
                                
	  
Fracking	  in	  Pennsylvania:	  Public	  Attitudes,	  Demographic	  Targets,	  and	  the	  Best	  Pro-‐Environment	  Messages	  

	  
• The	  following	  presentation	  is	  based	  on	  results	  of	  focus	  groups	  conducted	  in	  Pittsburgh,	  Lancaster	  and	  Sayre,	  PA	  and	  a	  survey	  

of	  1,151	  registered	  voters	  reached	  via	  landline	  or	  cell	  phone	  in	  Pennsylvania.	  	  
	  
• This	  includes	  a	  base	  of	  601	  voters,	  and	  oversamples	  of	  100	  Rising	  American	  Electorate	  voters,	  and	  150	  voters	  that	  live	  in	  each	  

of	  3	  sub-‐watershed	  clusters	  in	  the	  Delaware	  River	  watershed	  identified	  by	  the	  William	  Penn	  Foundation	  
	  

• The	  Rising	  American	  Electorate	  includes	  respondents	  that	  fulfill	  at	  least	  one	  of	  the	  three	  following	  criteria:	  	  
Single	  women;	  Self-‐identified	  as	  non-‐white;	  Under	  age	  30.	  
	  

• The	  survey	  was	  conducted	  from	  October	  2	  to	  October	  9,	  2013	  and	  carries	  an	  overall	  margin	  of	  error	  of	  +/-‐	  4.0	  percentage	  
points	  at	  a	  95	  percent	  confidence	  level.	  	  

	  
• The	  project	  was	  made	  possible	  by	  the	  support	  of	  the	  Heinz	  Endowments,	  the	  William	  Penn	  Foundation,	  the	  Keith	  Campbell	  

Foundation	  for	  the	  Environment,	  the	  National	  Wildlife	  Federation,	  and	  the	  League	  of	  Conservation	  Voters	  Education	  Fund.	  
	  
	  

Conservation	  Pennsylvania	  launched	  in	  2009	  as	  a	  501(c)(3)	  nonprofit	  organization	  dedicated	  to	  the	  belief	  that	  engaged,	  educated,	  
regularly-‐voting	  citizens	  present	  the	  best	  possible	  safeguard	  for	  our	  environment. CPA,	  an	  independent	  state	  affiliate	  of	  the	  League	  of	  
Conservation	  Voters	  Education	  Fund,	  works	  to	  build	  consensus	  on	  policy	  priorities	  and	  messaging	  within	  the	  environmental	  
community,	  to	  expand	  and	  diversify	  the	  environmental	  base	  in	  Pennsylvania,	  and	  to	  provide	  tools	  designed	  to	  make	  all	  of	  the	  
Commonwealth’s	  conservation	  advocates	  more	  effective.	   

Conservation Pennsylvania Survey and 
Focus Groups

Findings and Recommendations

October 24, 2013



• (REGS NOT ENFORCED) On behalf of oil and gas lobbyists, Governor Corbett and the legislature 
have dramatically cut funding for environmental protection, taking environmental cops off the beat 
and making it impossible to document, sanction or clean up problems associated with fracking. In 
fact, of the 75,000 oil and gas wells in the state, just 9,000 have been inspected in the last 4 years 
- and one in three of those had violations.

• (NOT REGULATED) Big oil and gas companies have negotiated loopholes in the law, allowing 
them to ignore the Clean Water Act and Safe Drinking Water Act. And after giving state politicians 
more than 8 million dollars, they convinced the legislature to weaken state rules further, allowing 
fracking wells within 300 feet of homes and schools. Now these companies can pump over 590 
chemicals into our ground without proper oversight.

• (HABITAT, WILDLIFE, PARKS) Politicians are allowing fracking in some of our most precious 
outdoor places and it is causing irreversible damage in our state's forests, gamelands, rivers and 
parks. Gas companies are clear-cutting state forests to build fracking wells, while pipelines, drilling 
pads and wastewater pits scar our landscapes and fragment wildlife habitats and wastewater 
pollutes our lakes, rivers and streams.

Pro-fracking limits messages
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• (HEALTH/WATER) Fracking in Pennsylvania requires a risky new process that injects hundreds of 
chemicals into the ground near our drinking water supplies. As a result, communities in 
Pennsylvania and other states have seen their water contaminated with chemicals like benzene 
(Ben-zeen), toluene (Tall-uwe-een) and formaldehyde (Form-al-duh-hide), causing health issues 
from rashes to cancer to brain lesions.

