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Methane (CH4) pollution is a potent agent of climate change, a precursor to the ozone-containing smog 

marring some of our greatest western landscapes, and right now, a wasted public resource. Methane is emitted by 

natural sources such as wetlands as well as human activities such as raising livestock, mining coal, and generating 

waste.1 However, the oil and gas industry is the nation’s largest contributor of methane pollution, as methane is 

the main component in natural gas. Methane can leak during production, processing, storage, and transmission of 

oil and gas resources.  Though we are unsure exactly how much methane is leaked annually, current data 

estimates that the oil and gas industry releases enough unburned methane per year to heat 6 million homes.2 

Curbing methane pollution is an achievable step towards reducing the impacts of energy development, which 

would protect our wildlife, the habitat they depend on, and our climate.  

Luckily, cutting methane can be achieved in a cost-effective, efficient manner using existing technologies 

that often pay for themselves in a matter of months.3 In many cases, it simply means preventing leaks and waste of 

a public resource, capturing more of a useful product. Cleaning up methane pollution from leaks and venting can 

have almost immediate positive effects on public health and the climate. Under recent directive from the Obama 

Admiration, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) are moving 

forward with regulations to limit methane pollution and take advantage of this triple win for wildlife, habitat, and 

climate.  

METHANE’S CONTRIBUTION TO CLIMATE CHANGE 

Methane has a much shorter life span in the atmosphere than carbon pollution (CO2), our most prevalent 

greenhouse gas, but, it is much more efficient at trapping heat than CO2.4 In fact, methane is 86 times stronger 

than carbon at trapping heat over 20 years; which means even a small amount of leakage can have a big effect on 

the climate.5 While methane emissions account for about 14% of total U.S. greenhouse gas emissions, over 25% of 

all manmade global warming we are experiencing today is caused by those emissions.6 The IPCC found that more 

than 50% of the warming in the next two decades will come from short-lived pollutants like methane, making its 

immediate regulation even more important.7 With the U.S. being the largest natural gas producer in the world and 

methane emissions projected to continue rising over the next 10 years, setting strong methane regulations to 

reduce leakage and waste is an important and necessary piece of any greenhouse gas reduction strategy. 8  

Climate change poses an unprecedented threat to the natural resources, wildlife, and wild places we 

cherish and depend on. Changes to our climate are destroying critical wildlife habitat, causing wildlife habitat 

ranges to shift, increasing incidence of pests and invasive species, decreasing availability of food and water, and 

dramatically increasing the rate of species’ extinction.9 If we don't take decisive action now to reduce greenhouse 

                                                                 
1 EPA. 2014. Overview of Greenhouse Gasses. http://epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/gases/ch4.html  
2 Environmental Defense Fund (EDF). Methane Research: The 16 Study Series 
http://www.edf.org/sites/default/files/methane_studies_fact_sheet.pdf  
3 National Wildlife Federation (NWF). Methane Pollution.  http://www.nwf.org/What-We-Do/Energy-and-
Climate/Drilling-and-Mining/Methane-Pollution.aspx  
4 EPA. 2014. Overview of Greenhouse Gasses.  
5 NWF. Methane Pollution.   
6 EPA. 2013. Global GHG Emissions Data. http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/global.html  
7 EDF. 2014. Cost-Effective Methane Emissions Reductions from U.S. Oil and Gas. http://www.edf.org/media/cost-
effective-methane-emissions-reductions-us-oil-and-gas  
8 The White House. 2015. Fact Sheet. https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/01/14/fact-sheet-
administration-takes-steps-forward-climate-action-plan-anno-1  
9 PBS. 2014. Humans Increased Species Extinction by 1,000 times, New Study Says. 

