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j! By RANDY SMIT~ 

. A new sttld.Y-of oil reserves in Alaska shows that the United:States has 
ntuch more oltthan current esti~tes indicate;the DailyN~s learned. 

In fact, the study, pt~pared by the Alaska Natural ltesou~ ls Depart
ment, has found that oil reserve~ may be as much as 13% high than the 
current estimate of 27.1 billion barrels. . 

In a telephone interview from Juneau with the Daily News, Alaska 
Natural Resources Commissioner Robert LeResche confirmed the existence 
of the new ·assessment of oil reserves that may be found on either side of 
the giant Prudhoe Bay oil field. •, · . . . . 

· "It's obviously significant to the-nation," said LeRe'lt'he. The study will 
be made pubfic once he makes sure it doesn't contain any confideiitial, 
propiietarY information, he add@d. . · 

".Th', Prudhoe Bay reserve, are well known. · . 
't)ie main oil field there contained an estimated 9.6 billio,9 barrels before 

oil:;.eorn_panies began;.,drllling hundreds of wells in the 25-square-mile area, 
and LeRes'che said it stilt tialds-.about 8 billion barrels. 

1 

In the last four or five years, LeResche added, about 40 to 50:Wells J\ave 
been drlllecf'. ln the ai:ea to the east and west of the Prudhoe field, an<l.oil has · ' 
b.dtound ·tfi at least 16 of them. · · ·~ · 
... 'lrased orttlrt>se strikes, the Alaska state eniineers have come up with an 
initial estimate .of the reserves in a surrounding area LeResche said wa 
"nine or ten times larger." · 

One oil industry sourc.e told The News that the Alaska study calculat 
· those reserves at between 1.3 billion and 3.6 billion barrels. LeResche sa 
· those numbers are "in the ballpark." . 

The American Petroleum Institute the 6Jl companies' trade associati 
said in May that known U.S. oil reservls as of Dec. 31, 1979,-were 27.1 bil 
barrels. _ ; . _ 

API statistician confirmed that the ·mstitute's last reserve estlmi 
' elude the . area outside Prudhoe. To the east is a federal: 

· erness-and to the west is a nampetroleum reserve. 
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Candidate Jimmy Carter on July ·11, 1975 said, "Our nation must 
act. Neither the world economy nor the American economy can 
withstand a continuation of Qresent circumstances and trends." 

e demanded tat, •we move boldly towara a goal of reasonable 
national en~r self-efficiency.• 

FACTS: 

1. The North Slope contains the finest onshore oil and gas 
province in Northern America: 

.. ; 

• > 
' 

Nat'l Petro Reserve: 30.00 billion barrels of oil equiv. 
at 1% probability range 

Douglas Arctic Range: 

Prudhoe Bay: 

36.64 billion barrels of oil equiv. 
at 1% probability range 

9 billion barrels of oil and 27 
trillion cub. feet of· gas proven 

2. Over 2/3 of the North Slop~ is· under federal management, 
the remainder (encompassing Prudhoe Bay) is state-owned 
and is the only land currently being tapped for oil and gas. 

3. Carter administration's track record on North Slope: 

_, a) The Arctic Range potential is tremendous, -and 
Carter has the authority at this time by 
executive order to open this area up to 
exploration, yet has lobbied heavily to lock-up 
this land and term it as wilderness where it 
cannot be touched · and the order can only be 
rescinded by congressional legislature. 

Carter's main concern has been the environmental 
groups on his back. · They are concerned about the 
porcupine caribou who ~spend two to three months 
a year on one section of the range giving birth to 
their young. This theory doesn't hold water because 
all exploration is done in winter when the ground is 
frozen and not during the months the caribou are there. 

b) The Nat'l Petroleum Reserve has almost the potential of 
the Arctic Range, yet the only wotk being done on it is 
federal gover~ent testing (it is not open to private 
industry) and Carter has lobbied to terminate the funds 
backing up the only tes-ting being done. 

year·s bef·or·e· a single barrel of oil were produced • 
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Gveral l, we f e el t h e ~a~a ~ ~ 7 A : o~~ ~ ~r2 s no t s upport 
~ ~a2i sion t o close the Rang e t ~ o il a rd s~s e x?loration. 
;:,.;:, the -:on -;:r2.::.-y, the 2naly s i :; ,,o·..: l d ~-,~e ::-. ~o s u_E:•port a 
..: -:: c i s i on for i2xplora · i o n t o a ·-~-:p11. r e i .1c r 2 :::at.a befo r e reac hing 
c.. ~y c e cisio:-i s. 

Fo l l o~i ~g a ~ e o u r speci f ic 0~~2r~atio~ s. 

I-'.El'!":0 D US s D BY ns;TB I CR I N 
ASS SSSING OI L AND GAS P07ENTI.l\.L 

·• 

On May 1, 1980, y our Co ~n it~2 e req~Gst0d t h a t I nte r io r 
asse ss . th e o il n. n d g a.s p ~t c:.1t i r1 l of the ~ ,7.. r~.3 e u s i :19 th e sa~ e 
s tatistical appro ach a ppl i e d t o th e ~a tio~a l P e t r Ql eum Re serve 
in Alask a (NPa A) and prepa re a r e p ~ r t ex~~e s s i~g thi s paten-
.;. ~ - 1 · • th - r - ~ f ' "' - b . , : '" : :., - - ,. ~ - - - - · · .,.. ~"" - - ,._ : - a "- 0 ~ '-..L •::. - \ 't· l. ,c. _cn~e: 0 p r C• ~., C: __ ,.!...!_ .... ..!._ :::, c.. .I-. - . c .:::, _,._ _ . _ _ ~ ::-. .... J.!., l-- ~, 
~~ 2lu~ing fie ld s: z e . - S i~ c ~ ~o ~~i ~l i~s h~ s ~ e 2 n dc n e ~n 

- n a~ ~ ,_ - .,... - - 1· - - ; ~ ( c -~ - - ..__ · · - : ,... - 1 ) c.· - ~ a - '· -. i' T a. L.. ... l c: _ ::, := ::,-. . . - '- - •..J L.. " " \. = - '-- c:.. - =:. '- C.. v a .. ~ -

c.ble, 
a J.rom adjacent 

north west Canada, and the Be a u fort Sea • 
. 

