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Attention: Division of Refuge Management 

I urge you to recommend that the coastal plain of the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge in Alaska be opened to petroleum 
exploration and development. The production of oil on the 
arctic coastal plain would help limit America's growing 
dependence on imported oil. And, the petroleum industry has 
de-monstrated that petroleum operations are compatible with 
preserv)ng the arctic environment. 
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Action Alert: Give A New Year Gift to Wildlife? 
Sign and Mail These Coupons Today!! 

Deadline: January 30th: 

To Secretary Donatd Hodel 
Rm. 6151 
Deparment of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Secretary Hodel, 
I object to the proposal to allow oil drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

This fragile arctic wilderness is the hdme of the last great herd of North American 
caribou. Oil drilling and associated actiVities would deter the caribou from their calving . 
areas, disrupt the rich diversity of arctic wildlife that exis~\here,~~amage the fragile 
arctic flora of the tundra. The amount of oitfppe{go&J•ould not significantly affect 
our national security, nor would it in any 'waY compensate for the environmental damage 
inflicted. I want this pristine part of O\lf natural heritag«;al'~~~~rations to 
come. I strongly urge you to not all~~ feveTiinen.ll'to de<!ur m this area. Please 

~~. f . \nt.c 

s ~E ·Dale tfa.{n 
Nam~.A Addnoa ['fi [!~ ~J!,;f{ ~lr 

Sr-&tln\ S flo~ 'I «f::l I 



u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Attn: Division of Refuge Management Resources 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, o.c. 20510 1/15/87 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I am writing you as an Alaska resident opposed to oil 
and gas exploration in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 
I strongly feel it would be in the national interest to 
designate ANWR a wild~cn~ss area, for many reasons, so many 
I hardly know where to begin ••• 

The amount of oil and gas the government says might come 
out of ANWR's coast plain is so smal 1 it doesn't lusii£Y 
the cost to wildlife and the overal 1 beautiful wild~cn~ss of 
that place. And it bases its economic arguments as to the 
value of the oil on future oil prices that seem to me to be 
mu~h_iQQ_bi9h· And where wil 1 the water to drill 
exploratory wells come from up there--the lakes are frozen 
during the winter and pumping it in from the sea would be 
really damaging, I think. 

It anggcs me that the government has done so much lately 
to stop national energy conservation programs and other 
programs that would develop alternative, less damaging 
sources of energy while pushing ahead with oil development 
in areas 1 ike ANWR which are so valuable for so many other 
reasons. This seems so short-sighted and politically 
motivated--and ihc~ai~ning to our national security in the 
future, when there will be even less oil and we' 11 ba~~-iQ 
conserve and use other sources of energy. 

What about the 20-40 percent decrease in the Porcupine 
caribou herd, the 25-50% decline in the muskoxen 
population, the 50% decline in the area's snow geese, and 
the significant declines in other wildlife populations 
predicted by the INterior report? I just don't understand 
how that kind of destruction can be justified for the 
relatively small amount of oil that maY come out of the 1002 
area. I keep thinking of the buffalo, the grizzly bears, the 
whales, and so on. When will it end? 

I understand from a friend who is a computer consultant 
working at Prudhoe and who was at the recent hearings on the 
ANWR report in Kaktovik, that the natives there are 
sgciously_di~id~d on the issue of whether or not to allow 
exploration in ANWR, contrary to what is reported Cat least 
in the local paper here in Juneau, which is a cautious, 
knee-jerk rag at best, owned by someone in Florida) in the 
media. Natives with strong commitments to and good 
positions in the corporations up there are for it; natives 
with less power and money (my friend referred to them as 



"fringe types") are against it. I suspect these "fringe 
types" are the people living the traditional way, the 
"subsistence-users" who depend on caribou for m.eai• Another 
friend who has 1 ived in Kaktovik and Arctic Village off and 
on for years told me that the mayor of Kaktovik is publicly 
in support of exploration, but privately has grave 
misgivings about it. He said the mayor said he's afraid to 
come out with his true opinion because he's afraid of 
causing trouble in the community. And I understand the 
people of Arctic Village are largely opposed to exploration 
in ANWR because of what it wi 11 do to the caribou. All this 
just to suggest that you look carefully at wbi~b interest 
groups within the native community are saying wbai· And 
consider what the social costs wi 11 be when the ai 1 money (a 
small sum, probably, relative to the short-term profits of 
the oil companies) starts pumping in and ripping their 
communities apart, the way other Big Money has done in other 
parts of Alaska. 

Finally (and this is the most difficult point to express): 
is it r·eall y in the national interest to eliminate most of 
the last stretch of wilg arctic coastline in Alaska for a 
relatively few day's supply of oil? All the rest of that 
coast is open to oil development. I think the time has 
came--l hear it in the national media and from my friends 
and family in the lower '48--when a critical number of 
Americans are realizing that the "mental health" of the 
nation (if that's the right way to say iU depends on 
keeping the last few wild places on the North American 
continent as wild.eco.e~~· Over and over again people below 
have said to me: "Oh, you live in Alaska. I don't think 
I' 11 ever get up there, bui_l_lQ~.e_iQ_ibiok_ibai_ih.ec.e:~-all 
ihai_~l?.a!;..!LUI?._ih.ec.e." I get the feeling when they tell me 
that that they're thinking of their own 2aniiy, and of 
keeping the opportunity open for their children and their 
childrens' children to see wild places, really naiucal 
places so they can get a perspective on human society and 
maybe just get away from it for a while. I don't think of 
myself as an "environmentalist" apposed to all development; 
as an Alaskan I am now benefiting personally from oil 
development at Prudhoe Bay. But I see development in ANWR 
as a Qad_d.eal for Alaska as well as the nation, an 
unnecessary, foolish, short sighted sacrifice of a national 
treasure. I Just hope Congress gets the message in time that 
a_~Qnsig.ecabl.e_numb.ec_Qf_8laskan~_f.e.el_1h.e_way_l_dQ· 

Sincerely,\~~~ 

\:1ahn R. Howe 
6087 Thane Rd. 
Juneau, AK. 99801 

~~--- ·········--·~----------------~------------' 
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JoHN C. STOUT, }R. 
2600 PEACHTREE CENTER HARRIS TOWER 

233 PEACHTREE STREET, N.E. • ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30043-6601 

January 12, 1987 

U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
ATTN: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & "C" Streets, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Re: Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Please be advised that I am strongly 
opposed to opening up the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge for oil and gas exploration. This refuge 
was set aside for the protection of wildlife, 
including the principal calving grounds of one of 
the largest caribou herds in the world. It is also 
a critically important habitat for a number of 
other rare and endangered species, such as golden 
eagles and polar bears. Endangered whales also 
dwell in the adjacent Beaufort Sea. 

At a time when our oil and gas industry 
is practically shut down in the lower 48 states, 
particularly Louisiana, Texas and Oklahoma, it 
makes absolutely no sense to open up such a 
critically important wildlife refuge to oil and gas 
exploration. Moreover, I understand that there is 
only a 20% chance of finding economically 
recoverable oil beneath the coastal plain in the 
refuge. If it is not economically feasible to 
develop oil in the lower 48 states, then one must 
question the wisdom of the substantial destruction 
opening up the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge will 
cause in light of the dubious benefit to be 
obtained. 

As one of those who worked long and hard 
for the preservation of critical Alaskan lands, and 
one who has also visited these Alaskan lands, we 
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would do great injustice to ourselves and to future 
generations to substantially damage such a unique 
resource for short-term gain. There is no critical 
oil shortage now. In fact, we are wallowing in oil 
and doing everything but conserving it. One day we 
will pay a price for that, too, just as we will pay 
for leasing the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge for 
oil exploration. 

The coastal plain of this refuge should 
be designated as a wilderness area. It should not 
be opened up for oil and gas exploration. 

I am sending a copy of this letter to my 
elected representatives in Congress. I am asking 
each of them to co-sponsor legislation to include 
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and its coastal 
plain in the national wilderness preservation 

stem. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my 
comments. 

JCS:ls 

cc Senator Sam Nunn 
Senator Wyche Fowler 
Hon. John Lewis 

~~~--~~~-------

Very truly yours, 



Farm Bureau & Affiliated companies 

LEGISLATIVE OFFICE 
P 0 Box 2793 

904 Divide Avenue 
Bismarck, North Dakota 58501 

North Dakota Farm Bureau 

January 27, 1987 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuge Management 
2243 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Sirs: 

The North Dakota Farm Bureau is a general farm organization 
of some 23,000 member families belonging to 50 county Farm 
Bureaus. We are concerned about obtaining an adequate 
amount of fuel at a reasonable price to carry out our 
farming operations. 

JJ He believe that it is most important that our nation de-
~ velop all sources of energy. Furthermore, adequate and con­

sistent supplies of energy are critical if agriculture is 
to continue to meet our nation's demands for fuel and fiber. 

Farmers in North Dakota are most dependent on portable liquid 
fuels for production and transportation of agricultural com­
modities and farm supplies. At the present time there are 
no alternative sources of energy available to run equipment 
on the modern day farm. And, according to what we have heard, 
your Service is concerned about offshore exploration near 
Alaska. We believe this area is one of the most promising 
areas for exploration and development of petroleum and natural 
gas resources. It is our belief that there should be no 
delay in the exploration of this area for energy. 

The environmental impact of the offshore oil industry is one 
which has an excellent record. Records show that only one 
spill in U.S. waters has resulted in significant amounts of 
oil reaching shore. More than 31,000 wells have been drilled 
in U.S. waters without a major incident. We do not believe 
that these small environmental risks justify a moratorium or 
any type of delay in exploration off Alaska. Delay of such 
exploration could have a major impact on agriculture and our 
nation as a whole. 

- North Dakota Farm Bureau Affiliates --
Nodak Mutua/Insurance Company, Nodal< Agency, Inc., N.O.F.B. Trade Development and Service Corpor:::ItJon, Weslnr' '" /J dureau Life Insurance Company 



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
January 27, 1987 
Page 2 

Please consider allowing this exploration off Alaska with 
no delay. 

Thank you. 

John McGauvran 
Director, Public Affairs 
North Dakota Farm Bureau 

JM/rns 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Attn: Div. of Refuge Management Resources 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and "C" Streets, Northwest 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

RE: COMMENTS ON DRAFT 1002 REPORT 

Ambler, Alaska 99786 

3020 Northwest 60th Street 
Seattle, Washington 98107 

january 20, 1987 

My first trip to the Arctic Wildlife Refuge was in 1968, when I spent six weeks in the 
Schrader and Peters Lake areas. On a hike over to the Hulahula River, I caught my first 
glimpse of the sprawling coastal plain from the frontal slopes of Kikiktat Mountain -­
an intriguing landscape with a shimmering strand of white sea ice defining the distant 
horizon. I vowed to return, and did so the following year. 

In the Arctic springtime of june, I explored the plain and foothills of the Brooks Range 
south of Camden Bay. I wanted to photograph Arctic wildlife, and it was during this 
four week period I witnessed the most unforgetable and exciting wildlife scene in the 
nearly twenty seasons I have spent in the Arctic. It was a peak lemming year, and I 
had timed perfectly the calving of the Porcupine caribou herd which filed past my 
camp day after day, the number of newborn calves steadily increasing. Snowy owls 
were numerous, I found several nests; as were foxes, both red and Arctic. I saw several 
grizzly bears and many golden eagles. Nesting birds were everywhere. I look back on 
that special time as one of the most memorable of my life. 

I have since returned to the refuge numerous times: hiking from the upper Okpilak River 
to Barter Island; floating the Canning, Hulahula, Kongakut and Sheenjek rivers; explor­
ing many other drainages, named and unnamed. On some of these trips I was a guide 
and outfitter, sharing my experiences in the ANWR with others. I guided my first group 
to the refuge in 1975. Income from this seasonal activity is an important component 
of my livelihood. 

I have always felt the hallmark of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge is the continuum 
of wilderness from the Arctic Sea, over the Brooks Range to the forested lowlands of 
the interior. The Coastal Plain is essential to this continuum, as well as being essential 
habitat to the wildlife for which the refuge was established. 

One of the most awesome wildlife spectacles in North America occurs there with the 
calving of the Porcupine caribou herd in june. This is followed by the post calving con­
centration, when the animals move northward to the coast to escape the emerging hordes 
of insects. Often by early july, the caribou are found in dense herds numbering as many 
as 80,000 animals. I saw one such mass concentration in 1974 from the ground. It is 
somethings one can never forget. 

!..----------Wilderness Adventures in Alaska's Brooks Range------------" 



RE: Comments on Draft 1002 Report 
Wilbur Mills -- Page Two 

To open the Coastal Plain to intensive oil exploration and development would destroy 
all of this. The wilderness integrity of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge would be 
gone. The sweeping views across the the plains from the frontal peaks of the Brooks 
Range would be broken by roads, buildings, airfields and drilling towers. The Porcupine 
caribou herd as we know it, numbering over 150,000 would become a mere remnant of 
what it now is. Gone would be the opportunity to witness the wildlife spectacles 
which I saw in 1968 and 1974. We would sacrifice this for what, in even the most 
optimistic estimates, would satisfy our oil needs for only a few months. 

To fully lease the Coastal Plain of the ANWR for oil development as proposed by the 
Department of the Interior would be tragic. It would rob future generations of a com­
plete Arctic National Wiidlife Refuge. It would degrade beyond measure the premiere 
unit of the national wildlife system. It makes a mockery of the efforts by so many 
people over so long a time to preserve a wildlife and wilderness legacy of global sig­
nificance. 

The only alternative for the Coastal Plain is wilderness -- complete, lasting protection 
under our wilderness system, so that those who inhabit this country long after we are 
gone do not look back on us as shortsighted, greedy and foolish. 

Sincerely yours, 

tJ;JL,$~ 
Wilbur M. Mills 



4058 Kingston Park Drive 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37919 

December 23, 1986 

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Attention: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Gentlemen: 

I understand that the Department of Interior has tentatively 
recommended allowing oil and gas development of the coastal 
plain portion of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to 
proceed. I would strongly urge you to reconsider this 
tentative recommendation and, instead, that you recommend 
that the entire Refuge be designated as wilderness. 

JJ It is my understanding that your report reflects that there 
U, is only a twenty percent (20%) chance of finding economically 

recoverable oil and that such estimate is predicated upon 
an oil price that would be more than double what it is 
now. At the same time, your report acknowledges that there 
would be significant adverse consequences on the outstanding 
fish and wildlife resources in the coastal plain area. 
Such conclusions should be sufficient by themselves to 
reverse your recommendation. 

I have visited the Brooks Range on three occasions and 
plan to backpack in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
in the next several years. The outstanding scenic beauty 
of the area and the wildlife resource, including particularly 
the 180,000 head porcupine caribou herd, should be protected 
against a questionable oil and gas resource. 

Thank you. 

WHS:jcm 



December 23, 1986 

Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 
Main Interior Building - Room 2343 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Director: 

This is to encourage your further support of oil and gas development 
on the Artie Coastal Plain, an area we believe holds enormous poten­
tial for secure supplies of domestic energy. 

It goes without saying that the Maine agricultural community is 
dependent on petroleum for its well-being of the Americans we 
serve. The ever growing reliance on supplies of foreign oil is a 
cause of increasing concern and begs a continuation of supply 
cutbacks and escalation of prices. 

Experience has shown that oil activity in Alaska can be conducted 
in an environmentally safe manner as it buys us time for development 
of alternative energy sources. 

We heartily endorse the recommendations contained in the Interior 
Department's draft study calling for oil development on the 
coastal plain of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

Sincerely, 