http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/animal-extinctions/  

http://epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/gases/ch4.html
http://www.edf.org/sites/default/files/methane_studies_fact_sheet.pdf
http://www.nwf.org/What-We-Do/Energy-and-Climate/Drilling-and-Mining/Methane-Pollution.aspx
http://www.nwf.org/What-We-Do/Energy-and-Climate/Drilling-and-Mining/Methane-Pollution.aspx
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/global.html
http://www.edf.org/media/cost-effective-methane-emissions-reductions-us-oil-and-gas
http://www.edf.org/media/cost-effective-methane-emissions-reductions-us-oil-and-gas
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/01/14/fact-sheet-administration-takes-steps-forward-climate-action-plan-anno-1
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/01/14/fact-sheet-administration-takes-steps-forward-climate-action-plan-anno-1
http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/animal-extinctions/
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gas pollution, like methane, in the lifetime of a child born today one-third of all wildlife species will face increased 

risk of extinction.10  

Cutting methane pollution is also vital to securing the climate benefits of the EPA’s Clean Power Plan 

(CPP), which will put first-ever limits on carbon pollution from our electric power sector. One of the main options 

that states will be able to use to comply with the plan is to increase reliance on “low-emitting power sources”, 

which may mean increased reliance on natural gas, for many states.11 This is because natural gas releases about 

half as much carbon pollution when burned compared with much dirtier fossil fuels like coal, leading EPA to 

include it as one of the building blocks states can rely on to comply with the Clean Power Plan.12  

However, unaddressed methane pollution from the expanding oil and gas industry could erase much or all 

of the carbon advantage natural gas has over other fossil fuels. Analysis indicates that methane pollution leakage 

at levels above 3% is enough to negate the climate benefits of natural gas over coal.13 Because a switch from coal 

to natural gas is one of the primary options states can use to comply with the CPP, it is critical that we establish 

strict limits on methane pollution from the natural gas sector if the CPP is to deliver the intended climate benefits. 

If methane pollution from the natural gas sector goes unchecked, up to 36% of the climate benefits derived from 

the CPP may be undermined – one third of the reductions!14 We need a strong set of national methane regulations 

to avoid increasingly devastating impacts of climate change on our wildlife, ecosystems, and communities and to 

ensure the CPP truly delivers the full intended benefits to our climate. 

                                                                 
10 IPCC. http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar4/wg2/ar4_wg2_full_report.pdf  
11 EPA. 2014. EPA Fact Sheet: Clean Power Plan.  http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-

05/documents/20140602fs-setting-goals.pdf  
12 EIA. 2014. Frequently Asked Questions. http://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.cfm?id=73&t=11  
13 Vaidyanthan, Gayathri. 2014. Leaky Methane Makes Natural Gas Bad for Global Warming. 

http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/leaky-methane-makes-natural-gas-bad-for-global-warming/  
14 Moffitt, Lena. 2014. http://blog.nwf.org/2014/07/clean-power-plan-heightens-need-for-methane-regulations/  

Birds at Risk from Climate Change 

A recent study by the National Audubon Society stated that about half of all North American 

bird species will be in peril from climate change this century. Bird species from owls to 

eagles, ducks and songbirds are threatened by the impacts of climate change. This is largely 

due to shifting climactic ranges, meaning species will be driven into smaller spaces or forced 

into new places to live and breed. The study found that 126 species are expected to lose 

more than 50% of their current range by 2050. By 2080, that number of bird species jumps 

to 314. If these species do not adapt to these rapid changes, several risk becoming extinct. 
Source: http://climate.audubon.org/ 

National Parks Service Sue Cullumber 

http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar4/wg2/ar4_wg2_full_report.pdf
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-05/documents/20140602fs-setting-goals.pdf
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-05/documents/20140602fs-setting-goals.pdf
http://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.cfm?id=73&t=11
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/leaky-methane-makes-natural-gas-bad-for-global-warming/
http://blog.nwf.org/2014/07/clean-power-plan-heightens-need-for-methane-regulations/
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PROTECTING WILDLIFE AND OUR HEALTH FROM METHANE POLLUTION 

In addition to the dramatic effects of climate change, methane pollution and unchecked oil and gas 

development have other serious impacts on both humans and wildlife. 

