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Dear OCC Commissioners, “5, g ocT asi
Iam writing to ask you to approve the Application to amend;t,hé 40 j“fw/

Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:
¢ PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threat to our To:
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies overtime, o:
and causing cancer, birthdefectsand endocrine disorders. NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
¢ Qiland gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer usin .
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that clairrg1 does nit Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements, Re: Case No. 23580
cannot be verified or enforced. 1220 South St. Francis Drive,
e Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause Santa Fe, NM 87505
undue expense for oil and gas operators are false, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can bedisclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these

forever chemicals. Oncecontamﬁ?ﬁT ’” ’,,,g'l?ﬁc,lf"i,m,”.].[Iu[/-/,ll;[,u“u”
Sincerely, ‘m‘*%
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Dear OCC Commissioners, 10 [oct A2
| am writing to ask you to approve the Application to amem iﬂ'_z B - SR

Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580 , because:

e PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threat te our

" health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time,
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders.

« Oiland gas industry operators hide under the cover of “trade
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim does not
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements,
cannot be verified or enforced.

o Claimsthat chemical disclosure requirements will cause
undue expense for oil and gas operators are false, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these

foreversh%a/ls;o/nicon inated, th
Sincerely,
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To:

NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk

Re: Case No. 23580

1220 South St. Francis Drive,

Santa Fe, NM 87505
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From: Lura Brookins

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:20:28 AM

You don't often get email from lurabrookins@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Exposure to toxic chemicals like PFAS is a serious public health risk
and oil and gas regulations must prevent drilling operations from contaminating our land and
water.

3. In a 2016 report on fracking and drinking water, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) found that fracking related pollution from chemicals used in oil and gas operations
could follow a number of pathways to impact surface and groundwater, including injection or
spilling of fluids into groundwater or cracked casements that could allow fluids to migrate to
aquifers. Since OCC cannot provide 100% certainty that contamination of drinking water will
not occur, it must prohibit PFAS in Oil and Gas operations.

4. Between 2013 and 2022 oil and gas companies injected more than 3,600 NM wells with
surfactants, a class of chemical that include multiple PFAS. But the details remain a trade
secret. Without disclosure requirements there is no way for regulators to verify or enforce a
prohibition on PFAS in oil and gas operations. Industry complaints that such disclosure
requirements will expose trade secrets are unfounded. Like rules requiring chemical disclosure
in California and Colorado, the individual constituents of fracking fluids can be disclosed
without listing trade names.

Most importantly, the Oil Conservation Commission should ensure that the rules governing oil
and gas drilling prevent contamination of New Mexico water with PFAS and any other
harmful chemicals that can accumulate in soil and water and harm public health.


mailto:lurabrookins@gmail.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

Sincerely,

Lura Brookins

1500 Pacheco St
Santa Fe, NM 87505



From: Khristie Cano

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:19:57 AM

You don't often get email from khristie@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Exposure to toxic chemicals like PFAS is a serious public health risk
and oil and gas regulations must prevent drilling operations from contaminating our land and
water.

3. In a 2016 report on fracking and drinking water, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) found that fracking related pollution from chemicals used in oil and gas operations
could follow a number of pathways to impact surface and groundwater, including injection or
spilling of fluids into groundwater or cracked casements that could allow fluids to migrate to
aquifers. Since OCC cannot provide 100% certainty that contamination of drinking water will
not occur, it must prohibit PFAS in Oil and Gas operations.

4. Between 2013 and 2022 oil and gas companies injected more than 3,600 NM wells with
surfactants, a class of chemical that include multiple PFAS. But the details remain a trade
secret. Without disclosure requirements there is no way for regulators to verify or enforce a
prohibition on PFAS in oil and gas operations. Industry complaints that such disclosure
requirements will expose trade secrets are unfounded. Like rules requiring chemical disclosure
in California and Colorado, the individual constituents of fracking fluids can be disclosed
without listing trade names.

Most importantly, the Oil Conservation Commission should ensure that the rules governing oil
and gas drilling prevent contamination of New Mexico water with PFAS and any other
harmful chemicals that can accumulate in soil and water and harm public health.


mailto:khristie@gmail.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

Sincerely,
Khristie Cano
Rochester, MN 55901
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Dear OCC Commissioners,

| am writing to ask you to approve the Application toamend the
Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:
¢ PFAS and PFOA pose asignificant and growing threat to our
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time,
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders.