' 

. , The initial input. came f r om a: 12-member Geologic Assess
rr.ent Committee compos e d of 11 U.S. Ge ological Surv e y employees, 
and 1 member fi;om the State of Alaska g.overnrn ent, all report
edly experts with considerable e xperience in Ala ska n geology. 
There wa s no i ndustry r epre s e ntation, although ma ny of the 
members a re former industry employe es. This Com .. ,i t t.e e, 
usi ng avail able data and personal experti s e about the Wild
life Range and adjacent ar eas, fo med a consen sus of opinion 
about the geologic parame ters nece s s ary t o deterffi i n e t he 
pro~ability of the existence ·of oil a nd gas in are a s felt 
to have some potential within the Ra nge. 

The Geologic Assessment Com-nitt e e d e signated 10 likely 
stratigraphic ar e as or "plays," fe lt t o h a ve some p.::>tential 
for oi·l and gas. The Cor.1.'nittee then assessed the probability 
of the various geologic factors affecting a hydrocarbon 
d~posit--reservoir thickness, reservoir area, porosity, etc. 
A consensus was reached, and all of these factors run through 
the computer using the same program that ~as employed in 
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assessing the NPRA under section lOS(b) of ' tne ~aval Pet
role~m Re serves Pioduction Act of 1976. So~e of thi s data 
was run five or six time s until t1~~ COT:"Jtl i t ~ -:? e f t;l t comfort
a ble wi t h the output. Appar~ntly no ooc..::,; =: n.,_a _.._ \o n ,-.a s 
ret,:ined for any b u t t h e final Eurr . Tncre · ... as a s o n o 
d o cu:iientation of each Comznitt·e:e ;r.-e?11.ber 1 s ~ 9:· s 0:-:a l i ,1_?u t 
into each parameter or factcr--only c ne cv ~r2ll cons0n su s 
afte r the Cb ITLuittee ~a s thro~sh cei~~~rat t ~g . I ~ 2 "di tion, 
t~er e ~ere no minute s or ot~er reco r d of w~a~ ~ ~~~spi ~ed 
d ~ring the deliberatio~s. 

7he conputer calcul atGd prob=bilities of ~~e tot2 l oil 
a nd ga s in ?l2c2--2s we ll as fo r ea ch of t~e 10 cr eas- -a~c 
also 2sti .-:- 3.ti,:d th e pr0l) abiliti 2 s of pool si z e. 'T~ e c :::. t a · •. -:, s 
t":1en p:-c-., t c e ·:3. ': o t :: 2 :=: e 20:..:. r c e .!..~·.?::!." ·::. ~ sa 1 r1. e;,.· i cw (" :,:--:_-:-, i t ':-.: e , 
c c~?G =a d bf ~in e U.S. Gaolcgica l Sur vey represe~~a tiv e s , a~d 
assis~ed by th~ee representat i ve s fr om th e Depart~ent of the 
Interior. There was no industry or State re_Fres e!1 tation. Ke 
were t old t hat the Interior Depar t~ent rr. ember s ~ere concerned 
ma inly wi t h applying the co□puter p rogr am to the data and 
a i d no t participate in the deci sionrr, ;::.ki:·1g p rece ss . ,·:e •,.;er e 
t -'Jld the Review Cormnittee' s prir.,ary p u r pos e \s'c.S t o subjec t 
t~e data t o a rigorous review and -c ~o s= - J ~~~i~atio~. The 
R evJ_e·.,- C-:-:~T. itt E:e :::-e-ran tr:e: data .. ':·,,;i.::e ::__, -=;; c..:::..<7 : ·_? -c t o furthe r 
r 2:::.:-: e it . · 

Al•:_!._LY SI S C? 'THE D . .;TA 

changes 
some not. l•~ost 
chang es and 
ho·....:ever, ~ ~aa 

ney were attempts y the Commi""'· ,....,Er,,,F,,...- JJB-,q,,1114ii~~~..AliW~

data' s accuracy. For exampl~, the main c~a nges ~a ae by the 
Review Committee's re-running of the compu t e r program were 
to acknowledge the possibility of more deposits of oil and 
gas, but they also reflected a reduct i on in t he size 0£ each 
prospect. Following are the results of each succe s sive run: 
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Chnn9~~-_CJ _l_ l .'.Intl t ; un l\ooourco Onto 

Percentile 

100 

99 

91! 

97 . 

96 

95 

90 

75 

~o 

25 

. 10 

5 

◄ 

3 

2 

l 

0 

Geologic Aonr>11111nf!nt Conunitt e c llun 
--m iiTtllon Pool oho 
(billion hnrreln of (million 
uarrole) oil equivalent barrelo) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.01 

l ,40 

5,43 

12,07 

18, 24 

20.40 

22, 56 

26,69 

34.72 

117,66 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

• 01 

,l(j 

1,03 

3 ,40 

8,29 

15, 74 

2?,47 

24,39 

27.48 

30,07 

41.36 

125,14 

.11 

1,54 

2,55 

3,79 

$,lB 

7,01 

18,43 

130,03 

803,34 

2,937,03 

,7,247.30 

11,037.98 

12,381.20 

l4,1U4.17 

17,714,43 

23,709,52 

103,878,81 

O i I 
(bill h 111 

bnrre l n l 

ll 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.01 

.1.1 

• 7'J 

2,51 

6,04 

1;1.50 

10.60 

20,7J 

23.25 

28.09 

36.A2 

117.4h 

Source, CopiP.d long-hand l>y OJ\O et11ff from computer runu 
ex11mlned at tho u.s, Geological survey, Anchorage, 
Alaeka, on July 11, 1980, 

tut run ---i-, nnmi--
1>11rc-e 1" o( 

u ll cquivl\lont 

0 

.09 

,22 

, 

.37 

,47 

,57 

,':l':I 

2.21 

4,65 

9.16 

16, 72 

23,40 

25,41 

20,42 
/ 

32,26 

41. Jl 

120. 7l 

Pou l nl z o 
(ml I I.ion 
borr,i l nl 

, 02 

1.30 

2.53 

.3, 71 

4,9u 

6,35 

14, 92 

65,17 

JlJ, 70 

1,110.02 

3,086,90 

5,506.!)9 

6,576,91 

0,053.60 

10,537,91 

16,139,91 

187,994. J!l . 

,_,;.•.-•-,,. :~~~·, l," 'T.,.,.if •~;, 

,.. . ,: 

r. l .. {1\~-

.. ii;.•::. 

, 

" {:,:. 
J, 

:fl . 
Jloooun~o lll!,C_n i.1,, .-, l __ lluvl ~w Committee 

:l rvl t 1111 

-ii"I l II f1Tl ~ l'oul~iI:r.e 
(million 
uorrele) 

(l, l ll J.011 ha r r,,1l 11 of. 
~ .'!.l 9-ll n•Ju.lvnlent 

0 

() 

.03 

.oa 
• 12 

,1 6 

• J 8 

l. I. 2 

2.11 

5, 8 '/ 

11,29 

17.03 

18.67 

20,44 

2-\,06 

J l, 99 

92,10 

)·. 
_() 

,J) 

,49 

,61 

,75 

, 06 , 

l.JJ. 
•· 

,04. 

l,JU 

2.so 

3 • <,i 
4.05 

6.10 

14.0~ 

• 

·!" 

