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METHODOLOGY
Common Cause/NY began research on this comprehensive update of our “Deep Drilling, Deep Pockets” series in
Fall of 2012. Previous reports by Common Cause/NY have examined the lobbying and campaign contributions of
corporations and organizations connected to the natural gas industry. This report consolidates all the information in a
single updated and expanded publication and adds information on campaign contributions and lobbying expenditures
by organizations opposing fracking.
Common Cause/NY identified a total of 541 fracking-related businesses, trade organizations, and unions and found
199 that have lobbied and/or made campaign contributions in New York State.
We identified these interests by examining the lobbying records for fracking bills and researching industry coalitions
like IOGA NY, the Marcellus Shale Coalition, Clean Growth Now, America’s Natural Gas Alliance, and Unshackle
Upstate. Additional interests were identified from a detailed analysis of corporate campaign contributors in the Southern Tier. Each pro-fracking entity is fully documented with one or more internet sources demonstrating the entity’s
involvement in the fracking industry and/or advocacy for legalization of fracking in New York.
In comparison to our previous reports, this is a vastly expanded universe of fracking interests. As a consequence, many
of the entities now included as pro-fracking interests seek to influence public policy on various issues, not simply
fracking. The 199 entities that were found to have contributed or lobbied in New York State were divided into four
categories: “Direct Fracking Interest”, “Oil and Gas Support Industries”, “Pro-Fracking Business Organization,” and
“Pro-Fracking Union.”
In order to show the political activity on both sides of the issue, we researched anti-fracking organizations in the same
way, through lobbying records and examining the membership of coalitions like New Yorkers Against Fracking.
All New York State lobbying data in this report comes from bi-annual client reports filed with the Joint Commission
on Public Ethics (JCOPE). Campaign finance data is provided by the New York State Board of Elections and this
report includes data filed through the July 2013 reporting period.
Spreadsheets of the data included in this report are available online at www.commoncause.org/ny/deepdrillingdeeppockets
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KEY FINDINGS
JJ Pro-fracking interests contributed a total of $15.4 million from 2007 to July 2013 and spent nearly $48.9
million lobbying in New York State.
•

•

•

•

“Direct fracking interests” spent $1.1 million on contributions and $15.6 million on lobbying. The top
ten direct fracking interest spenders include Exxon Mobil ($3.2 million lobbying, $26,000 contributions),
Chesapeake Energy ($2.0 million lobbying, $27,000 contributions), the American Petroleum Institute
($1.6 million lobbying), Spectra Energy ($1.6 million lobbying, $21,000 contributions), The Williams
Companies ($1.4 million lobbying, $12,000 contributions), IOGA NY ($919,000 lobbying, $31,000
contributions), Hess Corporation ($748,000 lobbying, $5,000 contributions), National Fuel ($274,000
lobbying, $299,000 contributions), Talisman/Fortuna ($511,000 lobbying, $4,000 contributions), and
Access Industries Inc. ($408,000 contributions).
“Oil and gas support industries” spent $9.6 million on contributions and $17.9 million on lobbying.
The top ten oil and gas support industries spenders include O’Brien & Gere ($3.6 million lobbying, $275,000
contributions), General Electric ($2.2 million lobbying, $424,000 contributions), Arcadis/Malcolm Pirnie
($1.7 million lobbying, $67,300 contributions), Lafarge North America ($1.1 million lobbying, $122,000
contributions), Harris Beach PLCC ($289,000 lobbying, $824,000 contributions), Clough Harbour
($577,000 lobbying, $300,000 contributions), AECOM ($828,000 lobbying, $43,000 contributions), Norfolk Southern ($819,000 lobbying, $11,000 contributions), Hiscock & Barclay ($812,000 contributions),
and Nixon Peabody ($654,000 contributions).
“Pro-fracking business associations” spent $3.2 million on contributions and $13.9 million on lobbying.
The top ten pro-fracking business associations and union spenders include The Business Council of New
York State ($3.9 million lobbying, $448,000 contributions), New York Farm Bureau ($1.6 million lobbying, $46,000 contributions), American Council of Engineering Companies ($985,000 lobbying, $235,000
contributions), Associated General Contractors of NYS ($578,000 lobbying, $620,000 contributions),
Unshackle Upstate ($1.1 million lobbying, $34,000 contributions), Associated Builders & Contractors
($543,000 lobbying, $371,000 contributions), New York Construction Materials Association ($639,000
lobbying, $192,000 contributions), American Chemistry Council ($734,000 lobbying, $24,000 contributions), Buffalo Niagara Partnership ($499,000 lobbying, $162,000 contributions), National Federation of
Independent Businesses ($612,000 lobbying, $45,000 contributions).
“Pro-fracking unions” spent $1.6 million on contributions and $1.4 million on lobbying, led by the
International Union of Operating Engineers ($788,000 lobbying, $763,000 contributions), and New York
State Pipe Trades Association ($637,000 lobbying, $622,000 contributions).

JJ In recent years, as New York became one of the few states where fracking is not yet permitted, the American

Petroleum Institute, Exxon Mobil, America’s Natural Gas Alliance, and Halliburton have dramatically increased their spending on New York State lobbying.
•
•
•

American Petroleum Institute spent $416,000 on lobbying from 2007 through 2011 but spent over $1.2
million from January 2012 through July 2013.
Exxon Mobil spent $970,000 on New York lobbying from 2007-2011 but has since spent $2.2 million.
America’s Natural Gas Alliance (founded in 2009 by the nation’s largest fracking companies1) and Halliburton had never lobbied in New York before 2012 and have since spent $290,000 and $120,000 respectively.

JJFrom January 2012 to July 2013, the American Petroleum Institute spent over $777,000 on grassroots lobbying in

New York as part of a nationwide effort to engage on the state level to promote the safety and economic benefits
of oil and gas drilling.
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JJ In 2012, Exxon Mobil spent $2 million to fund an advertising campaign coordinated by IOGA and sponsored
by New York business organizations including the Business Council of NYS and Unshackle Upstate.

JJ Large national oil and gas interests, including the American Petroleum Institute, Exxon Mobil, Talisman, and

Halliburton, fund the “Energy in Depth” campaign, a ““state of the art online resource center to combat new
environmental regulations , especially with regard to hydraulic fracturing.2”

JJThe largest recipients of pro-fracking campaign contributions are the State Legislature ($6.1 million combined to candidates and committees) and county-level parties and officials ($5 million combined), who
altogether received nearly 75% of the total.
•

Among current statewide officials, Governor Cuomo has received nearly $1 million from pro-fracking interests, Attorney General Schneiderman has received $142,100, and Comptroller DiNapoli $84,550. The
largest pro-fracking donor for both Governor Cuomo and Attorney General Schneiderman is the conglomerate parent company of EP Energy (formerly El Paso Energy). Access Industries has donated $185,500 to
Cuomo and $52,000 to Schneiderman.

•

Not surprisingly, pro-fracking contributions in the State Legislature are concentrated towards the party
holding the majority: $3.1 million to State Senate Republicans compared to $795,000 to State Senate
Democrats and $194,000 to IDC members, and $1.3 million to State Assembly Democratic candidates
and committees compared to $643,000 Republicans
Top 20 Legislators currently in office receiving pro-fracking money from the expanded universe of pro-fracking interests include: 1. Tom Libous ($368,305), 2. George Maziarz ($193,831), 3. Michael Ranzenhofer
($130,574), 4. Dean Skelos ($108,700), 5. David Valesky ($84,225), 6. Cathy Young ($77,545), 7. Michael Nozzolio ($73,251), 8. Joe Morelle ($66,575), 9. Jeff Klein ($65,995), 10. Joseph Robach ($63,708),
11. Sheldon Silver ($61,264), 12. Mark Grisanti ($61,048), 13. Brian Kolb ($58, 719), 14. Tom O’Mara
($56,375), 15. Robin Schimminger ($54,708), 16. Betty Little ($53,130), 17. Pat Gallivan ($48,270), 18.
John DeFrancisco ($47,825), 19. Malcolm Smith ($47,050), 20. Charles Fuschillo ($46,664).
The two leading legislator recipients of pro-fracking money, Senators Tom Libous and George Maziarz, are
the most vocal political boosters of fracking in New York.
Overall, eight of the top twenty legislator recipients of pro-fracking contributions are strongly supportive
of fracking, eight are cautionary, and four are on the record in opposition.
In addition to Legislative candidates and committees, pro-fracking interests concentrate their local giving
primarily in Western and Central New York and the Southern Tier, pouring funds into the party committees
of Monroe ($2.1 million in contributions at county level), Erie ($872,000), Onondaga ($409,000), and
Broome ($300,000) counties as well as into the coffers of county executives and legislators in those regions.

•

•
•
•

JJ Overall, anti-fracking groups spent $5.4 million on lobbying and $1.9 million on campaign contributions
from 2007 to July 2013, far less than pro-fracking interests.
•

•

Among all the groups involved in anti-fracking advocacy, Communications Workers of America (which
joined New Yorkers Against Fracking in 2012) is the only significant campaign contributor ($1.8 million
since 2007) and fracking is not a primary priority in CWA’s policy agenda.
Lobbying by anti-fracking groups is more significant, with a total of nearly $4 million spent on lobbying by
anti-fracking environmental and civic groups, and an additional $1.4 million spent by the CWA.
»» Almost all anti-fracking lobbying by environmental and civic groups is done by in-house staff members
of the organizations. Less than 10% of lobbying spending by anti-fracking environmental groups went
to outside lobbying firms
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JJAltogether, pro-fracking interests have outspent anti-fracking groups on campaign contributions and lobbying by nearly 9 to 1.
•

If we take a narrower view and look just at direct fracking interests and anti-fracking environmental groups,
a significant spending gap in excess of 4 to 1 remains in favor of the gas industry. Direct fracking interests
spent $1.1 million on campaign contributions and $15.6 million on lobbying, compared to $41,000 on
campaign contributions and $4.0 million on lobbying by anti-fracking environmental groups.

JJ Nevertheless, anti-fracking interests have stymied the pro-fracking interests’ push to legitimize fracking
in New York State, an illuminating instance of organized people successfully impeding the momentum of
organized money.
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THE FRACKING DEBATE IN NEW YORK STATE
Good governance requires a thoughtful and deliberative approach whenever we are looking to develop or implement
public policy decisions. The ongoing debate about whether to allow and how to regulate high-volume hydraulic fracturing for natural gas in New York State is a complex issue with extraordinary economic and environmental consequences.
New York has the opportunity to be a national model in the way in which it approaches regulation of natural gas extraction if it is able to resist the concerted effort to sway or hasten the process. In the process of determining our state’s
policies, New York’s elected representatives and appointed officials must strike the right balance, weighing potential
economic benefits against potential environmental catastrophe. This means taking as much time as possible to ensure
regulatory oversight and mechanisms are in place and that as much public and expert input as possible is garnered, as
well as taking care that industry efforts to sway the process are fully disclosed and apparent to the public.

What is “Fracking”?
The United States currently produces more natural gas than any other country in the world3 with an estimated 482
trillion cubic feet of shale gas.4 Vast natural gas reserves sit beneath nearly every region of the nation. Until recently
shale gas was largely inaccessible. But in the last decade, a new process called high-volume horizontal hydraulic fracturing, colloquially referred to as “fracking,” has allowed drillers to break through the shale and extract these previously
inaccessible reserves.

Credit: Al Granberg/ProPublica
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In order to reach the gas within the protective shale, millions of gallons of “fracking fluid” (a mixture of water, sand,
and chemicals) is injected into the earth at extremely high pressures. The high pressure causes the underground shale
to crack and gas to seep out into the well, where it flows up to the surface and is collected.5 Fracking has become
widespread in recent years: it is now used in nine out of ten natural gas wells in the United States.6
Oil and gas industry spokespersons often point out that the process of hydraulic fracturing (using high pressure blasts
of fluid to break open rock) “has been used for decades”.7 This claim is technically correct – the technological breakthrough that opened shale gas for extraction is not the hydraulic fracturing itself, but its use in combination with the
drilling of deep horizontal wells and the high volume of fluid injected into the wells.8
Despite its rapid growth, fracking has come under fire because of a multitude of environmental and health concerns.
Chiefly, many worry that the chemicals used in the fracking fluid pose a potential environmental threat, especially
considering that much of the fracking fluid is not recovered after drilling.9 More than 200 chemicals have been reported to be used in fracking fluid, including known carcinogens such as benzene and arsenic, heightening concerns
over drinking water contamination.10 Several studies have found evidence to support this claim, but the natural gas
industry has largely denied this.11 Despite the concerns, as of 2011 more than 20 states were engaging in fracking. 12
As of the date of this report, New York is not one of them.