« Oil and gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim does not
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements,
cannot be verified or enforced.

e Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause
undue expense for oil and gas operators are false, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these

As in past
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To:

NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk

Re: Case No. 23580

1220 South St. Francis Drive,

Santa Fe, NM 87505
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__.Dear OCC Commissioners,

From: K,&(‘Pr\‘ \/A\J{iﬁe —
Address: {22, Mo oninc &TD_c__(
City, State, Zip: _ A_\r_by_c‘ \LQDQ_&__& g\‘

| am writing to ask you to approve the Application to ameggth
Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:

o PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threat to our
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time,
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders.

« Qiland gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim does not
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements,
cannot be verified or enforced.

e Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause
undue expense for oil and gas operators are false, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these

forever chemicals. Once contamnnr}e'dl t ﬂ? :s: m ﬁO)Il'l%’b,?('Z;(, ” I

Sincerely, e

NS—— ~N

NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk

Re: Case No. 23580

1220 South St. Francis Drive,

Santa Fe, NM 87505
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Dear OCC Commissioners, % 'g 0T oZ e
& w
| am writing to ask you to approve the Application to am 03/’ -

Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:

e PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threat to our
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time,
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders.

« Oiland gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim does not
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements,
cannot be verified or enforced.

e Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause
undue expense for oil and gas operators are false, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these
forever chemicals. P contamlnat'e'd) H\ s r)?ﬁio'"l‘]ﬁmihl Iji
Sincerely,

NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk

Re: Case No. 23580

1220 South St. Francis Drive,

Santa Fe, NM 87505
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Dear OCC Commissioners, L
| amwriting to ask you to approve the Applicationtoam ei?.

Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:

« PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threattoour
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time,
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders.

» Oil and gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using
PEAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim doesnot
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements,
cannot be verified orenforced.

« Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause
undue expense for cil and gas operators arefalse, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these

NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk

Re: Case No. 23580

1220 South St. Francis Drive,

Santa Fe, NM 87505
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Sincerely,







From: Fred Raschke

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:22:32 AM

You don't often get email from fredraschkedc@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Exposure to toxic chemicals like PFAS is a serious public health risk
and oil and gas regulations must prevent drilling operations from contaminating our land and
water.

3. In a 2016 report on fracking and drinking water, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) found that fracking related pollution from chemicals used in oil and gas operations
could follow a number of pathways to impact surface and groundwater, including injection or
spilling of fluids into groundwater or cracked casements that could allow fluids to migrate to
aquifers. Since OCC cannot provide 100% certainty that contamination of drinking water will
not occur, it must prohibit PFAS in Oil and Gas operations.

4. Between 2013 and 2022 oil and gas companies injected more than 3,600 NM wells with
surfactants, a class of chemical that include multiple PFAS. But the details remain a trade
secret. Without disclosure requirements there is no way for regulators to verify or enforce a
prohibition on PFAS in oil and gas operations. Industry complaints that such disclosure
requirements will expose trade secrets are unfounded. Like rules requiring chemical disclosure
in California and Colorado, the individual constituents of fracking fluids can be disclosed
without listing trade names.

Most importantly, the Oil Conservation Commission should ensure that the rules governing oil
and gas drilling prevent contamination of New Mexico water with PFAS and any other
harmful chemicals that can accumulate in soil and water and harm public health.


mailto:fredraschkedc@gmail.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

Sincerely,
Fred Raschke
WEYAUWEGA, WI 54983



From: Forest Replogle

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:20:45 AM

You don't often get email from forestbrep@live.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Expo

Sincerely,
Forest Replogle
Albuquerque, NM 87108


mailto:forestbrep@live.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

From: Carolina Restrepo

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:20:59 AM

You don't often get email from carolinarestrepoO6@outlook.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Exposure to toxic chemicals like PFAS is a serious public health risk
and oil and gas regulations must prevent drilling operations from contaminating our land and
water.

3. In a 2016 report on fracking and drinking water, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) found that fracking related pollution from chemicals used in oil and gas operations
could follow a number of pathways to impact surface and groundwater, including injection or
spilling of fluids into groundwater or cracked casements that could allow fluids to migrate to
aquifers. Since OCC cannot provide 100% certainty that contamination of drinking water will
not occur, it must prohibit PFAS in Oil and Gas operations.