AIR POLLUTION 

Industrial oil and gas developments don’t just release methane; they also emit other dangerous pollutants 

that are harmful to public health and wildlife. In fact, the industry is one of the largest sources of ozone forming 

volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and sulfur dioxide emissions as well.15 Other pollutants include nitrogen oxides 

(NOx), and cancer-causing pollutants like benzene, toluene and formaldehyde. All of these pollutants especially 

affect nearby and downwind communities as well as wildlife that live near oil and gas wells. All of these pollutants 

can also be simultaneously reduced as “co-benefits” of methane regulation.  

Sulfur dioxide, NOx, and VOCs can cause a range of harmful effects on the lungs, including wheezing, 

coughing, shortness of breath, aggravated asthma, and chest tightness and can increase the risk of respiratory 

infection.16 Not only do these emissions have direct health impacts, but they are precursors to ozone and fine 

particulates, which also pose a significant threat to human health.17  

Harmful, ground-level ozone is created when VOCs react with NOx in the presence of sunlight. The recent 

expansion of oil and gas production has led to vast and unhealthy concentrations of ozone in rural and urban areas 

alike. Breathing ozone can lead to shortness of breath and chest pain, wheezing and coughing, exacerbation of 

lung conditions like asthma, inflammation of the lung lining, and increased susceptibility to respiratory infection.18 

It can be especially harmful for children and those who are active outdoors (which represents a large portion of 

NWF’s supporters!).  

 

In addition to its human impact, ozone also affects sensitive vegetation and ecosystems, including 

growing trees and plants, forests, parks, wildlife refuges, and wilderness areas. 19 Ozone can impact the ability of 

plants to photosynthesize, increase their susceptibility to disease and harm their visible appearance; all of which 

                                                                 
15 American Lung Association (ALA). 2014. http://www.lung.org/get-involved/advocate/advocacy-

documents/comments-on-epas-proposed.pdf  
16 ibid 
17 ibid  
18 ibid 
19 EPA. 2014. Basic Information. http://www.epa.gov/groundlevelozone/basic.html  

Karen Katz Chuanxiao Li 

http://www.lung.org/get-involved/advocate/advocacy-documents/comments-on-epas-proposed.pdf
http://www.lung.org/get-involved/advocate/advocacy-documents/comments-on-epas-proposed.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/groundlevelozone/basic.html


5 

 

can impact wildlife habitat, species diversity, 

and the experiences of outdoor enthusiasts.20 

Compounding this problem is the fact that 

average warmer temperatures caused by 

climate change (and contributed to by 

methane) increase the risk of unhealthy ozone 

levels because higher air temperatures 

enhance the conditions for ozone formation.21 

Ozone is also the main component of smog, 

which can be harmful to health and reduces 

visibility in many of our major cities as well as 

some of our most prominent landscapes and 

national parks, including the Grand Canyon.22  

Along with the above described pollutants, regulating 

methane from oil and natural gas wells will also reduce 

hazardous toxic air pollutants, including carcinogens like 

benzene, formaldehyde, toluene, carbonyl sulfide, ethylbenzene, 

and mixed xylenes.23 Exposure to toxic air pollutants like 

benzene can have similar impacts on wildlife and humans, 

including reproductive failure and birth defects.24 Many of these 

toxic air pollutants can cause cancer, but they can also irritate 

the eyes, skin, and respiratory tract, impair lung function, and 

affect vital organs. Biomagnification of these toxics is of special 

concern for aquatic species and predators because they can 

accumulate in sediment, magnifying their concentrations and 

impacts in those animals at the top of the food chain. 25 

Methane standards will deliver significant public health co-benefits, by simultaneously cutting methane 

and these pollutants that blanket communities around and downwind of oil and gas development across the 

country. Methane regulations could have the co-benefit of reducing VOC’s from oil and gas operations by as much 

as 23%.26 Subsequently, this means that direct methane regulation would lead to substantially more reductions of 

both methane and other VOCs, compared to relying on co-benefits from just regulating VOCs.27 Strong methane 

standards could save millions in health related costs. The regulation of methane and cleanup of air pollutants from 

the oil and natural gas industry are necessary for the protection of public and wildlife health.  