~~~1£ 
Dan LaPointe 
President 

DL/lb 

478 CU.Jestel!tl c..Avenue CP.C0. CSo~ 4g0 c..A:ugusta. u\Aaine 04ggo 207-622-4111 



:D 
I 

.....L 

0 

Genesee Valley Regional Market Authority 
900 JEFFERSON ROAD ROCHESTER. NEW YORK 14623 

William J. Mulligan. Administrator 

January 15, 1987 

Mr. Frank Dunkle, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wild Life Service 
Division of Refuges 
Room 2343 Main Interior Bldg. 
18th and C Streets N.W. 
Washington DC. 20240 

Dear Mr. Dunkle: 

716-424-4600 

If you could see the Market on any given morning you would see a 
flurry of activity, trucks coming in and heading out carrying food 
products to various markets throughout the Northeast. This hub of 
activity requires massive amounts of energy. 

I'm sure you realize that the food business has changed in the past 
few years and is no longer the labor intensive industry it once was. 
New machinery and new methods have improved efficiency and serviced 
the comsumer in a far better fashion, giving them more fresh products 
at very competitive prices. 

Where then would the foDd industry, yes the Market Authority, be with-
out competitive fuel and a stable availability of product? 
That concern has raised new alarms, because we see that the OPEC 
countries are getting their act together, and are rising. We 
see a growing dependence on foreign suppliers, as the balance of pay­
ments deficit soars and domestic production declines. 

We have 125 member companies who depend on competitive fuel prices 
and market availability to keep their doors open. They believe, as 
do I, we need new sources of domestic oil and gas and we need it soon. 

The Northern Territory of Alaska -ANWR- appears to have the greatest 
potential reserves of oil and gas. The section called 1002, less 
than l0%of this vast park network, could and should be developed 
with great concern for all the natural beauties in the Refuge. 

The proven methods of oil and gas development in that region of the 
world, show it can be done safely and efficiently. We urge you to 
get on with the job. 

Sincerely,.... \ .'-· . ·.· ' 
U~1··;--m~ 

William J. MulligaN ~ 
Administrator 





National Association 
ot Manufacturers 

Resources and Technology 
Energy 
Environmental AHa1rs 
Natural Resources 
1nnovat1on. Technology & Sc1ence Policy 

Mr. Frank Dunkle 
Director, u.s. Fish and 

Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 
Room 2343 Main Interior Building, 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Dunkle: 

January 9, 1987 

The National Association of Manufactures (NAM) appreciates the 
opportunity to comment on one of the most significant energy 
policy and national security issues of recent years, the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), Alaska, Coastal Plain Resource 
Assessment report. NAM supports and commends the United States 
Department of the Interior (DOI) for recommending that the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge's Coastal Plain be opened for oil and 
gas leasing, and urges the Congress to accept the recommendations 
contained in the draft report, released in November 1986. 

NAM is a voluntary business association of over 13,500 companies, 
large and small, located in every state. Our members range in 
size from the very large to over 9,000 small manufacturing firms 
that each have less than 500 employees. NAM member companies 
employ 85 percent of all workers in manufacturing and produce 
over 80 percent of the nation's manufactured goods. NAM is 
affiliated with an additional 158,000 businesses through its 
Associations Council and the National Industrial Council. 

NAM's interest in the ANWR report stems from the fact that our 
association's membership constitutes major users of energy as 
well as most of the domestic producers. Desp1te the diversity of 
NAM membership ~nterests, however, it is ~afe to say that they're 
all concerned with international competitiveness, its effect on 
the manufacturing trade deficit, the federal deficit, national 
security, and, of course, the health of the entire domestic 
economy. 

FOREIGN OIL IS DISPLACING U.S. OIL IN A U.S. MARKET 

Today, America's energy producers are rapidly losing ground to 
imports in the oil marketplace. National energy forecasters now 
predict that oil imports may increase from 35 percent of the U.S. 
market to 50 percent by the 1990s. Furthermore, u.s. imports 
from the volatile Persian Gulf area have increased 300 percent in 

1331 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Suite 1500- North Lobby 
Washington, DC 20004-1703 
(202) 637-3000 
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1986 and accounted for more than half of the total increase in 
imports last year. What this means to America's energy consumers 
in the near future remains to be seen. But it certainly 1s 
evident that the nation is once again, experiencing the 
phenomenon known as "oilzheimer's disease", defined as the 
capacity to use more and more oil without remembering past 
negative experiences. If we do indeed look back to the 
experiences of 1973 and 1978, we begin to realize how close to 
the edge we remain in 1987 by increasingly relying on unstable 
foreign sources for major supplies of oil. Gasoline lines and 
upward price spirals could be just around the corner. 

But, even with immediate access to high potential areas such as 
ANWR, this picture will not improve short-term. Exploration and 
development of Arctic oil and gas usually takes more than ten 
years from the initial discovery to first production. 
Consequently, any production from this area is not likely to 
occur much before the end of this century. At that time, oil 
production from current U.S. reserves is expected to have 
declined considerably from the present level of over 8 million 
barrels per day (bpd) to less than 3 million bpd, and Prudhoe Bay 
production which in 1986 is averaging 1.5 million bpd will have 
declined (according to the State of Alaska, Department of 
Revenue) to 280,000 bpd in the year 2000. To compensate for this 
loss of production new discoveries of domestic oil must be 
developed or imports must be increased. There are few 
alternatives. 

But despite its relative inaccessibility, at least 
geographically, ANWR is actually a valuable potential source of 
domestic oil, in part due to the in-place infrastructure from 
Prudhoe-Bay development. 

TRANS-ALASKA PIPELINE ENHANCES CO~PETITIVENESS OF THE ANWR 
RESOURCES 

It should be remembered when considering development of ANWR that 
the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System (TAPS), which was completed in 
1977, and cost approximately 10 billion dollars is already in 
place. The close proximity of TAPS to the ANWR region only 
enhances the resource potential for this area and other economic 
reasons make ANWR attractive. 

The approximate $10 billion cost to place TAPS in operation 
represents a sunk cost; if capacity is fully used, the marginal 
cost of utilizing TAPS is independent of the sunk cost and is 
quite low. 

Since the cost of producing petroleum resources at any site 
includes development and transportation, the availability of TAPS 
capacity to transport potential North Slope production at ANWR 
and elsewhere represents a significant cost advantage vis-a-vis a 
site where a more expensive transportation option is required. 
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This cost advantage resulting from the availability of relatively 
inexpensive TAPS capacity means that fewer resources need to be 
expended to produce the petroleum resources in ANWR than at a 
comparable site lacking in-place transportation facilities. 

Consequently, the availabilty of throughput capacity at TAPS for 
potential ANWR production is not only valuable in that it will 
help keep out foreign imports, but it will also be economically 
competitive. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 

"Economically competitive" however does not exclude 
"environmentally compatible" development. Opposition to 
petroleum operations on the ANWR plain arises from the concern 
that wildlife species and habitat will be significantly harmed. 
Although any sizeable petroleum operation will have some impact 
upon the environment, previous experience leads us to believe 
that ANWR resources can be used in a safe and responsible manner. 

One need only look "next door" to the Prudhoe Bay operation. It 
has been proven that industry and environment can coexist in a 
multiple use capacity. 

In fact, several major problems have been resolved as a result of 
the Prudhoe Bay operation. Aside from the hostile climate and 
difficult logistics of operating in an extremely remote location, 
the most challenging technical problems encountered and solved in 
the onshore Arctic were related to permafrost. 

From the years of operating experience there has been developed 
an environmental protection technology to minimize, and in some 
cases eliminate long term changes to the tundra. For example, 
low-pressure tired vehicles have been developed which can cross 
the tundra without crushing the vegetative mat or scouring the 
soils as tracked vehicles might. 

The issue of the caribou is of course a concern. Again, Prudhoe 
Bay serves as an example. When the Prudhoe Bay oil field was 
developed in the mid-1970s, regulatory agencies acted cautiously 
and studies were conducted to determine the effects on the 
Central Arctic caribou herd. In fact, the results of the studies 
and the tools implemented to prevent damage to the Central Arctic 
herd were quite positive, in that the herd has increased at a 
rate of 12-18 percent per year over the past decade. At more 
than 13,000, it numbers at least four times what it did in 1975 
before most of the Prudhoe Bay development activity began. The 
positive results from Prudhoe Bay and other similar experiences 
from northern Europe and the Soviet Union, prove that herds can 
exist in the presence of industrial development, including oil 
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fields and railroads. Wildlife habitats, environmental values, 
and the petroleum industry can and do coexist. 

CONCLUSION 

As important as ANWR is, it's only one piece of the major energy 
puzzle. ANWR is what could rescue this nation from foreign 
imports and provide for some energy needs well into the 21st 
century. We must be able to plan for future needs, and ANWR can 
play a role in meeting these needs, in the context of 
comprehensive energy planning. 

