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Arctic National Wildlife Refuge Polling Results

Research conducted by Ivan Moore Research for the Alaska Conservation Alliance

July 1998

“The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge should be protected from oil drilling:”

Agree 140 46.7%
Disagree 137 45.7%
Neutral/Undecided 23 7.7%

November 1999

“Please tell me ifyou strongly agree, mildly agree, mildly disagree or strongly disagree
.with the following statement about the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge or ANWR.

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge or ANWR should be protected from British
Petroleum’s oil drilling and development plans:”

Agree o 101 40.5%
Disagree * 109  43.4%
Neutral 40 16.0%
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April 3, 2000

United States Senate
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator:

lam writing to ask for your support against oil drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. The Alaska Conservation
Voters, a statewide umbrella organization which represents 31 conservation organizations and 22,000 individual Alaskans,
is a strong supporter o f permanent protection for the Arctic Refuge coastal plain.

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge is an Alaskan treasure. The fragile coastal plain supports a broad diversity of life
including nesting and feeding habitat for hundreds o f species o f migratory birds, denning grounds for polar bears, and the
birthing area for the 130,000 member Porcupine River caribou herd. The Arctic Refuge coastal plain makes up a mere 5%
ofAlaska’'s Arctic and is the only stretch ofcoastline which is off-limits to oil and gas development.

Contrary to oil lobbyist claims, Alaskans are divided on the question ofwhether to allow oil drilling in the Arctic Refuge
(lvan Moore Research 11/99). In fact, 65% of Alaskans say they oppose oil drilling if proven that it would cause
significant harm to the environment (MacWilliams, Cosgrove, Smith, Robinson 11/98). The majority of women and rural
residents consistently support protecting the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge from oil drilling.

It was also Alaskan groups like the Fairbanks-based Tanana Valley Sportsmen’s Association that convinced President
Eisenhower’s Administration to establish the original Arctic Wildlife Range in 1960. Today, wilderness designation is
supported by a broad-based state coalition that includes the Gwich’in Natives of Northeast Alaska, the Episcopal Church,

and dozens of Alaska tourism and conservation organizations.

Primary opposition to protection ofthe coastal plain comes from an oil industry backed lobby group calling itself“Arctic
Power.” Arctic Power is not a credible source of information on this issue. In fact, their main support is from multinational
corporations like British Petroleum who would directly benefit from increased oil drilling.

Scientific and conservation experts ag ‘e that drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge will destroy the unique
wilderness and wildlife resources of the area. Even Alaska’s own University researchers have determined that oil drilling
and industrial development has a detrimental impact on caribou (Nellemann, C., R.D. Cameron, “Cumulative Impacts of an
Evolving Oil Field on the Distribution ofCalving Caribou,” Canadian Journal ofZoology, 1998). The Gwich’in Natives
who live in Alaska and Canada rely on the caribou for their subsistence and cultural identity and are united in their

opposition to oil drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

It is heartening to know that so many people across the country support Alaskans in our efforts to protect the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge from oil drilling. In fact, polls show that over 70% ofthe American public supports permanent
protection for the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge coastal plain. Please demonstrate your support by voting against any bill
that allows for oil drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. Thank you for your leadership role in this important

effort.

Sincerely,

Mary Core, Executive Director

ConserveAlaska. It’sOnly Natural,
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in the far northeastern corner of Alaska lies the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge. The Arctic Refuge coastal plain isthe heart of a thriving Arctic
ecosystem that hosts thousands of migratory birds, provides denning
habitat for polar bears, and isthe calving grounds for the 129,000-
member Porcupine caribou herd. Each year, the caribou migrate hun—
dreds of miles to the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge, where they give
birth to their young. The Arctic Refuge also plays an integral part in the
Iives of the Gwich™in Athabascan people who depend on the seasonal
migrations of the caribou for their subsistence and cultural idetity.

But this unique Alaskan wilderness isunder attack. Multinational all
companies and their friends in Congress want to dill the fragile coastal
plain for ail, and tum our Arctic wilderness into another Prudhoe Bay.

In the last 20 years, ail development has spread rapidly across Alaska™s
Arctic. Over 1,500 miles of roads and pipelines crisscross 800 square
miles of tundra. Millions of acres of offshore waters and 4 million acres
of the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska will soon be leased for all

development.

