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>> Can anyone hear me?

Okay.

Speak louder?

Does this work?

Can you hear me in the back?

So good evening, everyone, it's a pleasure to see so many people here.

My name is Lindsay Speer, community organizer locally and one of the members of the organizing committee putting together this speaking series.

Thanks for coming.

This is the fifth event in our speaking series of the Onondaga land rights and our common future.

This collaborative educational series a major community University partnership coordinated by the Neighbors of the Onondaga Nation and involving 12 universities and some community groups.

Series began on February eighth and continue through early December.

At the opening event Tadodaho Sid Hill gave the Thanksgiving address and they will also close with that address.

In order to maximize our time, the content of these important presentations and conversations we will not do the Thanksgiving address at each event.

Tonight's talk is entitled sacred waters II, the danger of hydrofracking.

Last week sacred waters I Onondaga Nation chief Jake Edwards and Henry Lickers laid out the Onondaga Nation's vision for clean Onondaga Lake.

One of the lessons that I know myself as a Central New Yorker has learned from Onondaga Lake is that once you pollute a body of water it takes a lot of time and energy to clean it back up and it's incredibly difficult to do.

It is far easier and the right thing to do to prevent the pollution in the first place.

And that is the theme of tonight's talk.

Hydrofracking is a new threat, not just to the our waterways, but to our land, air, and communities.

This method of drilling for gas resulting in a vast industrialization and pollution of the rural and residential landscape and places like Texas, but as close as Pennsylvania as well and the pressure is onto bring it here.

The way that tonight's talk is going to go is we're going to have a nice discussion up here, it's not hydrofracking 101 or 202, per se, it's really a reflection on what this is going to be to our communities.

And after the discussion there will be a break and we'll have a reception out back -- in the lobby, and after that we'll have discussion groups as a breakout.

And we found that's powerful because it allows a lot more people to be heard and have their concerns and their ideas discussed than just a simple Q and A.

The Onondaga Nation has been involved in hydrofracking as an issue for about two years now.

The neighbors to the south in the Southern Tier brought it to the attention of the Haudenosaunee environmental task force in 2008.

In 2009 they met with neighbors in Radford Pennsylvania to see how homes were being affected by hydrofracking.  And shortly after that it led to their issuing a statement on hydrofracking last year.

Onondaga Nation's involvement made us as neighbors of the Onondaga Nation start paying attention.

NOON's research into the local leases

                uncovered other 1300 gas leases signed in Onondaga county and the resulting newspaper story blew open the issue in Syracuse.

Onondaga County is the first county to ban hydrofracking on county-owned property.

[Applause]

So the intent of tonight's really gain a better understanding of how our neighbors consider hydrofracking, how an indigenous perspective on this issue and there's many other environmental issues reflect together.

And keep up a little on some of the recent news developments.  So tonight we'll hear from Denise Waterman, Freida Jacques and Helen slot, hear their experiences and thoughts about hydrofracking.

To start my introduction, we have Helen Slottje, she is the managing attorney for the community environmental defense council, a nonprofit public interest environmental law firm in Ithaca.

She worked with a variety of community groups that organizing themselves to deal with the threat of hydrofracking, including landowners' groups.

It should be noted that there is a typo in the program, we attributed to her a leadership title for her work with Shaleshock but this is incorrect as Shaleshock is a movement, not an organization.

It simply does not have leaders.

Helen is a member of Shaleshock bureau.

It works for protecting our community and spreading [inaudible] and diversity of people participating in that discussion.

Freida Jacques has been a lead enter the Onondaga Nation community for more than 30 years.

She works as a home school liaison at the Onondaga Nation School.

She's passionate about the sharing teachings in her culture to help all people, has written three published essays, discipline of the good mind, which appeared in northeast Indian quarterly, use of the good mind -- use of good mind, an interview released in the winds of change and beyond healing a gift to the world, which was included in Indian country today.  And Denise Waterman will be joining us shortly, she's doing a presentation for her school work this evening and will be here in about ten minutes if all goes well.

She's a teacher at the Onondaga Nation School, co-founder of the Onondaga Nation higher education committee, as well as a consultant for Onondaga Nation communications.

She also worked on various international and global projects of Haudenosaunee international delegation, such as UNCED, working group on indigenous people she was part of the group of ATTF representatives and concerned Onondaga citizens visited Radford, Pennsylvania, and I hope she'll share some of her firsthand observations with us.

So from there start the discussion.

So I was hoping Helen could start off this discussion, just kind of talking about what do we need when we say hydrofracking.

>> Hi, thank for coming out tonight.