In light of our overall domestic energy concerns, NAM's Energy 
and Natural Resources Committees passed a resolution which takes 
into perspective a much broader approach to the current energy 
dilemma. A full text of this October 30, 1986 resolution is 
attached. 

But as part of this approach, NAM supports the draft Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge, Alaska, Coastal Plain Resource 
Assessment being considered today, and we respectfully submit 
that the Congress of the United States also accept and act upon 
the recommendation in the draft report. 

NAM's long-standing policy has been that public land should not 
be closed to or restricted from resource development and 
nonwilderness multiple uses in the absence of compelling national 
interests that override the need for adequate domestic oil, 
natural gas and other valuable resources. Before areas are set 
aside for exclusive uses, every effort should be made to 
determine the availability of materials and other resources on 
the proposed set asides, and access should be assured to explore 
and develop the area's resources. 

United States' energy policy should be oriented towards 
significantly reducing our nation's dependence on imported energy 
resources. The development of domestic energy resources, such as 
those contained in ANWR, are the best hope to reduce America's 
energy vulnerability, and enhance the ability of manufacturers to 
be more competitive in world markets, or at least amid those 
economic influences brought on by unstable energy markets that 
don't allow for proper planning of manufacturers energy needs and 
the producers' opportunity to explore. Thank you for the 
opportunity to express our views. 

KDO:lek 

S~rely, 

7"--~ AI. zt;b-
Kevin D. Ott 
Director, 
Natural Resources 



RESOLUTION SUPPORTING NEED FOR A STUDY TO ASSESS THE ECONOMIC 
AND NATIONAL SECURITY IMPACT OF INCREASED IMPORTS OF CRUDE OIL 
AND REFINED PRODUCTS. 

The NAM has had long-standing policy supporting (1) an 
adequate and secure supply of energy at competitive prices, which 
is necessary for the nation's economic growth and (2) an energy 
policy oriented toward significantly reducing our nation's 
vulnerability on imported energy resources. 

The NAM has observed the following: 

o There does not appear to be free trade in the 
international market for crude oil and petroleum products because 
of the collusive power being exercised by all or some of the 
member countries in OPEC; 

o The continuation of current crude oil and natural gas 
price levels will result in a dramatic decline in U.S. 
production, an increase in consumption and a substantial increase 
in U.S. oil import dependence over the next several years; 

JJ o Increased U.S. oil imports exacerbate the record trade 
~ deficit; 
(1.) 

o Similar trends will take place in other non-OPEC countries 
over the next several years and the net effect of rising world 
demand and declining noa-OPEC production will be a dramatic 
increase in OPEC's output and control over the market; 

o It appears very likely the United States will have to rely 
on the Middle East for an increasing share of its oil imports; 

o The infrastructure of the U.S. oil industry is declining 
rapidly because of decreasing investment and will take years to 
rebuild if major increases of oil and natural gas are required in 
the U.S. at a later date; 

o The synthetic/renewable energy contribution to meeting U.S. 
energy requirements will continue to be minimal and significant 
supplies of alternate energy cannot be expected to be available 
to supplement petroleum if there is an energy shortage in 
the 1990's; 

o The capability of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to 
~rovide protection against the impact of an oil disruption could 
dramatically diminish if current trends in imports continue; 



.o The President.and the C~ngress have called for prompt 
stud1es of the econom1c and nat1onal security implication of low 
crude oil prices and the dramatic increase in im~orts of crude 
oil and refined petroleum products. 

Therefore, the National Association of Manufacturers supports 
the urgent need for an Administration study to assess the economic 
and national security implications of increased imports of crude 
oil and petroleum products. Recognizing that oil imports are only 
one of several critical imports that could impact upon our national 
security, such study should assess, among other things, the 
following relevant factors: 

o The impact on our trade deficit if projected increased 
oil imports continue; 

o Whether there will be a significant worldwide crude oil 
supply surplus in the 1990's to prevent OPEC, or others, 
from being able to significantly influence availability 
and/or price of U.S. imports; 

o Which producing countries will have excess capacity in 
the 1990's to replace imported oil that may be disrupted? 
To what extent would incremental supplies be dependent 
upon Middle East reserves with their long-haul and other 
exposures; 

o The extent to which the downturn in exploration 
occurring in the U.S., combined with the increase in 
demand at lower energy prices, is occurring in the rest 
of the free world. What implications does this have on 
the future worldwide supply-demand balance as the U.S. 
moves toward in~reasingly higher levels of import 
dependence? 

o An analysis of the political environment in Middle East 
by 1990. What are the prospects for a supply disruption 
resulting from developments such as the Arab-Israeli War 
or Iranian Revolution during the period 1986-1990? 

o The constraints which will be placed on our foreign 
policies with increased reliance on imports; 

o The effect which growing dependence on imported crude 
oil and refined petroleum products will have on U.S. 
military planning and costs; 

o The refined petroleum product needs of the military, 
defense-related industries and vital federal, state and 



local services under all foreseeable national emergency 
scenarios including an oil embargo, terrorist attack, 
protracted regional and/or global war and the ability of 
the refining industry to meet the need for such refined 
products; 

o The impact of the oil price collapse on the oil service/ 
oilfield supply industry. What will be the lead times 
involved in rebuilding this industry from the current 
depressed levels (and which are projected to worsen)? 

o The ability of the United States to activate shut-in crude 
oil and natural gas wells and idled or shut down refining 
capacity in the event of an interruption in the supply of 
imported crude oil and refined petroleum products; 

o The adequacy of alternative sources (including synthetic 
fuels) of energy in the event of an interruption in supply 
of imported crude oil and refined petroleum products; 

o The projected free world supply-demand balance in the 
1990's compared with the supply-demand balance in 1979; 

o The size the SPR should be in order to provide the same 
margin of protection which exists today in the event of an 
import supply disruption; 

JO o The current level of private stocks and inventories 
I _. (compared.with 1979) as a margin of protection against 
~ a supply disruption; 

o The interaction and obligations of the United States 
within the Inte~national Energy Agency program. 

o The likelihood that OPEC will engage in another round of 
export refinery construction to capture value-added 
benefits at such time as it regains market power. What 
implications would such a development have on the ability 
of the U.S. to maintain adequate domestic refining capacity 
to process withdrawals from an SPR approximately double 
the current size? 

The NAM urges the President, after completion of the subject 
study, to promptly determine (1) the levels and sources of imports 
of crude oil and refined petroleum products at which a threat to 
our economic and national security exists and (2) the legislative 
and/or administration options available to reduce this threat. 

Approved by the N~~ Energy 
and Natural Resources Committees 
October 16, 1986 



NATIONAL OCEAN INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION 

I 050 Seventeenth Street, N. W., Suite 700 

Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Room 2343 
18th & C Streets, N.W 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

January 20, 1987 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202) 785-5116 

Re: Request for Comments on the Draft Legislative 
Environmental Impact Statement and Resource Assessment 
Regarding the Coastal Plain of the Artie National 
Wildlife Refuge. (51 FR 42307, November 24, 1986). 

Dear Sir: 

On January 9, 1987, the National Ocean Industries Association 
(NOlA) participated in the public hearing held in Washington, 
D.C. relative to the coastal plain of the Artie National Wildlife 
Refuge (ANWR). As we testified, NOlA strongly supports the U.S. 
Department of the Interior's proposed recommendation that oil and 
natural gas leasing be permitted in the ANWR coastal plain. Our 
comments are reiterated here for your information. 

NOlA is a trade association based in Washington, D.C. and is 
composed of over 325 member companies. Each of these companies 
is engaged in one aspect or another of discovering and recovering 
our nation's offshore energy resources; from geophysical data 
c o ll e c t i on , d r i 11 i n g ex p 1 o r a to ry we ll s, an d f in a ll y , de v e 1 o p in g 
the oil and gas if it is found. Additionally, NOlA represents 
all the companies who provide various services and supplies to 
each phase of offshore development. Examples of these companies 
include, but are not limited to, those that manufacture and 
supply drill bits, blowout preventers, drill pipe, casing, 
wellheads, logging equipment, and companies involved in diving, 
catering, banking, marine and air transportation, marine 
engineering, and construction. NOlA member companies are 
h e a d q u a r t e r e d i n 3 4 s t a t e s an d i n t h e D i s t r i c t o f Co 1 u mb i a an d 
have plant locations in all 50 states. 
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NOlA supports the U.S. Department of the Interior's (DOl) 
proposed recommendation that oil and natural gas leasing be 
permitted in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) coastal 
plain. We believe oil and gas exploration and development 
o p e r a t i on s on t h e c o a s t a 1 p 1 a i n a r e v it a 1 to Am e r i c a ' s en e r g y an d 
economic future and national security. The nation's best hopes 
for major new oil and gas discoveries are in the ANWR coastal 
plain and in the nation's offshore area, particularly off the 
coast of California. Industry activity to date indicates that 
significant petroleum reserves may lie under the coastal plain 
and extend out under the Beaufort Sea. If the United states is to 
free itself of its dangerous overdependence on oil imports we 
must move ahead with the task of finding and developing the 
potentially vast oil and gas resources off our coasts and beneath 
t h e AN WR c o a s t a 1 p 1 a i n. 

Such resource potential cannot be ignored. Leasing, 
exploration, and hopefully, production of our nation's domestic 
energy resources must proceed because of our nation's 
increasingly precarious and uncertain energy position. We 
presently have a surplus of low-priced petroleum created in large 
measure by temporary overproduction by the oil producers of the 
OPEC cartel. Low oil prices have, unfortunately, caused public 
misunderstanding and complacency concerning our nation's future 
energy needs. The dark side of the temporarily low prices and 
the world supply surplus includes: 

- significant economic disincentives to invest in domestic 
petroleum exploration and development; 

- reversal of our unprecedented energy conservation measures 
implemented over the past ten years 

- decreases in alternative energy technology development and 
application; 

- increasing near-term demand and further dependency on oil 
imports; and most importantly, 

- a serious and potentially fatal weakening of the American 
energy community, including the support, service and supply 
industries. 

Based on curr~nt consumption rates and domestic oil 
production decline, our dependency on foreign oil could rise from 
the current level of 38 percent of U.S. consumption (as of 
November 1986) to 50 percent or more by the early 1990s. Such 
dangerously high reliance on oil imports weakens the U.S. 
economy, undermines national security, worsens the balance of 
t r a de de f i c it an d c o s t s Am e r i can job s. It me an s 0 P E C c o u 1 d on c e 
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again control world prices and supplies, with U.S. consumers 
again facing soaring prices and a return to the energy supply 
disruptions of the early 1970s. 

Therefore, it is more important than ever that our nation 
pursue an aggressive and effective leasing program which will 
enable us to develop our best prospects for major new oil and gas 
discoveries. With world oil prices remaining at such low levels, 
oil companies, as a result of depressed earnings, have 
significantly reduced their capital and exploration 
expenditures. With less money for exploration, we must focus on 
the most promising oil and gas prospects, both onshore and 
offshore. First and foremost among these prospects is the ANWR 
coastal plain. 

We have carefully reviewed DOl's draft report to the Congress 
which does a highly effective job of calling attention to the 
potentially vast oil and gas resources which may lie beneath the 
coastal plain. As DOl points out, there could be billions of 
barrels of oil under the coastal plain and similarly huge amounts 
of natural gas. In fact, the area's oil fields could be the 
1 a r g e s t dome s ti c f i e ld s d i s c o v e r e d s i n c e P r u d hoe B a y an d t h e 
K up a r u k Rive r fie 1 d s. Ex c e p t for t h e s e fie 1 d s, no U.S. fie 1 d 
with reserves exceeding 1 billion barrels of oil has been 
discovered since 1948. As DOl's draft report explains, a leasing 
program in the coastal plain area could contribute billions of 
barrels of additional oil reserves toward the national need for 
domestic sources. Not only might discovery of a giant or 
supergiant field contribute to domestic reserves and production, 
it could do so at a relatively low average cost per barrel 
because of economies of scale. 

Crude oil from the North Slope's three producing fields 
Prudhoe Bay, Kuparuk, Lisbrune and Milne Point (which may be soon 
joined by the Endicott field) --are already contributing about 
20 percent of U.S. oil production. America's dependence on 
foreign oil could increase markedly in the year's ahead, as the 
older fields in the lower-48 states reach peak production and 
start to decline -- as many already have. Yet it is to Alaska's 
undiscovered oil and gas that the nation must turn, if our future 
energy security is to be more secure. 

