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Statement
Resolving the lawsuits with Range allows EPA to shift the Agency’s focus in this particular case away 
from litigation and towards a joint effort on the science and safety of energy extraction.  EPA and Range 
will share scientific data and conduct further well monitoring in the area, and Range will also provide 
useful information and access to EPA in support of EPA’s scientific inquiry into the potential impacts of 
energy extraction on drinking water.

Talking Points

EPA has withdrawn its administrative order to Range Resources regarding the company’s energy 
extraction activities in Parker County, Texas.  

Resolving the lawsuits with Range allows EPA to shift the Agency’s focus in this particular case 
away from litigation and towards a joint effort on the science and safety of energy extraction.  

EPA and Range will share scientific data and conduct further well monitoring in the area, and Range 
will also provide useful information and access to EPA in support of EPA’s scientific inquiry into the  
potential impacts of energy extraction on drinking water.

EPA remains committed to protecting public health throughout the nation, and is committed to taking 
enforcement action when necessary to address noncompliance with federal laws or specific threats to 
public health from energy extraction activities.

Qs and As:

Are residents in Parker County still at risk?
The private drinking water wells that were the subject of EPA’s administrative order are no longer being 
used and the homeowners have alternative sources of drinking water.  The additional well monitoring 
agreed to by Range will help warn about any future contamination issues near these sites.

Are residents in Parker County still at risk?
Range has agreed to additional well monitoring, which will help warn about any future contamination 
issues near these sites.

Could EPA take further action at these sites?
EPA remains committed to protecting public health throughout the nation, and is committed to taking 
enforcement action when necessary to address noncompliance with federal laws or specific threats to 
public health from energy extraction activities.

Did HQ decide to reign in Region 6 on this decision?
This decision reflects a coordinated effort between EPA Region 6 and EPA headquarters.

Did the Supreme Court’s decision in Sackett v. EPA case impact the Agency’s decision?
Sackett v. EPA addressed ‘compliance orders’ issued by EPA under the Clean Water Act, an entirely 
different statute than the one that was under litigation in the Range case.  


