the formula appears to relate to a well 
pad and not necessarily a well head.  Many older well pads have one gas well each where the 
newer pads can have 10 or 20 or 100 or more wells each.  One well produces a given amount of 
pollution and 20 wells produce 20 times as much pollution.  A setback of 750 feet for one well 
may be adequate in some locations but would be life-threatening for 10 wells.  It would be pre-
meditated murder for 20 wells or more. 
  
Our little valley which is actually a box canyon probably has 300 or more wells.  We have had 
significant issues including serious health impacts since Encana moved in on us like a 
conquering army more than 10 years ago.  Great rolling clouds of acrid, abrasive volcanic dust 
from the road traffic, excavation and well operations have filled our valley, our home and our 
lungs resulting in our spending hundreds of mornings with pieces of paper towel stuffed in our 
noses to stop the persistent nosebleeds. 
  
The diesel fumes from the convoys of traffic and the fumes from the well operations also fill our 
valley, our home and our lungs with drilling fluids, raw natural gas and cancer causing chemicals 
used in fracking. 
  
Prior to Encana’s arrival, we usually encountered perhaps one or two other vehicles on 
Porcupine creek road a month.  One summer day a few years ago between 5:30 in the morning 
and 6:00 that afternoon I counted 242 trucks passing my driveway.  The count for that entire 24 
hour period was probably more than twice that as the traffic began well before daylight and 
continued all the following night.  Each of those trucks raised clouds of the volcanic dust until it 
filled the entire valley so we were unable to even see the extinct volcano at the back of the 
valley.  We could not see the road 100 feet away from our front porch.  We came to recognize 
that as a normal day at home. 



  
Those trucks did not just travel up and down the road but delivered operators to their track hoes, 
D-9 Caterpillars and giant earth movers to excavate miles and miles of new well pad access 
roads and well pad sites each the size of a football field.  That excavation caused yet more 
tremendous clouds of abrasive dust which also completely filled the valley and lingered for days 
and days.  Even when the dust finally settled it was raised again every time the wind blew.  The 
dust settled in the trees, in the sagebrush, on the ground, on our roof, on the walls and covered 
our porches.  Even with our home closed up tight every minute of every day we could not keep 
the dust out.  Our noses bleed and we cough up mud and blood. 
  
Our worst and more recent experience among hundreds these past 10 years began in March of 
2012 when Encana started operation of their remote fracking compound at the bottom of 
Porcupine Creek road 1.6 miles north of our home.  At this site Encana mixed the slurry of 
water, sand and hazardous chemicals which was pumped up our valley, past our home and to a 
well pad a mile or more behind us.  The poisonous slurry was pumped about 3 miles through a 
welded steel above-ground pipeline which ran parallel to and a few feet away from the 
road.  Every quarter mile along the road Encana posted signs warning about the high-pressure 
gas pipeline and to call an 800 number for emergencies. 
  
The mixing trucks ran constantly as the convoys arrived one after the other.  Water tankers, 
flatbeds filled with bags of sand and bobtails carrying hundreds of 80 gallon plastic drums filled 
with liquids requiring hazardous placards for their poisonous, caustic, flammable and otherwise 
dangerous contents.  This was all mixed together by a fleet of bright purple mixers, pumpers and 
monitoring equipment. 
  
When the powerful pumps started we could hear them quite clearly at our home 1.6 miles up in 
the valley.  The pulsing of the pumps caused the pipelines to vibrate and jump 6 to 10 inches and 
pound the ground along the entire 3 mile length of the pipeline.  The rhythmic thumping on the 
ground was not as bad as the cracking when the pipes bounced on the 4 by 4 timbers used to 
support the pipes along the uneven terrain and not nearly as frightening as the clanging when 
rocks were vibrated loose and fell under the pipes.  This pipeline ran along the roadside then on a 
ridge just above our home for several months. 
  
Operation of this remote fracking operation began March 1, 2012.  Beginning in the early 
morning of March 4, the fumes from the target wells more than a mile behind us in the valley 
descended on our home.  There was no doubt of the origin of the fumes due to the prevalent wind 
direction and because the fumes became stronger and stronger as I drove to the well site.  The 
fumes were strong enough to force us off our front porch and back in the house where the fumes 
were barely tolerable.  This continued for six weeks.  I believe there are 10 gas wells on that 
pad.  If a pad like that existed within 150 feet or even 350 feet of a residence the home would be 
uninhabitable.  We were more than a mile away and were only able to remain in our home closed 
up tight as long as we could tolerate the coughing and choking. We have nowhere else to 
go.  That was in March and April and we have not fully recovered yet.  This was just one of 
many, many similar incidents. 
  