The Fracking Debate
As fracking has become more and more widespread across the United States, it has provoked a furious debate between
those who promote it as an economic boon that will help bring energy independence and revitalize rural regions, and
those who contend it is a shortsighted environmental disaster in the making.
The American Petroleum Institute estimates that if New York begins natural gas fracking, the economy will add over
15,700 jobs and generate $369 million in state and local tax revenue by 2020.13 According to this analysis, natural
gas fracking could potentially provide economic relief to the Southern Tier, a region desperately in need of jobs and
economic development. However, opponents counter that this argument does not consider how many of these jobs
will be staffed by New Yorkers and does not factor in what opponents claim would be the potential detrimental impact
on property values of industrializing the landscape and potentially contaminating water supplies.
The 2012 unemployment rate was 8.4% for New York’s Southern Tier region, on par with the statewide unemployment rate, but still more than 0.3% above the national average.1415 In addition to the purported economic benefits of
fracking, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has found that natural gas power plants produce half as much
carbon dioxide, less than a third as much nitrogen oxides, and one percent as much sulfur oxides as coal.16
Finally, by some calculations, the costs of natural gas—which includes the cost of externalities like carbon emissions—
are currently significantly less than coal, wind, nuclear or solar power.17 The federal government’s Interagency Working
Group on the Social Cost of Carbon (SCC) calculated the damages by carbon dioxide emissions, in dollars, as $21
per ton of CO2 emissions. This includes “the cost of changes in net agricultural productivity, effects on human health,
property damages from increased flood risk, and the value of ecosystem services.”18 Because natural gas plants emit
less carbon, by this definition the social cost is significantly lower than other forms of energy. However, opponents
counter that this calculation does not take into account the social cost of the fracking process, only the cost after the
natural gas is extracted. Nonetheless, with these arguments natural gas advocates claim that it is a fiscally and environmentally responsible form of energy.
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Those who oppose fracking argue that the reduction in carbon emissions is negligible compared to the environmental
degradation wrought on the local drilling environment. Opponents to fracking also reject the binary comparison between coal and natural gas, claiming it is not an “either or” choice. There are plenty of other viable energy alternatives
that have even lower carbon emissions such as solar or wind power—though these currently often come at a higher
cost to the consumer.
Fracking has clearly contaminated some drinking water sources with dangerous chemicals like benzene, methane
and arsenic. Between 2008 and 2012, the Pennsylvania DEP determined that fracking activities had damaged water
supplies for at least 161 households in the state.19 There have also been numerous instances of illegal discharges of
fracking wastewater, such as a case settled in July 2013 by Exxon Mobil’s subsidiary XTO Energy involving the release
of 57,373 gallons of fracking fluids into a tributary of the Susquehanna River20. Additionally, farmers in numerous
states with fracking have reported health issues in livestock near natural gas drilling operations.21
Most national environmental groups are not opposed to natural gas in and of itself, but rather the process of fracking. Groups like the Natural Resources Defense Council state that if there is stringent regulation of drilling practices,
natural gas could be a valuable energy source.22 Other environmental groups like Food and Water Watch and New
York-based grassroots opposition to fracking such as the group Frack Action, contend that there is “no safe way to
frack” and continue to call for a permanent ban on the practice.23

Fracking in New York State
New York State sits on a particularly rich source of natural gas, the Marcellus Shale. The Marcellus Shale holds an
estimated 63% of all the United States’ natural gas reserves and stretches through large swaths of New York’s Southern
Tier, Pennsylvania, Ohio and West Virginia.24 Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West Virginia have all begun drilling, each
extracting more than 1 billion cubic feet of gas in 2011 alone.25
In New York, however, a practical moratorium on fracking exists until full environmental and health impact studies
are completed. The New York State Legislature passed a two year moratorium in 2008 and passed bills in 2010 and
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2011 to continue it. The Legislature’s official fracking moratorium ended in 2013 when the State Senate failed to
bring a measure to extend it to a vote after passage in the Assembly. However, a de facto moratorium persists while
Governor Andrew Cuomo awaits completion of a comprehensive health study by state Health Commissioner Nirav
Shah. In 2013 Cuomo repeatedly stated that he would make a final decision on whether to allow fracking before the
2014 gubernatorial election.26 In December 2013, however, Governor Cuomo walked back from this promise, stating
“My timeline is whatever Commissioner Shah needs to do it right and feel comfortable…I want the right decision, not
necessarily the fastest decision.”27
Many local communities in New York have also instituted their own bans or moratoria to ensure there cannot be any
fracking in their community regardless of statewide policy. Bans on fracking have been instituted in more than 50
municipalities and more than 100 have enacted moratoria through zoning provisions. These bans and moratoria have
been challenged by natural gas companies on the grounds that regulation of the oil and gas industry rests solely with
the state Department of Environmental Conservation. However, in May 2013 a mid-level state appeals court ruled
that municipalities were within their right to use local zoning laws to ban the process of hydraulic fracturing. The case
is now being appealed in the state’s highest court.28

A 2011 draft of the Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement (SGEIS) on hydraulic fracturing outlined
potential adverse environmental impacts including groundwater contamination, fragmentation and degradation of animal habitats, and the potential release of methane gas into the atmosphere. However, the report also offered mitigation
strategies and possible regulations to reduce the environmental impacts of hydraulic fracturing.29 Between September
2011 and January 2012, the New York Department of Environmental Conservation received over 66,000 public comments on the SGEIS, by far the highest number of public comments on a regulatory matter in the agency’s history.30
Deep Drilling, Deep Pockets in New York State
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While the de facto moratorium on fracking remains in place in New York, the controversy and grassroots energy
surrounding the issue has attracted increasing legislative attention. In the 2013 session, 100 separate bills relating to
fracking were reported in lobbying disclosures of pro or anti-fracking organizations. In 2013, 32 Assembly Members
and 22 Senators introduced fracking-related bills.
91 of these bills can be characterized as anti-fracking, seeking prohibitions, moratoriums, or additional regulations or
taxes on fracking or related aspects of the fracking process (e.g. wastewater disposal). Only 9 of the bills can be said
to be pro-fracking, seeking to expedite the process or fund expansion of natural gas infrastructure.
Of these 100 bills, only one actually became law – A216/S3846 which extended the state’s moratorium on liquefied
natural gas facilities. Four bills passed the Assembly but not the Senate, including A5424/S4236 which would have
extended New York’s moratorium on fracking, and four bills passed the Senate but not the Assembly. Three other bills
advanced to third reading in the Assembly and the other 88 bills never left the committee level.
The prodigious output of “press conference bills” on fracking in Albany is again illustrative of the growing grassroots
energy surrounding the issue. Over the past two years, polls have shifted from a nearly even split to a plurality of New
Yorkers opposing fracking.31 A December 2, 2013 poll by Wall Street Journal/NBC 4/Marist found that 47% of New
Yorkers polled “generally oppose” fracking while 37% approve.
Large constituencies and coalitions support both sides of the debate. There are individuals with a personal stake, corporations and businesses with a financial stake, as well as groups that support or oppose fracking on principle such as
economic development groups or environmental conservation advocates. The field is full and money has been flowing
into the pockets of state and local officials, lobbyists, and grassroots organizers to push the issue.

Satellite View of Fracking Sites in Pennsylvania (Google Maps)
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Satellite View of Fracking Sites in Pennsylvania (Google Maps)

Fracking wellpad in Southwestern Pennsylvania, courtesy of D. Manthos, SkyTruth
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The Pro-Fracking Coalition
Natural gas drilling involves a constellation of supporting industries, not simply the drillers themselves. Such interests
include engineering firms, chemical companies, construction industry organizations and unions, law firms with oil
and gas practices, and other affiliated members of pro-fracking organizations such as IOGA and Clean Growth Now.
Major statewide and regional business lobbies like the Business Council of NYS, Unshackle Upstate, and Greater
Syracuse Chamber of Commerce, have also taken leading roles in advocating for fracking.
Common Cause/NY analysis divides pro-fracking interests into four overarching categories – “direct fracking interests,”
“oil and gas support industries,” and “pro-fracking business organizations” and “pro-fracking unions.”
“Direct fracking interests” include companies directly involved in the business of gas exploration and drilling, owners
of the pipelines that carry fracked gas, and gas industry lobby groups. Companies engaged directly in fracking that
are pushing the issue in New York include oil and gas companies like ExxonMobil, National Fuel, Halliburton and
Chesapeake Appalachia, and trade organizations such as the American Petroleum Institute (API) and the Independent
Oil and Gas Association of New York (IOGA). This category also includes the Joint Landowners Coalition of New
York, the primary lobbying group for fracking leaseholders in the Southern Tier. While some of these entities are also
concerned with other energy policy issues, fracking appears to be a major focus for them.
“Oil and Gas Support Industries” include engineering companies involved in preparing the infrastructure for fracking,
environmental analysts, the freight railroad and trucking companies that move the tremendous volumes of equipment and fluids, the “construction materials” industry that produces sand, gravel, and asphalt and pave the wellpads
and access roads, the chemical companies that make the fracking chemicals, water treatment and waste management
companies, and law firms with practice areas in fracking. Many of these entities have an active track record in Albany
on many construction related issues, not only fracking.
“Pro-fracking business organizations” include statewide lobby groups such as the Business Council of NYS, Unshackle
Upstate, and National Federation of Independent Businesses that are lobbying for fracking but are also involved in
many other general “business climate” issues. There are also numerous regional chamber of commerce type entities
such as the Buffalo Niagara Partnership, Rochester Business Alliance, Greater Syracuse Chamber, and Greater Binghamton Chamber that are highly active lobbying for fracking. Also included in this category are trade organizations
for specific supporting industries that are lobbying for fracking, such as Associated Builders and Contractors and the
American Chemistry Council. All of these entities are regular players in Albany and bring a wealth of connections
and clout, as well as money, to the issue.
Common Cause/NY has identified a handful of trade unions that have been active in lobbying for fracking. These include
the International Union of Operating Engineers (IUOE), the New York State Pipe Trades Association, the Northeast
Regional Council of Carpenters, Plumbers and Pipefitters Local 112, Laborers Local 785, and IBEW Local 325.

The Anti-Fracking Coalition
Groups that oppose fracking in New York or call for much more stringent regulations than the industry would prefer include national environmental organizations such as the Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter, NRDC, and Food and
Water Watch, and regional environmental groups like Citizens Campaign for the Environment, Riverkeeper, Catskill
Mountainkeeper, and Environmental Advocates of New York. While these groups sometimes coordinate, there is
some division among the organizations as to whether to support a permanent ban on fracking or call for continued
moratoriums and studies to develop stricter regulations and oversight.
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Fracking has also engaged groups beyond purely environmental organizations including Citizen Action and the New
York Public Interest Group (NYPIRG). Additional groups that have been created specifically to oppose fracking in
New York include Frack Action.
There are also a multitude of volunteer activists at the local level working against fracking in their communities, such
as “Vestal Residents for Safe Energy,” “Catskill Citizens for Safe Energy” and many others. According to many of these
activists involved at the local level, the movement against fracking in New York has not been led by the major environmental organizations but by engaged citizens. “This was the grassroots telling the grass tops what was happening
on the ground and doing the research and seeing that something was wrong. Back in 2008, the Big Greens thought
that natural gas was a good bridge fuel, better for the climate,” says Jill Wiener of Catskill Citizens for Safe Energy.32
Anti-fracking groups in New York have been brought together under two main coalitions: “New Yorkers Against
Fracking” and the “Coalition to Protect New York.”
These groups are also joined by an unexpected ally: celebrities. More than 140 artists and celebrities have signed onto
a website called “Artists Against Fracking” started by Yoko Ono and her son Sean Lennon. These celebrities include
Robert de Niro and Mark Ruffalo, among other A-Listers. Many of the members have homes in areas where drilling
would take place.33
Providing funding for many environmental and activist groups anti-fracking work in New York State is the Ithaca-based
Park Foundation. The organization makes grants in support of “education, public broadcasting, environment, and
other selected areas of interest to the Park family.”34 Fracking is clearly an area of interest: the Park Foundation has
given over $3 million since 2009 to dozens of anti-fracking advocacy groups. Its gifts have made the foundation the
largest supporter of the anti-fracking movement in New York State.35 Just a few of the Park Foundation’s many grants
include $117,500 to the Community Environmental Defense Council, lawyers advocating municipal fracking bans;
$300,000 to Environmental Advocates of New York; and $175,000 to the production company that made Gasland,
the Oscar-nominated documentary outlining the negative impact of fracking.36
In a 2008 comment on the DEC’s environmental impact statement on fracking Park Foundation Executive Director
Jon Jensen wrote:
“Our grants have been targeted to help potentially impacted communities and policymakers understand
the ramifications of using horizontal hydraulic fracturing methods to drill for gas, and to equip them
to protect their communities’ environmental and health rights.”37
Common Cause/New York has received support from the Park Foundation to monitor the role of money in politics
in the state’s battle over fracking. In 2011, Common Cause/NY honored Adelaide P. Gomer, President of the Park
Foundation, with the Common Cause Civic Advocacy Award. The research we conduct and how it is presented is
determined solely by Common Cause/NY; we have never received any suggestions or pressure from the foundation
regarding the content or findings of our reports.
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Spread of Municipal Anti-Fracking Movements – October 2011 to October 2013 (courtesy of FracTracker Alliance)
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Municipal Pro-Fracking Movements
(courtesy of FracTracker Alliance)
Although both pro-fracking and anti-fracking forces engage on the national and statewide level, much of the battle in
New York is taking place within the area where fracking will potentially take place. Both sides are heavily engaged in
grassroots organizing and outreach, especially at the level of municipal government.
The grassroots movement against fracking has been most successful in achieving municipal-level bans and/or moratoria
in the Finger Lakes region and Otsego, Sullivan, and Ulster counties. On the other hand, local support for fracking
appears to be highest in Broome, Tioga, and Steuben counties in the Southern Tier along the Pennsylvania border.
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DEEP DRILLING, DEEP POCKETS:
Campaign Contributions and Lobbying Expenditures of
Fracking Interests in New York State
Looking at the full spectrum of fracking-related industries and supportive business associations and unions, pro-fracking interests contributed a total of $15.4 million from 2007 to July 2013 and spent nearly $48.9 million lobbying in
New York State. Campaign contribution data for this report only includes contributions made directly by corporations and organizations, it does not include contributions made by affiliated individuals. A complete spreadsheet of
all of the 199 entities identified as “pro-fracking interests” by Common Cause/NY is available on our website at www.
commoncause.org/ny/deepdrillingdeeppockets.
See Appendix
A of thisof
report
for a list
of all pro-fracking spenders
Lobbying and Contributions
by Type
Entity
– 2007
in excess of $20,000.

