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 Part A – Resource Plan
I. Background and Information:
1. Explain the business need for the proposed action.  Indicate potential cost savings to industry where possible.
	API members have identified the topic of legacy wells as one of the most significant technical and regulatory challenges affecting the deployment of CCS/CCUS projects. Legacy wells may present potential pathways for fluid migration if historical construction, abandonment records, barrier performance, or long-term integrity conditions are uncertain. These uncertainties create challenges for operators developing geologic CO₂ storage projects and for federal and state regulators responsible for evaluating permit applications, corrective action plans, and long-term containment strategies.
As Class VI permitting activity increases, inconsistent interpretation of legacy well risks across jurisdictions has contributed to permitting delays and uncertainty in project planning. Existing industry standards and guidance provide important foundations for well integrity, barrier management, and risk assessment; however, they do not fully address the practical, considerations needed to evaluate legacy wells for CCS/CCUS projects. API members have therefore identified a clear need for practical informative documents that can support consistent, technically sound, performance and risk-based decision-making.



2. What is the scope of the standard?
	Develop an informational bulletin for legacy wells for onshore, surface CCUS projects. The document will provide technical information, considerations, and/or examples that regulators and operators may use when evaluating legacy wells in connection with CCUS operations. The document may focus on key areas such as
·  risk-based screening and prioritization, 
· barrier performance, 
· corrosion considerations, 
· abandonment mud and other potential non-cement barriers, 
· borehole self-healing or collapse mechanisms, and 
· documentation practices that support defensible project decisions.
The document is not intended to create an exhaustive or prescriptive compliance tool. Rather, the document would provide practical information and considerations to increase industry and regulator understanding, reduce uncertainty during project review, reduce permitting delays, and support the long-term safety, reliability, and environmental integrity of CCUS operations.




3. Is this standard on the work program of another standards development organization (SDO)?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	x



If yes, specify SDO and standard designation/project title/contact
	



If yes, is the work being coordinated with the appropriate group? Are there special circumstances that would justify independent API initiation of the proposed action?
	



4. Are a volunteer chair and group of experts available to perform the proposed action?
Please include names and company affiliation and indicate chair, if available.
	API staff will use the CLCS CCUS (legacy well) roster as the basis for creating a CCUS Legacy Well task group to formally manage the project. API requests this task group to be comprised of API Members and as needed invited guests. API staff will lead and support the development of the document. 



5. Is there a need to commit resources to supplement the development of the draft?  Would a paid content specialist accelerate progress on the development/revision? Is there a readily available content specialist?
	



6. Are there special format requirements for final document, i.e. knowledge of ISO template required), significant graphics, photos or equations) required that would need extraordinary resources?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	x



If Yes, please provide details: 
	



7. Please provide any other information that is pertinent to the proposed action.
	No voting group is required for these documents. however there may be a peer review/commenting period with identified SME’s.



8. What are the implications of not initiating the proposed action?  Include potential safety, reliability, environmental and financial impacts that may arise. 
	API members emphasized that initiating this work is timely and important because the absence of practical legacy well guidance may continue to delay permitting, increase project uncertainty, and limit the ability of regulators and operators to make efficient, technically defensible decisions. API is well positioned to lead this effort because of its existing standards portfolio, member company expertise, and established role in developing technical documents that support safe and reliable energy operations. Approval of this proposed action would enable the CLCS CCUS legacy well roster to begin developing an informative document that address a critical industry need and support the responsible advancement of CCUS projects.



9. Is there research proposed to accomplish the proposed action?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	x

	If yes, complete Part B of this form.



II. Project Timing
	Proposed start date:
	Q3 2026
	Proposed date draft will be ready for letter ballot:
	Q2 2027 (no letter ballot)

	TG/WG: (estimated number of volunteers needed)
	10
	Content Management: 
($ amount "if needed" or volunteer)
	



 PART B – Research Plan
I. Background and Information
1. Proposed Research Title:
	



2. Proposed Project Scope:
	



3. Research Amount:
	$
	



4. What is the business need for the proposed research?
	



5. Is the proposed research edition-specific for a single standard or will it result in technology enhancement for multiple standards?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	

	If multiple standards, please cite the standards effected:
	



6. Research Timing:
	
	Research is necessary prior to scheduled revision.
	
	
	Research can be done concurrent with revision.



7. How does the research support the proposed action identified in Part A?
	



8. Is a joint industry project (JIP) a possibility?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	

	If Yes, with whom?
	



9. Are there opportunities for leveraged research with other organizations?
	Yes
	
	
	No
	

	What organizations?
	



10. What are the implications of not performing the proposed research?
	



II. Dates and Funding:
	Estimated Completion Date
	Prior Research Funding Requested
	Anticipated Future Research Funding Needs

	
	$
	
	Year 2: $
	
	Year 3: $
	
	Year 4: $
	



 PART C – Proposal Feedback/Approval Information				For API Use ONLY
	SC comments to Proposer/WG:
	

	Date approved by subcommittee:
	

	CLCS Comments:
	

	Date approved by CLCS:
	

	Date entered into API Publications DB:
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