When -- it's very important and industry is really good at this, they have very specific terms that mean precise things that aren't exactly necessarily the thing.  And in fact hydrofracking has been around for some period of time, and that is when liquid or gas is inserted under pressure -- under pressure to shatter the formation.

What is new is high volume horizontal hydrofracking.

And this is like comparing a goldfish to a whale in terms of the difference between sort of traditional hydrofracking and the new high-volume horizontal hydrofracking where you're talking about using approximately 5 million -- five to 8 million-gallons of water lacing it with a bunch of chemicals to change its properties over time during the process in the beginning, so you go down, the traditional well and then there are these horizontal well wars that can go out for a mile or longer, depending on the geology and technology involved.

So they'll take this five to 6 million-gallons of water, mix it with sand.

If you simply mix sand with water it will sink to the bottom, so you have to gel or turn the water into slick water so that the sand is suspended in the water.

And then after the -- and then you shoot it under maybe 10,000psi as compared like a fire hose is around 600psi, so serious pressure, a lot of horse power to get that much pressure, and it gets inserted into the well ward where they have perked out holes in this horizontal piece and it -- this high pressure then fractured the shale that the gas is trapped in.

The gas traditionally when we think of drilling for gas you think of drilling into a pool or I a reservoir.

There's no pool or reservoir in the Marcellus, Utica or other shale formations, there are microscopic cores of gas, and they have to break the gas away from the rock that it has absorbed to, and this is done with this high-volume horizontal hydrofracking.

So then you need to get the water unslicked, so you have to add a breaker, then there's all kinds of nasty stuff, so you have to add biocides, corrosion inhibitor, and once you've done all that, the property of the sand is now holding open some of these small fractures in the rock, you reverse the pressure and then the gas comes out.

So it's a very -- they only started using this particular process less than ten years ago in the shale of Texas so there's a very limited industry experience with this, and historically it's been done in very dry climates where they do rely on evaporation to eliminate some of the waste that comes out of the well, I hesitate to call it wastewater because it's really not water anymore.

So and it's only been done in Pennsylvania since 2006 in vertical, they've done some vertical fracking there, and it wasn't until 2007 and '08 that the horizontal wells came on line.

So there's very limited experience with this form of gas extraction.

So it's some people will tell you hydrofracking has been around for 60 years and that's true, but this high volume horizontal hydrofracking is very new.

So that's -- that covers one word in the industry lexicon.

>> Now, if I understand correctly, they also -- the industry also relies on hydrofracking -- the very specific point when it's actually breaking apart the rock, right?

>> Yes.

And -- what.

>> What we're seeing in a broader movement is that you have to talk about [inaudible]

>> So one of the times that industry will use the term hydrofracking is with their very specific and well thought out phrase.

There is no documented instance of groundwater contamination from hydrofracking activities.

And every word in that sentence has a very particular meaning.

When they talk about hydrofracking in that sentence they're saying that there hasn't been a documented case of contamination from the lower level of the chemicals used in the hydrofracking to drinkable groundwater.

So in the first instance no one's looked which is why there's no documentation, they haven't historically released the chemicals that they use so it's also difficult to test for chemicals if you don't know what you're talking about.

They don't consider methane migration a contaminant since methane is natural, they don't -- that doesn't fall into the contaminant portion.

Groundwater is very specifically limited and then they're only considering the hydrofracking operation, so if a well casing fails, if there are surface leaks, if there's migrations from mid level formations to upper formations they don't consider any of that.

So you have to be very careful when you listen to industry speak, you have to examine and basically get definitions for every word that they use.

>> Any thoughts on how the industry is approaching this?

>> It's scary.

Is this on?

It's a frightening process.  And that's just went underground, what comes up is the sludge that's left over and then there's the decision making as to what to do with this sludge.

Some of the pictures above us have been pools that they put the sludge in and expect it to evaporate away and then I've seen pictures from out west where they actually dig into the earth and put the sludge into the earth.

And that's not good, we all know that.

But also when they finally find the methane the methane comes up and they get all happy, they've got methane they have to light it, so there's this 24 hour burning of methane until they can get it connected to the nearest gas line.

And where is the nearest gas line?

Through the farmer's field, through our beautiful woods, and they will go straight over there and connect it.

Well, how long will that take?

And how long will that gas be burning and adding to the atmosphere and causing more global warming.

Also, to bring the water there, all those many millions of good gallons they have to bring tankers of water in, and where do they get that the water from?

We know we have a quarter of the fresh water on earth here, so they have plenty of water to use.

What do they do with it afterwards?