Even before the fracking began the fumes were so bad Encana moved a neighboring family to a 
motel in Parachute all one summer. 
  
During our 10 years of these health and life threatening incidents I have asked Encana for help 
with the traffic, the dust and the fumes hundreds of times but have received nothing but lies and 
threats.  I have asked at every level of the government for help but have received not one bit of 
relief.  Local and State health departments, Garfield County Energy Advisory Board, Garfield 
Board of County Commissioners, US Army Corps of Engineers, US Department of Agriculture, 
US Senator Michael Bennet, Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission.  All have ignored 
us or given us the same lies.  We have received absolutely no help from any level of the 
government. 
  
Our Garfield County Board of Commissioners formed the Garfield County Energy Advisory 
Board in 2005 with a Mission Statement that says: 
  
Mission Statement  
(by resolution of the BOCC): The EAB shall provide a forum for the oil and gas industry, the 
public, impacted landowners and local government to prevent or minimize conflict associated 
with oil and gas development through positive and proactive communication and actions that 
encourage responsible and balanced development of these resources within Garfield County.  
  
I attended the very first EAB meeting and have continued to attend and participate.  Very few 
people have attended more EAB meetings than I have since 2005 except Jim Bell who records 
the meetings for Rifle Public TV. 
  
During these 8 years of meetings I have yet to see one case where the EAB or our appointed Oil 
and gas Liaison have resolved a single issue between the gas companies and the citizens.  We 
have been through at least five Oil and Gas Liaisons heading the EAB.  All five came from the 
gas industry and all but two have returned to the gas industry upon leaving the liaison 
position.  Those remaining two include the current Liaison.  The last was a lady who actually 
began attempting to represent the public instead of just the gas companies and she was fired from 
the position.   
  
The gas companies, Encana being the worst, have made little effort to resolve persistent issues 
with the public.  Instead, anyone who dares to testify at an EAB meeting is made a target of 
Encana’s increasing harassment to intimidate and frighten them into submission.  Historically I 
have always been a slow learner so I have not stopped. 
  
There was no EAB when I began having serious issues with Encana on the very first day they 
arrived in our valley so I had made hundreds of phone calls and sent as many emails to Encana 
asking for help.  Encana rarely even responded and never made any effort to resolve the 
issues.  My wife and I have become targets of Encana’s mighty wrath which has only made us 
angry but has frightened many others with similar complaints so they just stay home and suffer. 
  
Our county commissioners say they have no jurisdiction over the gas companies or their 
operations so we should contact the State.  Our county health officer came to my place several 



times responding to my complaints about the choking dust and noxious fumes.  He finally 
brought a small scientific device to measure dust particulates which he placed under a pinion tree 
just outside my front yard.  He came back several days later and I watched as he retrieved the 
box from under the tree.  There was so much dust on the box he had to shake it vigorously to 
remove enough dust so he could stand to pick it up.  He took the box and told me he sent it to the 
lab for testing and results.  Two weeks later I got a call advising the testing device found no 
measurable dust particulates.  
  
A lady from Colorado Health and Human Services was dispatched from Denver to see our 
neighbor who had persistent asthma symptoms and remained so ill she was unable to work and 
on most days could not even speak.  The nurse spent perhaps 5 minutes with her and then 
suggested she wear a mask even while inside her home. 
  
The US Army Corps of Engineers has jurisdiction over all natural waterways so they sent out a 
representative after Encana installed a culvert bridge on my property and the bridge failed.  The 
first representative told me regulations require that Encana should have done a hydrological test 
on the creek then submitted the test results to the Corps with an application for a building 
permit.  The Corps would have then reviewed the test results and either approved or denied the 
application to build.  He added that Encana had evidently never done the hydrological test and 
never even applied for the permit.  Encana simply installed the cheapest, fastest bridge they 
could find. 
  
I called the Corps of Engineers again recently and was advised they either have no jurisdiction in 
this matter or the culvert bridge is covered by some generic permit from 30 years ago.  The fact 
that this culvert bridge has failed every year since it was installed resulting in the destruction of 
the creek bed and creek banks were of no consequence. 
  
