FR: Todd Harshman

Notes 032409 Council Meeting
NOTE: At the 3.10.09 Council meeting: The public hearing concerning Zoning Case SUP08-31 opened at 7:39 p.m.  Appearing in support was Cliff Mycoskie, 200 E. Abram Street, 76010.  Registering in support were:  Sarah Griffis, 100 Energy Way, Fort Worth, TX 76102; Jan Porter, 5415 Matlock Road, 76018; Dusty Anderson, 100 Energy Way, Fort Worth, TX  76102; Jacob Sumpter, 200 E. Abram Street, 76010; and T. Brown, 100 Energy Way, Fort Worth, TX  76102.  Appearing in opposition were:  Todd Harshman, 5520 Silver Maple Drive, 76018; and Dean Osborne, 5535 Silver Maple Drive, 76018.  Registering in opposition was Lisa Osborne, 5535 Silver Maple Drive, 76018.  There being no others, the public hearing was declared closed at 7:54 p.m.

(PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED) 

Councilmember Capehart made a motion to table Zoning Case SUP08-31.       Seconded by Councilmember Rivera, the motion carried with the following vote: 
At the 3.24.09 Council meeting the public hearing resumed with no notice. Our councilman told us we would not have an opportunity to speak on 3.24.09 so I was not prepared to speak. Parliamentary procedure infraction? Will there still be a second reading and public hearing?  
Observations from Titan/Martin hearing that need to be applied to SUP31-08

My call to action has always included 4 components

1. Traffic

2. Timeline

3. Property Value

4. Safety

After attending the Council meeting on 3.24.09 and listening to the public hearing concerning the Titan drill site SUP27-08 it became obvious that our concerns with the Cornerstone site have many common issues. 

Going forward with our action plan we should accept nothing less than the North Arlington residents are receiving from City Council. Our homes may not hold the same value but the issues are relevant.

1. Traffic should be routed from Matlock to the “new Nathan Lowe” turning into the drill site. see map

2. Timeline of 4-5 years from start to finish (reclaimed).Many on the council had problems with an open timeline. (20 -+ wells)

3. Property Value 

· Masonry wall built before construction starts

· Landscape the wall  immediately 
· Stockade fence to buffer truck route

· Greenbelt along the shared fence line… Cornerstone and Silver Maple (even) residential property……Cornerstone will probably take ownership of this fence line in the future to maintain their property appearance.

·  Estimated 8% depreciation for homes on the property line.
· The very best dust and noise abatement controls available to the drilling industry. (Patterson rig)?
· No compressor SUP vs. IM in Arlington

4. Safety and Health with respect to blast radius, air and noise pollution and quality of life.
It is worth noting that the Titan/Martin drill site had more neighborhood involvement and it appears they had more communication between the driller, the proposed drill site owner and the neighborhoods. Our interaction with the parties involved with the Cornerstone site lacks much of that communication. This doesn’t diminish the need for the same basic considerations.

Each drill site has residents that feel they have been deceived at some point of the process whether it was with the landsmen, driller or the site selection process.

I do agree with one comment that you don’t get a view of a 40 acre horse farm for the price of a ¼ acre lot, but, an industrial site(IM) on land bordering a neighborhood, church, city park Boys and Girls Club and small professional offices is the opposite end of the preferred land use.

 I also found the gentleman that spoke from a neutral position about unknown safety issues to be creditable and informed. I still feel the Cornerstone drill site is too small for 20 wells. 
http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/oilandgas/index.html
In my opinion the neighbors impacted by the Cornerstone drill site have no professional counseling and depend on our City Council to make decisions that protect the property, safety and quality of life to its citizenry. 

Excerpt from Dean’s email to Councilman Rivera

Here are the questions that I sent to Our City Councilman. He left me a voice mail with these responses (paraphrased in red). I have added a few comments to his responses in blue. 

Questions for Council and Chesapeake

**Councilman Robert Rivera

“I have some question concerning SUP08-31. I have to explain some items to my fellow neighbors and am trying to be as accurate as possible. Your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. 

         What does the “tabling” of the Sup08-31 really mean? Council has paused the preceding and is doing more traffic studies as it pertains to the Cravens Park Rd or Nathan Lowe access points
1.       I know that public hearing part is closed, but will we get a further explanation of the behind the scenes actions and findings of the Council. (I too am concerned with the amount of traffic that is already on an overburdened Matlock Road. Especially between I-20 and the Cornerstone drill site.) Would not address this issue (How many of you like driving on Matlock between I-20 and Cravens Park Dr? Well get ready to be backed up more. There will soon be over 600 extra trucks in our area and on Matlock for every well drilled at the Cornerstone site. That is 600 times “many, many”)
2.       Will either Chesapeake or we be asked to come up and answer any questions on March 24th? Should be no more public questions, but they have asked for Chesapeake to  clarify their transportation route in regards to Nathan Lowe, He said it seems like all parties are in agreement the Cravens Park Dr access should not be used.
3.       Will the water issue be addressed? They have a legal right to purchase City water and all waste water will be transported off site, and ground water contamination should not be an issue. (Does this mean we can water our yards any time we want? Don’t we have the same legal right to purchase large quantities of water too?)
4.       Will the timeline or number of wells be addressed? This is an issue for Chesapeake not the Council. We will have to speak to Chesapeake about this one.

5.       Will item #3 of the P&Z Committee be addressed? 
a.        3) that the applicant will construct, in accordance with the City of Arlington Thoroughfare Plan, a four-lane road from the intersection of Matlock Road and Nathan Lowe Road to Cravens Park Drive. A temporary road may be used to provide access to the site; however, the primary, four-lane road must be completed before the third well on the SUP site is drilled, or three years from the date the second permit is issued, whichever occurs first;
Would not answer this issue
6.       Will the Staff Report recommendations be addressed?
a.        The boundary of the drill site is proposed to encompass less than five acres; however, its industrial presence may constrain the potential future development of the adjacent vacant land. Since the population base of the neighboring sites include residential, office and low intensity commercial uses that are compatible with the surrounding area, the intensity of the proposed drill site may compromise the integrity of the area, thus affecting the desirability of the adjacent developable land. Consequently, the proposed high impact use may not be suitable for this site.
Would not answer this issue
         When will an actual vote by the Council take place? Should take place March 24th 
1.       Before any explanations? No Answer
2.       Will all Council members be present at the time of voting?  Should all be present
         Will the public be able to speak at the Second Reading of this permit? YES”

Respectively,

Todd Harshman

5520 Silver Maple Dr. (23 years)
C 817.999.9776

