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State of Colorado
Department of Natural Resources

Oil and Gas Conservation Commission

1120 Lincoln Street, Suite 801
Denver, Colorado 80203

Phone: 303-894-2100
Fax: 303-894-2109

Complaint Line, Toll-Free: 1-888-235-1101

Website: www.oil-gas state.co.us
E-mail: dnrogec@state.co.us

Field Inspectors:

Southwest Colorado
Mark Weems, Durango
Phone/Fax: 970-253-4587
Cell: 570-749-0624

Northwest Colorado
Jaime Adkins, Parachute
Phone/Fax: 970-285-9000

Cell: 970-250-2440

Jay Krabacher, Grand Junction
Phone/Fax: 970-256-9000
Cell: 970-216-5749

Western Weld Region
Ed Binkley, Greeley

Phone: 970-506-9834
Fax: 970-506-9835
Cell: 570-380-2683

Northeast Colorado

Kevin Lively,

Phone; 970-522-6747
Fax: 970-521-5076
Cell: 970-380-0166

Southeast Colorado

John Duran, Trinidad
Phone: 719-846-4715
Fax: 719-846-4705
Cell: 719-688-2626

= 1. HOW CANWE STOPOIL AN)

GAS DEVELOPMENT IN
COLORADO" Lo

" STOPPING OIL AND GAS

DEVELOPMENT IN GENERAL

Question 1.a.: 1own only the surface and have no-

interest in the oil or gas underlying my land. How can |

_ stop oil and gas development on my property or in my

area of the state? What can the Colorado Oil and Gas
Conservation Commission (COGCC) {3;3 to stop -

: addumna[ oil and gas dwei@pmgnt?

Answer La.: Colorado, hks all other western ﬂtates
recognizes separate ownership of the surface estate aﬁd :
the mineral estate and the distinet private property
rights associated with each. Often, different parties

~ own the surface and the substirface, commonly referred.

to as severed or split estate lands. The different
ownership may have been created through the
reservation of the minerals to the government when the

- lands were originally patented, or may result from a s
decision by a previous landowner to separately seﬁ or
: iease the subsurface mineral interest. ;

* Because each party has pr{}per%y nghts assamatﬁd with
- the ownership of their respective estate, oil and gas

companies that have purchased or leased mineral rights

 are entitled to exercise their property. rights to'develop

the resource. Colorado law recognizes that access to the
mineral estate from the surface estate is necessary in -~
order to develop the mineral interest. The law provides
for access to the mineral estate by allowing subsurface .~
owners “reasonable use” of the surface estate. The

" COGCC did not create these legal relationships, and it

does not have the statutory authority to alter these .

 private property rights. Instead, surface and mineral

interests are created or transferred through prwate

~ party contracts, including deeds and leases.

In contrast, the COGCC is a state regulatory égemy
created by the Colorado General Assembly to promote

" development of the oil and gas resources throughout

the state, consistent with the protection of public health,
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safety and welfare. Thus the COGCC may suspend

operations if it finds a company is violating COGCC

rules, or to protect the public from significant injury, but

~ the COGCC cannot interfere with the private party

confracts establishing the surface and mmerai owners’
ngh{s to the pm;;erty ‘

. STOPPING OILAND GAS
DEVELOPMENT TO PROTECT AN

. INDIVIDUALS PROPERTYVALUE OR

- QUALITY OF LIFE

‘Question Lb.: If COGCC is Qbhga{ed to protect public
health, safety and welfare, why won't they stop oil and
gas development that threatens my pmper’t} values or
my quatity of life?

Answer Lb.: The law that creatﬁd th& C{)GC,C and
empowers their regulation of the oil and gas industry

- provides for the COGCC to promulgate rules to protect
the health, safety and welfare of the general public in
the conduct of oil and gas operations. The law is

intended to keep the general public safe when drilling - :

and development occurs, and is not directed at
protecting individual property va?ues ora preferred
quality of life. - ;

Anexample of COGCC rules enacted to protect pubhc
health, safety and welfare are the “high density rules”
that apply significant restrictions on oil and gas =~
development in areas where there is dense surface
residential development on 2 acre or less equivalent lot
sizes. In some cases these rules essentially preclude
new oil and gas deveiapmem because of safety

‘ concemﬁ ) :

STOPPING OILAND GAS
DEVELOPMENT WITH RULES FOR

- PREVENTION AND PROTECTION
Question 1.c.: The COGCC says it has authority and

rules to prevent and mitigate significant adverse
environmental 1mpaci:s and to provide certain types of

K pm{ecﬁ{}n Why wcntthe C{}GCC use lhnw mieg o

swp oil and gas deveiopmem'?

