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Senate Bill 13-202:  Oil and gas drilling continues to garner much of the on-air and print media’s attention down below, and it is somewhat reassuring to see Colorado’s legislators making effort to protect our environment and citizens’ health. 

   SB 202 represents additional legislation to be implemented by the Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission (COGCC). The COGCC is required: 

· to use a risk-based strategy for inspecting oil and gas locations that targets operation phases that are most likely to experience spills, excess emissions and other types of violations; and
· have inspectors to inspect each oil and gas location once a year. 

   Should SB 202 pass and be signed by the Governor which is likely considering the overall atmosphere now existing, there is a prohibition in the bill preventing local governments from charging to conduct inspections or monitoring of oil and gas operations that are subject to administration by the COGCC. 
   The present level of staffing routinely means well inspections are conducted every 3 years (13 oil and gas inspectors, 3 supervisors), thus SB 202 means an increase in staff for the COGCC, which has been approved by the Joint Budget Committee – five inspectors, two environmental protection specialists and two engineers specifically for well inspection for Fiscal Year 2013-14. 

   The legislative council’s fiscal impact analysis provides the tasks imposed on the staff of the COGCC:

· inspectors conduct the first level of compliance response;

· violations are identified and they forward all potential environmental issues to the environmental staff and well-bore or facility problems to the engineering staff; 

· environmental protection specialists and engineers provide the second level of compliance response by investigating violations and issues identified by the inspectors; 

· third and final level of compliance response are the hearings and enforcement staff who get involved if violations are not resolved at a lower level or are so egregious that fines need to be imposed. 

   The increased level of staff and responsibilities does not come cheap:  $8,224,805.00 (2013-14) and $7,146,496.00 ($2014-15). Source of funding: the mill levy charged on the market value at the well of produced oil and gas, currently set by the COGCC at 0.7 mills, which the fiscal impact analysis points out, may need to be raised to between 1.4 to 1.5 mills, roughly doubly the present mill levy. Look for the industry to voice strong objections. 

   After minor amendment, SB 202 was referred to the Committee on Appropriations with favorable recommendation. 

Sponsors of Senate Bill 13-202:  Senator Matt Jones (D-Boulder) 866-5291; and Representative Jonathan Singer (D-Boulder) 866-2780. 

House Bill 13-1275:  For far too long, residents on the Western Slope of Colorado have complained of ill effects from nearby drilling operations and abuse by oil and gas operators. As drilling operations have increased along the Front Range, residents have joined in those complaints. 
   Finally, legislators are at least listening with the purpose and intent of HB 2275 to require the State Board of Health in the Department of Public Health and Environment (DPHE) to have a review conducted of “existing epidemiological data to determine whether oil and gas operations can have an adverse effect on human health.” 
   At least in this instance, the bill specifies the type of researchers to conduct the study with an oversight committee to be comprised of 11 members, with appointees who are not legislators to be “physicians or have experience in occupational or public health, epidemiology, biomedical science or statistics.” 
   Data collected from in or near Larimer, Weld, Boulder and Arapahoe counties is to be used for the review, and to include at least one control area. The contractor is tasked with designing the review to have input from medical researchers, statisticians, and environmentalists to provide scientifically-based information, including: 

· acute, chronic, debilitating, fatal, and transgenerational conditions of the general population and certain at-risk populations; and 

· an analysis of existing incidence data for an appropriate period of time before and after the commencement of oil and gas operations in each particular geographic area. 

   The fiscal impact analysis states that the review required by HB 1275 “may include a finding regarding whether the Division of Administration or the Water Quality Division in the DPHE, or the Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission in the Department of Natural Resources, should exercise their power to issue a cease-and-desist order for specific oil and gas facilities.” 

Lead Sponsors of House Bill 13-1275:  Representative Joann Ginal (D-Larimer) 866-4569; and Senator Irene Aguilar (D-Denver) 866-4852. 

House Bill 13-1240:  Persistent Drunk Drivers will face stiffer penalties if HB 1240 passes and is signed by the Governor. (We can hope!)  
   As background for the particulars of the bill, “an Ignition Interlock is a device that is installed on motor vehicles to prohibit individuals from operating a vehicle while under the influence of alcohol, and requires the driver’s breath sample before the engine will start and periodically requires breath samples while driving.” Driving privileges may be reinstated before the normal eligibility date if a driver participates in the Ignition Interlock program. 

   The particulars of the bill are as follows: 
· lowers the Blood Alcohol Content (BAC) threshold for a person to be considered a persistent drunk driver from 0.17 BAC to 0.15 BAC; 
· adds a person whose license is revoked for refusing a BAC test to the list of persons who may be defined as a persistent drunk driver; 
· requires that a persistent drunk driver use an interlock device on his or her vehicle for one year after their driver’s license has been reinstated; 

· allows those who have had their license revoked for one year for DUI, DUI per se or DWAI, to apply for reinstatement for one month, provided he or she has an interlock device, and is over 21. The same option applies for those who refuse a breathalyzer test after a two-month revocation period;

· requires the Department of Revenue (DOR) to assist in the cost of the interlock device for indigent persons under the above circumstances; and 

· allows most revocation penalties for offenses that occur on or after January 1, 2014, to run concurrent instead of consecutively. 
   The effective date of HB 1240 is January 1, 2014, with the effective date of the funding mechanism in section 6 of the bill being upon signature of the Governor, or upon becoming law without his signature. 
   For the expected safety benefits offered by HB 1240, the estimated expenditures are minimal:  $126,834.00 for Fiscal Year 2013-14 and $89,452.00 for Fiscal Year 2014-15. The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations with favorable recommendation.

Sponsors of House Bill 13-1240:  Representative Dave Young (D-Weld) 866-2929; and Senator Steve King (R-Mesa) 866-3077.

   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
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