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World BankVoluntary Standard • 

Provides guidance onhow toachievereductionsin flaring 
and venting ofassociated gas, drawsonbestpractices 

Intendedtosupportother flare reduction initiatives 

Parties supporting the Standard voluntarily choose to
 
endorse the principles, and seeksolutionstoovercome
 
barriers thatpreventflaringand ventingreduction
 

Focuses initially on the largest sourcesof flaring and
 
venting (i.e. production flaring,not emergency/safetyor
 
operational upsets) l~ EUB
 

Initial Goal 

InitialGoal of World Bank VoluntaryStandard: 
• No continuousflaring andventing of associated gas. unless there 

arenofeasible alternatives 

EUB Directive60 requirement: 
• Gas must be conserved if conservationis delerminedto be 

economic 

Requirements are thesame. AB uses economic test; WB 
Standard alsouses economic test to determine feasibility. 
AB test isdefined indetail. 

l~ EUB 
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World Bank's Standard and AS Requirements 

Topics for Discussion 

Introduction toWB Voluntary Standard 
• Highlights of requirements 

Identificationofsimilar requirements 
already in place inAlberta 

Identification of gaps 
• Discussion ofwhat is neededfor Canada 

World Bank Voluntary Standard • 

Drawsheavilyon many of the requirementsalready in 
place in Alberta
 

Thus, many Canadian oilcompanies alreadycomply with
 
Standard. or are close
 

Many Canadianregulatorsalready havemuch inplace to
 
satisfy Standard
 

First, will look at similarities
 

Then, look at gaps and consider howto meet Standard
 
l~ EUB 

Ultimate Goal 

Ultimate Goalof World BankVoluntaryStandard: 
• Minimize continuousandnoncontinuous productionflaring and 

venting ofassociated gas 

EUB Directive 60 requirement: 
• The EVa expects that thepetroleumindustry will pursue 

continuous improvement in reducing solutiongasflaringand 
venting in Alberta 

Again, bothstandards contain the same intent:
 
encourage continuousimprovement l~ EUB
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More common ground: decision tree 

Both have decision tree. 
Same 3 priorities: 

1) Eliminate
 

2) Reduce
 

3) meet
 
performance
 
requirements/
 
best practices
 

£l.1B G-M«JG.-~ &"""""'_WBdecision F"""_E.....""' ...._.._..A«l"'_
tree also 

l~ E ll.JB 
includes "oI'WW ,eIl D.goY.ab" 

considerationof 

_____M~re ~ommon ground... [I 
Bothrequirean increasing degree ofstakeholder 
engagement and project boundary expansion where initial 
assessment determines conservation isuneconomic 

• Clusteringwith other projects,and even with other operators 
• UpcomingEUB requirements specify includingother operations 

within 3 km radius in evaluation 

WBStandard and EUBdecision tree both suggest 
integrating economic, environmental andsocial benefits 
intoevaluation 

l~E ll.JB 
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What does Canada need todo? """"""'6.--
Endorse the Standard 

DevelopCountryImplementation Plan (Martyn) 
Provide flaringdata (Canadian roll-up) 

• Discusshow best to administerthis - NEB, EUB, etc. 
• Provide to World Bank GGFR 

__-",," o.;.;; [IM;,.;, re common ground... 

Bothalso agree that whereconservation/utilization isnot 
feasible, burning is preferabletoventing 

• Global warming potential 

Bothallow for ventingofuneconomic gas if hydrocarbon 
content of the stream will notsupport combustion or lack of 
sufficientpressure toenter a flaresystem 

l~ E U B 
www.. uD..,... ...bu 

___M_or!!common ground... [I 
Both standards suggest periodic re -evaluationof cases 
determined to beinfeasible to conserve 

• World Bank Voluntary Standard suggestsa re-evaluation every 3 
yearsfor flares and vents not conserving 

• Upcoming EUB Directive60requiresre-evaluation every year 
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otherwise flareduneconomic gas) 
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