
want to keep the fees that oil and gas companies pay at
their current rate.

This is true of a majority of Republicans (82%), Independents
(88%), and Democrats (96%).
This is true of a majority of those living in cities (86%),
suburbs (93%), small towns (88%), and rural areas (85%).

87%

65% want to keep bonding requirements in place so oil and
gas companies, rather than taxpayers, pay for all of the
clean-up and land restoration costs after drilling is
finished.

This is true of a majority of Republicans (71%), Independents
(59%), and Democrats (62%).

81%
oppose reducing opportunities for nearby communities
and local residents to give input regarding decisions on
their national public lands.

This is true of a majority of Republicans (72%), Independents
(83%), and Democrats (97%). This includes a majority (70%)
of self-identified MAGA voters. 
This is true of a majority of those living in rural areas (80%).
This is true of a majority of sportsmen (78%).

WHAT MOST NORTH DAKOTANS SAY ABOUT
OIL & GAS ON NATIONAL PUBLIC LANDS – KEY
POLLING STATS:

oppose a specific proposal that would get rid of the $5 per
acre "nomination fee” paid by oil and gas companies,
which helps cover the cost to review whether lands that
oil and gas companies want to drill on are appropriate for
development or whether they should instead be
prioritized for wildlife habitat, outdoor recreation or other
uses.

This is true of a majority of Republicans (72%), Independents
(90%), and Democrats (96%). This includes a majority (73%)
of self-identified MAGA voters that support keeping the
nomination fee the same rather than reducing it.
This is true for a majority of those living in rural areas (78%).
This is true of a majority of sportsmen (81%). 

83%

These polling results are the findings of a National Wildlife Federation poll conducted by New Bridge Strategy March 27 - April
10, 2025 in CO, MT, NV, NM, ND, SD, UT, and WY of N=400 registered voters in each state, via telephone (cell phones and
landlines) and online.

https://www.nwf.org/Home/Latest-News/Press-Releases/2025/5-5-2025-Westerners-Oppose-Oil-and-Gas-Leasing-Changes#:~:text=DENVER%20%E2%80%94%20Westerners%20overwhelmingly%20oppose%20congressional,new%20poll%20released%20by%20the
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/CO-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/MT-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/NV-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/NM-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/ND-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/SD-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/UT-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/WY-Oil-and-Gas-Poll


WHAT MOST NORTH DAKOTANS SAY ABOUT
OIL & GAS ON NATIONAL PUBLIC LANDS – KEY
POLLING STATS:

These polling results are the findings of a National Wildlife Federation poll conducted by New Bridge Strategy March 27 - April
10, 2025 in CO, MT, NV, NM, ND, SD, UT, and WY of N=400 registered voters in each state, via telephone (cell phones and
landlines) and online.

83%
oppose limiting agencies’ flexibility to adjust decisions
based on wildlife threats, water issues, conflicts with local
communities, and other resource considerations.

This is true of a majority of Republicans (73%), Independents
(86%), and Democrats (99%). This includes a majority (69%)
of self-identified MAGA voters. 
This is true of a majority of those living in rural areas (77%).
This is true of a majority of sportsmen (81%).

85%
oppose the use of eminent domain to seize private lands
like farms and ranches to build oil and gas pipelines.

This is true for a majority of Republicans (76%),
Independents (91%), and Democrats (96%). This includes a
majority (75%) of self-identified MAGA voters. 
This is true of a majority of those living in rural areas (86%). 
This is true of a majority of sportsmen (84%). 

support only allowing oil and gas companies the right to
drill in areas where there is high likelihood to actually
produce oil and gas.81%
are concerned that there are fewer employees who
monitor and oversee oil and gas sites and other industry
activities on national public lands.73%
oppose getting rid of some of the existing management
plans that govern what is allowed in areas of national
forests, wildlife refuges, Bureau of Land Management and
other national public lands, and which were agreed upon
after local community input.