• (EXPORTS) The oil and gas companies claim that fracking will make America more energy 
independent and bring down energy prices in Pennsylvania. But instead of selling this gas more 
cheaply in America, they are doing everything in their power to boost their profits by selling it for a 
higher price in China, India, and South America, leaving Americans to rely on the same expensive, 
foreign sources we always have.

• (JOBS-IMPORTED WORKERS) The oil and gas companies promise that fracking will be an 
economic bonanza, but what they aren't telling us is that most of the new jobs are going to workers 
that they import from Texas or Oklahoma, not Pennsylvanians. Or that fracking is damaging other 
industries like tourism and farming. The truth is we've seen this story before in Pennsylvania – a 
promised short-term boom that eventually goes bust.

Pro-fracking limits messages (cont.)
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• (ENERGY INDEPENDENCE) In the last two years we've discovered twice as much natural gas in 
the U.S. than Saudi Arabia has oil. We need to tap these resources and start producing more 
American natural gas so we can increase our energy independence, stop relying so much on 
Middle Eastern oil and make sure that we reap the economic benefits, not countries like Saudi 
Arabia or Venezuela.

• (ECONOMY AND JOBS) A new report from the Allegheny (Al-eh-gain-ee) Institute for Public 
Policy finds that fracking has created more than 72,000 new good, highpaying jobs in the state 
since 2009 while helping revive the steel, concrete, construction and manufacturing industries and 
luring new businesses and investment to the state. In fact, it generated more than 7 billion dollars 
in economic activity in the state last

• (FRACKING SAFE) Fracking has been used in over one million wells in the U.S. for more than 60 
years with a proven track record of safety. Studies by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
have attested to its safety, the U.S. Bureau of Land Management says they have seen NO impact 
to groundwater due to fracking and the U.S. Department of Energy calls the riskof contamination, 
quote, "remote." year, a number that is expected to double by 2015.

• (PRICES AND CHOICES) The natural gas boom in Pennsylvania and around the country has 
increased our energy supply, given consumers more choices and started to drive down the cost of 
electricity and natural gas for home heating for millions of American families and businesses. 
Fracking is helping guarantee Pennsylvanians access to cheap, reliable and abundant energy 
sources.

Anti-fracking limit messages
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Pennsylvanians Hearing a Good Deal 
About Fracking

As you may know, there is currently a debate going on in Pennsylvania about a natural gas drilling technique called "hydraulic
fracturing" or "fracking." Let me ask you, how much have you heard about this issue - would you say you've heard a lot, some, not
that much, or nothing at all about fracking?

11
*Well regions include the Outer Pittsburgh and Scranton-Wilkes-New York Market Region. Please 
see Appendix for map of regions.



November 15, 2011
Strong Support for Tighter Regulations –
Holds After Messaging
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Moratorium Tighten As Is Loosen

Initial Vote Final Vote

Now I’m going to read you four different positions that some people in Pennsylvania have taken on fracking. After I read all four,
please tell me which one is closest to your view, even if none of them are exactly right.

Stricter: 69% 

Not Stricter: 25%

DK/None: 6%

13

Stricter: 71% 

Not Stricter: 27%

DK/None: 2%



November 15, 2011

Initial Final Change PID PERF

Moratorium 18 16 -2 -- --

Tighten 52 55 +3 -- --

As Is 17 19 +2 -- --

Loosen 8 7 -1 -- --

None 3 1 -2 -- --

Don’t Know 3 1 -2 -- --

Total Tighter 69 71 +2 -- --

Total Not Tighter 25 26 +1 -- --

Net +44 +45 +1 +10 +35

RAE +53 +53 -- +39 +14

Watersheds +51 +50 -1 +14 +37

Democrat +67 +68 +1 -- --

Independent +43 +48 +6 +4 +39

Republican +17 +15 -2 -- --

*Performance (PERF) = (Tighter – Not) – (Dem – Rep)
14

Fracking position progression and 
performance



November 15, 2011Fracking position progression and 
performance, continued

Initial Final Change PID PERF

College +52 +53 +1 +16 +36

Non-college +38 +38 - +5 +34

18-29 +49 +57 +9 +26 +23

Seniors +49 +42 -7 0 +49

White +45 +44 -1 0 +45

Non-white +46 +53 +7 +60 -19

Heard a lot +37 +33 -4 +4 +33

Heard some +55 +53 -2 +13 +42

Heard not much +52 +66 +15 +5 +46

Heard nothing +28 +41 +13 +27 -2

Indoor (0-3 Activities) +46 +50 +4 +20 +26

Outdoor (4-6 Activities) +42 +38 -4 -6 +48

Hurt Jobs/Help Health +46 +53 +7 +9 --
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Voters: Stricter Regulations Will Have Big 
Impact on Health, not Jobs

