












CONCLUSION
Th e increase in CO2 requires the development of 
strategies to reduce CO2 concentrations, whether or 
not these strategies ever need to be deployed. One 
of the strategies that needs to be investigated and 
perfected is CCGS, especially the injection of CO2 
for purposes of EOR. For half a century the states 
and provinces have been the principal regulators of 
EOR in the United States and Canada, as well as 
for natural gas and hydrogen sulfi de storage. 

Regulations already exist in petroleum producing 
states and provinces covering many of the same is-
sues that need to be addressed in the regulation of 
CCGS. Given the signifi cant number of CO2 EOR 
injection projects in the United States, “storage” of 
CO2 is already, in essence, taking place. 

Signifi cantly, CO2 EOR injection and storage also 
promises a substantial additional benefi t to our 
economy and national security by increasing the 

amount of oil the United States is able to produce 
domestically from existing fi elds. Th is increases the 
likelihood that CO2 EOR projects will be the ve-
hicle that will drive CCGS development. 

Th ese projects can be the means by which we build 
both injection/storage experience, regulatory and 
otherwise, and physical infrastructure (pipelines/
facilities). Th us, the EOR, natural gas storage and 
acid gas injection models will likely provide a tech-
nical, economic and regulatory pathway for long-
term CO2 storage. 
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