<,t•,' 

-· :1..40 ':;;_,:--, • ,. 54.0j ',, 
,~i ~.(~ ·-. -.. ~ .,. '. ~- . ., 

. ,, 4. 7 4 . .\. '\ 2 ! 6, 4 3 ·"' .. , · . , -
't • < ;,.~ 1: • ,,; -;;_•,.:.:_:~Af'!·r~ :'-, .. L 

D 52 ,'.~~:;: . ..- 720 1i'll~ ' ·1 ' ' 

• ,\,. ~:.•~ ·. ~ . • ~-I'-.•~~•!,,,~:,_. •. ,. 

14, '/i j' f~;;:o ' 2,i61:7 q ;· 'Sa' 
20,53 ~}(:1. ·, ,· _, .. 
22:11 .:'·~:-:/~\\!• 

' ~-... ' 
24,79 ' 

:,o. !)5 

36,64 · 

?G.83 

.. 
" ;,;' 

3,810.57 

4,506.~9 

5,557,92 

7,325,41 

· 10,803,95 ,· ' 

11,os9,i5 • 

' ;~',; 

.. "~ 

.. -. ~::. ... 

fir•• 

. .,} 
,ti;:--~-;. 

II 
I r/:~S,. ►.~Ir. 

~ -,., .• r'{_• .'/!~;' 
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-;" ii51' -~_,,c;,., " > '!._'1• 
•,,"f.J..!t.1,.. .. .. . 

The results of the Cor:uni(tee s' efforts ,,,e re a rather 
lengthy 'Geologic Assess..1ent Cc:~_,:, i t t ae .r e port--about 45 pages-
and --~ much s'hor-ter Review . Corr..r.':.tt.ee r;;;::::,o r: t. These had not 

r - . 

b e en finalized at the time of·ou~ rev~~~• . K- ~ere allowed to 
look at the fraft report, but• ere d ~nied copies, so we are 
u~~ble to provide copies to 1ou. 

copied 
1. 

The final drafts of the Committee r~ports were being 
circulated among the reember s for corr~ ent during the time of 
our r e view, and most members had not yet read them. Also, 
Interior's.July 1980 report ~as rel~as~d just as we ~ere cbm
pleting our ·work, so we were not able to obtain all Committee 
m2:,1bers' views on that r eport either. Hm,;ever, of the Com
mittee members we questioned. most were reasonably satisfied 
with estirr.ates develope d--although 

of 

..,.. .. , ... .....,-• . n e:r- -. s:-. ew 

were uncertain about the merits 
which deviated in several respects 
b the Survey. 

used is more costly t1me-consw~1ng than the Survey's 
approaches, but is considered desirable because 

5 
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. -,, ' ... ·:~,;, • • • • ~ ' .. 1 ,4 ~~ "-, ~'"" I" 1 ·, .. . .. 
-~~• ; ..,'-'I ~ l " i/·}t ; . t" '\ ..,n; :~.','. ~ . ,": -> ~ '\ . .1.•_.-;. ;-. ~;": ~ :J •~,{ ~ t >;r i 
lit -~~•.':. ,{-~-.. - ... ! !-,": r i- ·r t -~ Yl~-~~ .r:i·111~ '.¥-'~ 

.;: .. • •·~• ~. lf ! •~; , I ... ~ ~ {4~•---~ :.. 4. \ ~ Rt,.'" 
• I ~ • " .. i;. ' • .-L T .: !.::-; 1:-· . 1j ~ :*-: : 

- it p r ovide s. a set of da .... a cond u c i ve t o eco ngmi a analysi s.-; ~ ' , ·:.~:'' 
Ke noted, h·owever, that the report di~ not ~onta~n an · 
e conomic analysis similar to the an a l ysis included in the 
Dec e::i.ber· 1979 report on the N:?~U .. - - a nd t he !)epar~E=nt does .. 
no.t p l a n to prepare o n e. . Some of t r.:i se wi th ._..-horn we spok e 
felt t h a t an economi c ana l ysis , -~uld proba'::)ly rr.a}5: e. t he f.-,.L· 
~·:il dlife: Range look' q u i te p romisi ::g =or oil a r:d g a ex-
9 l o r=.t ion 

T:, e Reso ;.:. rce Apprc.isal . . ~\•: c-...; Cc:-:-_--:;.:.t.~-2-= ,:id, ir;cidenta llj , 
- s ~f~rra a t~ad i ticnal (~aso ur c a ~sse- s= ~~t ~~c~p, o r R~GJ 
=.s 3ess i7: e:,t. £o r CO!:-iocrati· .. , e n u::-:-: ~'2- s . 7..1e t~ e1 jitic:: ~l app~o u. c :-1 
~~oi 2cted . 8 billi; n a nd 17:6 ~illion b a rrel s of o i l at t h e 
~ s-i ~rcent a nd 5-pe r c e nt conf i ~e n ce levels, r e spec t i ve ly, 
\·e r s "J s • 2 a nci 17. 0 usi n g t:i e Cc nao.ia::-i-ce·,e l cped metho-:i o lo3y. 

C.I!.-1 A . .:.~ D GAS POTENT!A.L O? 72E 
hILDLI F E R .l.i..J.~ GE 

. ) 

As previously me n t io_ned, the r e is a a earth of information 
with which to assess the oil and g a s p otential of the Wildlife 
Range and thus Survey's asses s ~en t wa s based on surface geology 
a nd on da ta ex trapolated using perso~a l k~c~l ed9e a nd e xpertise 
fr om adj a c e nt areas-- t"h e . :t~ PRA, P r '...lcho a 3ay, northwe st Canada, 

. a~d t h e 3~cufort Se a. 

3 ::. .se-5 o n -::he c. r. a:ysis , -=-,----- - . 1. ; __ ___ _ 

Th is ~a s previou sly pointed out 
views of most geologists 

v;e 

In addition, we noted. that Interior's report compares the 
Range's oil and gas potential -with that of NPRA and that its 
n ews relea se suggests that NPRA has gre·ater potential. While 
the Survey's study of the Wildlife Range _does reflect a smaller 
resource potential than NPRA at high conficence levels, this 
may be a reflection of the lack of cata r ather than the lack 
of potential, ~ecause it shows a high e r oil potential than 
~?RA _at the lower confide nce lev els. 