The US Department of Agriculture who owns the mineral rights on this well advises they have 
no jurisdiction.   
  
After several years of my asking and many visits from different COGCC representatives, the 
COGCC most recently advised me they may have some jurisdiction over the underground 
pipelines from the well head to the edge of the well pad but does not know who has jurisdiction 
from that point but it may be the US Department of Commerce. 
  
US Department of Commerce denies jurisdiction. 
  
I have run out of governmental agencies to contact after 10 years of research. 
  
I have no fear of the Taliban or Al Queda as our powerful military have those extremists on the 
run.  However I do fear the homeland terrorists I see every day of my life.  Their name is 
Encana. 
  
My wife and I have been run off the road by pickup trucks, water tankers and dump 
trucks.  Encana has called the county sheriff’s department attempting to evict me from my own 
property when I caught them causing damage to my place.  Encana has threatened to have our 



dogs shot.  One of my dogs died an hour after drinking water from Porcupine Creek after the 
creek had been poisoned by an Encana well site. Encana never returned my call about the 
poisoned creek.  Five of our dogs have died from cancer since Encana arrived.  Encana has told 
me they will go anywhere they want to on my property and will do whatever they want to do if I 
like it or not. 
  
Our property valuation is half what it was before Encana arrived and I seriously doubt we could 
sell our home even at that price due to the environmental damage, property damage and 
pollution.  The air and water are poisoned and we can’t even drive down the road safely. 
  
No other agency has or will provide protection for the citizens of Colorado.  If the COGCC does 
not enact and strictly enforce regulations to provide responsible energy development property 
will continue to be destroyed and lives will continue to be lost. 
  
Two of my neighbors have died, another remained so ill from the fumes they could not work and 
lost their home.  A nearby rancher became so ill he was forced to sell his ranch to a gas company 
and they now use it to entertain visiting employees and customers.  Of course, that place is now 
manicured and exhibited as an example of their best management practices.  Another neighbor’s 
water well was exploded out of the ground and the water permanently forever poisoned.   
  
Another has lost his horses and goats because of aborted fetuses and cancerous growths.  He 
can’t walk across his pasture grass without getting what he calls fracking rash on his legs.  He 
gets an ugly rash on his hands if he touches his fence posts.  Neighbors to the north and south of 
me also lost their dogs to cancer. 
  
In September, my neighbor Patty was very nearly killed during a WPX rig move.  She has had to 
use her own insurance to make $12,000 in repairs to her car and her own health insurance to 
receive care for her injuries because WPX has yet to even contact her regarding the accident 
which was caused by the carelessness of their drivers. 
  
On December 13, 2012 I hosted a tour of our valley for 35 concerned citizens and advocacy 
groups.  At the November 14, 2012 COGCC setback hearings I invited all COGCC 
commissioners to participate but none accepted.  At least 12 of  those who did attend developed 
severe headaches within 30 minutes of their arrival and those headaches did not improve until 
two hours after they left our valley.  We did not even tour the worst of the sites in our valley. 
  
There are scores of reputable scientific reports proving that residents near gas well operations 
suffer serious health impacts.  There are also at least three scientific reports saying fracking does 
not cause damage or pollution.  Unfortunately, those three reports were rescinded and disavowed 
after it was determined that the gas industry had bribed the researchers to skew the results. 
  
Imagine if you will a morning as your wife or husband prepares breakfast and has pieces of 
paper towels stuffed in their nose to prevent blood from dripping on the stove.  Then imagine 
yourself at the breakfast table with the same paper towels in your nose so you don’t drip blood 
on your pancakes.  Imagine your children rushing toward the door to leave for school but they 



have to turn around and go change their shirts because their bloody noses have made stains on 
their clothes.  Imagine that happening hundreds of days between first grade and tenth grade. 
  
It’s too late to save me and George and many of our neighbors or hundreds of others in Garfield 
County but if this commission acts responsibly and promptly you may save families and 
communities on the front range. 
  
We have nowhere else to turn. 
  
This commission has a choice.  You can either leave things the way they are or you can make 
cursory changes to satisfy the gas companies and perhaps fool a few people into thinking you 
have actually tried to represent all of the people of Colorado.  Either of these actions or inactions 
will be a continued betrayal of the people of Colorado resulting in more pollution, destruction 
and needless death. 
  
