
            

       

 

The Unintended Environmental Consequences of Increased Setbacks 

 
There are many stakeholders with an interest in the distance from an oil and gas facility to 
buildings.  These include the surface owner, the mineral owner, the local government, and the 
oil and gas operator.  Many elements play into this calculation:  the property line, the mineral 
property boundaries, surface and lease agreements, development plans, encroachment on 
existing facilities, lease lines, drilling spacing orders, access, centralization of facilities, technical 
limitations, and location of the resource.  
 
The proponents of 1,000-foot setbacks have likely not considered the resulting 

unintended environmental consequences.   Increased setbacks will ultimately result in 

more land disturbed and more time required for drilling to access subsurface resources.  

Current regulations provide flexibility for an efficient use of land and drilling resources when 

there are multiple interests regarding the siting of an oil and gas well. 

 

How much more land will be unavailable for use?  

 A 1,000-foot setback reduces flexibility for the surface owner in deciding the mutually 

best location of well. It also discourages centralizing facilities.   For example, in an 

agricultural or development setting, a 1,000-foot setback increases the area of 

unavailable land by more than 8 times the surface area than that of a 350-foot setback, 

and more than 44 times that of a 150-foot setback.                     

 

Environmental Consequences of 1,000-foot Setback 

 Inefficient land use and increased sprawl 

o Rural land owners would have less flexibility to efficiently site wells close to 

buildings or existing oil and gas facilities, reducing productive land and increasing 

facility foot prints. 

o Developers would be forced to take up more land area as they work with oil and 

gas facilities, increasing urban sprawl.   

 

 Longer drilling time and increase drilling resource requirements 

o Increased setbacks require longer drilling distances, requiring additional drill time 

resulting in more time on site. 

o These longer drilling distances also require more drilling resources such as pipe, 

energy, and water. 

 

 

 



 Loss of farmland 

o 1,000 foot setbacks result in an inefficient use of surface area, reducing the 

amount of local food and fiber producing land. 

o For example, 350 foot setback impacts 8.8 acres while 1000 foot setbacks 
increases the impacts to 72 acres 
 

 Decrease in wildlife habitat and open space 

o The loss of natural habitats and ecosystems threaten local wildlife as urban and 

suburban development is forced to increase its footprint.  The increase of roads 

and other necessary infrastructure results in the loss of wildlife habitat and 

reduces contiguous open spaces. 

 

 
Figure 1: Demonstration of undevelopable land within a housing development from increased setbacks 

 