3 A_nswer 1.c: The COGCC's authaﬁ@ t0 pmem and =
 mitigate significant environmental harm does not

negate its obligation to encourage development of the
oil and gas resource. Generally, the COGCC's authority
requires it to find solutions that prevent or mitigate

- significant adverse environmental impacts as well as

provide for oil and gas development. The COGCC

. _therefore focuses on environmentally safe ope rdunns :
~ In this regard, the COGCC often conditions its drilling
~_permits to include environmental protections, and

otherwise enforves ifs rules to prevent and mitigate

_ significant adverse env ironmental impacts. In rare.

- cases if there is no identifiable solution to prevent OT
- mitigate significant adverse environmental impacts or

* tomeet its “protection” type charges, the COGCC does
pmhlhit oil and gas dev ?Iupmmn by denying drilling -

permit appi;catmﬂ appm\ al or thmugh Lsmmissmn

‘ f}rders

2 wuv DOESN'T THE COGCC
DO MORE FOR SURFACE
OWNERS?

SURFACE OWNER COMPENSA’HON '

AND SURFACE DAMAGE BONDS

' Quabcn 2a: Ithaughi the COGCC was supposed to

“balance” oil and gas dev f-inpn 1ent with surface -

% development. Why doesn’t the COGCC require theoil
- and gas companies to pay me for the economic loss T

suffer when the oil comipany uses part of my property -
foroil and gas development? Why does the COGCC -
grant companies permits fo drill on my property when
Thaven't sagﬂed asurface use agfeemﬁm with them?

 Answer2a: An oil cam;&aﬁy s right o use the surface

is created by the oil and gas lease or other contract that
establishes the company’s right to drill. The COGCC
dﬁes not create these mierests and it is not auﬂ’a{}ﬁzed 0
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interfere with these interests unless it has evidence that
the operations are in violation of COGCC rules and
regulations.

The law that created the COGCC requires ofl
comparties to post a bond with the COGCC that is
intended to protect surface owners from “unreasonable
crop losses or land damage from the use of the
premises” when a company and the surface owner
have not otherwise reached agreement on surface use
compensation. The COGCC's statute recognizes the
existing law that provides for reasonable surface use to
access the mineral estate. Therefore, only if crop losses
or land damages are “unreasonable” based on what is
needed to access the mineral estate does the law
provide for compensation to the surface owner. No
surface owners have claimed compensation under a
surface damage bond for unreasonable crop loss in
several years.

In practice, companies generally pay surface owners for
access despite the fact the law permits reasonable access
without compensation. The surface use payments
companies voluntarily make to surface owners may or
may not be equivalent to the economic losses perceived
by those surface owners. The COGCC is not
authorized however to order companies to compensate
surface owners for crop loss or land damage considered
“reasonable.”

REQUIRING DIRECTIONAL DRILLING
OR PITLESS DRILLING SYSTEMS

Question 2.b.: Why doesn't the COGCC prevent or
mitigate environmental impacts by requiring
companies to spend more money for special equipment
and techniology such as directional drilling or pitless
drilling systems?

Answer 2.b.: The law empowers the COGCC "to
regulate oil and gas operations so as to prevent and
mitigate significant adverse environmental impacts ...
resulting from oil and gas operations to the extent
necessary (o protect public health, safety and welfare,
taking into consideration cost-effectiveness and
technical feasibility.” Because of the statutory
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requirement that the COGCC take into consideration
cost-effectiveness and technical feasibility the COGCC
has to consider the costs of any condition imposed for
environmental purposes. In some rare instances the
COGCC has required directional drilling or pitless
drilling systems. Generally, the COGCC does not
impose these requirements because there has been no
showing that the requested method is cost-effective,
technically feasible, and necessary to protect the public
health, safety and welfare, A surface owner may file an
application for Commission hearing to make a showing
that directional drilling or pitless drilling systems are
necessary to protect the public health, safety and
welfare taking into consideration cost-effectiveness and
technical feasibility.

REQUIRING MINERAL RIGHTS
HOLDERS TO ACCOMMODATE
SURFACE OWNERS

Question 2.c.; In its 1997 decision in Gerrity Oil and
Gas Corp. v. Magness the Colorado Supreme Court
discussed the relationship between surface owners and
mineral owners and stated that “[t|his ‘due regard’
concept requires mineral rights holders to
accommodate surface owners to the fullest extent
possible consistent with their right to develop the
mineral estate.” How does this decision affect the
COGCC's regulatory authority?