19

(PUBLIC HEALTH) Tighter regulations on 
fracking would significantly improve and 
protect public health in Pennsylvania.

(WATER QUALITY) Tighter regulations on 
fracking would significantly improve and 
protect drinking water quality in Pennsylvania.

(JOBS) Tighter regulations on fracking would 
have a significant impact on Pennsylvania’s 
economy and destroy jobs.**

(PERSONAL IMPACT) Fracking has created 
jobs, lowered energy prices, or created other 
economic befits for people I know personally.

(STRICT REGS) Right now, we have strict 
and effective regulations on fracking in 
Pennsylvania.

(ENERGY PRICES) Tighter regulations on 
fracking would cause significantly higher gas 
and electricity prices for me and my family.

10

8

7

9

17

14

DK

‐6

+40

+32

‐9

‐17

‐20

Net

**Regressions suggest that this dimension is the strongest driver of overall position on fracking.



Energy Independence Easily Strongest Anti‐Regulation 
Message
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Fracking is Safe

Prices and Choices

Economy and Jobs

Energy Independence

Very convincing Somewhate convincing

*See appendix for full statement text

Now, I am going to read you some statements from people who say that we should NOT place stricter limits on natural gas 
fracking in Pennsylvania. For each, please tell me whether this is a very convincing, somewhat convincing, a little convincing 
or not at all a reason to continue to allow fracking without any new limits in Pennsylvania.

Tier 1

Tier 2

Tier 3



Health and Water, Loose Regulations Lead 
Strong Pro-Limits Messages

24

39

43

48

49

65

66

70

71

Exports

Regulations not
Enforced

Health and Water

Not Regulated

Very convincing Somewhate convincing

*See appendix for full statement text

Now, I am going to read you some statements from people who think we should place stricter limits on fracking in 
Pennsylvania. For each, please tell me whether this is a very convincing, somewhat convincing, a little convincing or not at 
all a reason to place stricter limits on fracking in Pennsylvania.

Tier 1

Tier 2



25

32
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Jobs - Imported
workers

Jobs - Other states

Habitat and wildlife

Very convincing Somewhate convincing

*See appendix for full statement text

Now, I am going to read you some statements from people who think we should place stricter limits on fracking in 
Pennsylvania. For each, please tell me whether this is a very convincing, somewhat convincing, a little convincing or not at 
all a reason to place stricter limits on fracking in Pennsylvania.

Tier 3

Tier 3 Messages Not Weak, but Below Others



Open-End Shows Health and Water Dominate 
the Reasons to Support Stricter Limits
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29

Don't Know

None

Other

Don't know the consequences

Need better regulations

Protect parks, forests, lakes, or
wildlife

Improve or protect drinking water
quality

Improve or protect the public or
family's health

*This was asked as an open-ended question.  Results reflect pre-coded responses.

Thinking about everything you now know about fracking, what would you say is the best reason to place stricter limits on fracking in 
Pennsylvania?
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91 90 87

Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose

Strongly oppose Somewhat oppose Strongly favor Somewhat favor

Strong Support for Most Proposals. More 
Tepid for Moratorium (Tier 1)

+83 +84 +77

(EXEMPT) Require natural gas 
companies to follow the Clean Water 
Act and Safe Drinking Water Act, from 
which they are currently exempt.

(DISCLOSE) Require natural gas 
companies to publicly disclose the 
chemicals they inject into water in the 
fracking process.

(PENALTY) Increase penalties on natural 
gas companies that violate environmental 
laws and use the resources to properly 
enforce fracking regulations and clean up 
pollution.

Now I'm going to read you a few proposals that have been made about fracking here in Pennsylvania, and I'd like you to tell me if you 
favor or oppose the proposal. 