And I know that they're trying to slow down the whole process of allowing them to do this, and I know there are -- they're waiting for people to kind of get complacent so they can continue and start doing what they want to do, but we all know that no matter what kind of rules you make somebody's going to break those rules.

Somebody's going to dump it in some creek or dump it somewhere, where it shouldn't be.

And we won't know that, no one will know until somebody's ill or somebody finds dead animals who have gotten in there and were drinking from it.

There's so many different dangers that can happen from the -- what they do with the sludge that's left over.

And it's just very, very frightening.

Later on, I don't know if it's now or not, but I do want to tell a little story about my youth and when I've seen over time.

I think it's kind of absurd when I watch TV and there's this commercial with these cute little kids and they are saying oh, you have to recycle, reuse and throw things in the bin, blue bin commercials, they're very sweet, but I think of how outrageous it is, how absurd it is that there's industry planning on doing such damage to so much water and for these kids' future it really looks sad.

And it is absurd that they would even think of going to this place where so much of our water could be polluted and it's very, very disheartening.

>> Could you talk a little bit about what we're seeing in northern Pennsylvania and what's happening there, where they already are doing hydrofracking?

>> Sure.

I made a couple visits down to the Dimock area, and it's very distressing, you see well after well, they basically -- there's a pipeline in that vicinity, so it's cheapest to start out drilling generally in the vicinity of a pipeline.

So rather than sort of disbursing and over a larger area.

So it's a very concentrated effort in Dimock.

And the people that live in the affected area call it the sacrifice zone.

There are 15 families that we know of that don't have clean groundwater, well water to drink anymore that used to have water.

They rely on -- well, they first tried relying on the goodwill of the gas company, some of these people had leases, some of them didn't.

The gas companies said you can sue us but you'll lose and we're not going to help you.

They went to their DEP and their congressman and were told your water's always had methane in it and you're just troublemakers and you're trying to stop the prosperity that's coming to our region and please just go back to your small road that you live on and don't bother us anymore.

And after being sort of turned down, ridiculed in the press in their area, shunned by neighbors and the like, they finally joined together, brought a lawsuit and actually, it's called the DEP there, similar to the DEC like we have there, but their department of environmental protection to get water brought in to them, instead of actually fixing it, they brought these big water Buffalo tanks, they were from Texas, so they didn't realize they were going to freeze in the winter.

So they then brought, you know, tarps and things to wraparound them, but even that water didn't taste very good and they were still showering with this water, they were told, well, you know, methane is not dangerous, your house might explode, so you should open up your windows when you're running the water and don't smoke in your house, don't light any matches and definitely keep your windows open.

And finally it seems like in the past couple of weeks the DEP has grown very tired of the company in question here is Cabot, and it is in the press and it's small potatoes, we don't care, we're a big gas company and we're making tons of money on this, which is somewhat debatable as a side matter, but this is really small potatoes, which it was, it was like $240,000 for these.

And now they're actually supposed to come up with like a real piped in, true solution to the problem.

But as you were saying before, there's no -- you can't clean an aquifer, there's no way to mitigate this damage after it's happened, and so you're putting yourself in a really difficult position where as people -- you know, you can't drink natural gas.

Many people had the choice between being a little chilly and maybe having to turn down their thermostat or having clean water to drink, I'd rather wear a sweater.

So there's a real -- it's community issues like with the distinction sort of between the haves and have nots and the people who adversely affected and the people hoping for the big payday, but it's been for a really limited number of families, and even families with drilled wells, they're putting in storage they're not paying royalties, because they won't pay royalties until they sell it.

Most of the money the gas companies are making now are on the long term hedge contracts which is a complicated issue but they basically enter into contracts when gas prices were high, they've dropped and people are paying prices in the middle, not as high as they were but higher than they otherwise are and the gas company doesn't share that, that's a side contract, so that profit doesn't get shared with the landowner.

So it seems to be there are a few people that might make a lot of money, and there's a lot of people paying the price.

And it's, you know, it's a very distressing place to visit.

>> To me it's a no-brainer decision.

But I want to reflect back on what's -- when I was small we would go up up on the St. Lawrence River in the summers and we'd swim and we'd play and -- my father for a while there was a fisherman and he sold fish from the St. Lawrence River and it was healthy back then, and it was a beautiful place.

You could plant and eat the food that you planted.

And on came the sea way.

At that time the Mohawks started speaking up and saying no, this isn't a good idea, what are you doing.

And of course since they were against progress they weren't listened to.

But look at this, I like to compare it to now, that there was a point in the road where they could go this way or that way, it could go on, put the seaway in, go towards the William bucks and whatever, all the businesses that could go on the rivers, and things could get bigger and better and they were saying how what wonderful things would be on the St. Lawrence.