All across Canada and now all across the United States local, state and Federal agencies have 
taken one of these irresponsible choices in order to share in the gas companies’ record profit 
margins. 
  
I ask most desperately that this Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission be the first to 
truly make responsible energy development a reality.  In my experience, this will only be done if 
that is the only choice the gas companies have. 
 
DT Thompson 
1665 County Rd 325 
PO Box 1966 
Rifle, Co 81650 
970-625-8177 
Wdixon@rof.net 
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TESTIMONY OF KAREN TRULOVE 

  
I would like to comment on the setback issue concerning drilling for oil or gas in populated 
areas. 

My husband and I now live above Glenwood Springs where we relocated after living south of 
Silt, CO. from March of 1994 to July of 2007. We took a $70,000 loss on our house and property 
(based on the appraisal used to put the property on the market). We were not able to attract 
buyers because our house was surrounded by gas wells, the closest one being 400 ft directly to 
the Northwest behind our house. We eventually sold at a loss to a couple who worked in 
association with oil and gas drilling. We have not yet been able to recover from that loss in value 
to our property. 

The drilling first started on our road in January of 2004. Encana met with all of the neighbors on 
the road. They said that they planned to drill 9 wells on 3 pads on 3 properties adjacent to us. 
There was a consensus among most of the neighbors that they should go ahead and drill them all 
at once so that it would affect us for a shorter period of time. 

None of us could have imagined what followed. The noise, the dust, the all night lights, the 
traffic involving tankers, work trucks, fracking trailers constantly blocking us from our homes; 
diesel spills, fracking liquid spills, paraffin spills, trouble with fences and gates being left 
opened, garbage being thrown into pastures, grass fires, the deafening sound of wells releasing 
gas with tremendous amounts of pressure. In one incident, someone dropped a hose from a diesel 
tanker and walked away spilling about 200 gallons of diesel on the pad. A neighbor observed it 
and reported it. In the next few days and weeks we had to keep after Encana to make sure that 
the soil was cleaned up and hauled away. It was invasive beyond the imagination. When the last 
of the fracking trucks went over the hill in billows of dust, we thought we could actually get back 
to a normal life. That was late in 2004. 

Over the next year, we noticed that we had burning eyes, a lot of sinus and lower respiratory 
problems, but weren’t making any connection with the occasional fumes from the gas wells 
around us. I was having digestive problems as well and it seemed that if I got a virus that it took 
months for it to go away. There were certain areas on the property where the smell was stronger. 
Then I noticed one day that I smelled the smell and almost immediately got a headache. I also 
noticed that I felt extremely lethargic after I got headaches. The fumes got worse and closer 
together and we started getting sick more often. We began collecting grab samples for Jim Rada, 
Garfield County Health all of which were positive, but we were told that none of them were 
strong enough to affect us. 



We eventually went to Dr. Guerdes in Colorado Springs, an environmental doctor, and were told 
that the only solution to our health problems was to move. My husband Tim later told me that 
Dr. Guerdes had pulled him aside that day and said that we had to get away from the fumes or it 
would kill me. We purchased air purifiers and put them all over the house. The fumes made me 
so sick that I would sit in a chair without moving a muscle for up to six hours in a day. When I 
closed my eyes, I would feel like the room was rocking. I began to have problems with my 
balance and with being woozy while driving. 

Before the drilling started I was doing taekwondo twice a week, working in Real Estate, weed 
mapping for the NRCS, riding my horse 3 or 4 times a week, and operating a small picture 
framing shop in Silt. I went from a full, active life to just doing my chores, trying to get Encana 
to manage their wells around us, and simply making it through the day. From January 2006 until 
November 2006 I filed 40 complaints with the COGCC. Most of them involved condensate tank 
spills and people leaving the lids off when they emptied the tanks. The well above us vented 
fumes constantly as well. 

In November of 2006, my husband and I testified before the Colorado Dept. of Public Health and 
Environment. While we were in Denver, Encana finally put a burner on the well above and to the 
northwest of our house. It was a great relief and we finally felt as though it was safe to sell our 
house to someone. The only problem was that there was so much drilling, that you couldn’t 
escape the fumes from other wells. There was a well across the county road about ½ mile from 
us that actually caught on fire and was emitting very strong fumes that drifted all the way to our 
house. Wells existed along the county road going to town in all directions. I closed my windows 
every time I passed them. But the fumes were inescapable. 