Following are the probabilities qf oil in the NPRA as 
reported by Interior in December 1979, and for the Wildlife 
Range as reported by the Survey's Resource Appraisal Review 
Committee in June 1990 - -cata not i n ~luc e d in th_e De partment's 
report_. 

!/See our report, "Oil and Gas Potential in the Arctic National 
Wildlife Range," EMD-80-56~ Jan. 22r 1980. 
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Co~ o a rison of Oii and Gas Potential 
o f ~PRA and K1.ld l 1f e Ran ae 

Pr obabi lity t ha t FR.PA Wi l dlife r a nae ~--
q uantity is at 
l e ast g i v e n \" c lue 

1 0 0% 

9 9 

98 

9 7 

er 
-0 

95 

90 

75 

50 

2 5 

10 

5 

4 

3 

2 

1 

0 

Oi l. - -

1.04 

1.35 

6. 0 3 

10.01 

13.72 

16.45 

24.80 

BOE: 
{n o te 

.... 

2.08 

2.66 

8 .57 

1 3.26 

17.33 

30.00 

a} 0 ., )._ 

0 

0 

.03 

. 0 8 

. 1 2 

.16 

.38 

1'\.12 

2.71 

5 . 3 7 

11.29 

17.03 

18.67 

20.44 

24.86 

31.99 

92.10 

BOE 
(note 

0 

.33 

.49 

.61 

.75 

.86 

1.31 

2.48 

4.74 

8.52 

14.71 

22.17 

24.79 

28.85 

36.64 

96.83 

a/ Bill i on b a rrel s of o il e quiva l eD t; i n clude s b o tr. oil and 
- n atural ga s. 

a) 

Source: Wildlife Range data was hand-copied by GhO personnel from 
computer data in Survey offices in Anchorage, Alaska, on 
July 1.1, 1980. NPRA data from ' the "Final Report of the 
lOS(b) Economic a nd Policy Analysis," Departr.ient · of the 
Interior, December 15, 1979. 
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t~~-..r ". Anot..her aspect. -of th e Geolo,~ic a:;1 :=: a s:>:.1rc e rippraisal 
,r,,,,,s,-• Review Committees' work t ":,c.t -~=-c=---==-l :t s':-.-:il:!:d h:::.v e bee:i included •:r't/.,,. ...... ,h,. 

in the Julv 1920 r eport is ~~0~ s:3e . 
. It ~s a 

Tabl e 3 

. ) 

Field Size Gist~ibuti~n 
( million s of barrels in pl ace ) 

Wildlife 
Percentile 'N'PRA Ranc e 

100 0 ' .04 
99 .42 1.38 
OQ ..,~ .7S 2.50 
97 1.17 ' " 3.61 
S> 5 1.54 4.85 
90 4.12 14.02 
75 13.33 54.09 
50 56. 46° 216.43 
25 275.47 720.71 

.10 1;007.23 2, 1-01. 78 
5 
4 2,501.93 
3 4,243.62 . 
2 6,581.47 ' 
1 6,581.47 
0 178,845.23 

Source: NPRA data from t he "Draft Rf:-port of the 105 {b) Eco
nomic 2.nd Policy Analysis," Department of · the 
Interior, July 31~ 1979. Wildlife Range data was 
hand-copied by GAO perso~nel at the Su rvey office in 
Anchor&ge , Alaska , on Jul y 11, 1 980. 
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.. 
Thus, the Survey''s analysis of the Wildlife Range co:.,;:-,ar.:-s 

ot:i ta favorably with--t,he NPRA- in terms of _the po~sibili ty of 
iarge_; corr.rnercia 1-sized <;lepos·i ts. · · .. , -·-· .. · · 

::u.rther; the i.;ildlife R~nge p~ol size · v.as do'v.·ngra07d to t!ie 
figures shown on the previous page by the Resource Appraisal 
~ -= \-iew Comr!1i t tee. To reflec t ·the po::::;i::,ili-:.y· of · s;::aller pools,. 
t~-: e nurr:be r of drillable prospects ·, .. ·as .~n c rec:sed, but the size 
c~ each de?osit re~uced. Not all t~~ s e ~e spoke with were 
? . .'-' =..:- e that ·the oool size had been :::-E:5:..:;::-2:; \,?i th ea.ch ~e-1 t:n .. ' - '\... .; . , th t . h - \ • ~ -o= Lie Ga.-;:.a. \•,e 2.ssur.;e a -c..,e C)-=_?C2 :;.. t 21.ze._ •,.;a s re~:.J -::ea. 
~o avoid unrealistically increa s lng the . total resources in 
_!,;l~ce. The char.ges in pool size •,,;ith _~a.ch s·.Jccessive r1.1n 
can be seen on table 1. 

CO!~CLUSIO~S 

The Corr~ ittees co~v er.ed by the u.s. Ge~logical Survey to 
assess the oil and gas pote~tial of t~e Wildlife . Range consis
~ed · of an impressive b~dy of e~per~i s e , and they ~~pea~ to 
f _c \~e been g i ·ven ·f:.J l l i :-1~!:?S:-.1 .=cr .. ·c~ :_!'"l ?-=r f=~rr-ing trJ~ ir c.pprai-
s al. 

Changes were made, but they ~ere made by the Committee 
members in an attempt to refine the data, and most of the 
Committee members we spoke with were satisfied with the estimates 
developed. It also the view of most of those with whom. 
we spoke that 

con rary, the informa ion pe r ey 

drilling 
de-

n the 

appears to support a decision for exploration to acquire 
more data before a decision is reached. 

Fir.ally, because Interior would not furnish ~s the data, 
we are unable to provide copies of the data generated by 
Interior supporting the study. Ke are generally 2ware, however, 
of what documentation is available and we will be glad to 
discuss it with you should you desire. 

9 
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DEPT. OF INTERIOR NEWS RELEASE ON WILDLIFE RANGE 

). . ./ 

"Secret ary Andrus cautioned · against arawing premature conclusions 
from these estimates. 'The estimates indicate that it is 
extremely unlikely . that the Wildlife Range contains a 'supergiant' 
oil accumula.tion like Prudhoe Bay, ' • " 

"In my view, the Wildlife Range should be the las~ P,lace we 
l eek for oil and gas. " 

·' 

:\. ' :.{¢'• ·- . -~ . .. 

o .• 
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Testimonies by Secretary of· Int;:e•rio•r · on· Wildlife Range 

. . .,,,,-, 
Febru·arv 1,· 1979:- "I made it clear .. to the public that while we 
very much wanted the Congress to pass the bill, we .would be 
prepared to use our executive authorities if necessary. 