Pro-Fracking Interests

Millions

to July 2013

Contributions
Lobbying

$20

$17.9 M
$15.6 M

$13.9 M

$15

$9.6 M

$10

$5

$3.2 M
$1.1 M

$1.6 M $1.4 M

$0

Direct Fracking Interest

Oil & Gas Support
Industries

Pro-Fracking Business
Groups

Pro-Fracking Unions

Lobby and Contributions by Type of Entity – 2007 to July 2013
For entities outside of the “direct fracking interest” category, Common Cause/NY recognizes that contributions and
lobbying may often be related to issues other than fracking. New York’s lobbying disclosures do not require that companies break down lobbying expenses by issue area. However, this data taken as a whole provides an accurate measure
of the power and influence of pro-fracking business interests in state and local government, influence which is brought
to bear to effect state policy on fracking.
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Category

Number of Entities

Lobbying
Total

Contributions
Total

Direct Fracking Interest

48

$15,623,410.00

$1,068,351.98

Oil and Gas Support Industries

122

$17,923,672.00

$9,616,217.37

Pro-Fracking Business Groups

23

$13,928,509.00

$3,160,403.31

Pro-Fracking Unions

6

$1,424,028.00

$1,555,356.90

TOTAL

199

$48,899,619.00

$15,400,329.56

Breaking down pro-fracking political money by category, we find that although direct fracking interests have
spent the second most on lobbying of any of the four categories, they have spent comparatively little on campaign
contributions. It is unclear why fracking companies have chosen to spend millions on lobbying and public relations campaigns but relatively little on contributions. One possible explanation may be that politicians see more
potential harm than benefit in accepting large contributions from these interests because the issue has become so
controversial and divisive.
Oil and gas support industries spend heavily on both lobbying and contributions, reflecting these interests’ close relationship with state government on numerous issues. The largest spenders included in this category are large upstate
engineering companies and law firms that often have business relationships with state and local government.
Pro-fracking business groups and trade unions like the Business Council of New York State, Associated Builders and
Contractors, Unshackle Upstate, and New York State Pipe Trades are also permanent fixtures in Albany advocating for
numerous issues. But these organizations have been among the leading voices pushing for fracking, organizing their
members, engaging the press, and supporting pro-fracking advertising campaigns.

Direct Fracking Interests
“Direct fracking interests” include companies directly involved in the business of gas exploration and drilling, owners
of the pipelines that carry fracked gas, gas industry lobby groups, and organizations/corporations representing fracking
leaseholders.
1.

Exxon Mobil ($3.2 million lobbying, $26,000 contributions) is the world’s fourth largest oil company with profits of $40
billion and $400 billion in sales in 2011.38 Exxon already has massive natural gas interests elsewhere in the world,
mostly concentrated in Qatar and Indonesia, but is looking to expand aggressively in the United States. In 2010
it acquired the natural gas company XTO Energy for $41 billion and bought into several lucrative natural gas
fields in the U.S, including the Marcellus where XTO leased upwards of 45,000 acres in Broome and Delaware
counties in 2008.39 In 2011, Exxon purchased two smaller gas exploration companies active in the Marcellus
shale.40 In late 2012, Exxon wrote a $2 million check to IOGA NY to fund a pro-fracking advertising campaign
(see detailed analysis of lobbying below)

2. Chesapeake Energy ($2.0 million lobbying, $27,000 contributions) is the second-largest producer of natural gas in the
United States and the most active driller of new wells in the nation. In the earlier years of the fracking debate in
New York, Chesapeake has been one of the industry’s most aggressive promoters, spending nearly $1.8 million
on lobbying from 2007 through 2011, including a million-dollar grassroots advertising campaign in 2010. Since
then, Chesapeake has spent an additional $250,000 on lobbying but has not funded any further advertising or
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grassroots campaigns. Although Chesapeake still holds over 10,000 acres of leases in New York, recent news reports
suggest the company may be withdrawing from the state as part of a larger restructuring.41
3. American Petroleum Institute ($1.6 million lobbying), founded in 1919, is the largest national trade organization for
the oil and gas industry in the United States. With annual expenses in 2011 over $200 million42, API is one of
the most powerful political organizations in the nation. American Petroleum Institute operate numerous major
public relations campaign for the industry, including energycitizens.org, energynation.org, energyfromshale.org
and energytomorrow.org. API is a major advocate for drilling in the Marcellus Shale and has become increasingly
active at the grassroots level in New York. From January 2012 to July 2013, API spent roughly $1.2 million on
New York State lobbying, compared to only $416,000 spent between 2007 and 2011 (see detailed analysis of
lobbying below). API also submitted an amicus brief in Norse Energy v. Town of Dryden in support of the industry’s
position that local municipalities have no right to ban fracking.43
4. Spectra Energy ($1.6 million lobbying, $21,000 contributions) provides pipelines and related infrastructure to transport oil
and gas. It is mostly focused on natural gas storage, transportation and distribution. It is a Fortune 500 company
with $340 million in quarterly earnings during the first quarter of 2013. Spectra is currently building a pipeline
from New Jersey to New York City to import fracked natural gas from Pennsylvania44 and stands to gain if fracking
were allowed in New York where more pipelines would become necessary.
5. The Williams Companies ($1.4 million lobbying, $12,000 contributions) is a Fortune 200 company based in Tulsa, Oklahoma and specializing in natural gas infrastructure. In partnership with Boardwalk Pipeline Partners, Williams
is pursuing construction of the “Bluegrass Pipeline” to directly connect the Marcellus Shale to processing and
export facilities in Louisiana.45 Williams is also heavily engaged in the “midstream” of natural gas extraction in
the Marcellus, the gathering, processing, and storage of the gas.46
6. IOGA NY ($919,000 lobbying, $31,000 contributions), the Independent Oil and Gas Association of New York, is the
primary trade organization for companies and professionals in the fossil fuel production industry in New York.
IOGA is affiliated with the nationwide Independent Petroleum Association of America,47 an organization that
often works closely with the American Petroleum Institute on industry advocacy efforts.48 IOGA and its Executive
Director Brad Gill have been vocal supporters of opening New York’s Marcellus for fracking. IOGA maintains
the “MarcellusFacts.com” website, which is presented as an objective source of public information on the Marcellus Shale fracking issue. In 2012, IOGA coordinated a $2 million pro-fracking advertising campaign paid
for by Exxon Mobil. In April 2013, IOGA released a letter to Governor Cuomo signed by 195 of its members
calling for New York to “join the nation and embrace the expansion of responsible natural gas development.”
Three consulting firms involved with the New York Department of Environmental Conservation’s regulatory
review of fracking, Ecology and Environment Inc., Alpha Geoscience, and URS Corp, were included, raising
questions about the firms’ objectivity. The three companies later denied giving IOGA permission to include
them on the letter.49 In December 2013, Capital NY reported that IOGA NY had cut ties with its longtime
lobbyist and public relations firm Hinman Straub/Corning Place Communications as a result of reductions in
funding from industry members50.
7. Hess Corporation ($748,000 lobbying, $5,000 contributions) is a worldwide oil and gas company dealing with every part
of the process from exploration to retail with $1.7 billion in profits in 2011. Hess has assets in the Utica Shale,
part of which runs through New York, and has set aside 40% of its $6.8 billion exploratory budget for shale gas
exploration.51 The company is also waiting on U.S. Department of Energy approval on a natural gas export facility.52 Hess recently abandoned a joint venture with Newfield on 80,000 acres of fracking leases in northeastern
Pennsylvania near the New York border due to the ongoing moratorium on fracking in the area by the Delaware
River Basin Commission.53
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8. National Fuel ($274,000 lobbying, $299,000 contributions) is a Buffalo area corporation that is a utility, pipeline, and
exploration/drilling company all in one. With almost half of its income coming from its pipeline and storage
segment, which provides interstate natural gas transportation and storage services, as well as an active exploration
business, National Fuel has a keen interest in natural gas exploration in New York State. Seneca Resources, the
exploration and production subsidiary of National Fuel, already has 279 active fracking wells in Pennsylvania.54
In 2012 the firm launched a lawsuit against the town of Colden for its moratorium on fracking, claiming that the
moratorium prohibited other types of horizontal drilling.55 Seneca Resources is also a member of several pro-fracking groups including IOGA, Marcellus Shale Coalition, Energy in Depth and the Responsible Drilling Alliance.56
9. Talisman/Fortuna ($511,000 lobbying, $4,000 contributions) is a large international oil and gas production company
based in Calgary, CA. The company is a member of the Marcellus Shale Coalition and holds over 200,000 acres
of leases in Pennsylvania.57 Talisman continues to hold over 200,000 acres of leases in New York’s Southern Tier
but claims it is not interested in commencing drilling until natural gas prices rise. 58The company changed its name
from Fortuna to Talisman in 2010.
10. Access Industries Inc. ($408,000 contributions) is a privately held industrial conglomerate led by billionaire Leonard
Blavatnik. The company owns a large stake in oil and gas exploration company EP Energy59, formerly known as
El Paso. Access Industries bought its stake in EP Energy for $7.2 billion in 2012, partnering with Apollo Global
Management and Riverstone Holdings60. EP Energy is not currently operating in the Marcellus Shale but its
predecessor El Paso Corporation lobbied in New York State in 2007.
Other significant “direct fracking interests” that have spent at least $100,000 combined on lobbying and campaign contributions include: BP America Inc., Transcanada Pipelines, Shell Energy, Tennessee Gas Pipeline, American Association of Professional Landmen, America’s Natural Gas Alliance, Joint Landowners Coalition of New York,
Buckeye Partners, Iroquois Pipeline Company, Conoco Phillips, Kohlberg Kravis Roberts, Halliburton, Millennium
Pipeline Company, and Dominion Resources.

Oil & Gas Support Industries
The category of “Oil and Gas Support Industries” includes a variety of engineering firms, construction contractors,
chemical companies, law firms, freight interests, and water treatment companies that are involved in the business of
natural gas exploration. This constellation of interests is especially influential in Albany – many of these companies
often receive contracts with state government on infrastructure projects or have other kinds of business relationships
with the state.
Top 10 “oil and gas support industry” include the following:
1.

O’Brien & Gere ($3.6 million lobbying, $275,000 contributions) is an engineering firm involved in energy, water, environmental and facilities challenges. It handles a number of energy and environmental projects, including maintenance
of energy systems and wastewater management, making it a major stakeholder in the battle over fracking. The
firm is a member of both the Marcellus Shale Coalition61 and IOGA NY.