And how vacationers would come and that whole kind of life would even get better.

But we all know now that all the lakes are polluted now.

We know now that you can't eat the fish, you're told to eat one fish per month.

And then you're taking your life in your hands at that point.

When we were young my mom could reach in and drink the water from the lake, from the river, from St. Lawrence River.

And we all know that you can't do that now.

So it was around '59 or so when they started the sea way and you can look that up, that's probably wrong, but it was close.

[Laughter]

And it was 1975 and I know this is true, in 19751 of the midwifes there, in Akwesasne, Cook had Cornell, I believe it was, test turtle that they found along the river, because she was concerned about the women who were feeding their babies, breast-feeding their babies and eating fish.

And they found 500 times as much PCBs in that turtle as you would want to find in a turtle.

So that was how many years, it was very few years that that occurred.

And it's gone on and on, and we know that there are large organizations trying to help the Great Lakes now.

So we're at this point where we still have a great deal of the fresh water here in this part of the world, and when you look at the whole world we have a quarter of it.

Wouldn't it be crazy and just against all mankind and all life to abuse and waste and damage the water that is here?

It would be.

And we are at that juncture where we can make the decision.

But we're at a place in time where we can't have the bottom line be money.

It's been money for years and years.

And it really can't be if we want to live well, if the animals want to live well, there's so much going on in the world and destruction happening everywhere that it would be a real crime to go in the direction of hydrofracking in -- horizontal hydrofracking.

High volume horizontal hydrofracking.

[Laughter]

>> You see why we shorten it to hydrofracking.

>> So it really is a time where we really need to work very hard to just stop so that we're not damaging the water, we're not having all this sludge waiting for something to define 50 years to 100 years from now.

Can you imagine there's a place somewhere over in Cayuga Lake where they found this great big hole left over from the salt and they put something like 83,000-gallons of sludge in it.

And what's going to happen with it?

We all know salt is corrosive.

Someone someday will be coming there and deciding I'll live here and oh, I'll dig here, I'll put a well right there.

And they will discover that poisonous sludge and they'll say we have to know where every bit of it is, and there will be rules and we all know how people are with rules.

At Onondaga Nation we know there's rules about dumping asbestos but we had it dumped on our land and we have to protect ourselves from that.

We know there's rules about dumping medical waste but they dumped it on our land.

So we have to protect ourselves from that.

So we know that no matter what kind of rules you put out there it is not a smart thing to poison the water.

The water is needed by all living things and we need to love and protect all of it.

>> So Helen, can you explain to us what are some of the pathways that we can have polluted water in this hydrofracking process, like where is the thing that are really threatening?

>> There really isn't a great part of the process that you could say oh, that part over there is safe.

The process -- I mean, there's a huge life cycle to this process.

If you sort of look cradle to grave at this, I mean, there are impacts from sand extraction, they extract the sand out in Wisconsin in Chippawa, Wisconsin, there's potential for silica poisoning, and Canadian government is actually coming in and doing a lot of the extraction, but so you think well the sand that they put in this couldn't be that bad, there's very negative and then they have to truck it across the country.

So there's issues with the sand.

So obviously where are you going to get the water.

And different places have different rules, the Delaware water river basin commission has some relatively strict rules on water withdrawals, Susqehana commission which is sort of Ithaca south, they have less, they have this rule where gas companies can easily withdraw millions of gallons a day but they think they have formulas that will work.

Then when you come north in this direction there's the Great Lakes waterway basin which won't have rules for at least another four years.

So you can withdraw up to a million gallons in a day without even having -- well, 999,000 without even having to have a permit or notify anyone of what you're doing.

So the fresh water extraction is an issue.

There's the production and then the use of all of these chemicals and a number of these chemicals, I'll tell you another industry point is that it's 99.9, you know, 9 percent, whatever number they come up with it's always 99 something, water, you know, how bad could it be, water and sand.

The -- that leaves you at 99.9, one part per hundred.

The chemicals that they're using, these biocides, many of them are endocrine obstructers and they are toxic to humans at parts per billion.

And so are you talking about an average single stage well fracking 64,000-gallons of chemicals on a site.

There are 5,000 high-pressure hydraulic connections on the well site.

So you're going to have -- they acknowledge there will be accidents, there will be spills, there will be well casing failures.

So before you even get to the sort of hydrofracking issue given the high quantities of water, sand, and chemicals involved you're talking a massive impact, massive impact from the pipelines with all of these wells, the access roads, loss of habitat, and then you start to talk about just the hydrofracking component.