The point is, there shouldn’t be any drilling close to any dwellings. It is industrial activity and 
should be confined to industrial zones. There also needs to be vapor containment systems on all 
wells. It is inexcusable to put some people’s health at risk when there is technology available to 
drill safely. It took 5 full years to get my health back, although sinus problems are still a big part 
of my life. I’m coming forward in an effort to prevent other people from having a similar 
experience with oil and gas drilling. 

Thank you for your efforts on this issue. 

Karen Trulove, Glenwood Springs, CO 
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TESTIMONY OF MARION WELLS 

  
My name is Marion Wells and my address is 6702 County Road 309, Parachute, Colorado  
81635.  I have lived at Rulison between Rifle and Parachute since the early 1960’s.   
 
Up until 2000 it was relatively quiet and clean, but it has gotten progressively worse:  noise, 
odors, traffic, dust, stormwater damage, light impacts, and trespass are everyday events since 
then.  As a landowner as part of my lease negotiations, I was able to change the pad location 
from the middle of my 265 acres to the corner of the property adjacent to a county road and 
require directional drilling to minimize impacts for the long term.  I currently have more than 
180 wells and a large compressor station within a mile of my home which all adversely impact 
my quality of life.  Quality of life is a critical consideration in the rulemaking being considered. 
 
I speak in favor of at least a 1000’ setback regulation.  Greater distance and space between 
residences, businesses and schools is now available through directional drilling.  All impacts to 
those living nearby should have the same consideration as the operators pursuing their right to 
drill.  WPX Energy, Noble Energy, Encana, Savage Resources, ETC Canyon and numerous 
subcontractors operate in my immediate area. 
 
There should also be provisions to allow increased setback where terrain, equipment used and 
weather conditions severely impact nearby structures.  The case in point is a pad drilled last 
summer that is over 2000’ north of my residence.  For the entire period of operation, three 
months start to finish, the noise, both standard and low frequency, and odors were 
overwhelming.  I was told it was within COGCC specifications. 
 
Because of the large disruption to my peace and quiet, I purchased a recorder and a digital sound 
level meter.  The recording you are hearing was taken from in the living room of my residence.  
With no drilling activity, I register around 42.  What you are listening to is a general noise level 
was 68-74 with a low frequency level of 76-84.  While that may be within specification, it is 
definitely a huge change to my rural neighborhood.  The summer was miserable from this 
manmade noise which you have the ability to mitigate with your regulations. 
 
Perhaps this demonstration clearly indicates the need for a larger setback than currently exists.  A 
larger setback will mollify not only noise but odors and dust.  The type and age of equipment 
used by the operator can alter the setback requirements as well.  Consideration of the terrain, 
wind and vegetation can mitigate the impacts to the residents which will exist for the foreseeable 
future.  I support a 1000’ minimum setback with consideration for location modifications. 
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TESTIMONY OF KAETHE WILLIAMS 
 
Ten years ago we bought our dream property in rural Garfield County.  We could not believe our 
luck in finding a property that had so much natural beauty, quiet, and wide open spaces to ride 
our horses and start a new business as a riding stable.  The property was at the end of a dead end 
road.  The land across the street from us was in a conservation easement so it would never be 
developed, or so we thought.  We believed we had found our paradise of peace and quiet and 
natural beauty.   
 
Then the oil and gas industry arrived.  For ten years we have lived with the gas and oil industry 
and there have been no positives of any kind, only negatives.  You might say it has dominated 
our life both indoors and outdoors; it has become a way of life.   
 
The issues I want to address are noise, odors, traffic, light and health.   
 
NOISE 
 
NOISE is a constant.  With noise comes headaches, raised voices, scared animals, lack of sleep, 
interrupted conversations, disjointed riding instructions, irritability, nervous anticipation, fear, 
frustration and panic in humans and animals.  The noise can be so bad and prolonged that it hurts 
internally and your head can feel like it might blow.  At night it won't go away and your head 
wants to split open, but closed windows covered with shades and blankets plus white noise still 
can't drown it out.  Sometimes the vibrations come up through your bed and you just want to 
scream.  Dogs panic as if it was a thunder storm and some need to be medicated.  When a 
caravan of trucks goes by, you stop your conversations and just wait, indoors or out, it doesn't 
matter.  Old equipment is commonly used and/or not maintained, it squeaks, moans, clanks, 
clatters 24/7.  Some noises are very foreign and makes your dog, as well as neighboring dogs 
bark. The engines surrounding you at the sites emit a constant hum which wears on you and you 
can't shake it.  Sometimes you just have to leave your home and drive to another area to rest your 
body and erase the ache in your head. 
 