2. General Electric ($2.2 million lobbying, $424,000 contributions) covers a wide range of sectors that could service the natural
gas industry, including, but not limited to, gas storage and pipelines, drilling machines, wastewater management,
and power transmission. Recently, GE made an investment in Oklahoma to open a new laboratory devoted exclusively to work around hydraulic fracturing. In the past few years GE has invested $15 billion in expanding its
services to the oil and gas sectors, though it engages in no drilling itself.62 In New York, GE has lobbied against
bills that would ban or establish stricter regulations on disposal and transportation of fracking wastewater.
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3. Arcadis/Malcolm Pirnie ($1.7 million lobbying, $67,300 contributions) provides consultancy, design, engineering and management services in the fields of infrastructure, water, and environment/buildings with $3.3 billion in revenues
worldwide. The company specializes in upstream oil and gas services and has a specific team dedicated to work in
the Marcellus.63 In 2009, Arcadis purchased Malcolm Pirnie, a New York-based environmental firm specializing
in wastewater management, which continued to operate under the Malcolm Pirnie name until 2013.
4. Lafarge North America ($1.1 million lobbying, $122,000 contributions) is the one of the largest suppliers of construction
materials in the country, producing cement, concrete, gypsum, aggregates, asphalt, paving, and pipe products.
Lafarge is one of the “leading producers of well cement” in the nation and is a member of the Marcellus Shale
Coalition.64 In New York, Lafarge has lobbied against bills that would establish stricter regulations on fracking.
5. Harris Beach PLCC ($289,000 lobbying, $824,000 contributions) is a Rochester law firm involved in fracking. The firm has
donated extensively to State Senator George D. Maziarz, an outspoken advocate for fracking in New York. The
firm is also a member of IOGA. The Energy practice is led by William M. Flynn, a former head of both the New
York State Public Service Commission and the New York State Energy Research and Development Authority.65
6. Clough Harbour ($577,000 lobbying, $300,000 contributions) is a diverse engineering corporation with wastewater, land
development, and energy divisions. Clough Harbor has a “Natural Gas Engineering and Asset Management”
division with specialties in pipeline and facility design.66
7. AECOM ($828,000 lobbying, $43,000 contributions) is a provider of professional technical and management support
services to a broad range of markets, including transportation, facilities, environmental, energy, water and government. AECOM has 45,000 employees across 140 countries with revenues of $8.2 billion in 2012. The company
has an Oil and Gas division that provides engineering and environmental support for the industry.67 AECOM is
a member of IOGA and the Marcellus Shale Coalition.68
8. Norfolk Southern ($819,000 lobbying, $11,000 contributions) is a rail transport company with 20,000 route miles in 22
states and the District of Columbia. Norfolk Southern Rail operates one of the most extensive freight rail transportation networks in the eastern United States. Jim Schaaf, vice president of metals and construction for Norfolk
Southern Railway, says that Marcellus gas exploration has been one of the fastest growing parts of the company,
from 6,000 carloads in 2009 to 24,000 in 2010, about 85% of which has been frac sand from the Midwest.69 The
company is looking to expand its Marcellus services into New York.
9. Hiscock & Barclay ($812,000 contributions) is a large multi-issue law firm and lobbyist with a fracking practice. The
firm is also a member of IOGA. The firm offers special services for natural gas companies, including environmental
impact review, pipelines negotiations and drilling property rights. In 2011, Hiscock & Barclay represented Norse
Energy Corp.in the sale of $27 million of oil and gas properties in Central New York that sit on the Marcellus and
Utica Shale.70 The firm has taken a strong position against local bans and moratoria, releasing a memo detailing
the ways in which the firm disagreed with the Court of Appeals decision to uphold the moratoria in May 2013.71
10. Nixon Peabody ($654,000 contributions) is a law firm with a fracking practice and a member of IOGA. Nixon Peabody
offers a multitude of services for energy firms such as regulatory and environmental compliance and permitting.
The firm supports the appeal of recent court decisions allowing local municipalities to institute their own fracking
moratoria.72
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Pro-Fracking Business Associations
Top 10 “pro-fracking businesss associations” include the following:
1. The Business Council of New York State ($3.9 million lobbying, $448,000 contributions) is the major statewide business lobby in the state, engaging on a wide variety of issues relating to the overall “business climate.” In May 2013 the
Business Council released a statement from its president and CEO stating, “We have been a steadfast supporter
of shale development. The economic opportunities and potential jobs created by natural gas development would
bring a lasting positive impact to the region and the state, and we believe that scientific and technical reviews will
prove the case for moving forward with permits in New York State.“73 The Business Council participated in the
2012 pro-fracking advertising campaign funded by Exxon Mobil74.
2. New York Farm Bureau ($1.6 million lobbying, $46,000 contributions) is a membership organization made up of almost
30,000 farmers and their families across New York looking to solve “economic and public policy issues challenging
the agricultural industry.” The Farm Bureau is on the record in favor of fracking, even filing an amicus brief in
the Norse Energy v. Town of Dryden case, supporting the industry’s position that local municipalities do not have
the right to ban fracking75. NYFB claims that the money gained from selling off property for fracking could help
support struggling family farms. The organization is a member of Unshackle Upstate and recently reaffirmed its
support for fracking at an annual meeting.76
3. American Council of Engineering Companies ($985,000 lobbying, $235,000 contributions) is a coalition of more than 270
engineering firms across New York State employing more than 20,000 New Yorkers. Much of ACEC NY’s membership stands to gain from fracking: 80 members are categorized as energy related engineering firms, which does
not include any engineering firms that would also benefit from fracking such as mechanical engineers or wastewater management firms. Nationally, ACEC supports “expanded domestic production of all energy resources.”77
4. Associated General Contractors of NYS ($578,000 lobbying, $620,000 contributions) represents contractors and those in
highway construction. The CEO of the association has previously stated “We are ready to move forward on shale
gas development. From Pennsylvania to Colorado, we’ve seen that shale gas development is proven to be safe. It
will pump billions of dollars into New York’s economy and generate tax revenue to help rebuild our deteriorating
infrastructure.”78 The Association participated in the 2012 pro-fracking advertising campaign funded by Exxon
Mobil79, and Mike Elmendorf, the executive director, was a leader of the pro-fracking group “Clean Growth
Now”.80 Like the Farm Bureau, Associate General Contractors submitted an amicus brief in support of the fracking
industry in Norse Energy Corp v. Town of Dryden.81
5. Unshackle Upstate ($1.1 million lobbying, $34,000 contributions) is a coalition of businesses and trade organizations,
founded by the leaders of the Buffalo Niagara Partnership and Rochester Business Alliance. The goal of the organization is to strengthen the upstate business climate by reducing allegedly burdensome regulations. Unshackle
Upstate believes fracking represents a tremendous economic opportunity for upstate New York. The organization
has written several legislative memos against the moratorium on fracking and included natural gas development
in its 2013 Policy Agenda. Unshackle Upstate also participated in the 2012 pro-fracking advertising campaign
funded by Exxon Mobil.
6. Associated Builders & Contractors ($543,000 lobbying, $371,000 contributions) is a national trade association representing
22,000 members from more than 19,000 construction and industry-related firms. The group was a member of
the “Clean Growth Now” coalition that was active in 2011 and 2012.
7. New York Construction Materials Association ($639,000 lobbying, $192,000 contributions) is a trade association representing producers and suppliers of asphalt, concrete, sand, gravel, and crushed stone. The fracking process creates
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enormous amounts of heavy truck traffic through rural areas, tearing up small roadways and necessitating vast
amounts of repaving.82 Gravel and paving is also needed to construct new access roads and wellpads. NY Construction Materials Association and many of its members have been active in lobbying for fracking, and President
David Hamling spoke at a major pro-fracking press conference in 2012.83
8. American Chemistry Council ($734,000 lobbying, $24,000 contributions) is an advocacy and trade organization representing
companies engaged in the chemicals industry. The Council advocates against “undue restrictions on natural gas
supplies from shale deposits” and against the release of “propriety information” of fracking chemicals.84 American
Chemistry Council has received grants from the American Petroleum Institute in support of their shared interest.85
9. Buffalo Niagara Partnership ($499,000 lobbying, $162,000 contributions) is the largest business lobby for the Buffalo
metropolitan area and along with the Rochester Business Alliance, the primary backer of the Unshackle Upstate
coalition. The organization has consistently supported the expansion of the natural gas industry in New York,
including supporting fracking in the Marcellus Shale in its 2013 legislative agenda.86
10. National Federation of Independent Businesses ($612,000 lobbying, $45,000 contributions) is a nationwide business organization affiliated with prominent conservative interests including Karl Rove’s Crossroads GPS and the Koch
Brothers’ Freedom Partners.87 The organization engages in lobbying campaigns against “excessive regulations” but
also engages directly in political contests almost entirely on behalf of Republicans. In New York, the group is a
member of Unshackle Upstate and was a member of the “Clean Growth Now” coalition. In July 2013, NFIB
released a joint statement with Unshackle Upstate stating “It’s time to tell the people of the Southern Tier that
the state wants them to flourish. It’s time to approve safe natural gas development. Only then will the Southern
Tier’s struggling cities, towns and villages be open for business.”88

Pro-Fracking Unions
1.

International Union of Operating Engineers ($788,000 lobbying, $763,000 contributions) is a diversified trade union that
primarily represents operating engineers, who work as heavy equipment operators, mechanics, and surveyors in
the construction industry, and stationary engineers, who work in operations and maintenance in building and
industrial complexes, and in the service industries. Local chapters throughout the Marcellus Shale region have
spoken out in support of extraction of natural gas because of the jobs it brings to the region.

2. New York State Pipe Trades Association ($637,000 lobbying, $622,000 contributions) is a union representing workers in the
plumbing, pipefitting, steamfitting and sprinkler fitting industry. The union also sponsors and supports “legislation
which safeguards the safety and health of workers and the public, protects the rights of workers and promotes a fair,
free, and just society.” In an editorial in the New York Post in favor of fracking, Pipe Trades Association Political
Director Greg Lancette said, “So New York’s fracking moratorium isn’t keeping any environmental harm at bay.
But it is keeping away significant jobs, many of them union jobs.” 89
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PRO-FRACKING
Spreading Pro-Fracking Money Around MONEY IN NYS
In total, pro-fracking interests contributed $15.4 million to state and local candidates and committees in New York
Pro-Fracking Business Interests:
from 2007 through July 2013.

NYS Campaign Contributions 2007 - July 2013

Local Party
Committees
Attorney General
$313K
$179K
State Party Committees
Judges
$408K
$292K
State Comptroller
$109K
Assorted PACs
$420K
Other Local Races in NYS
$1.3 M

State Senate
Candidates and
Committees
$4.1M

Governor
$1.4M

County Executives and
Legislators
$1.9M
State Assembly
Candidates and
Committees
$2.0M

County Party Committees
$3.1M

Pro-Fracking Business Interests:
NYS Campaign Contributions 2007–July 2013
The largest recipients of pro-fracking campaign contributions are the State Legislature ($6.1 million combined to
candidates and committees) and county-level parties and officials ($5 million combined), who altogether received
nearly 75% of the total.
Statewide elected officials received relatively little in comparison, with candidates for Governor receiving roughly $1.4
million and candidates for Attorney General and Comptroller receiving much less.
Among current statewide officials, Governor Cuomo has received nearly $1 million from pro-fracking interests, Attorney General Schneiderman has received $142,100, and Comptroller DiNapoli $84,550.

Statewide Officials

Contributions from Fracking Interests
2007 to July 2013

Governor Cuomo

$994,150

Attorney General Schneiderman

$142,100

Comptroller DiNapoli

$84,550
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Governor Cuomo’s largest pro-fracking donor is Access Industries Inc., the conglomerate parent company of EP Energy
(formerly El Paso Energy). Access Industries has donated $185,500 to Cuomo since 2010 in eight large contributions
ranging from $1,000 to $50,000. However, it should be noted that EP Energy is focusing on fracking opportunities in Texas and Louisiana and is not currently active in the Marcellus Shale90 region of the Northeast. Other large
pro-fracking contributors to Governor Cuomo include the Associated General Contractors of NYS ($121,050) and
the IOGA-affiliated law firms of Nixon Peabody ($108,088) and Hiscock & Barclay ($75,900), all of whom lobby on
a multiplicity of issues. BP America, which has growing interests in Ohio’s Utica Shale91, donated $11,500 to Cuomo
in 2009-2010 but has not contributed since.
Access Industries is also Attorney General Schneiderman’s largest pro-fracking donor, with $52,000 in contributions
since 2011. Schneiderman also received significant funds from the pro-fracking trade unions the New York State Pipe
Trades Association ($47,000) and the IUOE ($16,000) as well as Hiscock and Barclay ($11,000). Most of Comptroller
DiNapoli’s share also comes from the Pipe Trades, IUOE, Associated General Contractors, and Hiscock and Barclay.
Neither of these officials supports
fracking. Business Interests:
Pro-Fracking
New York State Legislature
Pro-fracking interestCampaign
money is much
more significant
in the
State
Legislature and at the county level than it is
Contributions
by Type
and
Party
for statewide candidates.
Democrats - IDC
Democrats
Republicans

$194K
$456K

$2.2M

$265K

$858K

$916K

$456K
$460K

State Senate Candidates State Senate Committees

State Assembly
Candidates

$183K
State Assembly
Committees

Pro-Fracking Business Interests: New York State Legislature Campaign Contributions by Type and Party
Not surprisingly, contributions in the State Legislature are concentrated towards the party holding the majority: $2.37
million to Republican and Independent Democratic Conference candidates for Senate vs. $530,000 to Democrats,
and $858,000 to Democratic candidates for Assembly vs. $460,000 to Republicans. The same rule applies to party
committees (including “soft money” housekeeping accounts) with Senate Republicans ($915,629) outstripping Senate
Democrats’ ($265,300) and Assembly Democrats ($455,578) trouncing Assembly Republicans ($182,651).
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Pro-Fracking Campaign
Contributions
(2007 - July 2013)

Office

Location

Position on Fracking

1. Tom Libous (R)

$368,305.00

Senator

District 52 -- Southern Tier
Binghamton Area

Support

2. George Maziarz (R)

$193,830.58

Senator

District 62 -- Niagara, Buffalo and
Rochester suburbs

Support

3. Michael Ranzenhofer (R)

$130,574.20

Senator

District 61 -- Buffalo and Rochester
suburbs, Genesee County

Caution

4. Dean Skelos (R)

$108,700.00

Senator

District 9 –Nassau County

Support

5. David Valesky (D-IDC)

$84,225.00

Senator

District 53 – Syracuse,
Madison County area

Opposition

6. Cathy Young (R)

$77,545.00

Senator

District 57 – Western Southern Tier

Support

7. Michael Nozzolio (R)

$73,251.40

Senator

District 54 – Finger Lakes

Caution

8. Joe Morelle (D)

$66,575.00

Assembly

District 136 – Rochester area

Opposition

9. Jeff Klein (D-IDC)

$65,995.00

Senator

District 34 – Bronx-Westchester

Opposition

10. Joseph Robach (R)

$63,708.30

Senator

District 56 – Rochester area

Caution

11. Sheldon Silver (D)

$61,263.70

Assembly

District 65 – Lower Manhattan

Opposition

12. Mark Grisanti (R)

$61,047.90

Senator

District 60 – Buffalo area

Caution

13. Brian Kolb (R)

$58,719.00

Assembly

District 131 – Finger Lakes

Support

14. Tom O’Mara (R)

$56,375.00

Senator

District 58 – Southern Tier

Support

15. Robin Schimminger (D)

$54,708.31

Assembly

District 140 – Buffalo area

Support

16. Betty Little (R)

$53,130.00

Senator

District 45 – North Country

Support

17. Pat Gallivan (R)

$48,270.05

Senator

District 59 -- Buffalo and Rochester
suburbs, Wayne County

Caution

18. John DeFrancisco (R)

$47,825.00

Senator

District 50 – Syracuse area

Caution

19. Malcolm Smith (D)

$47,050.00

Senator

District 10 – Queens

Caution

20. Charles Fuschillo (R)

$46,663.75

Senator

District 8 – Long Island

Caution

Top 20 NYS Legislators
Currently in Office

Based on press statements and previous voting records, Common Cause/NY has defined these legislators’ positions
on fracking as “support,” “caution,” or “opposition.” A position of “support” is applied to those legislators who have
been active boosters, voting against moratorium bills and publicly criticizing Governor Cuomo and/or the Democratic
Assembly for failing to move forward with fracking. “Caution” applies to legislators who may be against fracking in
certain areas (e.g. the Finger Lakes) but supportive of it in the Southern Tier, or who may in favor of “waiting for the
DEC’s or health department’s final report” before they take a position.
Overall, eight of the top twenty legislator recipients of pro-fracking contributions are supportive, eight are cautionary,
and four are on the record in opposition.
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Senators Tom Libous (R-52) and George Maziarz (R-52) are by far the top recipients of pro-fracking interest money
and are also the most vocal supporters of fracking in the State Senate. In March 2013, Libous vowed to block any
legislation that would established a renewed moratorium on fracking.92 As the Deputy Majority Leader for the Senate
Republican conference and current “floor marshal” of the governing Republican-IDC coalition, Libous has significant
power to follow through on his vows. In 2013, Libous kept his promise and the fracking moratorium bill never came
to the floor for a vote. Libous was also recently tied to a speculative real estate venture purchasing land in Broome
County to lease to gas interests93.
Senator Maziarz also strongly supports fracking and is also the Chairman of the Senate Energy Committee. Maziarz
voted against the 2010 moratorium bill and has released numerous press bulletins94 in support of fracking. In 2011,
Senator Maziarz attended an IOGA gas industry conference where he stated “It’s been proven that it [fracking] can
be done in a safe way,” and suggested that his home region of Niagara Falls could see an “economic boom” from
purifying toxic fracking fluids.95
Other strongly pro-fracking State Senators among the top 20 recipients include Senate Majority Leader Dean Skelos96
(R), Senator Cathy Young97 (R), and Senator Tom O’Mara 98 (R). In the past year, the New York State Republican
party has become increasingly supportive of fracking, with party Chairman Ed Cox attacking Governor Cuomo for
stalling on the issue. 99
In the Assembly, only four members make the top 20 – Speaker Sheldon Silver, Deputy Majority Leader Joe Morelle
and Republican Minority Leader Brian Kolb, as well as Robin Schimminger, one of only two Assembly Democrats
to vote against the 2013 fracking moratorium bill.