"We have done everything we could, Mr. Chairman, to work with 
the 95th Congress to facilit~te passage of legislation, and 
that effort was stymied •••• aving exnausted al tne legis . 
lative solutions, we dia noc fiesitate to do what we knew had 
to be done. 

"Thus, on December 1, (1978) the President signed proclamations 
designated 17 new national monuments. Thirteen of the monuments 
are to be administered by the National Park Service, two by the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, and two by the Forest Service. 

"Nonetheless, those same persons expressed surprise and anger at 
the President's actions. Mr. Chairman, I would say to those 
persons now that if they are unhappy with the monuments, then they 
should work for passage of the bill--instead of trying to delay 
or kill it. . 

. " 
.. 

February 13, 1979: "I do appreciate the opportunity to present 
the administration's view on H.R. ·i9, the Alaska National Interest 
~ands Conservation Act of 1979." · 

"I want to reaffirm our strong support for those recommendations, 
especially the Arctic National Wildlife Range. Our bottom line 
recommendation assumes that the balance of the areas would be 
placed in the wilderness study category until the formal require
ments of the Wilderness Act are completed." 

"In 1977, the Administration took a deliberately conservative 
approach and recommended approximately 49 million acres for 
wilderness designation, some 43.3 million acres of Interior-managed 
lands and 5.6 million acres of existing national forests. I want 
to reaffirm our strong support for those recommendations ·, 
especially the Arctic National Wildlife Range." 
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,',8 · THE WALL REET JOURNAL, Wednesday, Feb~ 13, 1980 . I 
~=================! l\fu1on· nsurance 
Limits on Use of 40 MillionAlaskanAcres 
Extended for 20 Years 1>y Interior Agency 

Mulls Boosting Pay~ut 
On Rise in Earnings 

By a WALL STREET JOURNAL SUI/I Repor~ 
LOS ANGELES-Spurred by an approxi 

._ ______________ ----i mate 46% rise in operating earnings fo1 
By a WALLSTREETJoURN.a.L Stall Reporter ibuster. I wouldn't want to see that happen 1979, Mission Insurance Group Inc. said di 
WASHL.·11mroN - The Interior Depart· again this year." rectors will be asked to give "strong consid• 

ment extended for 20 years restrictions on Dig at Alaska Senator eration" to raising the dividend for the sev-
the use of 40 million acres of federal land in Mr. Andrus's remark was a dig at Alas· enth time since the final quarter of 1~6, E. 
Alaska. ka's Democratic Sen. Mike Gravel, who is Richard DeRosa, president, said. 

Cecil Andrus, the Interior Secretary, said backed by prodevelopment interests in the Mission currently pays a quarterly divi· 
he extended the limits because he feared state and who still opposes the bill. Alaska· dend of 17 cents a share. 
that a legislative "stalemate" could prevent lands legislation passed the House twice, Mr. DeRosa said the insurance ser:vlce 
Congress from acting this year to add the once tn 1978 and again last ye~. holding company expects to report that op-
land to the national parks, wildiife·refuge Even though the temporary restrictions · erating profit for the year rose to S32 mil· 
and wilderness systems. The restrictions, weren't scheduled to expire until late next lion, or $UO to $4.15 a share, from the year• 
imposed late in 1978, had been slated to ex- year, the Interior Department said "con· earlier S21.8 million, or · $3.16 a share. Mis
pire late in 1981. tinuing uncertainty" over congressional ac- sion had 606,000 more shares outstanding In 

Under the limits, existing mining claims tion made it necessary to extend them im· 1979 as the result of a private placement. 
will still be honored. But new claims aren't mediately. The department said Mr. An· The 1978 per-share earnings are adjusted for 
being granted, and most other forms of drus's action can't be revers.ed by later Sec· a three-for-two stock split paid last October. 
commercial development are banned. retarles, so the lands v.1ll be protected even The executive said revenue for the year rose 
Carter-Imposed Limits if President Carter isn' t re-elected. about 32% to $324 million from $247 milion. 

be 7 Pre id t cart lm Moreover, ad.ministration officials said, Operating earnings in tile fourth quarter 
In Novem r 

19 8
• s en er · Mr.•Andrus regards the Alaska situation as rose about 58% to $8 million. or $1.02 a 

posed limits on 
th

e development of llO mil· one of his major pieces of unfinished busi- share, from the year-earlier SS.l million, or 
lion acres of Alaskan lands. About 56 million ness. The forme.r Idaho governor isn't ex- 78 cents a share, Mr. DeRosa said in an in· 
acres were later designated national monu- pected to remain in his. post next year. terview. Reven_ue rose about 32 o to $91 mil· 
ments, rendering them permanently off-lim· i.=:,.::.:..:.::.:...:.:....:.:.:.:.::=....:....::.:.::.:..:._...:__;_ ___ _.!....!::;:..:..:;:.::..:....:.=~=~~=------------------
its to developers. The remaining land, in· . 
eluding the 40 million acres affected by Mr. 
Andrus's latest action, was placed under 
temporary restrictions wlule !1U1her action , 
was studied. 

Legislation to set aside the land perma
nently, which the Carter administration sup
ports, probably would supersede the actions 
taken by the President and Mr. Andrus. But 
the Interior Secretary said a recent decision 
by Senate leaders to delay a floor vote on 
the bill until alter the July 4 recess ma.de 
him "very concerned that the lateness of 
that date will lead to a stalemate in the clos· 
ing days of the 96th Congress." 

In the closing days of the Senate's 1~8 
session, Mr. Andrus said, Alaska-lands legis· 
lation died " because of deliberate ol:l5truc· 
tionism based on the threat of a one-man fll· 

Standard A1illing to Pay 
A Fine to Pension Plan, 
Settling U.S. Lawsuit . 

B11 o WAl.1. STREET JOU R N AL 8to/J Reporter 

WASHINGTON-The Labor Department 
said Standard Milling Co., Kansas City, Mo., 
agreed to pay its employe pension plan 
$195,000 to settle a government lawsuit 
against the producer of grain and cereal. 

The department's suit, filed in U.S. dis· 
trict court in \\1lmington, Del., the state in 
which the company is incorporated, alleged 
that Standard Milling violated federal pen· 
sion laws by "causing its pension plan to 
sell company stock to the company at less 
than market value." 

Without admitting any violations of the 
1974 Employe Retirement Income Security 
Act, the company agreed to make the pay
ment and to ensure that company officers 
~nd agents don't exercise any..control over 
Standard Milling stock remaining in the pen· 

Ion pl n. 
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Alaska's oil potential terme~ huge ·i 
CLAIMING THAT 

there is a virtual black-out of 
information concerning Alaska's 
enormous energy resources, the 
Energy Committee of 
Commonwealth North says the 
State could be producing 4.5 to 5 
million b/d of oil. 