10 13 10

16 19 19
68 64 57

81 78 76

Favor Oppose Favor Oppose Favor Oppose

Strongly oppose Somewhat oppose Strongly favor Somewhat favor

(FEE) Increase the fee that natural gas 
companies must pay to frack for gas and 
use the resources to properly enforce 
fracking regulations and clean up 
pollution.

29

Strong Support for Most Proposals. More 
Tepid for Moratorium (Tier 2)

+65 +59 +57

(PROHIBIT) Prohibit fracking within
500 feet of homes, schools and
hospitals.

(LOCAL POWER) Allow local 
governments to implement stricter 
limits on fracking near homes, schools 
and hospitals.

Now I'm going to read you a few proposals that have been made about fracking here in Pennsylvania, and I'd like you to tell me if you 
favor or oppose the proposal. 



27 24

45 45

37 36

52 52

Favor Oppose Favor Oppose

Strongly oppose Somewhat oppose Strongly favor Somewhat favor

30

Strong Support for Most Proposals. More 
Tepid for Moratorium (Tier 3)

+7 +7

(MORATORIUM) Place a moratorium on 
fracking in the state until we have a full 
understanding of the risks.

(SUSPEND) Require natural gas companies to 
publicly disclose the chemicals they inject into 
water in the fracking process.

Now I'm going to read you a few proposals that have been made about fracking here in Pennsylvania, and I'd like you to tell me if you 
favor or oppose the proposal. 



Demographic Breakdown of Proposals – Inds. Oppose Moratorium 
Inds. And Reps. Prefer “Penalty” to “Fee.”

Total 
Net

Demo-
crats

Indep-
endent

Repub
-lican Indoor Outdoor Women Men

Exempt +84 +90 +75 +86 +87 +79 +84 +84

Disclose +83 +85 +80 +85 +81 +86 +87 +78

Penalty to 
fund 
enforcement

+77 +86 +78 +69 +85 +65 +76 +79

Prohibit +65 +70 +63 +64 +67 +62 +71 +58

Local power +59 +70 +49 +55 +62 +54 +64 +53

Fee to fund
enforcement +58 +81 +56 +29 +61 +53 +69 +45

Moratorium +7 +41 -3 -32 +15 -5 +23 -12

Suspend +7 +45 -13 -28 +15 -5 +29 -17

32



Most Have Visited Lake Parks, Hiking Trails. 
Fewer Have Hunted
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Gone hunting
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Gone canoeing, rowing,
kayaking or rafting

Gone fishing

Gone hiking or walking
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Visited parks along an
area lake

Frequently Occasionally
Tier 1

Tier 2

Tier 3

*Percent saying they have participated in each activity frequently or occasionally over the past two or three years.



More active voters over-perform on support for tighter 
limits. Less active voters respond to our message

Initial Final Change PID Perform-
ance

Heard A Lot
On Frack.

Total Net +44 +45 +1 +10 +35 42

0 of 6 +20 +35 +14 +18 +2 28

1 of 6 +44 +54 +10 +18 +26 32

2 of 6 +46 +45 -1 +26 +20 32

3 of 6 +56 +58 +2 +18 +38 46

4 of 6 +43 +42 -1 +7 +37 46

5 of 6 +42 +35 -7 -16 +58 55

6 of 6 +36 +25 -11 -43 +79 59

Indoor (0-3) +46 +50 +4 +20 +26 37

Outdoor(4-6) +42 +38 -4 -6 +48 51

36
*Slide shows initial and final support for tighter rules on fracking, performance relative to partisanship and 
awareness based on level of activity.



Recommendations
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 Push for stricter regulations, not a moratorium.  While a moratorium receives bare 
majority support when tested on its own, the survey and groups clearly show that 
tighter regulations is clearly a MUCH easier sell.  The sum total of this research leads us 
to believe that maintaining majority support for a fracking moratorium in Pennsylvania 
would be a very difficult task in the face of what would likely be a significant resource 
advantage on the other side.  However, we should be able to build and maintain a large 
majority in favor of tighter regulations, even in the face of a resource disadvantage.  

 Educate less‐knowledgeable and less active base groups while persuading in “Well” 
regions.  There is a clear opportunity to pick up low‐hanging fruit by educating RAE 
voters, voters in the Philadelphia metro area and voters who are less active in the 
outdoors.  Meanwhile, we can also make gains with the more knowledgeable and swing 
voters in the “well” regions, however this may require a slightly different approach if not 
wholly different messages. 