We have no doubt, that based on the more than 20 years of 
petroleum industry experience on Alaska's North Slope, oil and 
gas operations can be conducted on the ANWR coastal plain without 
harm to the caribou or other wildlife of the area and in a manner 
that is totally compatible with the sensitive arctic environment. 
We are not talking theory or concept here. We can cite a record 

--···~·~~--···------------------------------
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of effective environmental protection and time-tested safeguards. 
We can cite the stringent standards and regulations imposed by 
the federal government and the State of Alaska to make certain 
that arctic wildlife and its habitat are fully protected. We see 
no environmental justification for delaying or prohibiting oil 
and gas operations on the ANWR coastal plain. 

This vitally needed oil and gas development will not only 
help meet America's energy needs in the 1990s and beyond, it will 
also bring important economic benefits in terms of jobs and 
business for virtually every state in the union -- and it will 
mean increased leasing revenues, royalties and other funds for 
the federal government. These are significant benefits which 
frequently are overlooked in our discussion of the need for 
Alaska oil and gas development. 

For example, between 1980 and 1986, major oil companies 
operating on the North Slope spent more than $10.5 billion in the 
United States on the development of those oil fields. Every 
state in the union took part in supplying goods or services and 
the share of the business ranged from $3.4 billion in Texas, $1.8 
billion in California and $1.3 billion in Alaska to $300,000 in 
New Hampshire, and $200,000 in West Virginia. 

If the coastal plain were leased and a major oil field 
discovered, sizeable royalty payments would be generated. The 
distribution of the potential revenues among the federal, state 
and local governments depends on the details of how the area is 
leased. But the resulting revenueswould be significant-- in 
1984 alone, Alaska received some $1.4 billion in oil royalties, 
rent and bonuses from leases on its own lands. 

T h e Am e r i can P e t r o 1 e u m I n s t i t u t e h a s e s tim a t e d t h a t, b a s e d on 
ANWR coastal plain peak production of between 350,000 and 2~7 
million barrels of oil daily, projected employment gain would 
range between 138,000 to more than 1 million jobs, and the gross 
national product would increase from 0.14 percent to 1.01 percent 
above the levels that would otherwise be the case. 

Significant oil discoveries within the coastal plain could 
also help reduce the nation's huge balance of trade deficit by 
cutting back U.S. dependence on foreign oil. Development of the 
coastal plain would also have the important economic benefit of 
providing a continuing flow for the Trans-Alaska Pipeline as oil 
fields elsewhere on the North Slope are depleted. Continued use 
of the pipeline at capacity permits low-cost transportation of 
oil from the North Slope. The availability of the pipeline to 
transport ANWR coastal plain oil provides a significant cost 
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advantage over other Alaskan sites and may make it economical to 
develop higher-cost reserves. 

In summary, NOlA believes that the Department of the Interior 
is correct in proposing the opening of the ANWR coastal plain to 
oil and gas leasing. We firmly believe that this is a critically 
important step that must be taken if our nation is to have the 
energy it needs for the decades to come and if we are to free 
ourselves from the threat of future energy supply disruptions. 
At a time of continuing political chaos and terrorism in the 
Middle East, we have no choice but to find and develop the oil 
an d g a s r e sou r c e s w i t h i n o u r own b or de r s. T h e AN WR c o a s t a 1 p 1 a in 
is the place to start. 

Thank you for this opportunity to express our views. If NOlA 
or I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Sincerely, 

Ju~f/~/-;;z_ 
William P. DuBose, IV 
Government Affairs Representative 

WPD/tlm 



1Jnterntttinnttll!tninn nf ®perating 1£ngineers 
LOCALS 832, 8328, 832A, 832C 

AFFILIATED WITH THE AFL-CIO AND BUILDING TRADES DEPARTMENT 

1210 JEFFERSON ROAD ROCHESTER, NY 14623 PHONE: 716-424-6880 

------ ------------------ --- -------·-----

NEIL BURNSIDE ·•~22 CARL_ ZAHN 
JAMES WAGNER 

RAYMOND CUDEBEC 
Hu'61rrass Manager 

Javwafty 17, 1987 

Mft. FftanQ VunQfe, V~ftectoft 
U.S. F~~h and W~fd L~6e Seftv~ce 
V~v~~~on ofi Refiuge~ 
Room 2343 Ma~n Inteft~oft Bldg. 
18th and C Stfteet~ N.W. 
(JJa~h~ngton, D.C. 20240 

Veaft Mft. VunQfe: 

Bus mess Representatives 

R~ght now the Opeftat~ng Eng~neeft~ afte v~taffy conceftned w~th gett~ng 
a new h~ghway b~ff pa~~ed by the 100th Congfte~~. But, foom~ng oveft 
the hoft~zon ~~ the fang ftange thfteat ofi an eneftgy eft~~~~, e~pec~affy 
a dome~t~c eneftgy eft~~~~. 

A~ one who ~~ fte~pon~~bfe fioft the f~ve~ o6 1500 membeft~, an eneftgy 
eft~~~~ would fta~~e havoc ~n the con~tftuct~on ~ndu~tfty, and e~pec~affy 

JJ w~th ouft membeft~ who~e b~g mach~ne~ gulp faftge amount~ ofi motoft fiuef~. 
I 

~ It ~~ ouft undeft~tand~ng that Pftudhoe Bay pftoduct~on w~ff beg~n to 
~how a decf~ne ~n the next yeaft oft two. And, 6ftom fooQ~ng at the fiact~ 
ava~fabfe to u~, we th~nQ the Aftt~c Reg~on, de~~gnated a~ 1002, hold~ 
the gfteate~t pftom~~e fioft new fte~ouftce~ ofi the~e v~taf pftoduct~. 

Many ofi ouft membeft~ hunt, 6~~h and tftavef exten~~vefy ~n the~ft fe~~ufte 
t~me. They afte conceftned w~th the env~ftonment, and ~n caftfty~ng out 
the~ft da~fy ta~Q~ afte vefty cogn~zant how the level ofi awaftene~~ ha~ 
~ncftea~ed 6oft ~t~ pftotect~on. No fongeft do buffdozeft~ ftun ftough~hod 
oveft the teftfta~n w~thout env~ftonmentaf pfann~ng. The pa~t yeaft~ ofi 
o~f and ga~ development ~n that fteg~on ~how cfeaftfy that development 
can be done w~th m~n~maf damage to w~fdf~6e oft natufte~ otheft beaut~e~. 

Fa~fufte to develop new Vome~t~c ~ouftce~ ofi o~f and ga~ could cfteate 
m~~efty ~n the human env~ftonment. We uftge expfoftat~on and development 
ofi the ANWR'~ ~elected ~~te Qnown a~ 1002. 

Ne~f Buftn~~de, 
Bu~~ne~~ Manageft 

NB:fifi 
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BOX 719 
BETHEL, ALASKA 99559 

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

January 15, 1987 

RE: Develloping the Arctic National' Willdlife Refuge 

Gent l'emen: 

The Bethe~ Native Corporation would like to take this 
opportunity to express its position regarding the potentiaV 
develiopment of the Arctic National' Willdlife Refuge. We would 
aliso ll:ike to acknowledge the outstanding record of the oil 
companies in protecting the fish and witdlife resources and 
their habitat as evidenced by the oil' and gas development in the 
Arctic. Those agencies arguing to preserve the fragi lie 
environment fai 11 to acknowledge the accomp Llishments of the oi t! 
companies in mitigating the adverse impacts to the Arctic 
environment. 

We feel' that deveVoping ANWR wirU significantUy improve the 
economy, improve the job market and employment, reduce the trade 
deficit, provide for many by products used in the home, business 
and recreational! areas. In addition, the decision to devel'op 
ANWR should acknowledge the oil' companies impeccable record in 
protecting the fish and wildl'ife resources and their habitat. 

We would like to compl\iment the North Slope Borough and the 
Department of the Interior for submitting wel!l documented 
reports supporting the deveUopment of ANWR. We concur with 
their recommendations and want to provide the foll'owing 
observation. The oi 11 companies in A liaska, and the continenta r 
United States, have experienced one of the most serious 
set-backs in any economy. The Al'askan economy needs another 
boost and the development of ANWR wi 1111 si gni fi cant ly improve the 
economy. The oil1 companies willl! be provided an incentive to 
remain in Al1aska and all other support facil1ities ctosely 
associated with oi 11 companies wi 1111 be direct l'y affected by 
Congress's decision to devel'op ANWR. The decision to open ANWR 
for devellopment wi 1111 have a ripplle effect on a 1111 other 
businesses closely rellated to oi 1 and gas development. Not only 
would the economy improve due to the ANWR deve 11opment but the 
decision would significantly improve the job market and 
employment opportunities. 

Once Congress rna kes its dec is ion to open A NWR for deve l'opment, 
al!l businesses associated with oil' companies wil'l be advertising 
for workers and that wil'U reduce unempl!oyment and provide a 
variety of jobs. The recent slump has drasticaUly reduced the 
job market and contri buted(gO~ 5~3~~1}~a' s unemp lioyment. The 



decision to open ANWR would improve the economy and the 
emplDyment opportunities in any business that supports the oi~ 
and gas de ve lo pme n t. 

According to the report submitted by the Department of Interior, 
this country's dependence on imported oi U has increased based on 
the demand for petrolleum products. Recognizing OPEC's controli 
of the price if oil in the world market, we remember the 1973 
trade embargo that emphasized the theory of suppUy and demand. 
We do not betieve this country is prepared to experience what 
happened in 1973 but its trade deficit is increasing at an 
a l'armi ng rete. The demand for pe tro l'e urn pro ducts wi 11 U continue 
on into the twenty-first century and we anticipate that this 
country's trade deficit wil r continue to rise. The decision to 
open ANWR for oi~ and gas devetopment would prepare the country 
to meet any anticipated demand without a greater degree of 
dependence on foreign oit. We would like to emphasize that this 
country should not be at the mercy of OPEC when it can devel!op 
its oiU and gas reserves. Less dependence on foreign oil! would 
significantly reduce the trade deficit and this will! only be 
accompllished by develloping new oil' and gas deposits, l 1ike inside 
ANWR. Not only would the trade deficit be reduced but many 
by-products from an oil! and gas activity would be provided to 
the general public. 

The production of oil! and gas activity has introduced many 
by-products that are being uti l!ized in the home, business and 
for recreation. Those opposed to the devetopment of ANWR should 
begin to rea tize that they uti t'ize many by-products of an oil 
and g a s de v e l'o p me n t • I n a d d i t ion , we be l'i e v e that t he s e s am e 
people have children and their future wil!l depend on the 
avai l1abi hty of the by-products that are uti l1ized in the home or 
business. The decision to open ANWR for devetopment should be 
predicated on the future of our chi lldren and their chi l'dren. We 
have to begin thinking that anything we accompUish today is for 
the future generations that wiUU fol!Uow with possibly a greater 
dependence on oi t: and gas and their by-products. As responsible 
stew a r d s , we s h o u 1 d not deny them the a v a i lla b i l 1i t y of a resource 
that can be devetoped cheaper today then in the future where it 
may be far too expensive to devetop or produce. 

The decision to open ANWR should take into consideration the 
existing oil! and gas activity in Prudhoe Bay that has proven the 
compatibi llity of an activity with a harsh and fragile 
environment. We concur with the reports submitted by the North 
Sl!ope Borough and the Department of Interior which emphasized 
that no significant impact has resulted to the fish and witdlife 
resources and their habitat. Contrary to concerns expressed by 
the opposition, the witdlife within Prodhoe Bay have flourished 
and have adapted to the oi t and gas activity with no significant 
problems. We are optimistic that opening ANWR would be the most 
responsibl!e action our government can undertake. 
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With oil! and gas deveUopment in ANWR we are optimistic that the 
economy willl! improve, employment willl be better and more jobs 
availiable, and the foreign trade deficit willl1 be reduced. Most 
importantly, we betieve that ANWR can be devetoped consistent 
with the compatibiUity requirements of the conservation system 
units as estabUished by the AUaska National! Interest Lands 
Conservation Act (ANILCA) of December 2, 1980. We therefore 
support the development of ANWR by acknowledging and agreeing 
with the reports submitted 'by the North Slope Borough and the 
Department of Interior. 