A non~profit corporation, 
Commonwealth North (CN) is 
chaired by two former Alaska 
Governors (William A. Egan and 
Walter J. Hickel). Working 
committees within the non~partisan 
organization study critical issues 
facing the State and prepare well
researched action papers. The 
report on Alaska's energy 
resources is the most recent of 
those papers. 

'' Responsible estimates of 
potential recoverable oil in 
Alaska," says the study, "range 
from 22 to 138 billion bbl. The 
larger figure compares favorably 
with Saudi Arabia's 110.4 billion 
bbl of estimated reserves." 

Despite all this, according to 
CN, "Many Americans think 
Alaska's oil and gas resources are 
being actively sought and 
produced, but the reverse is true. 
Only seven rigs are at work in the 
State, compared to 366 in 
Louisiana and 807 in Texas." 

According to the paper, the 
main deterrent to Alaska becoming 
part of the solution to the national 
energy crisis is the Federal 
government. "Less than 0 .03% of 
Alaska is privately owned, and no 
Fc:deral lease sale of the onshore 
oil potential land has taken place 
in Alaska since 1966," asserts the 
study. 

Unti1pped potential 
On the hydrocarbon potential of 

Alaska, CN's Energy Committee 
concludes: · 

112 

18.8 MUlion Barrels per Dav U.S. Oil ConJ11mptlon 

ALASKAN 
PRODUCTION 

FOREIGN 
SOURCES 

oow 
iiiiiiil 1919 

U.S. 
sourn 48 - ■■■■l■i■ 
ALASKAN 

l'RODUC11ON 

FOREIGN 
SOURCES 

U.S. 
SOUTli 48 

0000 
11000000,IJll 1980, 
1111 Ill s 

• There are 250,000 sq miles of 
onshore sedimentary basins in 
Alaska, and another 300,000 sq 
miles off-shore. 

Outside of Prudhoe Bay and 
Cook Inlet, only 136 wells have 
been drilled in these oil and gas 
potential regions since 1900, 
compared to over 2 million wells in 
the rest of the United States. 

• Most of the onshore 
potential oil and gas areas in 
Alaska are unexplored. The 
majority of this acreage will be off 
limits to exploration if the Alaska 
lands legislation passes. Such 
legislation would place 123 million 
prime acres of Alaska in 
permanent, exclusive land 
classification, even though the 
exploration of the resource base in 
these areas is in its infancy. 

• One area, the Arctic National 
Wildlife Range, has the greatest oil 

· and gas potential of any area in 
North America. Reports, 

* If M>llni 41 PAOOUCTION DEOJNE6. 
TitfSL twlR ELS WIU. HAI-£ TO BE 
RIJ'L\CED BY Al T£RNATE SOURCE.Ii , 
SUCH "5 CON£CRVAOON. SVN~"U£L. iOtAR 
OIi fOIWOH IMl'OR'Tli 

downplayed by government, say it 
could contain enough oil to 
supplant all foreign imports for up 
to 10 years. 

Only 0 .05% of the Arctic Range 
would be needed for exploration 
and production of oil and gas. No 
scientific evidence exists showing 
that such activity would threaten 
the wildlife with extinction or even 
population reduction. 

"If government at all levels 
encourages the finding and 
transporting of Alaska oil,'' states 
CN, "the control over the U.S. by 
the OPEC nations can be 
substantially reduced." 

Alaska oil, adds the study, could 
have a positive impact in this 
situation, as shown in the 
accompanying diagram. The 
illustration assumes that annual 

. U.S. oil consumption will be held 
constant, through conservation or 
the production of other energy 
alternatives. 

DR ILLING CO rfRACTOR • March 
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ALASKAN OIL RESERVES 
Reagan for President 
February 20, 1980 

The estimates by the Department of Energy and the American 
Petroleum Institute (APL) include only proven ._ oil reserves in Alaska. 
Geologists can determine from the earth's geological structure, 
however, whether oil is likely to be discovered in a region. These 
are known as potential rEserves. It is essential that these reserves 
be included in estimates of a region's oil reserves in order to 
accurately portray the true productive possibilities for the region. 

The U. S. Geological Survey (USGS) reports in Circular 725, 
first published in 1975, that there are up to 59 billion b~els of 
oil potentially recoverable in Alaska. But, notes Joseph Barnea, 
is,e i½_i._<? r - t e'll<Q¥_'.!.-N ~.....- b , . Un it e_d _ Ea.J.4;,e.p~ - I~s.ti;trut e - ~ px - Tr a in i n g - and 
'Re search, trSGS figu·r ·e·s- n'e a rly' al way s· 'u 'ri'd''e·r 'e'·s't' i:ni,a'te potential 
energy and mineral reserves, meaning that the reserves of the 
types of crude oil considered could actually be much higher. 

In fact, the Department of Natural Resources of the State of 
Alaska estimates Alaska's potentially recoverable reserves at up 
to 138 billion barrels of oil. (Open File Report #50, "Alaska and 
the Impact of Federal Lands Policies -- Oil and Gas," Division of 
Geological and Geophysical Surveys, R. M. Klines,~- al.) 

It is important to note that neither figures from the State nor 
the USGS make any reference to heavy crude oil. Heavy crude has such 
a thick density that it generally was not considered producible 
by the oil industry until very recently. 

At the World Conference on Heavy Crude Oil and Tar Sands at 
Edmonton, Alberta, in June 1979, experts agreed that heavy. oil 
normally doubles the size of estimated reserves of lighter crudes. 
Thus, by the USGS's pessimistic figures, Alaska's recoverable potential 
could be as high as 118 billion barrels; by the State figures, it 
could be as high as 276 billion barrels. 

This compares to the following figures for Saudi Arabia. 
According to DeGolyer and MacNaughton's Petroleum Statistics 1978, 
Saudi Arabia's proven reserves are 110 billion barrels; API s ~ 
165 billion barrels. 

The crucial point is that America is an energy-rich nation. We do 
have the potential oil supply if government will allow it to be 
e xplor e d and produc e d. At th e very l e ast, it can b e s a id th a t th e r e 

i re more potential oil reserves in Alaska than have been discovered 
in Saudi Arabia. This is not to downgrade Saudi Arabia's r e s e r~es; 
certainly they may· be higher as well. But Saudi Arabia's world market 
power in oil stems largely from its proven reserves, an amount of 
oil that is exceeded by Alaska's potential oil reserves. 