ODORS 
 
ODORS are carried by the weather as well as activity, but when they come you can literally drop 
to your knees.  They affect everyone a little differently.  My sister was visiting from back east 
and arrived at dinner time.  As soon as she got out of her car, picked up her suitcase and walked 
towards our house she was nauseas. Later that night she was taken to the hospital with severe 



headaches, coughing and nose bleeding.  They haven't been back.  In fact all our friends and 
relatives all stay at hotels due to the odors and noise.  They can't sleep and they can't breathe.   
 
We have lost horse boarders and trainers for the same reasons.  It would seem that the odors are 
released at night and during windy weather so that they are not as noticeable.  When there is 
cloud cover or an inversion of any kind it is particularly bad.  There have been times I couldn't 
walk from the barn to the house I became so ill.  There have been times when I go outside, take a 
few steps and turn to go back into the house before I start gagging.  I call our local "HELP" 
phone numbers and they all say the same thing:  "Leave, go somewhere else for the day!"  Wow, 
I'm being driven out of my own home.  This is where I live and work.  What is this doing to all 
of us, our animals, our crops, our water?  In town I recover within an hour and feel fine, but I' m 
afraid to go home.  I have a ten-year-old cough that goes away whenever I travel, coincidence?  
My neighbors and I joke about our traveling headaches that always go away when we leave on a 
trip. 
 
HEALTH 
 
HEALTH is a BIG issue.  Unfortunately nothing can be proved, but the people that live here and 
live with it are affected physically and mentally in multiple ways. 
 
We all know without question that it has changed our quality of life on so any levels and we all 
handle it our own way.  Everyone has a different level of tolerance both mentally and physically 
so we are all coming from a different place.  We all would like to move, but who would buy into 
this?  Our inability to sell our property has nothing to do with the economy, this is the result of 
the drilling and what goes with it.   
 
We all worry about our futures, financially as well as our long term health.  Several years ago a 
doctor from back east moved into the area, he was a specialist in lungs!  He and his wife had 
been to the area skiing and thought they would like to retire here and he would practice part time.  
I was having breathing problems with a constant cough so I went to see him.  I hadn't had asthma 
symptoms in over forty-five years so I was concerned as was my husband who was also 
experiencing similar problems.  We were sure it was our environment and inhalers were 
prescribed. 
 
We ran into the doctor and his wife at several of the county gas meetings and by the end of the 
year they were no longer in the area.  Coincidence?  I don't think so.   
 
We shouldn't have to leave our homes, our relatives shouldn't have to stay at a hotel, we 
shouldn't have to wear earplugs, constantly use an inhaler, have sleepless nights etc.  My 
husband and I have had to vacate our master bedroom because of the noise and odors that drift in 
from the West.  That end of the house simply traps everything bad from the industry and we have 
moved out of the west end.  How sad is that, one third of our house cannot be used!   
 
POLLUTION 
 
POLLUTION on so many levels: air, noise, litter, water, light.... 



There is nothing positive about any of it.  The industry uses outdated equipment and have very 
few, if any emission controls.  They will test your water but control the lab that runs the tests.  
 
When you call to complain about an odor they want to know which pad?  There is no way to 
know, nothing can be proved, we are surrounded by pads, a breeze can change the pollution.  
When they flare who knows what they are shooting out, it is so scary for humans and animals.   
 
The danger of the flare/fires in the summer with our drought ridden countryside are terrifying.  
Wildfires are a constant worry with all the flaring and all the cigarette butts that are tossed up 
and down our road in addition to all the other litter from the local fast food joints.  The number 
of empty beer cans we clean up only indicates to us that we have drivers of really big rigs and 
equipment under the influence.  They come out and talk to you, try to buy you with a ham or can 
of popcorn all the while they spin a yarn about it won't be too much longer.  Then to add insult to 
injury, ten years later, they move in tanks to store the waste water from numerous wells 
throughout the area. 
 
What next?  By the way, the tanks supposedly buffer the water as it returns to our ground. Water 
that is fully contaminated with mystery chemicals, heavy metals and who knows what else?? 
 