Sincere lty yours, 

Fe l!ix Hess 
Land Manager 
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ARMCO INC. 
GENERAL OFFICES • MIDDLETOWN, OHIO 45043 

Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 
Room 2343 
Main Interior Building 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Director: 

t:f__ "' 
ARMCO v 

January 16, 1987 

In my role as Director of Environmental and Energy Engineering for Armco Inc., 
my responsibilities and concerns are very similar to yours, i.e., that there be 
a proper balancing of environmental and economic (energy) issues. 

I believe the record speaks for itself as to Armco•s concern for the environ­
ment. Through 1985 we invested $426,300,000 for environmental control facili­
ties. In 1986 dollars, this amounts to over one billion dollars. Our annual 
operating expense (including depreciation) for these environmental control 
facilities is approximately $75,000,000 per year. 

A reliable, assured source of energy, at a reasonable cost, is essential -
absolutely critical - to a viable American steel industry. Ours is an energy 
intensive business, requiring on the average over 22 million BTU per ton of 
steel. While oil is not a direct source of the energy used for production of 
steel, the availability of oil has a significant impact on the price of natural 
gas, electricity, and coal because of the interchangeability of fossil fuels 
for many uses. Furthermore, oil is essential to the transportation of our raw 
materials and finished products. From 1975 to 1982 our average energy cost has 
more than doubled. 

I have read your excellent draft report of November 1986, entitled "Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge, Alaska Coastal Plain Resource Assessment." 

In the interest of America•s economic self-sufficiency and national defense, I 
firmly believe that the entire 1002 area should be opened for exploration and 
development of the oil and gas resources that are believed to be there. I also 
firmly believe that the important lessons learned at Prudhoe Bay and in the 
construction of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System should be utilized to the 
maximum extent feasible to mitigate environmental harm. 
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If we can be of any assistance to you in these important deliberations, please 
call. 

JEB/bn 
JEB5/45 
cc: L. W. Hicks 

Very truly yours, 

L
. .·) j\ 

1 c~ [ r) a· V • ; 

~n E. Barker 
D1~ector 
Environmental and Energy Engineering 
Armco Inc. 
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Mr. Frank Dunkle, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 
Main Interior Building, Room 2343 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

January 19, 1987 

Re: Comments on draft report of the United States Department 
of the Interior "Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, Alaska, 
Coastal Plain Resource Assessment" 

Dear Mr. Dunkle: 

The Ohio Chamber of Commerce, a statewide business trade association, supports 
the recommendation of the U.S. Department of the Interior that oil and gas 
leasing be permitted on the Arctic National Wildlike Refuge (ANWR) costal 
plain. 

The economic health of Ohio and of this nation depends on a secure energy 
future free from dependence on imported oil. Oil consumption in the U.S. has 
exceeded domestic production for more than twenty years. Concurrently, no 
U.S. oil field with reserves exceeding 1 billion barrels of oil has been dis­
covered since 1948. If we are to reduce imports, we must find and develop oil 
and gas here at home. According to the Interior Department's draft report on 
ANWR, "the area is clearly the most outstanding oil and gas frontier remaining 
in the United States and could contribute substantially to our domestic energy 
supplies," capable of producing as much as 9.2 billion barrels of oil. 

The U.S. petroleum industry has nearly twenty years of experience in finding 
and producing oil on Alaska's North Slope and is committed to striking a 
balance between development and environmental protection in this area as has 
been their record in the past. As the Interior Department's proposed recom­
mendation states, "Development of (the ANWR's) potential oil and gas resources 
could make a significant contribution to the economy and security of this 
Nation, and could be done in an environmentally responsible manner based on 
lessons learned at Prudhoe Bay and elsewhere." 

The Ohio Chamber of Commerce believes that the ANWR coastal plain development 
is a critically important step for our nation's energy future. We urge you 
and the Secretary of the Interior to recommend development of this vital area 
in your final report to Congress. 

Sincerely, 

President 
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JUNEAU AUDUBON ~OCIETY 
P.O. Box 1725 • Juneau, Alaska 99802 

January 14, 1987 

U.S Fi.sh and Wildlife Service 
Attn: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Sts, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

The following comments by the Juneau Audubon Society concern the Draft 
1002 Report on oil and gas development on the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge (ANWR). Juneau Audubon objects to the Secretary's recommendation for 
full oil leasing for the following reasons: 

Due to the importance of ANWR for its unique wildlife, we would like 
oil and gas leasing postponed until there is a documented need for such 
development. The fragile and unique ecosystems in the arctic are being 
rapidly developed the world over leaving very few areas for the wildlife 
that has played such a critical role in nati.ve subsistence and the ecology 
of the arctic. 

ANWR is not just a typical example of the Alaskan arctic coast. Unlike 
the Prudhoe Bay area, the caribou at ANWR are part of one of the largest and 
most far-ranging herds in the Alaskan arctic. The Alaska pipeline has 
restricted the movement of caribou at Prudhoe Bay, but the caribou have 
survived since they can still access most of their traditional range. At 
ANWR however, oil development will likely make the traditional caribou 
migration to boreal forests in Canada difficult at best. The loss of this 
herd and the wildlife associated with it would have a major environmental 
impact on the Alaskan arctic and on the native people of Canada and Alaska. 

Even on stri.ctly economic terms, we feel the national interest would 
be better served by developing alternative energy sources and giving energy 
conservation a more important role in the nation's long-term energy plans. 
This oil will be available in future years when there may be a greater need 
for it than there is now. A world-wide oil glut has greatly depressed oil 
prices. Why should we squander Alaska's non-renewable resources in this way 
right now? The natural values of ANWR, especially its unique fish, 
wildlife, and wilderness are much more important and irreplaceable than any 
amount of oil that can be recovered. And the value of such unique areas will 
only increase Hith time as all of the unprotected areas of the arctic are 
developed. The risk of jeopardizing our fish and wildlife resources, 
subsistence uses, and this rare Hilderness, is too great a price to pay for 
oil that would only supply at most 4% of the total U.S. demand. 



JUNEf1U f1UDUBON ~OCIETY 
P.O. Box 1725 • Juneau, Alaska 99802 

We think the decision to open up ANWR to development should not be done 
capriciously. Estimates of oil reserves are speculative at best. The long­
term impact of oil development on the wildlife of ANWR is still a basic 
unanswered question. We will all have to live with the consequences of 
destroying this irreplaceable area if that decision is made now; but if we 
could defer a decision and make it more out of national need and on a solid 
factual basis rather than for temporary political gai.n, we believe our 
country would be far better served. 

cc: Governer Steve Cowper 
Representative Don Young 

Sincerely, 

<, ~ ·• • ,_ 

Judy Hall Alaback 
Conservation Chair 
Juneau Audubon Society 
Box 1725 
Juneau, AK 99802 



JJ 
I 

1\) 
Ul 

rread 
January 20, 1987 

Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 
Division of Refuges 
Room 2343, Main Interior Building 
18th and 11 C11 Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Gentlemen: 

Burnell R. Roberts 
Chairman and 
Chief Executive Officer 

World Headquarters 
Courthouse Plaza Northeast 
Dayton, Ohio 45463 

Telephone: 513-222-6323 

In my capacity as Chairman of The Natural Resources Committee of 
the United States Chamber of Commerce, I wish to express my support 
of the Department of the Interior•s Fish and Wildlife Services 
recommendation that Congress enact legislation making the entire 
coastal plain portion of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) 
in Northeastern Alaska available for oil and gas leasing, with 
necessary environmental safeguards. 

It is important to the long range supply prospects of the United 
States that we identify the location of the most promising oil and 
gas prospects that exist on our Federal lands. I believe the most 
promising on-shore frontier is the 1.5 million acre coastal plain 
in the ANWR. 

As Chairman and CEO of The Mead Corporation, which is a major owner 
and user of forest resources within the United States, I am aware 
of the need for the extreme care that must be taken to protect the 
valuable natural resources of this area. I am also confident that 
with proper regulations we can ensure environmental integreity in 
all oil and gas operations that may eventually result in the area. 

In summary, it is vitally necessary that our nation continue its 
orderly oil and gas development to insure our energy and economic 



flead 
Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
January 20, 1987 
Page 2. 

future. To accomplish this objective, we must undertake discovery 
and then development of the coastal plain 1 s potential petroleum 
resources. I support your efforts and recommendations regarding 
making the Artie Natural Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) available for such 
exploration. 

Sincerel.¥, 

;Jwc/<LL( !}__ 8-J. t l to:_ 
/' 

BRR:lb 

cc: Susan Connolly, US Chamber 
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Mr. Frank Dunkle, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges 

January 20, 1987 

Main Interior Building, Room 2343 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Dunkle: 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 
600 MARYI.AND AVE .. S.W. 

SUITE 800 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20024 
AREA CODE 202 - 484·2222 

The American Farm Bureau Federation, our nation's largest 
organization of farmers and ranchers, endorses the U.S. Department 
of the Interior's recommendation that Congress enact legislation to 
permit oil and gas exploration on the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge (ANWR) coastal plain. 

While meeting in Anaheim on January 15, 1987, delegates to our 
national convention adopted a resolution supporting the development 
of energy in Alaska's coastal plain. This resolution originated 
with the Alaska Farmers and Stockgrowers Association (Alaska Farm 
Bureau) which adopted the position at its annual meeting in November 
1986. It states: 

"We urge Congress to open the Alaska Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge Coastal Plain to environmentally responsible oil and 
gas exploration, development and production." 

The Farm Bureau believes that it is imperative that our nation 
develop all its sources of energy. Adequate and consistent supplies 
of energy are critical if agriculture is to continue to meet our 
nation's demands for fuel and fiber. 

Nearly 80 percent of the energy used in agricultural 
production is derived from petroleum. Petroleum fuels have been 
an important contributor to the dramatic gains in agricultural 
productivity during this century. 

Current economic conditions in both U.S. agriculture and 
energy industries make it all the more important that domestic oil 
and natural gas production be encouraged and the dependence on oil 
imports be minimized. United States agricultural and energy needs 

-------------



require that areas of potentially vast oil and gas resources, such 
as the Alaska coastal plain, not be closed off to energy exploration 
and development. 

The American Farm Bureau Federation, for our more than 3 
million families nationwide, urges Congress to open the ANWR coastal 
plain for oil and gas exploration and development. 

JCD/laf 

Sincerely, 

JJLA:tt-
John C. Datt 

{!xecutive Director 
Washington Office 
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NUNAmiUT 
CORPORATION 

Anaktuvuk Pass, Alaska 99721 • Village phone (907)661-3227 

William P. Horn 
Assistant Secretary for Fish 

and Wildlife Parks 
U.S. Fish and VVildlife Service 
Attn: Divif"ion of "Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & C St. , N. W. 
~\Tashington, D.C. 20240 

Dear ~r. Secretary: 

I am vrriting to present the cornnents of the Anaktuvuk people 
on tte draft report concerning resource assessments and 
recornnendat.ions for the Arctic National t•Jildlife 'Refuge Coastal 
Plain. We helieve thatwe have a special prespective on one of the 
alternatives contained in the Secretary's draft report, that 
is, Alternative E t_'l)at would designate the N-TV!P Coastal Plain as 
"wilderness". 

~~y people live in the Brooks ~1ountain Pange about 250 miles 
southwest of Kaktovik. For many, many years we r.ave used the 
lands in the central Brooks Range and the foothills to the north 
to maintain our culture and traditional lifestyle, and for 
subsistence ~unting, fishing and trapping. 

In 1971 Congress passed the Alaska Native Settlement 
Act in which our aboriginal rights were extinguished in exchange 
for cash payments and, most importantly, the right to receive 
title to about 92,000 acres of land. It is important to point out 
that the land we received under ANCSA was far less than the area 
we have traditionally used for su~sistence purposes and continue 
to use even today. 

In the first few years after the passage of PNSCA, we saw 
very few outsiders in our village and even fevJer in the 
SrJrroundings lands that we continued to use for subsistence 
purposes. It was not until Congress began to consider the .n.laska 
lands legislation in the late 1970s that hikers and others began 
to come to the village with greater frequency to gain access to 
the surrounding mountain area. 