And again you're mixing this chemical cocktail, the -- this environmental working group that's determined that the chemicals that they use in one well if you were one of the things industry likes to do is the solution to pollution is delusion.

So it takes 100 billion-gallons of water to adequately dilute the chemicals used in one well, 100 billion chemicals with a B.

That's a lot of water.

Then you're injecting it underground, some comes back up as heavy metals, radiation, you have to dispose of that and then you're leaving some percentage of it underground, which you can -- as you drive down the road you can see the stair steps or fractures and the different, you know, vertical and horizontal fractures, so maybe it's not that day, maybe it's not a year, maybe it's ten years or 50 years but those chemicals are going to go some -- they didn't not -- they're not going to -- it's been shown that there are these vertical fractures that extend 9,000 feet into the ground, they'll find them, take the path of least resistance.

There's air pollution from this, there's methane that gets released.

The list of impacts are just mind-bogglingly large.

So industry will tell you if you regulate us too much it will no longer be economical for us to extract this gas.

If you make us bear all the cost, if we have to cap the gas, we have to clean up the water, we have to pay for this, well, it won't make any sense anymore.

That's because it doesn't make any sense.

[Applause]

>> I want to welcome Denise Waterman to the stage. 

                     >> Good evening.

I just want to say I just have a couple of experiences I just to share with you.

I have a couple of experiences I will like to share with you.

My first one is probably an exciting one in that last week I went to a caucus in New York City that's connected with United Nations, declaration on indigenous people permanent forum, and very proud to say that the Haudenosaunee, specifically the Onondaga Nation submitted an intervention for all indigenous people and was read before many of the state leaders and I would like to share it with you.

It says -- this is presented by the Haudenosaunee, it's to the United Nations permanent forum on indigenous issues, April 2010.

Special issue, indigenous peoples development with culture and identity.

And it deals with the declaration itself, so it refers to its articles three and 32 of the United Nations declaration on the rights of indigenous people, which we're very proud of.

The recommendations are recognizing that hydrofracking is negatively impacting indigenous people, their lands, territories, and waters globally.

We call upon United Nations permanent forum to convene an expert group meeting on the issues of hydraulic fractured, otherwise known as hydrofracking to examine the ways that indigenous people are being impacted or potentially impacted by hydrofracking and to report it to the United Nations permanent forum.

And other appropriate United Nations agencies with the responsibility for environment and human rights protection.

It definitely is a human rights protection.

We call for a complete ban on the method of natural gas drilling known as hydraulic fracturing, hydrofracking, within the traditional territory and treaty land of the Haudenosaunee confederacy and everywhere hydrofracking will contaminate land, air, and water.

[Applause]

>> And so in a forum like this it's good to know that people like you and the indigenous people, the Onondaga Nation near by are actively caring about the earth and not only to us itself but to all our neighbors.

And this is a really important issue.

It was in the fall when I had the opportunity to travel with a group of -- a delegation with the Haudenosaunee environmental task force.

And we had heard so many stories about hydrofracking, you know, and we had not gone, so this was kind of like in an investigative crew that went out.

So we traveled together and we went to BradFord Pennsylvania, and the trip was wonderful, it was a gorgeous fall day and as we got into the valleys we were met by a family who greeted us and shared their experiences with hydrofracking.

There was store within feet of their home a pad for gas drilling.

You could smell the fumes and they would say that at different times of the powering of the drilling apparatus that the fumes became unbearable.

And then they even were able to share with us the conversations and dialogue with their neighbors.

So we met some of their neighbors.

I think I was really taken by one family that was across the road from them, across the street from them.

This family had been relocated to a hotel for several weeks because their home was unGulfed with fumes that were so dangerously could ignite at any time that they had to be relocated.

And then as they worked to negotiate some kind of compromise to -- some kind of resolution to their dilemma, which really has never come to a satisfactory resolution at all, they shared with us their experiences and what I got to see was they would -- the gentleman turned on the sink and he filled up a container like an empty liter bottle of soda, he filled it up with water and just let it sit a minute and then he uncapped it and he said watch this.

And he lit -- took a lighter and lit and all of a sudden this flame came out of the water.

That was water from his drinking -- his kitchen tap.

Unless you experience this, this is terrible.

They wanted people to come by, they wanted us to tell other people how awful hydrofracking is and there is -- there's no -- there's no way to probably escape all the dangers to your family, to your land, to your neighborhood that once the gas drilling comes into your neighborhood it's there forever.

And people had purchased their land there, this young family, you know, purchased this beautiful lot and this was their -- had saved up a lifetime to -- for this home that they were going to begin starting their family, and now they just found it almost unbearable to live there.