 

                                                                 
20 EPA. 2012. Ecosystem Effects. http://www.epa.gov/groundlevelozone/ecosystem.html  
21 ALA. 2014. American Lung Association Welcomes New Methane Plan. http://www.lung.org/press-room/press-

releases/air-quality/ALA-EPA-Methane-Statement.html  
22 National Parks Service. Grand Canyon. http://www.nps.gov/hfc/pdf/imi/tel311/grca_site_bulletin_be.pdf  
23 ALA. 2014. http://www.lung.org/get-involved/advocate/advocacy-documents/comments-on-epas-proposed.pdf  
24 EPA. 2013. Benzene. http://www.epa.gov/ttnatw01/hlthef/benzene.html  
25 EPA. 2011. Part 1 – Main Body of Brochure. http://www.epa.gov/airquality/takingtoxics/p1.html  
26 Clean Air Task Force (CATF). 2014. Nationwide Standards for Methane Emissions from Oil and Gas Are Key to 

Controlling Ozone. http://www.catf.us/resources/factsheets/files/20141212-Ozone-Methane_Fact_Sheet.pdf  
27 CATF. 2014. Waste Not. http://www.catf.us/resources/publications/files/WasteNot_Summary.pdf  

NASA 

Kerrie Best 

http://www.epa.gov/groundlevelozone/ecosystem.html
http://www.lung.org/press-room/press-releases/air-quality/ALA-EPA-Methane-Statement.html
http://www.lung.org/press-room/press-releases/air-quality/ALA-EPA-Methane-Statement.html
http://www.nps.gov/hfc/pdf/imi/tel311/grca_site_bulletin_be.pdf
http://www.lung.org/get-involved/advocate/advocacy-documents/comments-on-epas-proposed.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttnatw01/hlthef/benzene.html
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/takingtoxics/p1.html
http://www.catf.us/resources/factsheets/files/20141212-Ozone-Methane_Fact_Sheet.pdf
http://www.catf.us/resources/publications/files/WasteNot_Summary.pdf
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LAND DEVELOPMENT  

Unchecked energy development also has 

negative impacts on the land that wildlife and 

communities rely on. Between noise and light 

disturbances, road construction, traffic, fences, 

and networks of pipelines, oil and natural gas 

development can dramatically fragment habitat, 

contributing to the decline of many cherished 

species.28 Energy developments impact wildlife 

ranging from bald eagles to mountain plovers, 

black-tail prairie dogs, sage grouse, and big game 

species like mule deer and pronghorn (which are 

highlighted in the box to the right).29 Shrinking 

populations of game from climate change and 

habitat destruction, such as mule deer, also mean 

shrinking opportunities for hunters and wildlife 

watchers. This has negative ramifications for state 

economies and wildlife programs because of 

dwindling revenue from hunting licenses and 

other expenditures. For example, hunters in New 

Mexico spent over $130 million dollars in 2011, 

generating substantial economic benefit for the 

state.30 However, due to dwindling deer 

populations31, the New Mexico Game Commission 

proposed cutting the number of deer hunting 

licenses by 11% statewide and up to 50% in some 

areas – and that’s on top of a roughly 20% cut last 

year.32 Strong methane and planning regulations 

will help minimize the impacts of energy 

developments and protect our outdoor heritage, 

wildlife populations, and the local economies that 

depend on them.  