Pro-Fracking Money at the County Level
In addition to Legislative candidates and committees, pro-fracking interests concentrate their local giving primarily
in Western and Central New York and the Southern Tier, pouring funds into the party committees of Monroe, Erie,
Onondaga, and Broome counties as well as into the coffers of county executives and legislators. County-level campaign
contributions are most significant among the “oil and gas support industries,” especially engineers, law firms, and
environmental consultants, as many of them do business with county and local governments in the area. While much
of this money is likely related to issues other than fracking, it is illustrative of the clout that many pro-fracking firms
and organizations hold in upstate New York.

(includes contributions to county party committees, county
executives, and county legislators)

Top Five Counties

Total Pro-Fracking Contributions
2007-July 2013

Monroe

$2,067,126.85

Erie

$872,365.90

Onondaga

$408,639.00

Westchester

$328,850.00

Broome

$299,733.00
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Monroe County is the largest repository of pro-fracking interest money, a status due entirely to the prolific fundraising
of its county political parties1. From 2007 through July 2013, the Monroe County Republican Committee raised
over $1.2 million from pro-fracking interests, with most of this money coming from a handful of large companies in
the “oil and gas support industries” including LeChase Construction, The Pike Company, Labella Associates, Harris
Beach, and O’Brien & Gere. The Monroe County Democratic Party raised $569,000 from pro-fracking interests,
chiefly from the very same businesses that also gave to the Republicans. Monroe County Executive Maggie Brooks
raised over $198,000 during this period from these interests.
In Erie County, former Republican County Executive Chris Collins raised over $275,000 from pro-fracking interests, not including funds raised for his successful Congressional campaign in 2012. Collins is a strong supporter of
fracking100 and in 2010, appointed Jeffrey Hart, an Assistant Vice President at National Fuel, as his Deputy County
Executive. The Erie County Republican Party has raised $185,275 and the Erie Democrats $121,894. Current Erie
County Executive Mark Poloncarz (D) has received $59,231 from pro-fracking interests.
In Onondaga, County Executive Joanie Mahoney (R) has received $165,168, the County Republican Party has received
$72,292, and the Republican Legislators Campaign Committee has received $60,853. As is the case in Monroe and
Erie counties, nearly all of these funds come from “oil and gas support industries,” chiefly engineering companies and
law firms.
In Westchester, pro-fracking engineering companies gave heavily to former County Executive Andy Spano (D)
($143,600) and current County Executive Rob Astorino (R) ($119,630).
And in Broome County, a wide variety of pro-fracking interests have given significant sums to former County Executive
Barbara Fiala (D) ($91,088) and current County Executive Debbie Preston (R) ($86,116). Fiala, since appointed to be
Commissioner of the Department of Motor Vehicles for the Cuomo administration, was supportive opening Broome
County to fracking.101 Debbie Preston has been a vocal advocate for fracking since becoming County Executive in
2012, speaking at pro-fracking rallies and considered an ally by the industry.102 The Broome County Republican Party
has received $31,135, the Broome County Democrats $19,053, and the Republican leader of the County Legislature,
Jerry Marinich, has received $10,748.

1
The Monroe County Republican Committee brings in more money through its soft money “housekeeping” account than any other county party in
New York State
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Top 10 Lobbying Firms Retained by Pro-Fracking Interests

TOTAL LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CLIENTS

$2,965,050.00

American Association of Professional Landmen, NY Construction
Materials Association, FAHS Construction, Hess Corporation, Liquid
Asphalt Distributors Association of NY, Long Consulting Group,
Peckham Industries, Spectra Energy, Suit-Kote

PATRICIA LYNCH ASSOCIATES INC.

$2,735,853.00

American Association of Professional Landmen, American Chemistry
Council, Buffalo Niagara Partnership, CH2M Hill, Harris Beach,
Honeywell, Kohlberg Kravis Roberts, Lafarge, NYS Motor Truck
Association, SJB Services

CORNING PLACE CONSULTING, LLC /
HINMAN STRAUB ADVISORS

$2,099,052.00

IOGA NY, Unshackle Upstate, Iroquois Pipeline Operating Co.,
Tectonic Engineering, Transcanada Pipelines

MARSH WASSERMAN & MCHUGH LLC

$1,934,666.00

Canadian National Railway, Exxon Mobil, NY Susq. & Western
Railroad, Norfolk Southern, The Williams Companies

PLUMMER & ASSOCIATES LLC

$1,642,763.00

3M, General Electric, Millennium Pipeline, Railroads of NY, The West
Firm

BOLTON ST JOHNS

$1,067,750.00

American Council of Engineering Companies, Clark Patterson Lee,
NYS Pipe Trades, URS Corporation

GREENBERG TRAURIG LLP

$845,239.00

3M, Associated General Contractors, Canadian Pacific Railway,
Conoco Phillips, National Fuel

THE RUTNIK LAW FIRM

$827,500.00

AECOM

GRIFFIN PLUMMER & ASSOCIATES, LLC

$787,582.00

3M, American Chemistry Council, Clark Patterson Lee, General
Electric, Railroads of NY

TLM ASSOCIATES LLC

$756,000.00

Spectra Energy, URS Corporation

LOBBYIST

OSTROFF HIFFA & ASSOCIATES INC.

Most of the larger pro-fracking interests spend heavily on lobbying by their own employees as well as retain outside
lobbying firms. Of the top lobbyists representing pro-fracking interests, many are names that routinely appear among
New York’s top overall lobbyists, including Ostroff Hiffa & Associates, Patricia Lynch Associates, Bolton St Johns,
Hinman Straub, and Greenberg Traurig.
Ostroff Hiffa & Associates is the top overall lobbyist for pro-fracking interests, with nearly $3 million in receipts since
2007. Ostroff Hiffa’s clients include the major associations and corporations in the construction materials industry
(asphalt, sand, gravel) as well as Hess Corporation and Spectra Energy.
Marsh, Wasserman, & McHugh LLC is the primary lobbying firm retained by Exxon Mobil, receiving nearly $647,000
from the company since 2007 and has also received over $500,000 from the Williams Companies.
Corning Place Consulting, the public relations arm of lobbyist Hinman Straub, has played a prominent role as the
public relations firm for both IOGA NY and Unshackle Upstate. Since 2007 Corning Place and Hinman Straub have
received over $1.5 million in payments from just those two clients alone. Corning Place Vice President Jim Smith103
is the primary spokesman for IOGA NY and the always one of the first to respond to any fracking-related story in the
press. Hinman Straub also represents Transcanada Pipelines, the backer of the controversial Keystone XL oil pipeline.
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In December 2013, Capital NY reported that IOGA NY was cutting ties with Hinman Straub and Corning Place
Consulting due to declining funding from its corporate members.104 IOGA President Brad Gill lamented that growing
anti-fracking sentiment has scared off potential drillers, stating “Right now, Shell could care less about New York105.”

Big Oil’s Pro-Fracking New York Lobbying Push Since 2012

Although IOGA’s Brad Gill may be experiencing frustrations and Shell may have little current interest in drilling in
New York, other major Big Oil players are increasingly concerned about the state’s resistance to fracking.
Immediately after the recent story about IOGA NY broke, the American Petroleum Institute’s New York spokesperson,
Karen Moreau, issued the following statement:
“As the largest trade association for the oil and gas industry in the world, representing companies which stand ready
to invest in New York for the long term, the NYS Petroleum Council, API and its member companies will not be
deterred by the tactics or fraud perpetrated upon the public by radical environmentalists, and renegade groups which
would like nothing better than to shut down NY to the benefits natural gas development is bringing over 30 other
states. We will vigorously continue to educate the public on the environmental and economic benefits that safe and
responsible natural gas development can offer the citizens of NY106”
Moreau, former council for the Senate Republican majority, was hired by API in 2012107 as Executive Director of the
New York State Petroleum Council in order to establish “more of a grassroots effort [led by] someone who could go
out into the community.”108 Since starting at API, Moreau has become increasingly aggressive in her public comments
criticizing the state’s delay on fracking.
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In contrast to IOGA’s apparent fiscal difficulties, in recent years the American Petroleum Institute, Exxon Mobil,
America’s Natural Gas Alliance, and Halliburton have dramatically increased their spending on New York State lobbying. American Petroleum Institute spent $416,000 on lobbying from 2007 through 2011 but spent over $1.2 million
from January 2012 through July 2013. Exxon Mobil spent $970,000 on New York lobbying from 2007-2011 but
has since spent $2.2 million.
America’s Natural Gas Alliance (founded in 2009 by the nation’s largest fracking companies109) and Halliburton had
never lobbied in New York before 2012 and have since spent $290,000 and $120,000 respectively.
This intense spending since 2012 by big national oil and gas interests suggests a fear that New York’s resistance to
fracking could potentially create a pushback in other states, creating a domino effect of lost opportunities and profits
for oil and gas companies.

American Petroleum Institute’s State-Level Campaign
API’s increase in New York State spending since 2012 is part of the organization’s national strategy to engage at the
state and local level to convince the public of the safety and economic benefits of oil and gas drilling. In recent years,
American Petroleum Institute has increased its nationwide spending from $185 million in 2010 to $235 million in 2012.
API’s budget is raised primarily through “membership dues” from oil and gas companies but groups incorporated as
501c6 trade organizations do not have to disclose the detailed records of which companies and/or individuals contribute.
In March 2012, API held a series of workshops around the county, including one in Albany, on the “best practices”
of fracking and how these standards “protect human health and the environment.110”
Nationally, API oversees numerous public relations websites including “Energy Citizens”(.org)”, “Energy Nation”(.
org), “Energy From Shale”(.org), “Energy Tomorrow”(.org), “Energy Answered”(.org), and “America’s Energy Forum”(.
com). These sites present themselves as neutral, fact-based sources of information on the energy, although most of
them do disclose in a banner on the bottom of the page that they are sponsored by the American Petroleum Institute.
At the state level, the “America’s Energy Forum” campaign has created separate state websites for 26 states, including
New York’s “Empire Energy Forum,” registered as a domain name in 2011111.

Grassroots Lobbying by American Petroleum Institute: 2012 – July 2013

FIRM RETAINED BY API

AMOUNT $

PURPOSE

ADVOCATES, INC.

$51,000

GRASSROOTS ADVOCACY / EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

AECOM

$85,272

CONSULTANT SERVICES / TECHNICAL EXPERT

BOLTON ST JOHNS

$20,000

UPSTATE OUTREACH

DDC ADVOCACY

$288,784

GRASSROOTS ADVOCACY / RALLIES / WEBSITE

ERIC MOWER & ASSOCIATES

$15,150

PUBLIC RELATIONS ADVISOR

HOMETOWN ENERGY GROUP

$6,000

GRASSROOTS ADVOCACY / EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

MERCURY PUBLIC AFFAIRS

$124,512

MEDIA CONSULTANT

MULTI MEDIA SERVICES

$39,985

TV COMMERCIAL

XRM LLC

$146,709

CONSULTANT SERVICES / TECHNICAL EXPERT

TOTAL:
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American Petroleum Institute began to spend heavily on grassroots lobbying in New York in 2011 and has since paid
out a total of $777,412 to nine consulting firms. The highest amount, $288,784, was paid to DDC Advocacy, a
Washington DC lobbying firm specializing in internet grassroots outreach and organizing.112
API’s “Empire Energy Forum” has a disclaimer on the bottom of the page that reads: “Any sponsors of this site do not
warrant the accuracy of information contained herein, and expressly disclaim any liability whatsoever for the use of or reliance
on the information presented.” This statement implies that the website is managed by a third-party consultant such as
DDC Advocacy, rather than API staff directly.
In 2013, API used the “Empire Energy Forum” name to send out mailers113 and robocalls114 throughout upstate New
York. The grassroots communications campaign emphasized the safety of fracking, with particular emphasis on the
industry’s claim of “ZERO incidents of groundwater contamination from hydraulic fracturing.” “Paid for by the
American Petroleum Institute” was disclosed in small type on the rear of the mailers, it is not clear if this was disclosed
in the robocalls.
Fracking opponents note that this claim rests on a “word game” involving blaming the specific technique of hydraulic
fracturing for groundwater contamination rather than the entire fracking process115.In response to this claim, Cornell
University Professor of Engineering Anthony Ingraffea, a prominent opponent of fracking, responded: “The right
question to ask and have answered is: ‘How many private water wells have experienced abrupt increases in one or
more contaminants following nearby gas well development activities?’ “The answer is, nationwide, thousands in the
last decade alone.116”

American Petroleum Institute: 2013 Mailer (front and back)
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After DDC Advocacy, API’s second largest grassroots lobbying consultant is “XRM LLC,” the firm of Greg Sovas, the
former Director of Mineral Resources for the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.117 Sovas
was head of DEC’s regulation of oil and gas from 1983 to 2001. Sovas is also a co-owner of a fracking wastewater
treatment company call “Lake Country FracWater Specialists” based in Tioga, Pennsylvania.
Sovas is known as an outspoken advocate of fracking, speaking to the press, at public hearing and industry conferences,
and giving presentations to local governments that explain the technology and emphasize its safety. In his public
appearances, Sovas is typically identified with XRM LLC and has a former leader of the NYS DEC. Sovas does not
disclose that he is paid nearly $100,000 a year as a lobbying consultant by the American Petroleum Institute.2
With little progress made in the last two years towards opening the state for fracking, it is likely that American Petroleum Institute may well double down on its aggressive grassroots “astroturf ” lobbying for fracking.