With 90 percent of Alaska®s Arctic already eligible for leasing, Alaskans
need to restore a balance between all and wilderness. The Arctic
Refuge coastal plain isa mere 5 percent of Alaska™s vast Arctic coast.
Permanently protecting the Arctic Refuge coastal plain from al drilling
will ensure that this aitical portion of Alaska"s Arctic is safeguarded for

the future.

Alaskans Hunt, Fish and Recreate in the Arctic Refuge
The initial far-sighted public proposal for the establishment of the
Arctic National Wildlife Range was made by the Tanana Valley
Sportsman®s Association in 1957.

Once an area Is industrialized by the all industry, hunting is usually off
limits. Alaskans who used to enjoy the entire Arctic for hunting have
found themselves locked out of the lands around Prudhoe Bay. Along
the 800 mile corridoi of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline (TAPS), hunting is
strictly prohibited.

Each year, dozens of Alaskan hunting and wilderness guides bring
guests into the Arctic Refuge to enjoy the unique wilderness and
wildlife opportunities. These small Dusiness owners directly benefit
from the wild qualities of the Arctic Refuge that draw guests from dl
over the world and contribute to a growing economy.



These people
would snake a
pipeline across one
of the great
landscapes of the
world, the Arctic
National Wildlife
Flange. Some have
appropriately
compared splitting
the Arctic National
Wildlife Range by a
48-inch pipeline and
haul road with
slicing a razor blade
across the face of

the Mona Lisa

—Senator Ted Stevens,
Anchorage Daily News,
May 16, 1977

There isa sport hunting season for caribou, moose, Dali sheep and
waterfowl within the Arctic Refuge. Subsistence hunting and fishing is
permitted, as is fur trapping. We cherish this legacy and want our chil—
dren and grandchildren to be assured of these opportunities.

Oil Drilling Harms the Arctic Environment
Multinational ail companies claim that they"ve cleaned up their act on
the North Slope, but their record demonstrates this is not true. In
1996, Doyon Drilling was caught injecting toxic drillirg waste into the
tundra at the Endicott ail field— an operation that the industry heralds
as model for environmentally safe development. In 1998, Arco lost
millions of gallons of drilling muds below the Colville River Delta at
their Alpine site. These are not the actions of companies who respect

our land or our heritage.

There are hundreds of spills each year on the North Slope, involving
tens of thousands of gallons of crude ail and other petroleum prod—
ucts. The Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation lists

over 60 contaminated sites associated with North Slope ail industry

operations.

Oil operations in the Arctic annually emit over 43,000 tons of oxides of
nitrogen — more than twice the amount emitted by Washington, D.C.

These emissions contribute to smog, which has been linked to asth—

ma and respiratory illness. Emissions can be detected 200 miles away

in Barrow.

The Alaska Department of Fish and Game conducted studies on cari—
bou in the vicinity of the Prudhoe Bay ail complex which show that
cows with calves avoid noise and development. The studies lirk
increased animal stress and extra exertion with lower calf production,
lower calf birth weights, and lower calf densities. Oil development in
the Arctic Refuge would likely effect the Porcupine caribou ina similar

way .

Protect Alaska's Only Arctic Refuge

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge isa unique Alaskan treasure.

Drilling for ail in the Arctic Refuge will destroy the very values that
Alaskans respec* and worked to defend. Protecting the coastal plain of
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge will ensure that this incredible lega—
cy ispreserved for dl time.

For moro information about how you can got involved with the Sierra Club’s Alaska
Arctic campaign, call Sara Callaghan at (907) 276-4088 or e-mail

Sierra saragaol<!?alnsko.not.
C lub  Thanks to: The Natural Resources Defense Council and the Alaska Wilderness

League for their research.
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Alaska State Legislature

During Session: (.Inn. = Muy)

During Interim: (.lime - Dee.)
716 West 4th Avenue. Suite 500 Slate Capitol
Anchorage, Alaska 99501-2133 Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
(907) 269-0200 (907) 465-4993

Fax (907) 465-3872

Fax (907) 269-0204
Drue Pearce

President o f the Senate

Memorandum

Date: March 27, 2000

To: Representative Beverly Masek
Co-Chair House Resources Committee

From: Senator Drue Pearce, Senate President.

RE: SJR 39 - ENCOURAGING CONGRESS TO OPEN ANWR

| respectfully request that SJR 39 be scheduled for a hearing in the House Resources Committee
at your earliest possible convenience.