 Be wary of the other side’s independence and jobs messages.  They have power, 
particularly the independence message, and regression modeling shows us that if we 
allow their jobs message to take hold they can move some voters.  



Recommendations
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 Our central message is about health and water quality, with the lack of current and 
enforced regulations a strong secondary message.  The groups and survey are absolutely 
clear on what the centerpiece of our messaging should be and it is not a surprise.  
However, they also show that an argument about the loopholes that Big Oil and Gas have 
negotiated to keep fracking from being properly regulated can be powerful (and can 
perhaps be strengthened by combining with the argument that the state is not even 
enforcing the regulations that ARE on the books).  

— But don’t cede the jobs or exports debate if we can – particularly in the Pittsburgh market.  Our two jobs 
messages scored the worst of the eight we tested.  However, against the other side’s jobs message, the 
moved the jobs debate a net 9 points in our favor.  Considering that regression modeling shows that the jobs 
debate is the strongest driver of overall support for tighter rules on fracking, we do not believe we should 
cede this ground if it can be helped.  This is obviously not what we want the central fight to be about, so we 
want to pivot back to health and regulations quickly, but we should punch back with the “other states” jobs 
message, particularly in the Pittsburgh market, where it scores more strongly.  Similarly, our “exports” 
message is in a strong second tier overall, and joins health and regulations in the top tier in the Pittsburgh 
market.  

 Push regulations to require disclosure of chemicals, close the loopholes that exempt gas 
companies from the Safe Drinking Water Act and Clean Air Act, and increased penalties 
for companies that violate environmental rules.  These generate the strongest and most 
intense support.  

ConservationPA
Highlight



Targets
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We recommend concentrating communications with the following groups, who demonstrated 
the most persuadability throughout the survey:

 Philadelphia Metro Area – These are base voters we need to educated

 Particularly Philadelphia County

 Well Regions (Outer Pittsburgh and SWB Region) – These are already informed voters we can move

 RAE voters

 Particularly non‐whites and voters under 30

 Combinations of women, non‐college and younger voters

 Younger women

 Younger Non‐college

 Non‐College women

 Independent women

 Unmarried women

 Less active Pennsylvanians (active in 0‐2 outdoor activities)

 Independents



Next	  steps:	  
	  
• Distribute	  the	  results	  of	  the	  poll	  to	  allied	  organizations	  and	  encourage	  the	  environmental	  

community	  to	  utilize	  the	  most	  effective	  messages	  in	  public	  communications.	  	  
	  
• Share	  the	  overwhelming	  results	  on	  the	  public’s	  policy	  priorities	  with	  elected	  officials.	  

	  
• Work	  with	  State	  Voices	  to	  update	  the	  Conservation	  Pennsylvania	  Marcellus	  Shale	  Support	  

Model	  on	  the	  Voter	  File.	  
	  
• Develop	  joint	  programs	  with	  other	  environmental	  groups	  to	  reach	  and	  educate	  key	  

demographic	  groups	  about	  the	  issues	  and	  to	  start	  training	  a	  new,	  younger,	  more	  diverse	  base	  
of	  environmentalists	  in	  Pennsylvania.	  	  

	  
• Examine	  the	  potential	  to	  overlap	  the	  target	  universes	  of	  environmental	  education	  programs	  

and	  2014	  nonpartisan	  civic	  engagement	  (Get	  Out	  the	  Vote)	  efforts	  to	  maximize	  the	  
effectiveness	  of	  both	  in	  building	  relationships	  with	  the	  Rising	  American	  Electorate.	  	  	  
“Voting	  is	  the	  first	  step	  towards	  activism	  and	  education	  is	  the	  first	  step	  towards	  voting.”	  	  

	  
	  
Please	  contact	  Conservation	  Pennsylvania	  Executive	  Director	  Josh	  McNeil	  at	  joshua.mcneil@conservationpa.org	  
or	  505.331.1143	  with	  questions,	  comments,	  or	  suggestions.	  	  	  
	  
We	  ask	  that	  you	  keep	  the	  information	  in	  this	  poll	  confidential.	  	  We	  are	  happy	  to	  share	  this	  data	  with	  others	  upon	  
your	  recommendation,	  but	  want	  to	  ensure	  that	  we	  know	  how	  and	  where	  it	  is	  being	  used.	  	  
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