4. Between 2013 and 2022 oil and gas companies injected more than 3,600 NM wells with
surfactants, a class of chemical that include multiple PFAS. But the details remain a trade
secret. Without disclosure requirements there is no way for regulators to verify or enforce a
prohibition on PFAS in oil and gas operations. Industry complaints that such disclosure
requirements will expose trade secrets are unfounded. Like rules requiring chemical disclosure
in California and Colorado, the individual constituents of fracking fluids can be disclosed
without listing trade names.

Most importantly, the Oil Conservation Commission should ensure that the rules governing oil
and gas drilling prevent contamination of New Mexico water with PFAS and any other
harmful chemicals that can accumulate in soil and water and harm public health.


mailto:carolinarestrepo06@outlook.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

Sincerely,
Carolina Restrepo
Tampa, FL 33634



From: Susan Sims

To: Apodaca, Sheila, EMNRD

Subject: [EXTERNAL] I support the application to prohibit PFAS and require disclosure of chemicals used in oil and gas
operations

Date: Thursday, October 17, 2024 8:18:52 AM

You don't often get email from sucarpsi@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Sheila Apodaca,

Please share my below public comment regarding Case No. 23580 with the Oil Conservation
Commissioners:

I support a prohibition on PFAS and PFOA in oil and gas operations and a requirement to
disclose chemicals used in downhole operations because:

1. Scientists have documented probable links between PFAS and kidney cancer, testicular
cancer, thyroid disease, high cholesterol, pre-eclampsia and ulcerative colitis. PFAS and
PFOA do not break down and are known to accumulate in land, water and in our bodies,
leading to their nickname "forever chemicals." There is no level of exposure to these
contaminants that is safe.

2. In a study published in August 2024 in the Lancet, researchers from the American Cancer
Society reported that cancer rates for 17 of the 34 most common cancers are increasing in
progressively younger generations. The study notes that these increasing rates "largely reflect
increased exposure to carcinogenic factors during early life or young adulthood compared with
previous generations." Exposure to toxic chemicals like PFAS is a serious public health risk
and oil and gas regulations must prevent drilling operations from contaminating our land and
water.

3. In a 2016 report on fracking and drinking water, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) found that fracking related pollution from chemicals used in oil and gas operations
could follow a number of pathways to impact surface and groundwater, including injection or
spilling of fluids into groundwater or cracked casements that could allow fluids to migrate to
aquifers. Since OCC cannot provide 100% certainty that contamination of drinking water will
not occur, it must prohibit PFAS in Oil and Gas operations.

4. Between 2013 and 2022 oil and gas companies injected more than 3,600 NM wells with
surfactants, a class of chemical that include multiple PFAS. But the details remain a trade
secret. Without disclosure requirements there is no way for regulators to verify or enforce a
prohibition on PFAS in oil and gas operations. Industry complaints that such disclosure
requirements will expose trade secrets are unfounded. Like rules requiring chemical disclosure
in California and Colorado, the individual constituents of fracking fluids can be disclosed
without listing trade names.

Most importantly, the Oil Conservation Commission should ensure that the rules governing oil
and gas drilling prevent contamination of New Mexico water with PFAS and any other
harmful chemicals that can accumulate in soil and water and harm public health.


mailto:sucarpsi@gmail.com
mailto:Sheila.Apodaca@emnrd.nm.gov
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Sincerely,
Susan Sims
Taos, NM 87571
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Dear OCC Commissioners, % 10

| am writing to ask you to approve the Application to amensthe ¢y
Commissions’s rules to address PFAS, Case No. 23580, because:
¢ PFAS and PFOA pose a significant and growing threat to our To:
health, accumulating in water, soil and our bodies over time, O:
and causing cancer, birth defects and endocrine disorders. NM Oil Conservation Commissioners
e Qiland gasindustry operators hide under the cover of “trade Wendell Chino Building, 3rd Floor
secret” protections and claim that they are no longer using .
PFAS or PFOA for oil and gas drilling, but that claim does not Attn: Sheila Apodaca, Clerk
have the force of law, and without disclosure requirements, Re: Case No. 23580
cannot be verified or enforced. 1220 South St. Francis Drive,
e Claims that chemical disclosure requirements will cause Santa Fe, NM 87505
undue expense for oil and gas operators arefalse, as has been
proven in California and Colorado. Fracking fluid ingredients
can be disclosed without specifying exact formulas.

Please use your authority to protect New Mexicans from these
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