Stronger methane and planning 

regulations can also help slow down the rate of 

land development and encourage the oil and gas 

industry to take a more deliberate approach to 

future developments. A slower pace to oil and gas 

                                                                 
28 NWF. 2011. No More Drilling In the Dark. http://www.nwf.org/news-and-magazines/media-center/news-by-

topic/global-warming/2011/~/media/6A99FFD279F04BAF8493D876A2EBC841.ashx  
29 Mikell, Mekell. 2011. Oh Deer! Energy Exploration Could Affect Wildlife Out West. 

http://blog.nwf.org/2011/08/oh-deer-energy-exploration-affects-wildlife-out-west/  
30 USFWS. 2014. 2011 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation: New Mexico. 

http://www.census.gov/prod/2013pubs/fhw11-nm.pdf  
31 Runyon, Luke. 2013. Disappearing Mule Deer A new Reality Throughout Western US. 

http://www.npr.org/2013/01/04/168642093/disappearing-mule-deer-a-new-reality-throughout-western-u-s  
32 NM Game and Fish. 2014. Hunting in New Mexico. http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/recreation/hunting/  

Pronghorn and Energy Development 

Pronghorn have one of the longest land 

migrations of any species in North America – 

almost 150 miles, each way, each year. 

Unfortunately, they now face increasing threats 

such as cars and trucks, fences, and other 

development which are difficult for pronghorn to 

cross in their migration – many of which are 

created by sprawling oil and gas development. 

Several studies have tied increased energy 

development, and the habitat fragmentation that 

comes with it, to decreased pronghorn 

populations.  In addition to this development, 

pronghorn are also heavily impacted by climate 

change - fueled by methane pollution – which 

increases the likelihood of drought and wildfires. 
Sources: Yoakum, J., Jones, P. Cancino, J., Guenzel, R., Seidler, R., Munguiva-Vega, A., 

Cassaigne, I., and Culver, M.  2014. Pronghorn Management Guides. 5th Ed. Western 

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies’ Pronghorn Workshop and New Mexico 

Department of Game and Fish, Santa Ana Pueblo, NM; and 

http://blog.nwf.org/2014/10/weekly-news-roundup-pronghorn-need-your-help-and-more/ 

 
Theo Stein/USFWS 

http://www.nwf.org/news-and-magazines/media-center/news-by-topic/global-warming/2011/~/media/6A99FFD279F04BAF8493D876A2EBC841.ashx
http://www.nwf.org/news-and-magazines/media-center/news-by-topic/global-warming/2011/~/media/6A99FFD279F04BAF8493D876A2EBC841.ashx
http://blog.nwf.org/2011/08/oh-deer-energy-exploration-affects-wildlife-out-west/
http://www.census.gov/prod/2013pubs/fhw11-nm.pdf
http://www.npr.org/2013/01/04/168642093/disappearing-mule-deer-a-new-reality-throughout-western-u-s
http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/recreation/hunting/
http://blog.nwf.org/2014/10/weekly-news-roundup-pronghorn-need-your-help-and-more/
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developments would also give more time for 

communities to consider the conservation of critical 

wildlife corridors and watersheds.33  Additionally, 

with new methane regulations, a portion of the 

royalties from the soon-to-be-captured product 

could go towards habitat restoration and other 

wildlife related impacts. While this is clearly not a 

solution to all the threats wildlife face from energy 

development, methane regulations can play a role 

in helping to protect wildlife and the wild 

landscapes on which they depend by both reducing 

industrial pollution and helping fund their 

conservation.  

COMMON SENSE RULES TO CURB METHANE POLLUTION: ONGOING EFFORTS 

Cheap, effective solutions to reduce methane pollution exist that can help maintain the integrity of the 

CPP and simultaneously safeguard wildlife and communities alike. With over 6,000 oil and gas operators across the 

nation, it has been shown that voluntary programs are simply not enough. Industry needs the guidance that 

regulations can provide to make the small up-front investment in the low-cost mitigation technologies that can 

dramatically decrease methane pollution. Right now, American companies in over 40 states are developing, 

manufacturing and implementing these technologies – providing high-quality jobs and stimulating local economies.  