,January 19, 1987 



~~illiam P. Horn 
January 19, 1987 
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In 1980, Congress passed the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act -- ANILCA as it has come to be known--and as part of that legislation created 
Gates of the Arctic National Park. About 69,000 acres of our ANCSA lands lie 
within this 8 million acre national park. W1thin the new national park, Congress 
also designated almost all of the lands surrounding our ANCSA lands, as well as 
those selected by ASRC in the same area, as "v1i l derness" . 

. A.t the time ,1\NILCA became law, vo~e did not realize that 11Wilderness" de­
signation would mean severe restrictions on the type of activities that could 
be conducted on such lands. For instance, there can be no mechanized vehicular 
activities on "wilderness" lands unless "snowmobiles, motorboats, and other means 
of surface transportation traditionally employed" for subsistence purposes are 
used. 

Although we continue to use snowmobiles in the winter months for access 
to subsistence resources, in recent years the Anaktuvuk people have come to use 
lightweight, all-terrain vehicles during the summer months to travel to areas 
away from the village for subsistence hunting, fishing and trapping. ~le feel 
that use of ATVs has been part of a slow, evolutionary adaptation of modern 
means of transporation to engage in our traditional pursuit of subsistence 
resources. 

The National Park Service, however, in administerinG Gates of the Arctic 
National Park, has interpreted the law to prohibit the use of ATVs in the 
"wilderness" area where many of our subsistence resources--such as caribou--
are found. The Park Service argues that ATVs are not"means of surface 
transporation traditionally employed 11 for subsistence purposes. This legal 
interpretation has resulted in severe hardships on the Anaktuvuk people in their 
efforts to obtain access to vitally needed subsistence resources during the 
summer months. It is difficult for us to distinguish between snowmobiles, which 
are permitted, and ATVs, which are not. Each is a relatively modern form of 
transporation that allows us access to subsistence resources in the winter and 
summer seasons respectively. 

To resolve this problem, we have had to engage in costly and time--consuming 
negotiations with the ~~ational Park Service. It now appears that the only 
possible solution to the problem may be some kind of a new land exchange as well 
as new federal legislation that would possibly de-authorize the 11 Wilderness" 
areas that we continue to use for subsistnece purposes. 

~1y purpose in providing these comments is a limited one. It is to bring to 
your attention the problems we have encountered in attempting to carry out our 
traditional subsistence lifestyle in a 11 Wilderness 11 area. Therefore, we recommend 
that the Secretary not adopt Alternative E, which would place the AN~JR Coastal 
Plain in "wilderness" designation 