Exxon Mobil’s $2 Million New York Ad Campaign Through IOGA
Exxon Mobil is America’s largest oil and gas conglomerate. In 2010 the company greatly expanded its investment in
natural gas fracking with the purchase of XTO Energy for $41 billion. As a result of the purchase of XTO, Exxon
acquired substantial interests in numerous natural gas shale fields, including the Marcellus where XTO had leased
upwards of 45,000 acres in New York’s Broome and Delaware counties in 2008.
In Spring of 2011, Exxon began a multi-million dollar nationwide advertising campaign to persuade the public of the
safety of fracking. The company was motivated to undertake the campaign due to concerning poll numbers on public
opinion of natural gas drilling. Much of the industry concern began with the growing awareness of fracking spurred
by Josh Fox’s Gasland documentary. Explaining the reasoning behind the ad campaign, Exxon Mobil’s CEO Rex Tillerson stated “The early detractors slap a label on something, and then it takes us a long time to get it peeled off.” 118
In Fall 2012, a pro-fracking print, internet, and radio advertising campaign launched in New York State supported by
Associate General Contractors of NY, a coalition of trades unions called Rebuild NY Now, IOGA NY, the Joint Landowners Coalition of NY, Unshackle Upstate, the “Friends of Natural Gas NY,” The Greater Binghamton Chamber of
Commerce, Southern Tier Economic Growth, the Business Council of New York State, and the county farm bureaus
of Broome, Chemung, Chenango, Schuyler, Sullivan, Steuben and Tioga counties.
The message of the campaign was “We’ve Waited Long Enough” and focused on the economic argument for fracking,
highlighting supportive local residents who’ve been “waiting for our shot at a better life for our families and communities”.119 The ads were disclosed as “supported by” the various New York State business groups listed above but Exxon’s
funding of the campaign was never disclosed on any of the advertisements.
It was not until early 2013 that it was revealed that the campaign was paid for by Exxon Mobil.120 The company disclosed the $2 million expense in their second half 2012 lobbying disclosure form as a payment to the Independent
Oil and Gas Association of New York for “Natural Gas Advertising Expense.”

2
See for example, the notice of a presentation to Cortland County government in April 2012 where Sovas is identified as “a professional engineer
and past Director, Division of Mineral Resources, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)” (http://marcellusdrilling.
com/2012/04/2012-04-17-gregory-h-sovas-cortland-drilling-task-force-cortland-ny/)
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In 2012, Exxon Mobil funded a $2 million pro-fracking advertising campaign through a payment to IOGA of New York. The
campaign spotlighted local New Yorkers’ support for fracking but Exxon’s funding of the campaign was never disclosed on any of the
advertisements, which were instead attributed to New York business organizations.

“Energy in Depth”
Another public relations initiative supported by the American Petroleum Institute, Exxon Mobil, and other big national
oil and gas interests is the “Energy in Depth” campaign.
“Energy in Depth” was launched by the Independent Petroleum Association of America (IPAA) in 2009. The IPAA is
a Washington-DC based trade organization representing oil and natural gas producers and coordinates with 46 state
and regional associates, including IOGA NY.121
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An internal IPAA memo reveals that “Energy in Depth” was launched by the industry as a “state of the art online
resource center to combat new environmental regulations , especially with regard to hydraulic fracturing…It reaches
into the new communications tools that are becoming the pathway of choice in national political campaigns…[and]
would not be possible without the early financial commitments of El Paso Corporation, XTO Energy, Occidental
Petroleum, BP, Anadarko, Marathon, EnCana, Chevron, Talisman, Shell, American Petroleum Institute, IPAA, Halliburton, Schlumberger, and the Ohio Oil and Gas Association122.”
In additional to the national level, Energy in Depth has seven regional branches – Marcellus, Ohio, Texas, Mountain
States, California, Michigan, and Illinois.
The Independent Petroleum Association of America is not registered as a lobbyist in New York State, but Energy in
Depth’s “Marcellus” branch launched in April 2011, self-described as “the catalyst for a campaign that seeks to engage,
educate, and mobilize supporters of responsible resource development throughout northeastern Pennsylvania and the
Southern Tier of New York.”
The EID Marcellus branch has five employees that generate internet and social media content, organize pro-fracking
events, and attend and try to disrupt anti-fracking organizing efforts. EID sometimes interacts with elected officials
and encourages New Yorkers to attend pro-fracking rallies.
But since these activities do not clearly fall under the definition of “lobbying,” neither EID nor its sponsor the IPAA
file lobbying disclosure reports in New York. It is difficult to know exactly how much funding is behind the Energy
in Depth campaign – all we can tell for sure is that the IPAA’s nationwide expenses in recent years have ranged from
$8 to $10 million annually.
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Anti-Fracking Campaign Contributions and Lobbying
In contrast to the industry’s political activity, which is largely powered by high-priced lobbyists, campaign contributions, advertising campaigns, and public relations consultants, groups that oppose fracking in New York State largely
rely on grassroots organizing and volunteers. Longtime environmental activists have remarked with amazement at the
grassroots response to fracking. “It took me thirteen to fourteen years to get the first Riverkeeper going. Fracking isn’t
like that. It’s like lighting a train of powder,” said Robert Boyle in a 2012 article in The Nation.123 As a consequence, a
great deal of the activity which takes place will not meet the threshold for reportable lobbying, which appropriately
requires a threshold amount of spending, not other specific activity.

Millions

Overall, anti-fracking groups spent $5.4 million on lobbying and $1.9 million on campaign contributions from 2007
to July 2013. Nearly all of the campaign contributions were made by the anti-fracking union Communications Workers
Anti-Fracking Groups
of America. It is also important to note that anti-fracking groups are not a completely unified force. Some of the more
Lobbying and Contributions by Type of Entity – 2007 to July 2013
prominent environmental non-profit organizations do not advocate for a complete permanent ban on fracking but
instead advocate for stronger regulations or for the “precautionary principle” of waiting in order to better understand
the full impact on the environment and public health.

Contributions
Lobbying

$20

$15

$10

$5

$4.0 M
$1.87 M

$0

$61K

Environment/Grassroots

$1.4 M

Anti-Fracking Union (CWA)

Anti-Fracking Groups
Lobbying and Contributions by Type of Entity – 2007 to July 2013
Among all the groups involved in anti-fracking advocacy, Communications Workers of America is the only significant
campaign contributor ($1.8 million since 2007) and fracking is not a primary priority in CWA’s policy agenda. Other
than CWA, which joined New Yorkers Against Fracking in 2012, there is less than $65,000 in anti-fracking organization and PAC contributions. With the exception of Citizen Action ($33,510), Democracy for America ($14,000)
and the NY Sierra Club PAC ($5,605), none of the environmental and civic organizations advocating against fracking
have made significant campaign contributions. Lobbying by anti-fracking groups is more significant, with a total of
nearly $4 million spent on lobbying by anti-fracking environmental and civic groups, and an additional $1.4 million
spent by the CWA.
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But almost all anti-fracking lobbying by environmental and civic groups is done by in-house staff members of the
organizations. Less than 10% of lobbying spending by anti-fracking environmental groups went to outside lobbying
firms (chiefly Malkin & Ross, which has been retained by Environmental Advocates of NY, Food and Water Watch,
and NRDC at various times).
As is the case with pro-fracking business groups like Unshackle Upstate and the Business Council of New York State,
these anti-fracking groups address many different issues. It is unclear to what extent the campaign contributions and
lobbying by these groups is related to fracking (with the exception of Frack Action where this is the group’s only issue).

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION

CATEGORY

LOBBYING
EXPENSES
2007 –
July 2013

CWA DISTRICT ONE

ANTI-FRACK UNION

$1,334,294.00

$1,688,252.88

$3,022,546.88

NYPIRG

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$921,338.00

Zero

$921,338.00

CITIZENS CAMPAIGN
FOR THE ENVIRONMENT

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$873,361.00

$70.00

$873,431.00

CITIZEN ACTION

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$669,148.00

$33,510.95

$702,658.95

ENVIRONMENTAL ADVOCATES OF NY

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$506,303.00

Zero

$506,303.00

SIERRA CLUB ATLANTIC CHAPTER

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$398,980.00

$5,605.00

$404,585.00

NRDC

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$359,824.00

Zero

$359,824.00

CWA LOCAL 1104

ANTI-FRACK UNION

$72,750.00

$178,677.00

$251,427.00

RIVERKEEPER

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$140,375.00

Zero

$140,375.00

FOOD AND WATER WATCH

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$48,868.00

Zero

$48,868.00

CITIZENS’ ENVIRONMENTAL
COALITION

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$22,350.00

Zero

$22,350.00

FRACK ACTION

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

$18,749.00

$1,532.52

$20,281.52

LAMBDA INDEPENDENT DEMOCRATS

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

Zero

$1,550.00

$1,550.00

BREWERY OMMEGANG

ANTI-FRACK LOCAL BIZ

Zero

$885.00

$885.00

REACH OUT AMERICA

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

Zero

$650.00

$650.00

ALLIANCE FOR A GREEN ECONOMY

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

Zero

$420.00

$420.00

COMMUNITY FREE DEMOCRATS

ENVIRO/GRASSROOTS

Zero

Zero

$0.00

TOTAL:

$5,366,340.00

$1,911,153.35

$7,277,493.35

1.

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS
2007 –
July 2013

TOTAL

Communications Workers of America District 1 ($1.3 million lobbying, $1.7 million contributions) is a union representing
workers chiefly in the telecommunications industry, primarily for large utility service providers such as Verizon.
CWA District 1 and CWA Local 1104 ($73,000 lobbying, $179,000 contributions) both signed on to the New Yorkers
Against Fracking coalition in 2012.