Moreover, these technologies allow methane to be captured as a resource, rather than escape as 

pollution. One of the strongest arguments for methane regulation is that it is economically beneficial, simply 

because it cuts resource waste. Methane kept ‘in the system’ rather than flared or released cuts waste of a useful 

energy resource in addition to delivering climate, health, and wildlife benefits. Many of the available technologies 

capture gas to be sold back into the market that would otherwise be wasted, resulting in cost savings for 

producers.34 Right now waste and leaks from oil and natural gas wells, pipelines and other equipment cost the 

industry almost $2 billion each year.35 This also translates into almost $800 million in lost royalties that would 

otherwise go to taxpayers over the next decade from wasted natural gas from public lands.36 These proven, low-

cost technologies can eliminate as much as half of all climate-warming methane emissions from onshore oil and 

gas operations in the next five years and help restore millions of dollars in revenue to American taxpayers.37  

Not only are methane emission reductions achievable, they are supported by voters, as well. A December 

2014 American Lung Association poll of 1,000 registered voters found that an overwhelming majority support 

                                                                 
33 NMWF, Facebook page. 
34 NRDC. 2012. Leaking Profits. http://www.nrdc.org/energy/leaking-profits.asp  
35 NRDC. 2012. Oil and Gas Industry Can Reduce Methane Waste by 80 Percent, Cutting U.S. Methane Pollution by 

One-Third While Saving Industry $2 Billion Annually. http://www.nrdc.org/media/2012/120328.asp  
36 Center for American Progress. 2014. Reducing Methane Pollution from Fossil-Fuel Production on America’s 

Public Lands. https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2014/10/06/98326/reducing-methane-

pollution-from-fossil-fuel-production-on-americas-public-lands/  
37 BlueGreen Alliance. 2014. BlueGreen Alliance Urges Administration to Adopt a National Methane Reduction 

Strategy. http://www.bluegreenalliance.org/news/latest/statement-bluegreen-alliance-urges-administration-to-

adopt-a-national-methane-reduction-strategy  

Marcia Rhoades 

http://www.nrdc.org/energy/leaking-profits.asp
http://www.nrdc.org/media/2012/120328.asp
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2014/10/06/98326/reducing-methane-pollution-from-fossil-fuel-production-on-americas-public-lands/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2014/10/06/98326/reducing-methane-pollution-from-fossil-fuel-production-on-americas-public-lands/
http://www.bluegreenalliance.org/news/latest/statement-bluegreen-alliance-urges-administration-to-adopt-a-national-methane-reduction-strategy
http://www.bluegreenalliance.org/news/latest/statement-bluegreen-alliance-urges-administration-to-adopt-a-national-methane-reduction-strategy
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methane emission standards for the oil and gas industry. 38 They also agreed that new methane standards would 

create jobs, protect public health, and would not increase costs. Several states have already begun implementing 

methane regulations (as discussed in the info box below); a national effort should build on the lessons learned in 

these states.39  

THE ADMINISTRATION’S  PROPOSAL 

In early January 2015, President Obama announced a significant new goal to reduce methane emissions 

from the oil and gas sector by 40 – 45% from 2012 levels by 2025.40 The announcement included proposed actions 

from four federal agencies: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Land 

Management (BLM), the Department of Energy (DOE), and the Department of Transportation (DOT).  

The EPA will issue regulations requiring reductions of methane from new and modified oil and gas 

production sources and natural gas processing and transmission sources. The approach builds on a series of Oil and 

Gas White Papers published by the agency in 2014, which covered pneumatic pumps, leaks from well sites, and 

                                                                 
38 ALA. 2014. Methane Standards Survey Findings. http://www.lung.org/healthy-air/outdoor/resources/clean-air-

survey/methane-survey-slide-deck.pdf  
39 Finley, Bruce. 2014. Colorado Adopts Tougher Air Rules, for Oil, Gas Industry. 

http://www.denverpost.com/environment/ci_25213661/colorado-adopts-tougher-air-rules-oil-gas-industry  
40 The White House. 2015. 

