
Gas flaring is a common sight in oil and gas fields across the United States, the Obama administration sought to reduce flaring by exploration
companies such as BP. Photo: Shutterstock

American Petroleum Institute

BP was also actively involved in the American Petroleum Institute’s lobbying on the EPA regulation – attending multiple meetings between the API and the
EPA to discuss the powerful trade association’s 2016 petition for reconsideration.

The API lobbied the EPA to halve the frequency of inspections from twice a year to once, exempt oil wells and remove requirements for leak detection plans to
be signed off by qualified engineers.

BP attended API meetings with the EPA in August and October 2017 and March 2018, with documents revealing that key points of contention such as the
frequency of inspections and low production wells were on the agenda.  

Shell and Exxon Mobil also attended meetings, although both companies have recently outlined positions on methane regulation that are at odds with API
policy.

API was ultimately successful in persuading the Trump administration to reduce the number of mandatory inspections, amongst a raft of other rollbacks.

EPA’s analysis of its proposed changes found they would increase methane emissions by up to 480,000 tons in the years 2019-2025.

Combined with the estimated increase in emissions from the BLM rule, this could see an additional 1.7 million tons of methane released into the atmosphere
between 2019 and 2025, equivalent to 58 million tons of carbon dioxide.

Analysis by the Environmental Defence Fund however, found that the US government is significantly underestimating the scale of additional methane
emissions resulting from the rule changes.

Based on a study of emissions data from over 1,000 well sites, EDF found that the EPA rule change could see a total of 1.1 million tons of methane enter the
atmosphere up to 2025 alone. Combined with the BLM rule this would mean 2.3 million tons of additional methane emissions, equivalent to 81 million tons of
carbon dioxide. 

Trade associations

BP has previously argued that its views are not necessarily aligned with all of the positions held by its trade associations. 

But Unearthed has found that the company is closely involved in the work of the API, including on advocacy and policy related to oil and gas drilling.

BP head of regulatory affairs, Robert Stout Jr., lists his leadership of “BP’s advocacy efforts through the American Petroleum Institute (API) and other trade
groups” amongst four responsibilities on his Linkedin profile.

BP’s regional president for the Gulf of Mexico and Canada, Starlee Sykes, reportedly sits on the API’s Upstream Committee, which leads on regulatory policy
and legislative issues related to US oil and gas production.

Jeffrey Adams, a BP regulatory affairs manager until March 2016, states on his Linkedin profile that his role at BP involved advocating the “industries view
points [sic] on federal environmental regulations, mainly through API acting as Chairman of the Clean Air Issues Group that works upstream air regulations
[sic].”

Adams represented BP at an October 2015 meeting between the EPA and API at which industry sought to challenge aspects of the proposed new standards,
including recommending that there be no specified time limit for repairs.

President Donald Trump signs an Energy Independence Executive Order at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Headquarters on March
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State-level groups

In addition to API, eight other BP-affiliated trade associations have opposed one or both of the methane rules and there is evidence that BP staff are closely
involved in the legislative and government affairs work of at least three of these associations.

BP’s government affairs representative in New Mexico between 2016 and 2019, Patrick Killen, sat on the influential New Mexico Oil & Gas Association’s
board of directors and co-chaired its legislative affairs committee.

A copy of the charter for NMOGA’s legislative affairs committee from 2012 shows that official NMOGA policy positions are set through the committee and
that chairs and co-chairs are responsible for setting the agenda of committee meetings.

NMOGA has been a leading opponent of both the BLM and EPA rules, calling for the former to be revoked and the latter to be significantly weakened.

BP staff have also chaired the legislative affairs and government relations committees of the Texas Independent Producer and Royalty Owners Association and
the Petroleum Association of Wyoming, at a time when both groups were lobbying against methane regulations.

Unearthed put all of the allegations in this story to BP, but the company declined to comment.
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