REAGAN for PRESIDENT 

9841 Airport Boulevard 
Suite 1430 
Los Angeles, California 90045 
(213) 670-9161 

March 14, 1980 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Dick Allen 

FROM: Kevin Hopki ~ 

Elk Hills RE: 

Ben Zycher provided the following information on the Elk Hills oil 
reserve: 

1. Production: 160,000 barrels per day, 80% of which is the government's 
share. 

2. Reserves: 700-750 million barrels. 400-450 million barrels have 
been produced so far. Thus, original reserves were 1.1 to 1.2 billion barrels. 

3. North Slope: Prudhoe Bay was never a Naval Petroleum Reserve, 
but the area to the west of it is; however, this area produces very 
1 i t t 1 e o i 1 ·. 

4. Other Naval Petroleum Reserves: 
Teapot Dorne in Central Wyoming, about 5% the size of Elk Hills 

and producing 5,000 barrels per day 
The area south of Elk Hills, which is almost depleted 

5. Ownership: Before 1977, the Navy owned Elk Hills . It was transferred 
to the Department of Energy in 1977. At that time, oil prices were 
about $12/barrel. 

6. Auction: Oil at Elk Hills is auctioned off every 3 or 6 months, 
and- ~ld- ~t the spot price. 

7. DOE Revenues: Approximately $1.6 billion/year (160,000 barrels/day x 
.80 government claim x $35/barrel x 365 days) 

8. Oil Prices (assumed in FY 1981 budget): 
Elk Hills sour: $35.39/barrel 

sweet : $36.21/barrel 
Teapot Dorne sour: $30.80/barrel 

sweet: $34.05/barrel 

Reagan for President-United States Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman; Bay Buchanan. Treasurer. 
A copy of our report is filed with and available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 20463 



.... 

Addi onal Alaska oil reserve information 

Milt n Copulas, and energy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, a Washington
base public policy , res recently written that "it is credibly estimated that the 
stat has undiscovered, re coverable reserves of from 59 to 100 billion barrels 
of oi using today's technology." 

In a 
beli 

this 

He a 
gas 
Ther 
incr 

onversation with Copulas, he indicated that there was good reason to 
e that the Alaska reserves exceeded 100 billion, and therefore were 
w :th those of Saudi Arabia. He bases his figures in part on 

SGS figures from Circular 725, 1978 edition (which is to be reissued 
ne), from which he extrapolates by using the recovery factor, etc. 

so pointed out that between 196 7 and 197 8, a total of 861 wells for oil/natural 
ere drilled, while du ring the same period 2 7, 798 were drilled in California. 
has been little drilling in Alaska, and inadequate leasing, as well as 
sing federal control of potential oil-producing land. 
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to DeGolyer and MacNaughton's 
Petroleum Statistics 1978, ~i 
6II1lon barrels is more than th~ 
total estimated reserves tn 
Venezuela and nearly as much aa 
in OPEC'• Abu Dhabi. Fif~Y"nip~ 
billion is equal to thf tot4l · 
reserves in the Soviet UnlQn, 
which now ranks as · the lt;veat . 
daily oil producer in tht\fQrl~. 

OSGS ESTIMATES 

The USGS Resource APPfJiaal 
Groupie the source of tM most 
conaervntive estimate 9f Alask4'1 
hydrocarbon potential, · Qircuttr 
llit publi&h~d first iu l~7S: th~ 
latest USGS document availaple 
on the subject, pegs AlaJka't 
undi8covered recoverable oii · 
pot~ntial within a range ot 
12 ta 4·9 billion barrels, ind · 
estimates natural gas potential 
at 29 to 132 trillion cubic 
feet. Added to the already 
provmn recoverable oil reaerve~1 
the total becomes 22 to 59 bil" 
lion barrel$ of oil and 61 to 
164 trillion cubic feet of 
natural gaa . 

'l'he Appraisal Groilp ie 
current.1.y revi~in9 their eat-i, 
mates, which insider, predio~ · 
will~ even more peijai~i,tiQ 
due to the unsuccegsf~l 4rilJ~ni 
in t:he past two yeare in OCS · 
watots in Alaaka•u Nortne+n · 
Gulf, 

'rhese estimate, by tile AppraiiJal 
Grot~p, a small t .eam of employe~us 
located in an office in Denver, 
Colorado, are prepared through 
comput~r projections extrap0late~ 
from theoretical model$ And 
sci en ti fie rock vork donf b}, 
Survey geologi,ts over 
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Orhica an&ok VHS 
41\1 u a Jrohot et 
"ivory kwfflQl." 

• .. 

the past seventy years. 

. Critics attack much of thi~ data 
aa the product ot «ivory towerism,» 
in which rocks were studied academically .. 
But information on geologic changee 
and structure is so ecant, the critical 
guides to oil and gaa depoeits {perme
ability, porosity, organic content and 
structural traps) cannot be evaluated 
with any assurance. And geochemistry, 
the now eophietioated science of 
chemical analysis of source materials, 
has only reeently been adopted by the 
Survey. 

The other principal dat4 used by 
the OSGS it eupplied by th, America~ 
Petroleum lnetitute (APil, Thes6 
figure, are accumulated fr01n eati~ 
mates provided. by oil companiee 
wbo have deemed it appropritte ~Q 
release such information to the 
public. Traditionally, vital explor
atory information ie kept contide.ntial. 
For obvioua competitive reaaone, 
oil companies are notoriouely sec:·re• 
tive with information thef are ~iliing 
to aha-re. 

Or. Joseph Barnea, senior fellow 
of the United Nations Institute for 
Tr•ining and P.eae.arch (UNITAtO , 
claw that USGS figure, nearly 
alway, underestimate potential 
eneigy and mineral re1erve1 • 

"I have fought with the USG$ 
personnel for year,,• he eaya. · 
"They continually exclude dat4 
from the private sector. On 
that baeie, wiee and ration•l 
judgements cannot be made .by 
policy makera, Proprietary in~ 
formation must be added to the 
_total data base, and it can be 
done without revealing specific 
nu.mber•f for regions for 
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which private enterprise is 
in competition." 

As there are so many un~ 
knowns on the Alaska frontier, 
everyone'a figurea are vulner
able to honest challenge~ one 
definite conclusion can be 
drawn, It requires an equal 
act of faith to stake the · 
nation's future on the rela• 
tively pessimistic USGS figures 
as to judge the estimates of 
former governors Hickel and Egan 
as incorrect. 