Very Truly Yours, 
Nunamiut Corporation 

~~~~ 
Jacob A~gook ~ 
President 
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SCOTT W. REED, Attorney at Law/P. 0. Box A/Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814/(208} 664-2161 

Division of Refuge Management 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18 & c Street, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 20240 

January 21, 1987 

Re: Draft Arctic ID~R, Alaska, 
Coastal Plain Resource Association 

Dear Sirs: 

As a member of the board of directors of National Audubon 
Society, I received a copy of the testimony of President Peter 
A. A. Berle made on behalf of National Audubon Society concerning 
the draft Arctic National Wildlife Refuge assessment given 
January 9, 1987. This letter is written in total support of the 
statement made by President Berle. 

Let me add a little bit more in opposition to opening the 
coastal plain to leasing at this time. In the Northwest we have 
a surfeit of electric energy. Although this energy is not oil, 
it is directly and integrally related. 

When hydro electric energy started becoming surplus in the 
early 1980's the Northwest public and private utilities aggres­
sively sold their energy to California utilities. Now with the 
advent of cheap oil, the California companies are switching back 
to oil generation which produces cheaper electrical energy than 
can be supplied from here. The Northwest utilities are now in a 
real financial bind. 

The cause of the surplus in the Pacific Northwest in simple 
terms is two fold, one good and one bad. This area, particularly 
in the state of Washington, had the greatest per capita electric 
energy consumption in the United States. Major conservation 
programs were undertaken both as a consequence of the Northwest 
Power Act and on the initiative of private utilities. The result 
has been a major reduction in resident as well as industrial 
consumption. This has been enhanced by the natural intelligence 
of the consumer who reacted to higher prices by cutting back. 
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The bad part is just exactly what is being proposed by the 
Coastal Plain Resource Assessment. Public and private utilities 
greatly expanded their resources in the late 60's and early 70's 
upon the assumption that growth and consumption would continue on 
a straight line forever. I had the privilege of hearing Donald 
P. Hodel proclaim to the Idaho Water Resource Board the absolute 
reliability of Bonneville Power Administration's straight line 
projection. 

The pell mell government effort to increase production led 
to the Washington Public Power Supply System fiasco that has 
devastated private bondholders although perhaps enhancing the 
income of a large number of lawyers. The only good thing that 
can be said about the WPPSS disaster as designed and promoted by 
now Secretary Hodel is that most of the plants will never be 
completed and therefore will not compound the problem. 

The Pacific Northwest Power Planning Council has promulgated 
a Fish and Wildlife Program that is intended to restore the 
damage v.;rought by excessive hydroelectric construction. While 
there are some funding problems implementing this program, the 
direction is very clear. It is to restore wildlife. 

In the Arctic you have the much preferable alternative vlhich 
is to avoid the destruction in the first place. In the Arctic 
this is particularly critical because there is little likelihood 
of subsequent mitigation or restoration. 

Those who would promote further drilling in the Arctic 
either should be committed for psychiatric examination or else 
they have already been in some type of mental ward out of touch 
with the energy world over the past ten years. It was only a 
couple of years ago that Congress was being told it should repeal 
the ban on exports of oil to Japan so that Alaska could find a 
financially viable market for what was coming out of its pipe­
line. 

Because of my appointment by National Audubon to the board 
of the Garrison Trust Fund, I have had the occasion to visit 
North Dakota a couple of times in the past year. The governor 
and the legislators of North Dakota would certainly be able to 
give you an opinion about the desirability of further oil 
exploration and development at this time. 

North Dakota undertook a major oil and coal gasification 
development program in the 1970's. The voters approved an 
initiative which imposed a major severance tax. The result was 
that for a time the North Dakota state treasury was overflowing 
with oil money which of course got promptly allocated to impor­
tant state programs such as higher education. 
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With the collapse of OPEC and the decline in oil prices, 
development stopped. The coal gasification plant closed. The 
newspaper in Bismark reported when I was there last week that the 
remainder of the coal gasification company now occupies one room 
in an old office building in Minot. 

The state is running a $100 million deficit. The only 
possibility of financial recovery in this farming state is for a 
return to power by OPEC and a corresponding increase in oil 
prices. The last thing they need is any further oil developQent 
of the type proposed for the Arctic. 

My comments have been economic, but my concern is for the 
wildlife as so well expressed by President Berle. I urge you to 
go back to the drawing board and to put the entire Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge in the deep freeze for which it was 
designed and intended. 

JJ SHR:gs 
I 

~ cc: Peter A. A. Berle 





STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

GEORGE S. MICKELSON 
GOVERNOR 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE 
STATE CAPITOL BUILDING 

PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 57501 

(605) 773-3212 
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January 15, 1987 

Mr. Frank Dunkle, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuges, Room 2343 
Main Interior Building 
18th and c street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Dunkle: 

Secure and reliable energy supplies are critically 
important to South Dakotans who use more gasoline and diesel fuel 
per capita than the national average to operate our farms and 
heat our homes. 

That is why we support the proposed recommendation in 
the U.S. Department of the Interior's draft report that the 
Congress permit oil and natural gas development activities on the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) coastal plain. We believe 
that development of the potentially vast oil and gas resources 
beneath the coastal plain is essential in helping meet future 
U.S. energy supply needs and reducing our dangerously heavy 
dependence on oil imports. 

At a time of continued political turmoil and terrorism 
in the Middle East, the national interest requires that we 
increase the search for and development of the oil and gas 
resources within our borders. The ANWR coastal plain provides 
one of the nation's best opportunities for major new discoveries. 
As the Interior Department's draft report states, "The ANWR 
coastal plain is clearly the most outstanding oil and gas 
frontier remaining in the United States and could contribute 
substantially to our domestic energy supplies. 

The petroleum industry's nearly twenty years of 
experience in developing oil fields on the Alaskan North Slope 
proves that oil and gas activities are fully compatible with the 
arctic environment and wildlife and would pose no threat to the 
coastal plain's ecology. We are aware that such operations must 



meet strict federal and state environmental standards and are 
closely monitored by the appropriate environmental agencies. 

We applaud the Interior Department's draft report on 
the ANWR coastal plain and endorse its proposed recommendation 
that this important area be opened to oil and gas leasing to help 
meet our future energy needs. 

Sincerely, 

GSM:ls 
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January 27, 1987 

u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuqe Management Resources 
2343 Ma.in Interior Building 
18th & C, N.W. 
washinqton, D.C. 20240 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing in regards to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service report 
1002(H) on oil and gas leasing in the ANWR Coastal Plain. 

The City of Valdez, Alaska goes on record supporting and strongly urging 
the Congress of the United States to open the ANWR coastal plain to 
environmentally responsible oil and gas exploration, development and 
production. 

The development of world-class oil deposits in the refuge proposed for 
leasing would promote economic development, reduce our dependence on 
foreign oil, promote environmental sound and orderly developnent in the 
absence of an energy crisis, increase revenues fran taxes and royalties, 
strengthen national security interests, restrain the national trade deficit 
and create thousands of new iobs. 

Although there is plenty of oil on the market today, domestic oil reserves 
are plurrmeting while constmlption is rising. Prudhoe Bay, America's largest 
oil field, accounts for 20 percent of U.S. domestic crude production. 
However, it has already been pumped half empty and a steady decline in 
production will soon begin. As the City of Valdez is the tenninus for the 
pipeline, the economic impact of that decline, based on value alone, is 
already being felt. 

If America forgoes or delays this maior opportunity to reverse its 
increasing dependency on foreign oil, our vulnerability to oil price 
increases or shortages will increase to dangerously high levels in the next 
decade. The best way to assure that the United States will have a secure 
supply of oil is to pursue exploration and developnent here at home and the 
best chance to find a new world-class domestic supply of oil is in the 
coastal plain of ANWR. 

The environmental issue is not a wilderness versus no wilderness issue. 
There are already 8 million acres of designated wilderness in ANWR. The 
1.5 million acre coastal plain comprises only eight percent of the refuge. 
Moreover 92 percent of the refuge is off-limits to oil and gas developnent. 
A multi-year record of petroleum development in arctic Alaska clearly 
demonstrates that such development can and does co-exist with the 
environment. 

P.O. BOX 307 • VALDEZ, ALASKA 99686 
TELEPHONE (9071 835-4313 • TELEX 25381 • TELECOPIER (907) 835-2992 
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Nc:Jw more than ever, we must move ahead with this opportunity, especial! y 
since it has been proven that the technology exists today to develop arctic 
petroleum resources in an environmentally sound manner. 

In closinq, I appreciate the opportunity to express our local interest and 
support for this project of national concern. 

Sincerely, 

CITY OF VALDEZ , Af..ASF;A 

~De~ 
/ Devenis, Mawr 

JD/DRT/lrf 

--------------------------~---~········----



February 4, 1987 

Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Refuge 
Room 2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and 11C 11 Street 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Sir: 

ALASKA STATE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Re_:!:<mJI Offi.:c: 

Xll I B Street. Suite -111_< 

.-'\nc·horagc .. -'\Ia, 'd ~9<111 
tlJU7r 27X-_,~-ll 

Speaking on behalf of the Alaska State Chamber of Commerce as its Immediate Past 
Chairman, we declare our full support for Secretary Hodel's recommendation to open 
the Coastal Plain of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to oil and gas exploration, 
development and production under reasonable measures to assure the protection of wildlife 
and the environment. 

The Alaska State Chamber of Commerce is served by a Board of 50 representing business 
communities statewide ... from Nome to Ketchikan. This communication speaks for 1,196 
of our members. 

JJ Our support results from studies of the issues raised in the Secretary of the Interior's 
W Study. We do not fault the conclusions presented in the study and our experiences over 
0 the years substantiate the major points made. 

Of major concern is Alaska's present oil production that yields 2096 of our nation's 
production is declining with nothing coming up to sustain this contribution to our national 
security. Even with much of the infrastructure needed to bring ANWR Coastal Plain oil 
to U.S. markets already in place, it will take 10 years to bring any new fields into 
production. In the meantime, our nation's dependence on foreign oil grows right along 
with our trade deficit. 

How can anyone in good conscience jeoparrlize our nation's security by ignoring the 
responsible petroleum development in Alaska's giant Prudhoe Bay field just 6 5 miles to 
the West of the Coastal Plain? How many billions of dollars raust be wasted in repeated 
studies of identical issues and concerns? 

We recognize our support is critical to the opening of the Coastal Plain of ANW R and 
want you to know it is in place, 1,196 times. 

Sincerely, 

Director, Executive Committee 



Washington 
Envirolllllental 
Council 

P.O. Box 4445 
76 S. Main Street 
Seattle, Washington 98104 
206-623-1483 

AAUW- Wash1ngton State D1vision 
Admiralty Audubon Soc1ety 
A1r Quality Coalition 
Alpine Lakes Protection Society 
Audubon Nature Center at N1squa1ty Reach 
Black Hills Audubon Society 
Blue Mountain Audubon Society 
Camano Island Homeowner's Association 
Cascade B1cycle Club 
Cascade Wilderness Club 
Citizens to Save Puget Sound 
Council for Land Care and Planning 
Everett Gardeo Club 
Evergreen Islands Inc. 
Floating Homes Association 
Friends of Cypress Island 
Fnends of the Columbia Gorge 
Friends of Discovery Park 
Friends of the Earth- E. WA, N. ID. 
Greenpeace- Seattle 
Hanford Oversight Committee of WA 
Hood Canal Environmental Council 
Issaquah Alps Traits Club 
tzaak Walton League of America 
Kangley Rural Association 
Kitsap Audubon Society 
Lower Columbia Basin Audubon Society 
Mt. Baker Watershed Protection Assoc1at1on 
North Cascades Audubon Society 
North Cascades Conservation Counc1l 
North Central Washington Audubon 

Soc1ety 
North University Garden Club 
Northwest Fly Anglers 
Northwest Steethead Salmon Council 

of Trout Unlimited 
Oak Harbor Garden Club 
OlyMpic Park Assoc1ates 
OlympiC Peninsula Audubon Soc1ety 
People for Fa" Taxes in Washington 
Pilchuck Audubon Soc1ety 
ptateau Preservation So~iety 
PRO-Salmon 
Protect the Peninsula's Future 
Recreational Equipment, Inc. 
Save A Valuable Environment 
Seattle Audubon Soc1ety 
Seattle Shoreline Coalition 
Sierra Club- Cascade Chapter 
Spokane Mountaineers. Inc 
Spokane Audubon Society 
Tahoma Audubon Society 
The Ptarm1gans 
The Mountaineers 
Town Forum, Inc. 
Vancouver Audubon Soc1ety 
Washington Cit1zens for Recycling 
WA. Council of Fed. of Fly Fishers 
Washington Fly Fishing Club 
Washington Kayak Club 
Washington Roadside Council 
Washington Trollers Association 
Wetlands of West Hylebos 
Western Washington Solar Energy 

Association 
Whidbey Island Audubon Society 
Wildlife Soc1ety - Wash~ngton Chapter 
Yakima Valley Audubon Soc•ety 

February 2, 1987 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Attn: Division of Refuge Management 

Resources 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & c Streets Northwest 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Re: ANWR Coastal Plan Resource Assessment 

Dear Director: 

These comments are submitted on behalf of the 
Washington Environmental Council. The washington 
Environmental Council, or WEC, is a non-profit 
umbrella organization made up of over 65 separate 
conservation and recreation organizations. In 
addition the WEC has a separate membership of 
over 1100 persons. 

The WEC does not usually comment upon activities 
outside of washington. An exception to that 
practice has been made here on account of the 
important national interests at stake in the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. A number of 
WEC's own members have visited the refuge; a much 
larger number expect to be able to enjoy such an 
opportunity. 

The value of the refuge is self evident. It is 
the sole protected conservation unit on the north 
slope of Alaska. It offers the greatest hope of 
preserving a portion of the unique Arctic 
environment in its pristine state; its importance 
is more than national. As an integrated intact 
ecosystem the refuge is subject to no fewer than 
six international treaties and maintains 
importance for the entire northern hemisphere. 
Because of these outstanding attributes the WEC 
urges the selection of Alternative E, wilderness 
designation. 



During the debates that led to the Section 1002 compromise, the 
Senate fully appreciated the wilderness characteristics of the 
coastal plain by recognizing that it, of all other areas, 
should be the last to be explored for petroleum resources. 
Nothing in the draft resource assessment warrants changing that 
priority. As it currently lies, the coastal plain by no means 
holds the last remaining hope for America's petroleum needs. 
In the six years since the passage of ANCILA hundreds of 
thousands of acres of both onshore and offshore lands have been 
opened for oil exploration and development. America's 
potential for petroleum production literally remains untapped. 

The prospects of the coastal plain do not call for a reordering 
of priorities. A less than twenty percent chance of 
economically recoverable deposits hardly justifies a one 
hundred percent chance of desecration of this pristine 
environment. Even if best estimates proved true, the coastal 
plain would only render a minute fraction of the U.S. oil 
demand during the period of production. Development of the 
coastal plain will not make the U.S. any more energy 
independent. Nor will it save the economy of Alaska. 
Predicated upon the price of oil at $33 - $40 per barrel, it is 
highly unlikely that the price will escalate sufficiently for 
the state to realize any of its royalty interests. Moreover, 
even if development proceeds, any return is at least 15 years 
away. 

Events of the past six years, if anything, have dictated that 
the fate of the coastal plain be sealed with wilderness 
designation. The Section 1002 study was directed at a time 
when the American economy was suffering the consequences of the 
Arab oil cartel. Since then the cartel has dissolved, oil 
prices have dropped to their true relative value, most areas of 
the continental shelf with high petroleum potential have been 
opened for leasing and exploration, and the true prospects of 
the coastal plain have been determined. Through the 1002 
report Congress now knows that the coastal plain is not another 
Prudhoe Bay. In view of all of these factors, Congress can now 
confidently designate the coastal plain for wilderness without 
the fear of sacrificing America's energy independence. 

It should be kept in mind that much is preserved and nothing is 
lost by such designation. The ANWR, with its coastal plain, is 
one of the true wilderness areas of our nation. In keeping 
with the spirit of the Wilderness Act it is one of the few 
areas of our country which truly remains in its primeval 
state. To preserve such areas is far more imporant for our 
heritage than the immediate financial gain of short term 
exploratory activities. Should we ever get to the point where 
the coastal plain is our last prospect for petroleum 
development, it could, with congressional approval, be resorted 
to in desperation. Until that time, such a treasure as the 
coastal plain should not be hocked, especially at fire sale 
conditions. 



In closing we would have to agree with Ted Stevens' metaphor 
that was articulated during the ANILCA debates: Indeed a 
pipeline across the coastal plain would be tantamount to a 
slash across the face of the Mona Lisa. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

cc: Senator Bennett J. Johnston 
Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee 

Honorable Steve Cowper 