Answer 2.c.: The COGCC receives its regulatory
authority from the General Assembly. The Colorado
Supreme Court Decision does not change the COGCC’s
statutory grant of authority. nor did the decision
reinterpret the COGCC statute as it applies to surface
and mineral owners. A legislative change to the Oil and
Gas Conservation Act would be necessary to affect
COGCC’s regulatory authority.

The Magness decision more closely affects the private
party contractual relationships between surface and
mineral owners discussed above, providing that
accommodation concepts be incorporated into the
analysis of the reasonableness of the company’s access.
The decision may also affect the way lower courts
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dmde futun: lmgaﬁen between surfate owners and o,
mineral rights II(]I(JPI'S ,

Much of the COGCC S exist ing statutary chaz‘ge and k

many COGCC rules are consistent with the Magness - - :

decision. It is important to note however that the
COGCC statute has not been changed to include
authority to regulate the extent to which mmsrai rights
holders must accon nnnrlaie surfax:e owners.”

3. WHY IS THE COMMISSION
COMPRISED OF PEOPLE
FAMILIAR OR ASSOCIATED
- WITH THE OIL AND GAS
INDUSTRY?

* Question 3 a. L an the Cmmummn makeup be

changed to include more environmentalists and surface

oowners so that it will be mare likely to vote to stop 011
- and gas development? '

Answer3.a: In 1994 the (,O(,LC,'S iaw was mnf'uded
to provide that the Commission’s promotionof

- resource development is consistent with the  protection )

k of public health, safety and welfare. At the same time
-~ the General Assembly expanded the. makeup of the
Commission. The C 0GCC includes members with

~ - experience in the oil and gas industry, agriculture, real -~

_ estate, range management, land reclamation and other

~ envionmental areas. In spite of these changes the -
Commission is sometimes viewed as unresponsive o -

- surface owners and unwilling to stop oil aﬂd gas .

g ~dwd0prn{‘n[ ,

Since the 1994 le&,ts!at ion lI e COGCC has pmmuiga{ed

some of the most comprehensive state oil and gas -~ -

- regulations with respect to environmental protection,
- reclamation, local governmental coordination, and -

public participation in the United States. The COGCC -

has acted to the extent of its current statutory authority

to address surface owner concerns and control oil and
~gas operations. Further changing the Commission
-makeup Wizhf::m fundamentaily changing and

|

expandiilg its statulnw aulhomy W uuld not make it
more responsive to surface owners, or allow it to stop 2 oo
. drilling more often. Accordingly, as long as there is

severed mineral interest ownership in Caloradoand . -
law which protects the property rights of mineral rights

-~ holders to access their mineral estate, and as long as the

COGCC's statute ¢ harges the COGCC with promotion
of oil and gas development, the COGCC will be limited
in its ability to satisfy surface owners or to stop oil and -

gas devalopmem mgard!ess of C{}mnass;en makenp

COMWSSIONER INDUSTRY g

EXPERIENCE REQUIREMENTS AND
- RELIANCEON STAFF =

‘Question 3.b:: The COGCC hasa staff of spm.laliv 5
trained and experienced petroleum engineers,

- geologists, envitonmental protection specialists; and

field inspectors as well as legal advice from an
experienced oil and gas attorney in the Attorney
General's office. Why does the Commissioner makeup

~ need to include so many industry experienced -
~ professionals? Couldn’t the Commission be made up
* mainly of people without professional expertise or
- industry experience who would rely on Slciff dd\FI(T‘ in_
2 nmkmg technical decisions?- ¢ -

1 Answers b.: The Commission f unct ions i twa types .

of roles; @s a legislative “rule-making” body andasa
court-like “adjudicatory” body. Each role requires the
Comimission to assess complex technical engineering.

geologic. legal, operational, and economic oil and gas ;
issues. The Commission must also have a thorough

understanding of these issues in order to fulfill its
statutory charges. Although stalf is available inan-
advisory capacity, the Commissioners miist exercise

- independent judgment on complex technical and lpgal g k
- issues which requires substantial experience and

expertise. Act nrdmg!y it is very typical for the L.oupﬂ[

- Assembly to require state boards and commissions to

be composed of individuals with experience and -

expertise in the businesses they oversee. It would be -

inappropriate and in some instances illegal for staff to
substitute its judgment for that of the a;;z;)amied

s (Eommassmn offi ﬁ}.ﬁs
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i COMMISS[ONER CONFLICT S
OF INTEREST

Question 3.c. Because there are so many 1ndust ry-
experienced pi'Df(’&'ilOlldlb that serve as COGCC
Commissioners isn't there a danger of conflicts of
interest leading to a fux gua:thn{, the hen house”

=3 -iilud[lun'?