TRAFFIC 
 
TRAFFIC can be so bad at times you think you are going crazy.  We lived on a dead end dirt 
road surrounded by so much beauty you felt like you had died and gone to heaven.  Three years 
of bliss later turned in to the New Jersey Turnpike 23/7!  You can hear the drone of the trucks 
coming from miles away long before you can even see them.  Sometimes there are dozens at a 
time traveling caravan style.  Sometimes they dribble in every five minutes.  The diesel fuel 
lingers and you can smell and taste it long after they have passed.  It remains on your clothes 
after you go into your home.  Some days I feel like I'm living on a runway or at a gas station.   
 
This summer our recently Navy retired son was visiting and asked how could we stand it?  He 
said it was worse than the flight deck he worked on, partially because it was so continuous and 
mostly because we were supposed to be on a ranch not an aircraft carrier.  Needless to say, he 
did not enjoy his visit with us; he felt ill, had trouble breathing, had a headache and hated the 
noise and traffic.   
 
Our life is not normal because of the traffic.  We cannot safely get our mail on the road as oil and 
gas traffic whizzes by.  We cannot ride our bikes or horses down the road.  We have to load 
everybody up and haul to a safer location.  On Mother's Day I received a new bicycle and 
daringly took it out on the road as I was getting sick of repeated rides around the barn on the 
gravel.  Within ten minutes I had to stop for twelve trucks so I gave up.  It was not fun;  they 
don't care, they don't move over, they don't slow down and they are not good neighbors.   
 
We have literally moved our entire horse operation inland because of the traffic.  They would 
scare the horses with their excessive speed, jake break noises and air horns.  The majority of the 
drivers whether it is the gas company itself or the many subcontractors are not concerned about 
you.  It never lets up, there are numerous shifts with workers commuting to the well sites at crazy 



hours.  We have witnessed them drag racing side by side on our road at 5AM. They wake us up 
at wee hours with loud mufflers and raging engines. We have had some near misses and even 
changed our ranch entrance for safer exiting, moved our mail box for the safety of our delivery 
person and literally rebuilt and moved our facility after being bucked off young horses that were 
startled by rude drivers being cute by blasting their air horns.  Many times we have had the huge 
trucks slide down the icy road backwards as they grind their gears and head right towards a 
horses paddock.  The big trucks intimidate everyone on the road, we move over for fear of 
damage to our own vehicles. 
 
When we first moved to this area neighbors would push strollers, ride bikes, jog, walk dogs, ride 
horses on the road; not any more.  Now we are forced to stay in our homes with windows and 
doors closed OR we have been forced to leave our homes, our beautiful area, in order to enjoy 
the out of doors.   
 
LIGHT  
 
LIGHT from the sites, depending on their stage, can be a real problem.  If you live in a climate 
with snow cover lasting many months it is particularly bad due to the reflection off snow fields.  
There have been times when we had blankets OVER our existing window coverings to keep light 
out in order to sleep. 
 
At times you feel like you are on stage the brilliance is so intense.  Night driving can be a little 
scary depending on what type of vision you have as the lights can sometimes start blending.  The 
truck traffic at night is very scary especially on icy roads with their lights blinding you.   
 
We have had interesting results here at our ranch because lighting affects the hair coat length on 
horses and their shedding process.  In other words, our horses are confused due to too much 
artificial light in a twenty-four hour day.  What is it doing to the 150 head of elk we have in the 
area and the hibernating habits of the other wildlife? 
 
We have had rigs so close and so bright we have had to wear sunglasses indoors at night.  We 
have even turned off our own lamps in the evenings and been able to function.  Our visiting son 
at the holidays one year remarked that we didn't even need a Christmas tree with the huge 
illuminated rig towering out the front of our house.   
 
Our area was so quiet and pristine, you could hear a pin drop, you could count the shooting stars.  
Now we go out at night and listen to the constant hum, count the rigs as far as the eye can see 
and breathe in God only knows what! 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The place we loved, our home, has been so damaged by the industry that we may not see it 
recover in our lifetime.  Our way of life has been similarly destroyed.  It does not have to be this 
way.  For the sake of the rest of Colorado, please establish setbacks of at least 1,000 feet and 
require mitigations to deal with noise, light, odor, pollution and traffic whenever an oil and gas 
facility is proposed near a home.   
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