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[00:00:00] Uh, my name is Julie Range. I'm the policy manager of Commission
Shift. And, uh, when SB 1145 passed, Commission Shift was cautiously
optimistic that moving oversight for the land application of treated produced
water was the right deci- decision, given TCEQ's mandate to safeguard water
quality. However, we are concerned that the rules TCEQ proposed are
insufficient to protect our water.

Julia, I'm gonna ask you to pull that microphone just a little bit closer- Yes, yes
... and you might slow down just a little bit. Okay. Okay. The proposed
framework relies on applying wastewater permitting rules intended for m-
municipal facilities. However, these rules fail to establish protective Texas
surface water quality standards for numerous hazardous c- compounds in
produced water, and they set no concrete limits to guarantee treatment meets
those standards.

Research indicates that produced water contains more than 1,000 chemicals,
um, [00:01:00] including carcinogenic substances, heavy metals, naturally
occurring radioactive material, and of course, high concentrations of salt, which
can render land un- unproductive. And earlier, you asked about what's, um, why
they need more s- more things to test.

It's because there's more things in this water. Some of those muni- those
industrial streams don't have as many things to test for, so I think that's part of-
Okay ... why. Um, all right. Safe thresholds remain undetermined for many of
the, these substances. Although numerous claims assert that produced water can
be treated to safe standards, public evidence remains insufficient to support this.

The Texas Produced Water Consortium is diligently studying the technology
and viability, and it is important we continue funding the consortium and let
science guide policy. The 2026 report offers encouraging progress but is sparse
on critical details. And with little information about the test conditions and few
results reported for [00:02:00] some constituents, uh, the report doesn't consider
things like bioaccumulation of chemicals on the land or in the streams where the
water or the treated effluent is discharged.

I look forward to the next reports, which sounds like they are doing diligent,
um, continued work to fill these knowledge gaps. Um, but we don't have that
data yet. TCEQ lacks sufficient information to establish truly protective



standards, and the industry has yet to prove its operations are robust enough to
reliably achieve them.

I understand industry's drive to advance this work. Our other conversation today
on seismicity and injection speaks to the risks posed by continuing injection,
um, that then lead to leaks that contaminate our water. Without alternative
options for managing this water, oil and gas operations in specific areas may
need to be curtailed.

However, let's not trade one problem for another by hastily allowing unsafe
fluid, [00:03:00] waste fluids onto our streams and into our rivers. Um, and
there are places where, where produced water has been permitted and is, has
been released to rivers. Um, I was at the groundwater, uh, s- Texas Groundwater
Summit and heard about, um, some produced water, I think it's untreated, |
really need to explore it, but being released into the Neches River, and they're
consistently measuring, um, high levels of arsenic downstream from where this
produced water is being put into the river.

Um, so we need to safeguard our, uh, food and water supplies. Um, and so
regulations must pri-prioritize transparency, establish minimum unif- or uniform
minimum standards, set strict concentration limits, and require basic design
safeguards. Um, a protective regulatory framework would also include robust
tracking of chronic and acute toxicity and bioaccumulation, adequate setbacks
around water [00:04:00] resources, and enhanced permitting transparency that
provides clear public notice and a fair process for the public to file protests.

We are at the beginning of this nascent industry, and it is important that TCEQ
establish ri-rigorous protective standards, and this necessity is amplified by
Texas Legislature's passage of HB 49, which limits corporate liability provided
they meet the standards TCEQ establishes. Um, uh, because the starting product
must be considered toxic until it is treated, tested, and proven otherwise, it's
imperative that they set standards grounded in proven science.

And if the science isn't proven, um, that's not good. Uh, if, if it takes longer to
set those standards because they have to wait for the science to develop, then
that's what's necessary. Um, 'cause it, as it stands, the public rather than industry
will carry the risk and pay the price if these standards are insufficient.
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