Answer 3.c: All appmnwcl u[ﬁcid]s are fequared by law

to separate their personal interest from the state

interests they represent. In addition, the COGCC has

* promulgated riles that require very high standards of
professional conduct and comprehensively address,
conflicts of interest which meet and exceed those
contained in state statutes. In practice, the =
Commissioners are thorough and deliberate in
disclosing potential conflicts of interest and - ;
appropriately removing themselves when relevant:

‘matters come Imfur{. the Commissa{m

4. HOW DOES THE

' COMMISSION PROTECT THE

~ SAFETY OI-' THE GENERAL
PUBLIC?

- The COCCC dpphcs a mull[rude ofmles and pernm
conditions to protect the safety of the general public

including; safety sethacks from dwellings for wellsand ‘

production equipment, blowout prevention equipment,
well and equipment safety specifications and design
standards, security fencing in high density areas, and
special operations safety procedures, Copies of the

" Commission Rules and Regulations are available at no

~ cost from our web site at www.oil-gas.state.co.us -

» of they can be ordered through the mail for a nominal

- charge by mlling our toll free nuniber; 1-{888) 235-1101.
Moreover, cases of public safety impacts from oil and

' gas operations are extremely rare ar;d Lenerally

. NoR- ex;stent in Coimadu ; A

5‘ HOW DOES THE
COMMISSION’S AIR AND
WATER QUALITY

REGULATIONFIT INWITH
THAT OF THE COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH AND
* ‘ENVIRONMENT (CDPHE)?

The CO(‘ CC has broad statutory auihority w ith respect
to "...impacts on any air, water, soil, or btolagiral
resource resulting from oil and gas operations... Thi‘

~ CDPHE Air Pollution Control Division (APCD)
regulates air quality over the entire state to mminuza ,
emissions from a variety of sources, and to ensure air -~

quality on a statewide basis meets federal air qual ity
standards. In addition, the COGCC has a few air-
related rules specific to oil and gas operations such as

flaring gas wells. The COGCC also cooperates and

coordinates closely with CDPHE-APCD with respen to
oil and gas operations, with the COGCC generally. -
deferring to the expertise of COPHE-APCD on air -
quality issues such as em}se,mns and potential hml lh
impacts,

With rtspecl 1o water qua]ily [he COG( C cuordmaies

_ its monitoring and enforcement with the CDPHE Water
Quality Control Commission (WQCC) which sets water

quality standards and classifications statewide. The
COGCC is responsible (and accountable to the CDPHE-
WOCC) for m:pk'monnng those standards and
classifications with respect to ground water. The

- COGCC requires that operators design and construct

wells and facilities to protect ground water from

contamination during oil and gas operations. Ifoiland
‘gas operations entail discharges to surface waters the
- operator must obtain a permit prior to discharging from

the CDPHE-WQCC. As an additional safeguard, the
COGCC has several rules aimed at preventing -
unpermaﬁeﬁ dzsaharges o sufface waters.
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6. HOW ARE OIL AND GAS

,,,,, IMPACTS TO WILDLIFE AND

AGRICULTURAL LANDS
ADDRESSED’

'Oﬁ and gas do\ f-!upuwnl goneral]_\, affms re]'uively
small areas averaging roughly 2 acres per well.
“Therefore, impacts to wildlife habitat and agricultural .
lands are generally relatively small. The COGCC has

- reclamation rules that require impacted landstobe
restored to their original condition after the well is
abandoned. Those rules have rm-rulv been ex;szﬁdgd ,
~and slreng,thened : ;

Compared to other forms uf land use, such as rura!
residential development, oil and gas d(‘\l’(’ll}pﬂ}l’lll is.
relatively benign in its impact on wildlife and -

-+ agriculture, Itis temporary in that after the well is

abandoned the lands can be reclaimed for wildlife -

* habitat and agriculture. Rural residential development

is generally more permanent. Wildlife biologists from-
the Colorado Division of Wildlife (CDOW) have -
advised thal there are generally more impactsto .
wildlife from a typical rural residence than froma -
ypical oil and gas well. State law in Colorado restricts -
_regulation of rural residential land development to
 parcels smaller than 35 acres. The CDOW wildlife
‘biologists have confirmed that gas wells developed at
one well per 40 acres typically have less impacton
-wildlife than 35-acre ranchette development does. The
COGCC considers impacts to wildlife in its regulation,
and in certain cases issues orders or applies permit
conditions ts:; prevent or mitigate 1mpacts to wildlife.

