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Q. What is your name? 1 

A. Eric MacLaren. 2 

Q. Are you the same Eric MacLaren who submitted direct testimony in this matter on 3 

October 7, 2019? 4 

A. Yes. 5 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony?  6 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to address certain statements contained in the testimony of 7 

Mr. Ian Acrey that was filed on November 4, 2019.   8 

Q. On page two (2) of his testimony, Mr. Acrey seems to imply that the legal operation and 9 

control of the subject wells is in controversy due to settlement agreements stemming 10 

from a federal lawsuit.  How do you respond? 11 

A. There is no question that Prairie Gas Operating, LLC (Prairie Gas or Operator) is the 12 

responsible entity with regard to the subject wells.  Prairie Gas assumed responsibility for 13 

these wells by way of Request for Transfer of Operator forms submitted to the KCC on March 14 

24, 2017.  I have attached a copy of the forms to my rebuttal testimony as E.M. Exhibit 9. 15 

Q. How do you respond to Mr. Acrey’s assertion that without a concession from the 16 

Commission regarding the amount and timing for payment of the fines assessed that 17 

Prairie Gas could face bankruptcy? 18 

A. While I can certainly empathize with an operator facing financial difficulties, financial 19 

difficulties do not alleviate an operator’s obligations to conduct its operations in accordance 20 

with Commission rules and regulations.  The violations identified in these consolidated 21 

dockets pose significant environmental threats that need to be addressed.  Specifically, those 22 

violations include: (1) failure to properly case or seal wells that Staff has determined pose an 23 
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environmental threat, and (2) failure to timely clean up two spills, a situation that was not 1 

remedied until June 28, 2019, several months after the first notice of violation was sent to the 2 

Operator with regard to that particular issue.  3 

Q. How do you respond to Mr. Acrey’s assertion that the Beard #1 was returned to 4 

production and has not received a CP-111? 5 

A. While the well resumed pumping it only produced water. Mr. Acrey’s assertion is irrelevant 6 

because the penalty on this well was for K.A.R. 82-3-104, which requires an operator to 7 

effectively case or seal off formations that would be damaged by the migration of 8 

hydrocarbons or water. Resuming production does not bring the well into compliance with 9 

this regulation.  10 

Q. How do you respond to Mr. Acrey’s assertion that Prairie Gas should be given until 11 

December 1, 2019 to either produce or MIT the Boltz well and up to 90 days to resume 12 

production or file a new TA application on the Beard #1? 13 

A. My response is that the request is unreasonable.  Time is of the essence in getting these wells 14 

into compliance because they pose a threat to drinking water. Further, the assertion that a TA 15 

application will resolve the compliance issues is inaccurate. To achieve compliance with 16 

K.A.R. 82-3-104, Operator must demonstrate that formations which could be damaged by the 17 

migration of hydrocarbons or water have been cased or sealed off. In order for the Boltz and 18 

Beard wells to demonstrate casing integrity, they must each pass a casing pressure test by 19 

setting a plug over the perforations and applying a minimum of 300 psi to the casing for 30 20 

minutes. This must be witnessed by the KCC, and to-date it has not been done. 21 
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Q. Please summarize your recommendations. 1 

A. The high fluid levels in these wells is indicative of a Glorietta casing leak. The Glorietta is a 2 

highly corrosive formation and poses a serious threat of contamination of usable water. The 3 

Operator needs to demonstrate casing integrity, either before filing a CP-111 or resuming 4 

production. 5 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 6 

A. Yes. 7 
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