2. New York Public Interest Research Group (NYPIRG) ($921,000 lobbying) is New York State’s largest student-directed research
and advocacy organization.124 NYPIRG focuses on a wide array of public policy issues, including environmental
protection and public health. NYPIRG has criticized New York’s fracking review process for being inadequate.
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The group has also criticized the Governor’s plan for classifying fracking wastewater as “medical waste” instead
of “hazardous waste,” thus sparing the industry the cost of more stringent disposal standards, and for potentially
allowing fracking wastewater to be sent to treatment plants that are not designed to handle water containing toxic
chemicals.125
3. Citizens Campaign for the Environment ($873,000 lobbying, $70 contributions) is a multi-issue environmental group engaged
in education, research, lobbying and public outreach in New York and Connecticut. A primary goal of the group
is to help citizens increase their influence and participation in important environmental campaigns.126 Citizens
Campaign is in favor of maintaining a moratorium on fracking to allow “time to gain the full scientific and policy
understanding of risks and consequences127.”
4. Citizen Action of New York ($669,000 lobbying, $34,000 contributions) is a grassroots membership organization fighting
for social, racial, economic and environmental justice.128 Citizen Action is a member of New Yorkers Against
Fracking and has actively organized with coalition partners in the fight to ban fracking statewide. Citizen Action
advocates for a complete ban of fracking in favor of renewable energy development129.
5. Environmental Advocates of New York ($506,000 lobbying) is an environmental group focused on protecting natural
resources, especially with regards to New York State’s water supplies. Similar to Citizens Campaign for the Environment, Environmental Advocates is in favor maintaining a moratorium on fracking “until we can determine
what the risks really are and what can be done to address them130.”
6. Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter ($399,000 lobbying, $5,600 contributions) is the New York based chapter of Sierra Club,
one of the largest environmental groups in the country with 1.3 million members nationwide.131 The Atlantic
Chapter opposes “unconventional gas extraction practices in New York State”. The reasons for this opposition are,
among others, the risks to New York State’s water supplies, the potential damage to wildlife habitat, the toxicity
of fracking fluids, and general pollution from natural gas extraction.132 When the New York chapter started its
organized opposition to fracking beginning in 2009, Sierra Club National supported natural gas extraction as a
“bridge” fuel until renewable energy could take its place. However, in 2012 it was exposed that the organization
had accepted $26 million in donations from gas industry representatives.133 Although the national Sierra Club
has since abstained from accepting further industry money, it remains inconsistent on the issue of natural gas as
the organization is supporting opening the state of Illinois for fracking134.
7. Natural Resources Defense Council New York ($360,000 lobbying) is the New York state chapter of NRDC, one of the
biggest environmental action groups in the country with 1.4 million members.135 NRDC opposes expanded
fracking until effective safeguards are in place136. The group claims that oversight and enforcement of regulations
has been lacking or flawed, putting local communities and water supplies at risk. But in Illinois, NRDC and the
Sierra Club have come into conflict with other environmental groups over their support for a bill to regulate and
permit fracking.137
8. Riverkeeper ($140,000 lobbying) is an organization specifically dedicated to safeguarding New York’s drinking water.
Riverkeeper opposes fracking in New York, including any pilot or demonstration, until the industry can prove
it can and will be done safely for both human health and the environment and will be a net economic benefit to
local communities. Riverkeeper cites scientific evidence that raises serious doubts about the safety of fracking as
well as the benefits seen in relation to the risks of fracking.138 The group also educates interested citizens about
the dangers of fracking through different events.
9. Food & Water Watch ($49,000 lobbying) is a national organization working to ensure that the food and water we consume is safe by holding government accountable for protecting citizens and preserving our natural resources.139
The group advocates a complete ban on fracking due to the inherent health risks related to fracking, as well as
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the poor record of regulating fracking, the history of aggressive lobbying by the gas and oil companies, and the
loopholes in existing regulations.140 Food and Water Watch targets constituents in fracking states and encourages
them to call their governors to express their opposition to fracking and provides reports and facts on fracking on
their website.141
10. Frack Action ($19,000 lobbying) is a New York anti-fracking group founded in 2010 with the aim of creating a statewide mobilization of citizens against fracking. The group supports a complete ban on fracking through legislative
advocacy, grassroots organizing, and public awareness campaigns by arguing that there is “no safe way to frack”.
Frack Action therefore sees a total ban as the only way to protect the water supplies of New York.142
These ten organizations represent only the top of the anti-fracking pyramid – there are dozens if not hundreds of local
volunteer activist groups working at the local level to organize against fracking. There are also numerous coordinating
coalitions, loose affiliations of groups and individuals that lack any on-going separate structure and that are not registered as lobbyists. Most prominent are New Yorkers Against Fracking, Artists Against Fracking, and the Coalition
to Protect New York, whose constituent groups individually report lobbying expenditures once their expenditures
satisfy the disclosure threshold.
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Pro-Fracking vs. Anti-Fracking – What’s the Real Story?
In recent years as the anti-fracking movement in New York has grown, the gas industry has voiced increasing complaints to the press about the supposedly vast resources made available to anti-fracking advocacy groups by funders
like the Park Foundation.143 In December 2013, IOGA’s Brad Gill publicly lamented that his organization “could not
compete” with the organizing resources of the anti-fracking groups.144

Millions

In reality, pro-fracking business interests and organizations have far greater fiscal resources at their disposal than
anti-fracking environmental and civic groups do. The full spectrum of pro-fracking groups, including the natural
Pro-Fracking
Anti Fracking
gas producers, the supporting industries
represented invs.
fracking
coalitions like IOGA and Marcellus Shale Coalition,
Lobbying
and
Contributions
in
New
York
State
– 2007
Julyof2013
and the pro-fracking business organizations like Unshackle Upstate, have
spent atototal
$15.4 million on campaign
contributions and $48.9 million on lobbying in New York State.
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Pro-Fracking vs. Anti-Fracking
Lobbying and Contributions in New York State – 2007 to July 2013
Anti-fracking groups, similarly broadly defined to include members of coalitions like New Yorkers Against Fracking,
have spent far less: $1.9 million on contributions (almost entirely by anti-fracking union CWA) and $5.4 million
on lobbying. Altogether, pro-fracking interests have a far larger fiscal footprint in Albany and in local governments
around the State, outspending anti-fracking groups by nearly 9 to 1.
If we take a narrower view and look just at direct fracking interests and anti-fracking environmental groups, a significant
spending gap remains in favor of the gas industry. Direct fracking interests spent $1.1 million on campaign contributions and $15.6 million on lobbying, altogether outspending anti-fracking environmental groups by over 4 to 1.
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Millions
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Direct Fracking Interests vs. Anti-Fracking Environmental Groups
Lobbying and Contributions in New York State – 2007 to July 2013
If the anti-fracking movement is currently “winning” in New York State, it is not because it has superior financial
resources than the gas industry. It is because the lobbying spending by environmental and civic groups represents only
the tip of the iceberg of a genuine grassroots movement engaging volunteer activists at the local level across the state
Fracking Interests
and
to educate and mobilize their friendsDirect
and neighbors.
As New
York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman observed,
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Groups
“anti-frackers… have out-organized the oil and gas industry. That’s impressive.”145 Fracking in New York State is truly
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Anti-Fracking Rally on the steps of the State Capitol in Albany, June 2013
Credit Jill Wiener, Catskill Citizens for Safe Energy
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Conclusions and Recommendations
In order to ensure public trust in government and institutions, we must continue to have open and candid dialogues
about the net benefits and costs to society of natural gas extraction. All stakeholders should have an equal voice in the
process. Regardless of a continued moratorium or the final state regulations regarding fracking, this debate is likely to
rage on. There are no easy answers and passions run high. For that reason, it is critical that New York take as much
time as necessary to ensure a meaningful and cogitative decision making process.
It is imperative that fracking regulations, which will have profound impacts on the future of our state, are not unduly
influenced by large infusions of special interest dollars. The uneven balance in spending on lobbying and advertising by
natural gas interests reflects the massive resources at the disposal of these companies. These massive financial resources
have been effectively countered by an extraordinary grassroots response, a clear example of how organized people can
be an effective counter to organized money.

Restore the Public Trust with Fair Elections
It is unsettling to consider the possibility that campaign contributions from pro-fracking interests may play a role in
determining our leaders’ policy positions on such an important issue. While it’s impossible to prove that contributions literally “buy” votes, such correlations may play a role in influencing the stances of candidates, particularly those
without strong ideological predispositions or unfamiliar with the nuances of the issue.
At the New York state level, campaign finance reform with public financing of elections would significantly help reduce
candidates’ dependency on raising money through large checks from special interests. A Fair Elections comprehensive
campaign finance system, with small individual donations matched 6 to 1 by public money, provides candidates an
incentive to raise the campaign funds they need directly from constituents in smaller amounts.

Additional Lobbying Disclosures and Improved Enforcement
As discussed in greater detail in Appendix B, the definition of “lobbying” in New York’s Lobbying Act is broad and
does not distinguish between direct and grassroots (or indirect) lobbying. Disclosure is required after a minimum
threshold of spending, not other specific activity, has been reached. Common Cause/NY agrees that the appropriate
threshold for reporting should remain expenditures and not some other measure. The use of a monetary standard means
that lobbying activity in the sense of citizens seeking to persuade officials to take or not take action is appropriately
not – nor should it be – reportable.
However, overall in New York State, Common Cause/NY has found a troubling lack of clarity with regard to state
regulation and enforcement of lobbying disclosures for activity which appears to be reportable. Lobbying disclosures
filed with the Joint Commission on Public Integrity (JCOPE) are extremely inconsistent. Some filers disclose a certain
percentage of all staff salaries and office expenses as lobbying. Others only disclose a single primary lobbyist and do
not disclose any office expenditures.
In regards to grassroots lobbying, some filers itemize in great detail numerous expenditures related to a grassroots
campaign, such as paying for a bus to Albany or hotel for a specific staff person. Other filers lump all expenses under a
single generic disclosure of “advertising expenses” or disclose payments to consultants without describing the purpose
of the expense.
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Although we find these inconsistencies across the full spectrum of registered lobbyists in New York, our detailed
research on fracking interests provides an illustrative example. New York’s Lobbying Law and regulations provide
sparse guidance for groups such as “Energy in Depth” and “Artists Against Fracking”, named in past press reports, to
determine whether they are engaged in reportable lobbying activities. Others such as Food and Water Watch, register
and report expenditures for advertising and a small salary for their primary staff persons but do not report any office
or campaign expenditures. See “Appendix B” at www.commoncause/org/ny/deepdrillingdeeppockets for details on
lobbying disclosures by all pro and anti-fracking interests that engage in grassroots activity and a discussion of the
threshold requirements for reportable lobbying expenditures.
We do not suggest that the wide ranging inconsistencies in lobbying disclosures are illegal but rather are primarily
caused by the lack of clear guidelines and reporting standards from the State, as well as a lack of modern reporting
technology and enforcement of standards.
Common Cause/NY recommends that the New York State Lobbying Act be amended to require specific reporting of
detailed grassroots lobbying expenditures, and urges the State to upgrade the website on which lobbying expenses are
reported in order to establish uniformity of reporting.
The law should be strengthened with an express definition of grassroots lobbying and specific regulation reflecting the
growing use of use of expensive lobbying advertising and campaigning to voters/constituents in New York. Statutory
language should detail the reporting obligations for grassroots lobbying expenses clearly with appropriate implementing
regulations, to ensure uniformity of reporting. Notwithstanding the lack of clarity in the law, we believe that JCOPE
could address some degree of the variability in reporting with clarifying regulations and improved training materials
for those who register and file as lobbyists and as clients.
The website on which lobbying disclosures are made available to the public should present the information in a form
that: a) is fully searchable, b) downloadable in formats used by common spreadsheet and data programs, c) permits
cross-reference, and d) is user-friendly. New York State should also commit to providing adequate funding for enforcement and reporting activities. JCOPE is clearly understaffed and underfunded to adequately exert oversight on
the roughly $200 million spent on lobbying in New York every year.
As grassroots lobbying and corporate “astroturfing” continues to grow,146 legally required disclosures must be expanded
to keep pace with actual practice in the information marketplace. It is our continuing position that the identities of
the top five contributors who provide $10,000 or more towards the cost of any grassroots lobbying campaign costing
$100,000 or more should be disclosed on any material distributed directly to the public as part of the campaign.
We believe that an interest such as Exxon Mobil or the American Petroleum Institute should be identified as the leading funder on all advertisements, websites, and campaign materials for any grassroots lobbying campaign it pays for,
directly or indirectly. The public is entitled to know who is speaking to it at the time it receives the communication.
The purpose of disclosure requirements is to allow the public to monitor their elected representatives’ conduct and to
hold them accountable for acting in the public interest. Industry and special interests are endlessly inventive. Our
lawmakers must be equally creative in protecting the public interest and the public’s right to know.
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Appendix A: Pro-Fracking Interests Spending $20,000+
Campaign Contributions and Lobbying in New York State
2007 to July 2013
CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$3,880,881.00

$447,691.64

$4,328,572.64

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING / WATER

$3,606,602.00

$275,429.00

$3,882,031.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING ; PIPELINES

$3,175,457.00

$26,210.87

$3,201,667.87

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING / WATER
/POWER PLANTS

$2,164,656.00

$424,283.23

$2,588,939.23

5. CHESAPEAKE APPALACHIA

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$2,018,771.00

$26,800.00

$2,045,571.00

6. AMERICAN PETROLEUM
INSTITUTE

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

OIL & GAS LOBBY

$1,621,217.00

zero

$1,621,217.00

7. NEW YORK FARM BUREAU

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

FARM OWNERS / LAND
OWNERS RIGHTS

$1,566,709.00

$45,968.04

$1,612,677.04

8. SPECTRA ENERGY / TEXAS
EASTERN TRANSMISSION

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE $1,574,973.00

$21,531.35

$1,596,504.35

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION
1. BUSINESS COUNCIL OF
NYS
2. O’BRIEN & GERE
3. EXXON MOBIL
4. GENERAL ELECTRIC

9. IUOE -- INTERNATIONAL
UNION OF OPERATING
ENGINEERS

PRO-FRACKING UNION

ENGINEERS /
CONSTRUCTION
WORKERS

$787,528.00

$763,455.90

$1,550,983.90

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$1,430,932.00

$12,250.00

$1,443,182.00

11. NEW YORK STATE PIPE
TRADES ASSOCIATION

PRO-FRACKING UNION

PLUMBERS AND PIPE
WORKERS

$636,500.00

$621,875.00

$1,258,375.00

12. LAFARGE NORTH
AMERICA, INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

$122,450.00

$1,249,950.00

10. THE WILLIAMS
COMPANIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
$1,127,500.00
PAVING

13. AMERICAN COUNCIL OF
ENGINEERING COMPANIES OF
NEW YORK (ACEC NY)

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

ENGINEERING

$985,124.00

$234,794.05

$1,219,918.05

14. ASSOCIATED GENERAL
CONTRACTORS OF NYS

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CONSTRUCTION LOBBY

$578,178.00

$620,120.87

$1,198,298.87

15. UNSHACKLE UPSTATE

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$1,146,000.00

$33,750.00

$1,179,750.00

16. HARRIS BEACH PLCC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

$288,750.00

$823,749.00

$1,112,499.00

17. ARCADIS

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING / WATER

$856,180.00

$102,050.00

$958,230.00
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$919,205.00

$31,085.00

$950,290.00

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

$196,039.00

$752,108.70

$948,147.70

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CONSTRUCTION LOBBY

$543,188.00

$370,850.77

$914,038.77

21. MALCOLM PIRNIE

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING / WATER

$888,000.00

$24,250.00

$912,250.00

22. CLOUGH HARBOR &
ASSOCIATES LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$577,000.00

$299,904.00

$876,904.00

23. AECOM

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$827,500.00

$43,050.00

$870,550.00

24. NEW YORK
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS
ASSOCIATION

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

$639,000.00

$192,100.00

$831,100.00

25. NORFOLK SOUTHERN

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$818,849.00

$11,400.00

$830,249.00

26. HISCOCK & BARCLAY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$811,835.35

$811,835.35

27. AMERICAN CHEMISTRY
COUNCIL

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CHEMICALS

$734,410.00

$24,000.00

$758,410.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$748,000.00

$5,209.00

$753,209.00

29. BUFFALO NIAGARA
PARTNERSHIP / COMMITTEE
FOR ECONOMIC GROWTH

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$498,625.00

$162,460.34

$661,085.34

30. NATIONAL FEDERATION
OF INDEPENDENT
BUSINESSES

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$611,618.00

$45,016.87

$656,634.87

31.NIXON PEABODY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$653,529.05

$653,529.05

32. HONEYWELL
INTERNATIONAL, INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

PROCESSING /
REFINING

$563,741.00

$87,857.00

$651,598.00

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

POWER PLANTS

$370,429.00

$279,622.48

$650,051.48

34. CSX CORPORATION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$603,050.00

$26,123.99

$629,173.99

35. BOND, SCHOENECK, &
KING

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$620,304.00

$620,304.00

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION
18. IOGA NY -- INDEPENDENT
OIL AND GAS ASSOCIATION
OF NEW YORK
19. PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP
20. ASSOCIATED BUILDERS
AND CONTRACTORS /
EMPIRE STATE ABC PAC