The Nahnnal Environmental l’nlic‘y Act {NF?A)

- provides for a defined “cumulative impacts” dna!ws i

for proposed projects classified as “federal actions”.

~ Colorado law does not provide for a NEPA “cumulative

impacts” analysis for projects proposed on private or

- state-owned lands. The COGCC can consider :
cumulative impacts within the I;mats of 1ts author 1{3;

under state law. ,

Awildlife ;}ai;;:y has been ado;a{eé by the oil and gas
,mdusi:xy trade assaczatmns and maﬁy compames ;

. operating in Colorado. The CDOW and the COGCC

encourage voluntary commitment to measures that
prevent and mmgate ir npacts o w:ldllffv

1;7,WHAT\11§ THE B‘Aslsi FOR
THE COMMISSION'S SOUND

- RULES AND HOW ARE THEY

APPLIED?

The state noise law specifi |f‘e<s levels i}f saund that the
courts use to determine the extent to which the noise
constitutes a public nuisance. The Commission has

adopted sound rules that lnmrpmale the same le» els of ,

sound specified in the state noise law.

The Commission’s field mspectom are f‘ququmd with
sound level meters and frequently take field /

. measurements in response to complaints. If sound

levels measured from oil and gas operations exceed

.~ those specified under Commission rules, enforcement

acucn is initiated to br ing lhnm into (nmp!idnca

5. HOW ARE THE

COMMISSION Rums "
ENFORCED?

The Cammmszoa ';Iaﬂ“ initiate eﬂfor{:emeﬁt actions asa
result of alleged violations encountered through -

inspections and complaints. If the operating company

fails to voluntarily agree to appropriate corretctive
action or an order setting fines, a hearing is scheduled
for the Commission to determine if a violation exists -
and to order appropriate corrective actions and assess
fines. From 1994 to 2000, the Commission issued 110 -
penait}z {}rders assessmg one million clullars in [‘r 1es.

- 12
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COGCC Mlssion Statement

The mission of the Colorado Oil & Gas Consr-rvallon
- Commission (COGCC) is to promote the responsible
development {)f C{:ﬁmaéa 5 ml and gas natural

TESOUICeS, e

" Resp{mszbie dcwlup: rient effez:mely baian{:es

. Th{s efficient exgioratzorz anﬁ pf(}dm:aan of 011 and ; i~

: gas resource; -
» The prevention of waste; and,

* The protection of pub};c heaith safety and welfare,
the environment ami mineral fm {1&{ s rom’ldnw
rights. ~ : ,

~ The COGCC seeks to serve, solicit partic ipmmn from, -

- and maintain working relationships with all those -
~ having an interest in C uluradu s m] and gas natural
; ~resoun,es : 5.

ie ,“Str‘ategit Plan Goals

1 Promote the exploration, developmentand
conservation of Cﬂlofadi} s mi and gas natural
TESOUrCES. : ,

A Prevent and mzilgarn d(i\"(‘!“i{‘ ﬁnpa{tts to public -
~ health, s.afel;, welfare and the erwzrsnment

3 Demonstrate leadership i in the reguianen and
promotion of oil and gas dewlupn ient in Lcéorada at
the local, state and federal levels. ;

4 Managa limited CO{}C{Z resources to pmvzdf: ,
; 3eadersth and baiancr_- pmmﬁuan and protect ion..

5 Provide an information management system to

" Suppmt deasz{}ﬁ rmkmg and achfams COGCC goais.

'BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES OF

' COLORADO OIL & GAS CON SERVATION

COMMISSIONERS
©asof 10/23/03

" Peter M Mukeller'is,Senior Direrlbr, il and ('."as
~Services, for RW. Beck. He attended the University
of Colorada, majoring in Economics, and earned a

B.Sc. in Petroleum Engineering from the Colorado
School of Mines in 1978. During his career of 23

_ years, Mr. Mueller has worked in drilling, ot
_production, land, regulatory affairs, and gas -~ =~ -

management. He has worked for both majors and-
independents. Mr. Mueller is a member of the
Saciety of Petroleum Engineers and the engineering
honor society, Tau Beta Pi. He also serves on the o

~ Cardiac Care Board at Denver’s Children's Hospital, -

. Michael W. Klish is a Senior Environmental Scientist

for WestWater Engineering. He is a member of the .
Society of Wetland Scientist and servedasa - -

_representative for the U.S, Bureauof Land
Management on numerous oil and gas drilling -

projects. He received his BS degree in forest and
range management in 1972 and his MS degree in
plant ecology in 1977 from Colorado State University.

. Mr. Klish specializes in the integration of natural
* resource values into project design, revegetation and
‘reclamation environmental documentation and
8 Jspéciaiize(i site design and hydrolngy. P

‘k Lynn]. Shcmk isa parl ner wuh 2sons ina 75{)0 acre.
family farm, where they produce wheat, corn, millet

and sunflowers. Mr. Shook earned a BA degree in-
education from Colorado State College (University of

Northern Colorado) in 1963. He taught histor yand
government for 12 years in Castle Rock, Fort Morgan

and Akron. Mr. Shook has served in various political :
capacitites including 2 terms as Washingtion County

~Chairman. He served on the 13th Judicial District

Nominating Commission, was-an 8 year member of

13 —
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the Board of Directors of the Colorado State Farm
Bureau and the Colorado Farm Bureau Mutual

- Insurance Company, is a member of the Customer
Focus Group of the USDA Research Center in Akron,

~ and s also a member of the Colorado Sunflower
~Administrative Committee.

_ Brian Cree has extensive experience in the finance
-and operations related to the oil and gas industry.
He earned a BA'in accounting from the University of
Northern owa in 1985. He served as the Executive .

' Vice President, Chief Operating Officer and Director
of Patina Oil & Gas Corporation since May 1996 and
held similar positions with Gerrity Oil & Gas
Corporation from 1992 through its merger w ith -

- Patina. Mr. Cree held several other management and
officer level pcs;{mﬁs at Gerrity and the Robert

- Gerrity Company over a nine-year period. Prior to

that he held staff and supervisory level positions in

the public accounting f‘ irm of ﬁelmﬁe and ’Iauthe far £

IW(} 37‘&31’ S.

}ahn B Ashby is Preszdem Gf \shh) Dr 1I¥|ng
Corporation, a contract drilling com pany - which
drilled many wells 1 Iariltlgr::‘:l|t,ﬁ;e eastern plains of
Colorado. He is presently retired from contract
drilling and currently consults on oil and gas projects
located in the Rocky Mountain region, Mr. Ashby -

began his industry career as a youth empi{}yed ona

~ drilling rig, subsequently earned a B.Sc. in Geological
Engineering from the Colorado School of Mines and
began his professional career with Tenneco Oil
- Company. He has worked in the midcontinent, -

- western United States and overseas. Mr, Ashby
continues to assist the independent oil and gas sector
wnh piannmg ami supenf;sy:}n of weii operations.

 J. Thomas Reagan has over 45 years of experience as
a senior corporate execulive in'the commercial

banking and energy industries. He is currently Senior
Vice President and Manager of Specialized Depasits
at Wells Fargo Bank West in Denver. He earned his
degree ‘in Petroleum Engineering from the Colorado

‘School of Mines in 1953, and graduated from the

Stonier Graduate School of Banking at Rutgers
University in 1972. Mr. Reagan, a Colorado
Registered Professional Engineer, has held several -
positions with independent energy companies. He
has served on numerous boards for petroleum and

“engineering related organizations as well as
charitable organizations. Mr. Reagan is a member of
_ various professional societies.

“Tom Ann Caseyisa fourth gﬁﬂei‘éﬂon Caiaradgan '

who has lived and worked in La Plata County for
over 20 years. She earned a BA in Geology at :
Cok}mdc College (1 972) and an MS in Geology fmm‘

Stanford University (1974). Ms. Casey's geological

career spans over twenty-five years, mostly in the oil
and gas industry, with recent emphasis on the '

 coalgas play of the San Juan Basin: She has also

worked on natural hazard studies and taught at .
Lewis College. She is a member of numerous

 professional societies, is a past President of the Four

Corners Geological Society and has authored or -
edited various professional publications. She is an

-avid outdoor person and is currently working on

environmental and geoscience education issues,
pursumg persanal interests and ccﬁsuitmg
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