!STIMAT!S FROM Tl-t.E STATE OF AIJ\SKA 

The most recent inventory of 
Alaska's oil and gaa potential 
waa produced in two volumes by the 
State of Alaska in Octoberi 1917. 
Based on a study by the Depart
ment of Natural Resources in 1974, 
the repo·rt list~ the est-.imated 
apeculativ~ oil resources on and 
off-- shore, excluding the Arctic 
National Wildlife Range, ae 76.l 
billion bArrels of recoverable 
oil and 439.6 trillion cubic feet 
of gas. 

tn the diaeu.saion of proce• 
duree, the aut.hora of th& earlier 
docun\ent write, "It is therefore 
considered thAt peesimietically 
the figure& . could be 25\ too high, 
but with tht addition of a few 
giant oil fields, they may be 
so, too lo'A." 

· When the•e percentages lre 
calculated and &dd~d t¢ the poten~ 
tial of the Arctic National Wild•• 
life Range, (14 bi1lion barrels: 
iee discussion below) and already 
discovered reeerves (9.9 billion 
barr~ls), Alaska•s potential 
would be somewhere between 68 
and 138 billion barrels of recover
able oil. 

• 
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· It is impor~nt t:t;, .t)ote th~t 
rw.11t.her the fJ.J;;·u~·~o fr'-~" the St~~;e n1:~f 
the USGS ma~.~ rny t·t':3£8'-'i~:ru:.:e tc:, 11.-~uwy . 
crude o.:U. aee:v,:r crt;u:I.~' bae auol~ (L \ : .· 

t¾:&i,:k de:niity lf ~·tene>l"~;il.y wa~ :~~t ~c~~t 
i.tdcre·d p,:odu<rtbl♦.i by W~t- r~il i~:;d\t~ttff:. · 
\t1.t ti l ve,·y r~<:~n t:{· Y. ~ . · ) ; .: · ·.• - · 1, 

I; . . . · •· ti · ~• ~.· 
· :·\ . At ~A~ w-;,r:t~ con!'-er.:,noe Ot) ~tr.av~· .. ; .:;:: 

c;:,1d-q Q.-it an4 ~f{;.t Sa~dt:. ·, t .E~~\t-on, · J \ 
Ji,;tberttt · i.r.\ ,huuf (,f l~nl,. ex.~~t~.:; 4gr;et;iw) 
uw~t- hi,iV'J ,.-11 norm~~ J.y :' doul;>'l.11r ·~~, ,··-:
~i:i~ of estifft41:.e~ ret•~rvf.f;a Qf tii~i•,~· j,<r 
,., ... , .. de · · · · •-... , , . i 
~·~ f ·, . . ·~ 

,;: ·>·. 
,, ·'. : :~. 

In l\laaita, thtlt(. i~ uo dlt~::~-QJ:\ ;. 
heavy crude t exeept £ci:J: ,ein {$fti~imttt3 '., 
l. 9 bill ion b<A.rfel-tJ 1,at, ll:tuclht;>.t _- .. ~y. ' .... ,:. 
~ut the lack 01! infor.n~tion oaar only 
indicate tht.t abt·encG of t11te;~.wt "t)n 
the part of the oil i'~untty 1· 10· . 
clate.- facin~J th~ eo~·tly eeonomiet c.,:'. 
(1i~ recovery in AlcHil;~, th~ d~'Ll.H.t1~: . 
<;otnpanieo have \.rriti!.et\ off a& a. ,.dJ:'.W : 
hole,. anything Mrhor~, ot 4 giant. fi~ld '. 
(>-! l igbt or med~.um range c-ru(je. · 

But, ae. the · cost of oil ts~:ala~~-,;: 
worldwide, th~ feauibil.ity o.( r.,r:o• 
ducing heavi~r crudes ttill C!'ll!..\I) wit.'liJl 

h )' reac. ~ 
' .:, 

Ten new production bre~.k.•t{~'ltougb.S. 
were unveiled at the Edmontop )~onfe~~~• 
er..ee. in some count1:iet, hea~:v or\ldo 
1.s already in produc~,i<.m. ~tt~,nd;t.n.9 :
Qn the depth at which it ie .f\i-u.ndt . :' 
it~ most definitely proll.lieee t~ be :: 
a cheaper prod~et tha.n 911 frQlll · 
highly-touted &hale. 

AJ1 the nation ta.kee sto~k of ite 
oil reserves, the unexplored aec.U.men, .. 
tary na.ains in Alnak.a 'loom in im.p<n:"r 
tance.. Many ot then, l'f'IAY 100n be "of·f 
l1mit8~ tc:• drillinc_; b~ca1,1se 9£ ftdtt~~l 
land w·i thdrawals ~ On& of thtiSe, ar .. 1:i· 
by fa.t the moat hi~tl~r rci ted. i4 th~ 
Arctic Nation~l· WtJ.dl~fe RA,n9:~, 
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:io no ra.bl e r-:a.:- ~ o. 
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·=~ ·.-... --i t ~s e on EnE:rc y 

· ~ r-, ., : ~ ~ t 1 1 r- a l R e f .; · .. : : - ~ . .:? s 
~~it ed State s S ~na~ e 

J~c r Se ~a tor Eatfield: 
. , 

S t1bj ec t: 0 i 1 2. r~ d G ,; s :' .::· ' ·""' i-, t , ..; l i :-1 t. he 'h' i 11 i a r.; 0 • 
Do ug l 2. s A1ct ~c ·,•; i lc11 i f e Ra n ge (EMD-80-104) 

As you and S e nator Ja ck so r e qu e st 8d on June 10, 1980, 
s uppl ~mented by di scuss i0n s wi t h you r o ff ice, we e xamined 
t he I nt e rior D•: _?ar t:-ner1 t ' s s ll:cJy o f the o i 1 2.n d g as p otential 
of t h e Will i~m 0. Dougl2 s ~ Lct ic Wildli fe Range in northe ast 
Ala.sr:a t o a ss 1.Jr e tha t a ll p~r t. i ne ry_t d2 ta is being provided 
+- o t ... ~e Cc; i\:-a i tt •~-~ \•· it.1-,c,~J t r:103 ifi c 2 t io n ::.., r c 11r:. r11~ e . 

u 
and other documents. 

·' 

We s atisfi e d ourselves, however, that the data presented 
in Interior's~July 10, 1980, report t9 your Committee accu
r a tely refl e cts the data developed by the experts in the 
Ge ological Survey, and that the experts were given full lati
tude in developing the information. In addition, the Survey's 
team followed the approach requested by your Committee, and-
g-iven the absence of any se i s rn ic (i.e., ·geophysical) or any 
subsur::ace drilling data on the Wildlife """""""""" itself--did 
the b e st they could they had. 
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