One other thing I noticed was this family that moved across the street and the been relocated in a motel with the flaming, you know, sink water, he was -- it was a warm day so he had a T-shirt and shorts on and sandals and I noticed it was that there were like lesions on his legs.

And so after discussions somebody kind of mentioned, you know, are there any other physical things that happen to you being so close to this hydrofracking drilling apparatus?

And he said yeah, I have to bathe in this water and this water is affecting my skin and I'm beginning to breakout.

And it's like so terrible, I mean, they almost feel like they're captured, they're like imprisoned by the fact that somehow somewhere somebody out there wants to drill for more natural gas to probably help the industrialize Nation progress and it seems like we're definitely looking in the wrong direction, we should be progressing in another area and looking for greener ways to survive and I'm just here tonight to let you know, those are the couple experiences that I've had if and around the theme of hydrofracking and I'm really glad to be able to share that with you and hopefully that you will share this with somebody else that you know.

>> Thanks.

Thoughts, comments from Freida or Helen?

>> One of the things I thought of when Denise was telling that story is they can't sell their land now either.

It's not like oh, I'll sell my place and I'll move because no one is going to want it.

>> We've seen that pattern happen across the country.

People have had to walk away from their homes in places.

>> So in -- so sort of the question was status of thing in New York.

Unlike practically everywhere else in the country, there's currently a de facto moratorium on this sort of high volume horizontal hydrofracking.

They can proceed and try to get a site-specific permit, but nobody's doing that, so what -- in New York there is this general environmental permitting process called Seker, and it's possible under this review for there to be generic permits set up so you can go ahead and sort of files some papers but not really have to have a real investigation of whatever you're going to do.

So there is such a -- there's this generic permitting process for gas drilling.

Because they determined that it didn't have any significant environmental effects, the traditional form of gas drilling, which does in and of itself, but as I said, it's sort of the goldfish compared to the whale of this new technique.

So when the gas companies sort of came to New York and started changing -- sort of complicated but spacing units and the size of what these drilling units would be to 640 acres and wanting to do these large horizontal well bores they changed a lot of the laws but the governor, governor Patterson said you know what, our current generic permitting is not going to work for this, we need to change it, so we'll issue a supplemental to this generic impact statement.

So they did some scoping, which is when they determine what they're going to look at, and then they came out with a draft of this supplemental in September.

And people could comment on that through December.

And as of December 31st at midnight they had received over 14,000 comments and the ones that weren't from industry were almost -- so I alarge percentage of them were negative.

So then they have to respond that all of those comments in a responsiveness summary.

So they can -- so they have to at least look at all the comments.  So they're in the middle of that process and they've come up with various estimates on when they'll come out with their final sort of version of the supplemental statement and there are estimates ranking from -- at one point they were talking about the end of the summer, now they're taking maybe the beginning of 2011 with sort of everything that's going on in Albany there's been a lack of political will to sort of focus on this issue.

So on Friday the DEC came out and said that they were not going to use this supplemental generic impact statement that they had been working on for the Syracuse watershed from Skaneateles Lake and for the watershed in the Catskill mountains for New York City.

And that is sort of left people with a bunch of questions, sort of what exactly does that mean.

And it's really not -- nothing good is -- is the short answer.

In part it's designed to divide and conquer, to try to appease the people in Syracuse and the people in New York City.

But on the other hand, there is no indication that they won't either separately come up with a different supplemental generic statement that work in those areas or that they simply have said that what -- because there are surface water issues and a filtration avoidance design plan in place that they need to have some additional protections for those areas.

So it's good in that sense, but the watershed for Skaneateles is 154 square miles, so it's a pretty small area and they haven't specifically -- it's not as though the band it or they've even said this is definitely what we're going to do, they've sort of taken it out of this supplemental process and left it kind of up in the air as to what they're going to do later.

So they haven't made any firm promises, they've just said you're not going to be part of -- those watersheds won't be part of this particular supplemental like the one they've been working on for the past now almost two years.

So it's unclear exactly what the DEC is going to do with these regulations when they come out, if -- there are a number of people that have been calling for a withdrawal of the supplemental because it's based on this 1992 document, the original generic permit, which found no impact from drilling.

Which just sort of doesn't apply it this massive-scale sort of drilling that they're talking about now, the high volume horizontal hydrofracking.

So this requires a very specific site, specific determination, it could be done on a field, on a hill, next to a lake, done on a mountainside, that each one of those is going to be different, it's not the same impact wherever you go so that you really should be looking at each location.

And they don't understand the fault structure, so that's very specific impact.

Oh, well the drillers will know, they'll stay away from the faults, you know, maybe not.