Governor of the State of Alaska 

Glen w. Elison 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 



February 2, 1987 

u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
ATTENTION: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

REFERENCE: ANWR Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Sirs: 

We endorse the recommendations contained in the recently 
released Draft Section 1022 (h) Report and draft 
Environmental Impact Statement that the Coastal Plain of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) should be opened to 
oil and gas leasing, exploration and development with 
environmental safeguards. 

ANWR is the most probable place to find oil in North America 
in significant amounts. This is important to the nation 
because of our strong current dependence upon foreign oil 
and because, in the future, our reliance upon foreign oil 
will be even more significant (by the year 2000, when ANWR 
production could be obtained, it is estimated that America 
will import upwards of 65% of its oil). 

The environmental record of the oil industry on the North 
Slope is spotless--no significant environmental harm has 
resulted from the major developments there so far. The oil 
industry will operate safely in ANWR, without affecting the 
caribou and other wildlife which are present there, just 
like it has in Prudhoe Bay and Kuparuk, where the Central 

Arctic Caribou herd has increased in size 5 times in the 
last 15 years. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment upon the draft 
Section 1002 (h) Report and Environmental Impact Statement. 

2312 Lincoln Avenue • Anchorage, Alaska 99517 • (907) 248-4933 



ALASKA CONTROLS, INC. 
MANUFACTURERS' REPRESENTATIVE 

February 2, 1987 

u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
ATTENTION: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

REFERENCE: ANWR Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Sirs: 

We endorse the recommendations contained in the recently 
released draft Section 1022 (h) report and draft 
Environmental Impact Statement that the Coastal Plain of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) should be opened to 
oil and gas leasing, exploration and development with 
environmental safeguards. 

ANWR is the most probable place to find oil in North America 
in significant amounts. This is important to the nation 
becasue of our strong current dependence upon foreign oil 
and becasue, in the future, our reliance upon foreign oil 
will be even more significant (by the year 2000, when ANWR 
production could be obtained, it is estimated that America 
will import upwards of 65% of its oil). 

The environmental record of the oil industry on the North 
Slope is spotless--no significant environmental harm has 
resulted from the major developments there so far. The oil 
industry will operate safely in ANWR, without affecting the 
caribou and other wildlife which are present there, just like 
it has in Prudhoe Bay and Kuparuk, where the Central Arctic 
Caribou herd has increased in size 5 times in the last 15 
years. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment upon the draft 
Section 1002 (h) Report and Environmental Impact Statement. 

Sincerely, 
J'1J. l -fl ' /1 {d('k. (vt:td.».J 

Mack Hudson 
Vice President 



January 19, 198~ 

u. s. Fish & Wildlife Service 
ATTN: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & c Streets, N.w. 
Washington, D.c. 20240 

RE: u.s. Department of Interior 1002 Report Concerning ANWR 

Gentlemen: 

As interested individuals we want to express our support of oil 
and gas exploration in the Artie National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR). 

Alaska currently supplies twenty percent of the U.S. consump­
tion of oil, most of which is from the large Prudhoe Bay field, 
now beginning to decline in productian. America needs to find 
new sources of petroleum in order to keep foreign dependence at 
a minimum. 

The development of the ANWR would be in harmony with the enviro­
ment. The twenty year history of the near Prudhoe Bay field 
shows that wildlife and oil development are indeed compatible. 
Caribou in North Slope oil fields have tripled since development 
and bioligists expect ANWR caribou to adapt as well. 

If the ANWR Coastal Plain is approved for exploration, the multi­
billion dollar investments required for development would provide 
jobs and economic benefits throughout the entire United S t s tes. 

Concerned Citizens, 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
ATTN: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 2D24D 

~E: U.S. Department of Interior 1002 Report Concerning ANWR 

Gentlemen: 

I am writing to express my full support for the Secretary of the Interior's 
recommendation to open the Coastal F'lain of the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge to oil and gas exploration, development and production under 
reasonable measures to assure the protection of wildlife and the environment. 

The resource estimates ranging up to 29.4 billion barrels of oil and 64.5 
trillion cubic feet of natural gas in-place, which are set forth In the 
Coastal Plain Resource Assessment of November 24, 1986, are very significant. 
If petroleum reserves of this magnitude are to be found on the Coastal Plain, 
this would represent a substantial contribution to the energy security of 
our nation. 

A decision to open the Coastal Plain would also represent thousands of jobs 
and billions of dollars in business opportunities all across our nation. 
The potential benefits to our economic well-being make It unthinkable 
that the Coastal Plain may be closed to development. 

The petroleum industry's proven record in developing the super-giant Prudhoe 
Bay field demonstrates that oil and gas development can be undertaken while 
still protecting wildlife and environmental resources. 

Sincerely~C ~ 
'#..z. 6~,_,?&1 6 
~ 4· 7..!>'7~_s--



u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Attn: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Re: ANWR Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Sirs: 

We endorse the recommendations contained in the 
recently released draft Section 1002(h) Report and draft 
Environmental Impact Statement that the Coastal Plain of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) should be opened to oil 
and gas leas~ng, exploration and development with environmental 
safeguards. 

ANWR is the most probable place to find oil in North 
America in significant amounts. This is important to the nation 
because of our strong current dependence upon foreign oil 
(approximately 43% of America's oil is imported in 1986) and 
because, in the future, our reliance upon foreign oil will be 
even more significant (by the year 2000, when ANWR production 
could be obtained, it is estimated that America will import 
upwards of 65% of its oil). 

The environmental record of the oil industry on the 
North Slope is spotless -- no significant environmental harm has 
resulted from the ma)or developments there so far. The oil 
industry will operate safely in ANWR, without affecting the 
Caribou and other wildlife which are present there, just like it 
has in Prudhoe Bay and Kuparuk, where the Central Arctic Caribou 
herd has increased in size 5 times in the last 15 years. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment upon the 
draft Section 1002(h) Report and Environmental Impact Statement. 

Sincerely yours, 

(/~.f / /Jy~rfJ"h_ 
13~ llf~ + ~c~4-VJ 

)~,f~ l~i 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
ATTN: Division of Refuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th & C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

January 28, 1987 

RE: U.S. Department of Interior Draft Report and 
Recommendation to the U.S. Congress and Legislative 
Environmental Impact Statement (i.e., 1002 Report) 

Gentlemen: 

I am writing to express my full support for the Secretary of the Interior's 
recommendation to open the Coastal Plain of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to 
oil and gas exploration, development, and production under reasonable measures 
to assure the protection of wildlife and the environment. 

The resource estimates ranging up to 29.4 billion barrels of oil and 64.5 trillion cubic 
feet of natural gas in-place, which are set forth in the Coastal Plain Resource 
Assessment of November 14, 1986, are very significant. If petroleum reserves of this 
magnitude are to be found on the Coastal Plain, this would represent a substantial 
contribution to the energy security of our nation. 

A decision to open the Coastal Plain would also represent thousands of jobs and 
billions of dollars in business opportunities all across our nation. The potential 
benefits to our economic well-being make it unthinkable that the Coastal Plain may 
be closed to development. 

The petroleum industry's proven record in developing the super-giant Prudhoe Bay 
field demonstrates that oil and gas development can be undertaken while still 
protecting wildlife and environmental resources. 

Sincerely, 



January 10, 1987 

PT fJF' .. L 

Dear Secretary Hodel, 1 59 9 '8? JAN 21 A 9 : 14 
I feel that the Department of Interior would be unconscionably 

wrong to develop oil and gas in the costal plair.'~Et\Jl~l~~~ Arctic National. 
__ .,.;,: i;· 

Wildlife 

First, it is an uneconomical plan. I understand that if you could 

recover the small amount of 600 million barrels it would be at a cost 

of $33. a barrel. 

Secondly, and most important, this area is the calving ground of 

millions of caribou and build of roads, pipelines, machincrv and 

men would be irreparable in that fragile environment. 

There would be tremendous decline of caribou, polar bear, musk 

oxen, arctic fox and millions of birds that utilize that costal plain. 

Lastly the Eskimo require these birds and animals for their 

survival. We have no right to convert their hunt 

purposes. 

Please abandon this very bad plan. 

fv'n. Miles O'Brien 
171 Kenwood Rood 
Grosse Pointe Farms, Ml 
48236 

Sincerely, 

lands for our owu 
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January 14, 1987 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Attn: Division of nefuge Management 
2343 Main Interior Building 
18th and C Sts., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Re: Prooosed Oil Leases in the Arctic Coastal Plain in Alaska 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing to express my disbelief and outrage 
with regard to the Department of the Interior's proposed 
exploitation of a national treasure, namely, Alaska's 
Arctic Coastal Plain, an awesome 1.5 million acre expanse 
of American wilderness. 

This is an ill-considered development in that 
this refuge is one of the most expansive, fragile, and 
diverse areas that is still intact in this country -­
and which can be enjoyed by future generations of Ameri­
cans. To allow oil and gas develo~ment in this area 
would mean the destruction of an internationally signi­
ficant wildlife and wilderness resource for what amounts 
to an insignificant gain on the part of the oil and gas 
industry. 

Although this letter of opposition against the 
interests of the oil and gas industry in the development 
of this area is similar to the efforts of David fighting 
Goliath, I still believe that in this country, the voice 
of the "little" people does matter. The beauty of the Arc­
tic National Wildlife Refuge must be preserved in its 
natural state--to develop it in this fashion will rob us, 
and our children, of a unique national asset. The coastal 
plain should be designated as wilderness. 

cc: Hon. Alfonse 11. D' Amato 
Hon. Daniel P. Moynihan 

Respectfully, 

~~''{'\'\_~~ 
(Alvl ta M. POrter) 
Champion International 
M5 1'hird Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 



January 19, 1987 

we do noL believe it's worth endangering a fragile and diverse 
wildlife treasure for the chance of finding a few years' supply of 
oil. The unique wilderness and wildlife of the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge must take priority over oil development. Everday we 
are destroying the habitat of our wild animals, it must stop. This is 
the nation's opportunity to protect the wildlife left in this region. 
This particular refuge comprises one of the most extensive, fragile 
and diverce ecosystems that we have and should be designated as 
wilderness. It should be the la3t place to go for oil and gas. 

We are writing today to let you know how very important it i~ to 
INCLUDE THE ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE IN THE NATIONAL 
WILDERNESS PRESERVATION SYSTEM. We must pre~erve this critically 
important habitat for so many of our beautiful wild animals, many of 
which are already endangered. 

NAME ADDRESS 
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cc: Interior Secretary Donald Hodel/ 

Senator Strom 'l'hurmond 
Senator E'rnest F. Hollings 
Congressman Floyd Spence 
Defenders of Wildlife 



llacUsoa Auduboa Society IDe. 

January 20, 19&1 

u.s. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Washington, DC 

Dear People: 

On behalf of our 2500 members in the Madison Audubon Society, I wish to protest 
the developing plans to open the areas of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to 
oil and gas leases. In our opinion, this represents poor planning and poor 
stewardship of our national resources. It is Madison Audubon's understanding 
that the draft repprt has misleading deficiencies in its data. We believe that 
the resource assessment should be redone and time should be given for public 
1m put. 

There is no national need for the marginal amount of energy which is projected 
to be available in this coastal area. Yet, the wildlife diversity is some of 
the richest on earth. Our interests are best served b,y the protection of this 
diversity. We strongly urge that you realize that the suggestion to open the 
coast to energy development is ill-advised and that you withdraw the plan. 

Sincerely, 44 LJl / '77 /7 

~arc,~ c?~ /~~ 
Sharon Clark Gaskill 
President, Madison Audubon Society 
111 King Street 
Madison, Wisconsin 53703 

Ill Ring Street • Madison, WI 53 703 • 608-256-0565 



DONALD HODEL 

SECRETARY OF THE 

18TH & C STREETS 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

MR. HODEL, 

INTERIOR 

N • W. 
20240 

OIL DRILLING IN A WILDLIFE REFUGE 

IS A BLASPHEMOUS J{}fJfTA{JfRfW"A.JU ACT 
UPON NATURE AND THIS COUNTRY. 

u "86 DC -=-r--
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YOUR SUGGESTIONS OF INCREASED USE 

OF ALTERNATE ENERGY SOURCES AND 
REDUCTION IN OIL CONSUMPTION ARE 

WONDERFUL. PLEASE PURSUE THEM! 

25 NOVEMBER 1986 

Oil Drilling: 
Proposed for 
Alaska Refuge 
Wa,shington . 

· The Interior Depaf'~ll&,· 
setting the stage for a ·battle . 
with conservationists, teata~. ' 
tively proposed yestetday·:·t' 
oil drilling be allowed in a hag~ 
wildlife refuge on ~Iaska's ere· 
tic coast. · 

A draft report made public by 
the department's Fish and.WikSW. ·e.: 
Service recommended that '•ile ·: 
coastal plain w.ithin the Arctic ~fa;:}.' 
tiona! Wildlife Refuge be opedld; · 
for oil and gas developmenL ·. 

JJ IF POSSIBLE, TAKE A TRIP INTO THE 
I 

William P. Horn, assistallt ln.te. 
rior secretary for fish anf· ~e •. ;. 
said that the wildlife refuge offers 
the. possibility of "a superg~nt oll. 
field that does not exist anywhere 
else in the United States.'~ 

~ WILDERNESS AND SPEND SOME TIME BY 
YOURSELF WITH NATURE. You CANNOT 

HELP BUT COME AWAY WITH A GREATER 
APPRECIATION FOR THE NEED TO PRE­
SERVE THE LAND IN ITS NATURAL STATE. 

The report said the fieWsl;lrge 
oil and gas potentials are needed for · 
the nation's economic well-being· 
and for national security. 

"The numbers say that there is 
a good prospect her'e of another 
Prudhoe Bay," Horn said. Prudhoe 

STAND FOR CONSERVATION, NOT EXPLOITATION!! 
CREATE, D !! 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94115 

CC: WILLIAM P. HORN, ASST. SEC. OF INTERIOR 

GEORGE KELLER, CHEVRON 





Carpenter St. Croix Valley Nature Center 
12805 St. Croix Trail • Hastings, Minnesota 55033 • 612-437-4359 

December 9, 1986 

Donald Hodel 
Department of the Interior 
Interior Bldg. 
c. Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Secretary Hodel: 

11 0 3 
"86 DtC 15 1111 :3.J 

\,. .J. :~ • ,.' •• ,, 

(X£Ci.i I"., ·· . 
~ i .~... • ... -.• ' ' 

This letter is in response to the Interior Department's call for 
public comments on the draft report regarding oil and gas 
potential on Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

Wildlife refuges are extremely important sanctuaries for all 
wildlife species. During a time when nature, as unaltered by 

JJ man, is being pushed onto smaller and smaller parts of our Gu planet, the refuge system becomes of the utmost importance. 
(0 

By opening the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to drilling oil 
and gas, we are endangering wildlife in many ways. 

First, in wildlife/man confrontations such as when a human or his 
property is injured by a bear, it is the animal which is removed 
or destroyed. If situations like this arose during construction 
or drilling exercises, how would the animal's refuge be upheld? 

Secondly, by moving man and his machines onto the Refuge, the 
safety of refuges everywhere is in jeopardy. The refuge system 
becomes something which can be altered and twisted to meet the 
needs of people, instead of the plants and animals which should 
be the benefactors of the Refuge. 

Furthermore, while Bill Horn stated that "Development must result 
in no unnecessary adverse effects, and unavoidable habitat losses 
should be fully compensated.", any habitat loss is an unnecessary 
adverse effect. After all the Refuge was set up for the 
wildlife. What would compensation do if an environmental 
catastrophe, like a major oil spill occured? While the 
compensation may temper human concern, it could not return the 
habitat or restore ecological balance. 



Carpenter St. Croix Valley Nature Center 
12805 St. Croix Trail • Hastings, Minnesota 55033 • 612-437-4359 

page 2, continued 

It is possible and somewhat easy to calculate the billions of 
barrels of oil and the trillions of cubic feet of gas which lies 
under the Refuge. What is not as easy to compute, but even more 
important, is the wealth in biological diversity, the long term 
effects of man's activity in the Arctic and the need for wildlife 
to have wilderness areas free from man's influence. 

I urge you to recommend that the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
be designated as wilderness. Please include my thoughts in your 
final report to Congress. 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

(}' J,. '1· cJ t'"h'\ ol.V~A!..'Y* 
Tom Lewanski 
Interpretive Naturalist 

TL/lk 

cc: J. Fitzpatrick, Director of CNC 
Congressman, Timothy Penny 
Congressman, Vin Weber 
Congressman, Bill Frenzel 
Congressman, Bruce Vento 
Congressman, Martin Sabo 
Congressman, Gerry Sikorski 
Congressman, Arlan Stangeland 
Congressman, James Oberstar 







u.s. 
FISH A WILDLIFE 

SERVICE 

As the Nation's principal conservation agency, the Department of the 
Interior has responsibility for most of our nat,jonally owned public lands 
and natural resources. This includes fostering the wisest use of our land 
and water resources, protecting our fish and wildlife, preserving the 
environmental and cultural values of our national parks and historical 
places, and providing for tht! enjoyment of life through outdoor 
recreation . The Department assesses our energy and mineral resources 
and works to assure that their development is in the best interests of all 
our people. The Department also h'as a major responsibility for American 
Indian reservation communities and for people who live in island 
territories under U.S. administration. 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
DIVISION OF REFUGE MANAGEMENT 
MAIN INTERIOR BLDG., ROOM 2343 

18TH & C STREETS, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 
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