State Solutions to Methane Pollution 

Several states including Colorado, California, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wyoming have already 

proposed or implemented strong methane regulations on the oil and gas industry. Last year, 

Colorado, was the first to set what is largely considered the country’s most comprehensive 

framework. The state adopted rules that would require methane leaks to be fixed and 95% of 

methane and VOCs to be captured.  Their rule received wide-ranging support, even from much 

of the oil and gas industry. It is also worth noting that Colorado’s oil and gas industry has 

continued to thrive, even after these rules have been implemented. These states saw the 

damage that could be caused from unchecked methane pollution from natural gas wells and 

took action to protect their air, land, wildlife, and communities. Sources: 

http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/colorado-first-state-to-limit-methane-pollution-from-oil-and-gas-wells/ , http://www.post-

gazette.com/opinion/2014/05/18/Mitigate-the-methane/stories/201405180018 and 

https://www08.wellsfargomedia.com/downloads/pdf/com/insights/economics/regional-reports/CO_02032015.pdf 

Greg Ochocai 

http://www.lung.org/healthy-air/outdoor/resources/clean-air-survey/methane-survey-slide-deck.pdf
http://www.lung.org/healthy-air/outdoor/resources/clean-air-survey/methane-survey-slide-deck.pdf
http://www.denverpost.com/environment/ci_25213661/colorado-adopts-tougher-air-rules-oil-gas-industry
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/colorado-first-state-to-limit-methane-pollution-from-oil-and-gas-wells/
http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/2014/05/18/Mitigate-the-methane/stories/201405180018
http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/2014/05/18/Mitigate-the-methane/stories/201405180018
https://www08.wellsfargomedia.com/downloads/pdf/com/insights/economics/regional-reports/CO_02032015.pdf
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gathering and compressor stations.41 The rule will focus on already in-use technology, current industry practices, 

and flexible regulatory approaches. EPA’s draft rule is projected to be out this summer for comment and finalized 

in 2016. 

The BLM will propose updated standards to reduce leaks, venting (intentional release) and flaring  

(intentional burning) of natural gas from both new and existing oil and gas wells on public lands. These rules are 

especially important in preventing the waste of publicly-owned resources and will be proposed this spring. Further, 

the Department of Energy will work to develop more cost-effective, advanced technologies to reduce waste from 

natural gas transmission and distribution. The Department of Transportation will propose new natural gas pipeline 

safety standards which will not only improve safety, but promise to cut methane emissions as well. These efforts 

will help form a comprehensive strategy to ensure full implementation of a key part of the Climate Action Plan and 

establish a more deliberate process for extracting oil and gas resources, which can minimize impacts to wildlife and 

their habitat while reducing methane waste. 

 

Achieving the Administration’s proposal would save up to 180 billion cubic feet of natural gas in 2025, 

enough to heat more than 2 million homes for a year!42 It would also continue to support businesses that 

manufacture and sell cost-effective technologies to identify, quantify, and reduce methane emissions.43 

Unfortunately, meeting the president’s goal of 45% reduction by 2025 will require more than what has been 

proposed. Specifically, EPA needs to issue strong methane pollution standards that govern both new and existing 

oil and gas sources.44  While this proposal doesn’t include everything that can be done, it is a very positive 

development for wildlife and communities and leaves the door open for stronger rules down the line. These new 

rules will make major strides in ensuring that continued oil and gas development minimizes impacts to wildlife, 

protects the habitat that they depend on, and safeguards our cherished outdoor traditions as well as our climate. 

                                                                 
41 ibid  
42 ibid 
43 ibid 
44 Goldenberg, Suzanne. 2015. Activists Say Obama Action on Methane Emissions ‘Misses 90% of Pollution’. 

http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/jan/14/obama-executive-action-curb-methane-emissions  

Ken Doerr 

Lead Author: Jenny Rowland, National Wildlife Federation 

http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/jan/14/obama-executive-action-curb-methane-emissions