So it's -- so New York is very lucky in that we have this time to pause, that we're not -- that we didn't take the bait that Pennsylvania took and said let us drill under your present rules and we'll change them as we go and we'll make mistakes and then we'll change the rules going forward.

It's a terrible thing to be a person who lives in Bradford county, Bradford, PA, or Dimock where you've been sacrificed while they work on figuring out the issues.

So but on the other hand we sort of can't evolve into complacency, we need to continue to push for either withdrawl of the draft supplemental or imposition of real conditions and regulations so far with this generic permit that they had in the past, they don't have any regulations, it's always just in Albany they decide -- they sort of have general permit conditions, but they're not required by law, so they can change them at any time.

So there's a lot to be done as far as continuing to really be very adamant in applying political pressure to let them know we're watching and that we're not going to just roll over and let this industrialization of our landscape happen without a fight.

>> Helen, what can New York State residents do at this point; is there any --

>> Besides move?

>> Well, I'd like to stay here, personally, I know the Onondagas want to stay here.

>> So some of the things that people have been doing, there are surprisingly a lot of people who don't know about this issue.

People that I'm from Tompkins County, and people there sort of figure all we do is agitate and there's five nonprofits for every person and, you know, that you go -- people go door to door and recently we have these like listening projects because we're all touchy feely, but the people go around and knock on 32 doors and 30 people don't have any idea what they're talking about.

And that's in Tompkins County.

So there's a lot of reaching out to your neighbors, talking with people, trying to get the word out and get people thinking about this.

And then there's working to have sort of a political will at the local level to try to take -- and Onondaga has really taken and been at the forefront, the county, as far as not -- you know, the ban on county lands with the Nation coming out with the statement against hydrofracking sort of raising political consciousness.

But at the municipal level passing -- urging your town boards to pass resolutions calling for the withdrawal of this draft supplemental instituting bans on county property, instituting if your town doesn't have zoning, sort of industrial site plan type review for these sort of facilities, trying to take back home rule, there's a provision typically in New York localities have a lot of control with zoning.

There's an exemption in the environmental conservation law for drilling activities and they say you can only control roads and taxation.

>> Helen, can you tell me a little about the roads and what's happening in Pennsylvania that we're seeing, the roads.

>> So one of the major impacts in a community is just the tearing up of the roads, the roads here tend to follow historic paths, they weren't necessarily engineered from the ground up and certainly not engineered for 80,000-pound multiple trips of 80,000-pound truck.

And especially this time of year with 000ing and freezing these a break up of the roads and in Pennsylvania there have been roads that have been closed for days even to local residents on account of them being completely impassable, and then when they're not impassable, paved roads have turned into gravel, mucky roads because it costs a lot of money to slow down the drilling process, so when the roads aren't passable they bring in bulldozer and they drag the trucks in, and so and that just tears up the roads and they'll get around apparently they're pretty good because it is in their interest to fix the roads, so they'll fix them, but there's actually now, talk about impacts, shortages of gravel that they're trucking in gravel from 200-mile radius to sort of keep filling in these holes.

And but they're just tearing up the landscape.

I mean, just when you see these pictures of the bulldozers just dragging these, you know, incredibly heavy trucks like through the mud to get to the well site because they can't afford to wait a few days, the road impacts are really -- and the traffic, you know, people will talk, they work in Bradford County, it used to take me three minutes, now it takes 20 minutes to travel that same distance.

Just real impacts on the quality of life.

>> So there's something we can do about roads here?

>> So again at the municipal level there are a number of different -- there are road use agreements, road maintenance agreements, and sort of designated truck and hauling routes that can be implemented at the town level.

But again that takes some of these require engineering and surveys of the roads to begin with because if you're going to complain that the road is damaged you have to know what it looked like in the first place.

And there's some difficulties with all of this because the roads are they're the public rights of passage so you can't unduly limit the ability of traffic and commerce, so it's really a complicated issue, and there are a number of towns out there that have started working on sort of model road use agreements, model road cuts and culverts and ditch sort of management.

So there's a lot that can be done on the municipal level, but it takes getting to know the people on your town and village and city boards, going to these meetings, and connecting with enough other people in your town that are similarly minded to go and say, look, you know, we need you to take these steps.

So once you get educated yourselves, then there's this issue of educating the people in government.

Or they're not on your side, running for office and trying to change your government.

So it's a lot of work and it's going to take a lot of time to sort of get all of this in place.

>> Sounds like it might be easier to try to get the state to -- well, maybe not.

>> There's a $9 billion deficit that they can't deal with, so...