28. HESS CORPORATION

33. IPPNY -- INDEPENDENT
POWER PRODUCERS OF NEW
YORK
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

36. ROCHESTER BUSINESS
ALLIANCE / COMMITTEE FOR
A STRONG ECONOMY

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$452,584.00

$145,353.85

$597,937.85

37. LECHASE CONSTRUCTION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

CONSTRUCTION ; INC.
FOR GAS FIELDS

$176,750.00

$404,423.00

$581,173.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING / UTILITY
-- DISTRIBUTION

$274,295.00

$299,087.83

$573,382.83

39. CLARK PATTERSON LEE

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$469,000.00

$86,094.05

$555,094.05

40. PECKHAM INDUSTRIES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ASPHALT; SAND ; GRAVEL
; CHEMICALS

$368,500.00

$166,290.00

$534,790.00

41. TALISMAN ENERGY /
FORTUNA ENERGY

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$510,794.00

$3,600.00

$514,394.00

42. NEW YORK STATE
MOTOR TRUCK ASSOCIATION

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

FREIGHT TRUCKING

$346,719.00

$149,889.40

$496,608.40

43. GREENMAN PEDERSON
INC. (GPI)

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$453,257.00

$35,731.90

$488,988.90

44. CANADIAN PACIFIC
RAILWAY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$480,649.00

zero

$480,649.00

45. HARTER SECREST &
EMERY LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$437,733.25

$437,733.25

46. RAILROADS OF NEW
YORK (RONY)

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

FREIGHT RAIL

$415,161.00

$5,050.00

$420,211.00

47. CANADIAN NATIONAL
RAILWAY / GRAND TRUNK
WESTERN

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$408,038.00

$5,550.00

$413,588.00

48. ACCESS INDUSTRIES INC

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING -- NEW OWNER
OF EL PASO

zero

$408,000.00

$408,000.00

49. BP AMERICA, INC.

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$376,000.00

$18,750.00

$394,750.00

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

$294,097.00

$95,517.00

$389,614.00

51. SUIT-KOTE INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

$385,000.00

$2,870.00

$387,870.00

52. VEOLIA WATER

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING / WATER

$372,903.00

$4,450.00

$377,353.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$364,980.00

$3,750.00

$368,730.00

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$362,454.00

$362,454.00

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION

38. NATIONAL FUEL

50. GREATER SYRACUSE
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE /
SYRACUSE TOMORROW

53. TRANSCANADA PIPELINES
54. THE PIKE COMPANY
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CONSTRUCTION LOBBY

$222,883.00

$127,121.00

$350,004.00

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

STORAGE / MATERIALS

$339,000.00

$3,470.00

$342,470.00

57. SHELL ENERGY

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$336,244.00

zero

$336,244.00

58. TENNESSEE GAS
PIPELINE

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$311,583.00

$6,700.00

$318,283.00

59. AMERICAN ASSOCIATION
OF PROFESSIONAL LANDMEN

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

OIL & GAS WORKERS

$293,543.00

zero

$293,543.00

60. AMERICA’S NATURAL GAS
ALLIANCE, INC

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

GAS LOBBY

$290,440.00

zero

$290,440.00

61. LABELLA ASSOCIATES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$283,508.00

$283,508.00

62. CHEMICAL ALLIANCE
(NYS)

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CHEMICALS

$276,634.00

$4,500.00

$281,134.00

63. FAHS CONSTRUCTION
CORP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

$243,000.00

$23,237.00

$266,237.00

64. HODGSON RUSS LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$263,028.00

$263,028.00

65. MANUFACTURERS
ASSOCIATION OF CENTRAL
NEW YORK

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

MANUFACTURING

$253,515.00

$850.00

$254,365.00

66. GENESEE & WYOMING
RAILROAD COMPANY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$117,958.00

$121,200.00

$239,158.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PRO-FRACK
LANDOWNERS

$228,000.00

$400.00

$228,400.00

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$190,251.00

$35,444.00

$225,695.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$224,700.00

zero

$224,700.00

70. FULBRIGHT & JAWORKSI
LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$221,700.00

$221,700.00

71. CH2M HILL

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$171,303.00

$43,000.00

$214,303.00

72. CHAZEN COMPANIES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$108,359.00

$93,445.00

$201,804.00

73. IROQUOIS PIPELINE
COMPANY

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$192,038.00

zero

$192,038.00

74. CONOCO PHILLIPS

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$156,590.00

$10,593.63

$167,183.63

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION
55. CONSTRUCTION
INDUSTRY COUNCIL OF
WESTCHESTER & HUDSON
VALLEY INC.
56. 3M

67. JOINT LANDOWNERS
COALITION OF NY
68. TECTONIC ENGINEERING
69. BUCKEYE PARTNERS
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

75. GHD CONSULTING
ENGINEERS / LIGHTHOUSE
PAC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$163,700.00

$163,700.00

76. ROCHESTER &
SOUTHERN RAILROAD INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$128,139.00

$31,200.00

$159,339.00

77. BUFFALO & PITTSBURGH
RAILROAD

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$120,591.00

$24,500.00

$145,091.00

78. LIQUID ASPHALT
DISTRIBUTORS ASSOCIATION
OF NY (LADA NY)

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

ASPHALT ; PAVING

$88,553.00

$47,500.00

$136,053.00

79. ERDMAN ANTHONY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$135,465.00

$135,465.00

80. HDR INC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$132,675.00

$132,675.00

81. HUNT ENGINEERS

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$82,500.00

$42,609.00

$125,109.00

82. DAMON MOREY LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$124,327.00

$124,327.00

83. DUPONT

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

CHEMICALS

$116,716.00

$7,150.00

$123,866.00

84. KOHLBERG KRAVIS
ROBERTS

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

INVESTOR IN DRILLING

$115,000.00

$7,000.00

$122,000.00

85. HALLIBURTON

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING;
INFRASTRUCTURE

$120,000.00

zero

$120,000.00

86. MILLENIUM PIPELINE
COMPANY, LLC

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$108,000.00

$8,888.00

$116,888.00

87. DOMINION RESOURCES

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$70,161.00

$39,064.30

$109,225.30

88. SOUTH BUFFALO
RAILWAY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$74,612.00

$29,250.00

$103,862.00

89. LIVONIA, AVON &
LAKEVILLE RAILROAD CORP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$90,000.00

$1,700.00

$91,700.00

90. PLUMBERS &
PIPEFITTERS LOCAL UNION
112

PRO-FRACKING UNION

LABOR -- PLUMBERS &
PIPE

zero

$91,322.00

$91,322.00

91. URS CORPORATION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$91,272.00

zero

$91,272.00

92. SPECTRA ARCHITECTURE,
ENGINEERING, AND
SURVERYING P.C.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERRING ;
ENVIRONMENTAL

$72,011.00

$15,424.00

$87,435.00

93. FMC CORPORATION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FRACKING CHEMICALS

$72,000.00

$11,925.00

$83,925.00

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION
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CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION

CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

94. D.A. COLLINS
COMPANIES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND ; GRAVEL
; ASPHALT ;
CONSTRUCTION

zero

$76,378.00

$76,378.00

95. CWM CHEMICAL
SERVICES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

HAZARDOUS WASTE
PROCESSING

zero

$74,000.00

$74,000.00

96. NEW YORK,
SUSQUEHANNA, AND
WESTERN RAILWAY
CORPORATION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

$72,000.00

$740.00

$72,740.00

97.GERNATT ASPHALT /
COUNTRY SIDE SAND &
GRAVEL

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

zero

$70,865.00

$70,865.00

98. ECOLOGY &
ENVIRONMENT INC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES

$36,899.00

$31,919.00

$68,818.00

99. HACH COMPANY

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

WATER ANALYSIS

$64,997.00

zero

$64,997.00

100. SJB SERVICES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

$45,500.00

$16,291.00

$61,791.00

101. CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACTORS ASSN OF THE
HUDSON VALLEY

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

CONSTRUCTION LOBBY

$14,583.00

$46,788.00

$61,371.00

102. BUSINESS INDUSTRY
PAC OF CENTRAL NY, INC.

PRO-FRACKING BUSINESS
ORG / TRADE ASSN

BUSINESS LOBBY

zero

$60,502.00

$60,502.00

103. DOLOMITE PRODUCTS
CO.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

zero

$55,635.00

$55,635.00

104. HINMAN, HOWARD, &
KATTELL LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$53,307.40

$53,307.40

105. CONESTOGA ROVERS
/ CRA INSFRASTRUCTURE &
ENGINEERING

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$52,775.00

$52,775.00

106. LEVENE GOULDIN &
THOMPSON

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$52,487.00

$52,487.00

107. NORTHEAST REGIONAL
COUNCIL OF CARPENTERS

PRO-FRACKING UNION

CONSTRUCTION

zero

$51,485.00

$51,485.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$41,982.00

$4,600.00

$46,582.00

109. MCFARLAND JOHNSON

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$41,508.00

$41,508.00

110. NUSSBAUMER &
CLARKE, INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$41,384.00

$41,384.00

111. P.W. GROSSER
CONSULTING INC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING;
ENVIRONMENTAL

zero

$41,295.00

$41,295.00

108. EL PASO ENERGY
SERVICE CO
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

112. GALESI GROUP / E
& B NATURAL RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT GROUP

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

zero

$39,238.00

$39,238.00

113. FISHER ASSOCIATES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$36,606.00

$36,606.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$36,000.00

zero

$36,000.00

115. DELTA ENGINEERING

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$35,395.00

$35,395.00

116. H2M LABS INC

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

CHEMICALS

zero

$34,838.00

$34,838.00

117. JAECKLE FLEISHMANN
& MUGEL LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$33,097.00

$33,097.00

118. RICHARDSON
MANAGEMENT

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LOBBYIST

zero

$32,796.10

$32,796.10

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

OIL & GAS LAW ;
ADVOCACY -- BEHIND
FRIENDS OF NAT. GAS

$24,000.00

$7,120.00

$31,120.00

120. BUFFALO CRUSHED
STONE

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

zero

$30,854.00

$30,854.00

121. CHENANGO
CONTRACTING

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LINING FOR
WASTEWATER

$30,000.00

$599.00

$30,599.00

122. SHUMAKER
CONSULTING & ENGINEERING
& LAND SURVEYING

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$30,509.00

$30,509.00

123. UNDERBERG KESSLER
LLP

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

LAW

zero

$28,249.00

$28,249.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND STORAGE

$28,000.00

zero

$28,000.00

125. OLIN CORPORATION

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

CHEMICALS

$6,000.00

$19,725.00

$25,725.00

126. DEWBERRY GOODKIND
INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$25,110.00

$25,110.00

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

PIPELINES AND WELL
EQUIPMENT MFG

zero

$23,100.00

$23,100.00

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

FREIGHT RAIL

zero

$22,620.00

$22,620.00

129. GASTEM USA

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

DRILLING

$22,505.00

zero

$22,505.00

130. PICCIRILLI-SLAVIK &
VINCENT

DIRECT FRACKING
INTEREST

LANDOWNER

zero

$21,864.00

$21,864.00

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION

114. CLEAN GROWTH NOW!

119. THE WEST FIRM

124. KINDER MORGAN

127. OTIS EASTERN
128. OWEGO HARFORD
RAILWAY
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CATEGORY

SHORT DESCRIPTION

LOBBYING
EXPENSES

CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTIONS

TOTAL

131. CONTOUR
CONSTRUCTION / TRI-CITY
HIGHWAY PRODUCTS /
LANCASTER DEV.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND ; GRAVEL
; ASPHALT ;
CONSTRUCTION

zero

$21,593.00

$21,593.00

132. OCCIDENTAL
PETROLEUM / OXYCHEM

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

CHEMICALS

$3,600.00

$17,325.00

$20,925.00

133. BROOME BITUMINOUS
PRODUCTS, INC.

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

SAND, GRAVEL, ASPHALT,
PAVING

zero

$20,857.00

$20,857.00

134. CT MALE ASSOCIATES

OIL & GAS SUPPORT
INDUSTRIES

ENGINEERING

zero

$20,855.00

$20,855.00

CORPORATION/
ORGANIZATION

Appendix B – Illustrating the Need for Lobbying Disclosure Reform.
Available at www.commoncause.org.ny/deepdrillingdeeppockets
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