75%
This is true of a majority of Republicans (58%), Independents
(82%), and Democrats (99%).

https://www.nwf.org/Home/Latest-News/Press-Releases/2025/5-5-2025-Westerners-Oppose-Oil-and-Gas-Leasing-Changes#:~:text=DENVER%20%E2%80%94%20Westerners%20overwhelmingly%20oppose%20congressional,new%20poll%20released%20by%20the
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/CO-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/MT-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/NV-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/NM-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/ND-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/SD-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/UT-Oil-and-Gas-Poll
https://www.nwf.org/~/media/Documents/PDFs/Press-Releases/2025/WY-Oil-and-Gas-Poll


Protecting Farms, Ranches, and Private Lands:
Increasing oil and gas development will not just affect
national public lands, but also farms, ranches and nearby
communities. The government has indicated that it may take
private land through eminent domain to complete oil and gas
pipelines. We need to not only protect our national public
lands, but nearby communities’ and landowners’ rights as
well.

Taxpayer Protection: 
Taxpayers have lost out on billions of dollars in revenue from
the oil and gas industry's development on our national public
lands and sometimes have been stuck with the bill for
cleaning up abandoned wells. We should keep updated rates
in place to protect taxpayers.

Public Interest: 
When land is leased to oil and gas companies, it can limit
other uses of that land, including hunting, fishing, viewing
wildlife, riding ATVs, and other recreation activities. We need to
ensure the broader public interest is represented in all
decisions about how national public lands are used so that
future generations of Americans can enjoy them as we do
today.

HIGH-LEVEL MESSAGES THAT RESONATE WITH
NORTH DAKOTANS
As appropriate for your organization, here are research-supported, high-level
messages that resonate with North Dakotans and help tap into the overwhelming
support demonstrated by the above:

Balance: 
Oil and gas development can take place in some areas of
national public lands responsibly but some areas, close to
rivers and streams or where threatened wildlife migrate, are
too important to risk. We need to be cautious, allow adequate
public input, and not risk potentially impacting sources of
drinking water and wildlife habitat.



TALKING TO NORTH DAKOTANS ABOUT OUR
POLICY PRIORITIES
This is how you can apply the above messaging when you’re talking to North
Dakotans about oil and gas policies:

Agency Flexibility:
If local community members, sportsmen,
farmers and ranchers, or other
stakeholders raise concerns about oil
and gas impacts – especially on wildlife,
drinking water, or other critical resources
– federal agencies should consider those
concerns before deciding whether to
lease to oil and gas companies.

Fees and Royalty Rates: 
Taxpayers have lost out on billions
of dollars in revenue from the oil
and gas industry’s development on
our national public lands. We should
not cut the royalty rate or any other
fees that have been put in place to
protect taxpayers and fund our
schools, roads, and hospitals.

Bonds:
Taxpayers should not be stuck with the bill for cleaning up abandoned wells on
national public lands. That is why we updated bonding rates in recent years, after
taxpayers were left footing the bill for hundreds of millions worth of abandoned
wells. We should keep those updated rates in place and keep the requirement
that oil and gas companies, rather than taxpayers, pay for the clean-up and land
restoration costs after drilling is finished.

Oil and Gas Potential:
Oil and gas companies should not
have unlimited access to national
public lands, particularly where oil
and gas development is highly
speculative and not likely to actually
occur. Oil and gas drilling on national
public lands should be restricted to
areas where there is a high likelihood
to actually produce oil and gas, while
other public lands should be
prioritized for other uses like
recreation and cattle grazing.

Public Participation:
When it comes to leasing our national
public lands to oil and gas companies,
we need to be cautious, allow
adequate public input, and avoid
risking critical resources like drinking
water and threatened wildlife habitat.
We must not reduce the review process
or eliminate opportunities for nearby
communities and local residents to
give input regarding decisions about
what takes place on national public
lands.

Impacts on Private Lands:
Increasing oil and gas development will not just impact national public lands, but
also farms, ranches, and nearby communities. We should not allow the
government to increase the use of eminent domain – where the federal
government takes control of nearby family farms, ranches, and other private
lands to use for oil and gas activity.