So it's certainly -- it's tough at the state level, it's tough on the federal level.

Most people have concluded that they're not going to help us, that it really is going to have to be on the local level.

There are legislators in the state assembly and Senate that have sponsored legislation to make it clear that municipalities have this right of home rule zoning.

One of the sponsors is Barbara Lifton on on assembly bill for local land use control, but there's a number of bills pending.  So writing your and other people's state Senators and assembly people indicating your support for those bills is important.

The industry spent apparently so far this year $10 million on lobbying in Albany is one figure I've heard, so we don't have very many paid lobbyists on our side, and certainly not $10 million worth so we need to do it ourselves.

So those are a few of the things.

>> Thanks.

Freida, Denise, closing thoughts, wrapping it up, trying to --

>> We already, already I've gone to several college graduations where the first thing that's said is an apology for how the generations before them, how they left the earth and what they're left with.

And the things that they'll have to do to survive and the things that they need to do to make the world better.

And I said this before, that we're at a juncture where we can make a decision and not go in the direction of hydrofracking.

And we can save the water from being damaged, we can save the roads from being damaged, we can save homes from being ruined, we can save people from being ruined.

Because these people who end up in such a bad situation have to prove that that's where the gas came from.

Have to prove it came from that company.

Have to prove it's all on them to prove it.

Takes money to prove it.

And these people end up with nothing.

So I think -- like I said, it's a no-brainer to me, just don't go there, don't do it.

[Applause]

>> Thank you, Freida.

I would just like to say that I'm very thankful that all of you came because I know that each one of you will tell someone else about what you heard this evening.

And I just want to just extend some of the ideas about you need to -- I think that photographs are really important, I mean, photograph your landscape and maybe keep a photograph journal and date it so that you know what your area, what the roads were in front of your home, what your landscape looked like and -- during a certain season.

And keep it ongoing because it could be very important.

And I know that a lot of people have had to spend extra money to have a baseline testing of their water.

But without some of these photographs and without some of this baseline testing they were not able to prove at all that anything had changed.

And you do collect this kind of information, at least you have something for yourself and your family that you can say this is how our life was.

So I just want to thank everybody for coming and thank you.

>> Thank you, Helen and Freida and Denise.

Hopefully we won't ever need those photographs or those baseline tests, but you're right, it would be useful to have that just in case.

I've got a couple of announcements before we close out of here.

There's a couple other upcoming events people should know about.

There is in fact a hydrofracking 202, it's coming up this Wednesday, April 28th, at 7:30 PM, Joe Heath, general counsel for the Onondaga Nation and I would say probably one of the best experts we have in the area, he's been trying to keep on top of this issue and there's a lot to learn, he's going to be sharing with us more of the current events, facts, what's been heard recently, where are the new information coming from.

And that's going to be an University United Methodist Church, again, on Wednesday, April 28th and that's the Sierra club is sponsoring that.

7:30 PM.

And then also I'm actually really, really excited to announce that we are bringing Gasland to Syracuse.

This is a award-winning -- won awards at the Sundance film festival, it's a documentary on hydrofracking and we are one of the 20 cities of the northeast has landed it with the director's tour in June, so it's going to be June 11th at 7 PM at the palace theater.

I've got too many papers here.

NOON is also, Neighbors of the Onondaga Nation is also has a table they're taking around, there's an event you think that NOON should have their hydrofracking table at please contact us, there's information in the brochure.

And they're also organizing speaking events.

So if you have a group that wants to learn more about hydrofracking we have a number of people who can come speak as well.

There's also for more information locally there's a list serve, it's called Shaleshock CNY.

And that's a Yahoo! groups list serve, you can link to it off of neighbors of the Onondaga Nation's website.

That's also listed in the program.

And outside we have the NOON table, as a mentioned, it's got a ton of information on hydrofracking.

And also there are flyers about the next event in the series poster to help spread the word about this ongoing speaking series.

The next event is the going to be the influence of Haudenosaunee women, it's Jeanne Shenandoah and Sally Roesch Wagner, and it will be on May 24th.

And if you missed last week with the Onondaga Nation Vision for a Clean Onondaga Lake, the vision statement is posted on their website, and you can pick up booklets outside.

And I just want to give a thank you to all the organizers and individuals who have helped out with the speaking series to make this massive undertaking successful.

Please see the program, there's a list of all the sponsors and also web address for both NOON and the Onondaga Nation.

So thank everyone for coming and again we're going to go outside, have a little reception, and then you'll hear people wave and point and say discussion groups in these corners and please join us, because some of the most powerful things come out of this whole series has come out of those discussion groups afterwards.

Thank you.

[Applause]