Thank you for your consideration.

Scnalor_Druc_Pearcc@Icgis.statc.ak.ns


mailto:Scnalor_Druc_Pearcc@lcgis.statc.ak.ns

Alaska State Legislature

During Session: (Jun. May)

During Interim: (June mDec.)

716 West 4th Avenue, Suite 500 State Capitol

Anchorage. Alaska 99501-2133 Juneau. Alaska 99801-1182

(907) 269-0200 (907) 465-4993
Fax (907) 465-3872

Fax (907) 269-0204
Drue Pearce

President o f the Senate

Sponsor Statement

SJR 39
3/21/00

U.S. oil production has fallen 17 percent during the Clinton-Gore Administration to the lowest am tal
production rate since 1954. At the same time U.S. consumption has risen approximately 14 percent.

As of February 2000, America is importing approximately 56 percent of our daily oil consumption, 44
percent of which comes from countries that are members of the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting
Countries (OPEC). This amounts to 10.5 million barrels of the roughly 19 million barrels we consume

per day.

The dramatic decline in domestic oil production and the resulting dependence on foreign oil production
is directly attributable to America’s failure to develop a long-term energy policy. To be successful this
policy needs to address not only the promotion of alternative technologies and fuels but must also

recognize that, for the foreseeable future, Americans will be dependent on petroleum and natural gas to

power our nation’s industry, transportation systems, and economy.

America's energy industry has also been damaged. Jobs in the energy section have declined from
405,000 in 1990 to 293,000; a 28 percent drop over the last 10 years. A further sign of decline is that
exploration rigs searching for oil have fallen from 657 in 1990 to 153 in February, 2000 —a 77 percent
decline. Alaska and America can ill afford to continue our increased dependency on oil imports from

foreign countries while exporting our jobs to these same nations.

Industry and government experts recognize the Coastal Plain of Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
(ANWR) as the single most promising unexplored region in the U.S. for a major oil and gas discovery.
In 1998, the U.S. Geological Survey estimated that the Coastal Plain of ANWR could have up to 16
billion barrels of recoverable oil - similar in size to volume of oil expected to be recovered from

Prudhoe Bay.

In an effort to accommodate America’s energy needs, the Federal government currently employs a
strategy of encouraging foreign countries to produce more oil to be made available for import to the
United States. The fallacy of this strategy is evidenced by the dramatic price fluctuation of oil in recent
years. Further failure of this approach is the three recessions since 1973 triggered by rising imported oil
prices which were primarily driven by consumer demand and reduced domestic production.

SJR 39 supports our congressional efforts to develop a long-term energy policy for America, which
includes opening access to promising areas, like ANWR, in an effort to increase domestic oil and gas
production. Only then will America lessen the giip that foreign oil producing nations have on our

economy and consumers.
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ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE EXPLORATION
JANUARY 1999

Statewide, nearly three out of four Alaskans (71%) report they believe aill and gas exploration
should be allowed inthe Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. . .

"The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, usually referred to as
ANWR, is located on the northern edge ofAlaska between
Prudhoe Bay and the Canadian border. What is your opinion,
do you feel oil and gas exploration should or should not be

allowedinthatarea 7"

, Should not
ShotildJ 26%
71%
Unsure
3%

-.-and support isstrong in every geographic region and strongest among the most
"experienced" Alaskans. ..

"...should orshould not exploration be allowed in ANWR...""

Region Time in community
Under lyear

1-4ysaia KjgggjjiiSIjP~f* 55%

a-sms wam Zmm
10-14 years H B F 9
15+ yooro UntJPATii**i| (Yt
Should not H Should * Should not

Dittman Research Corporation

«
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ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE EXPLORATION
JANUARY 1999

-..Inaddition, over one out of three (36%) of those previously "opposed” to exploration in
ANWR switch t "support” when the three-dimensional seismic approach is used...

(Asked ofrespondents who oppose oil and gas exploration in

ANWR -26%)

"There's a new way to explore foroil called 'three-dimensional
seismic’ which uses computers and has very little effect on
the ground. Ifthe three-dimensional seismic® approach is
used, wouldyou support or oppose oil and gas exploration in

ANWR™"
unsure
120
Q)gosej
o2%
‘Supper!
36%

Three out of four of all respondents (75%) also say they feel that now isa good time t©
explore for ailand gas inANWR , even though the price of all 1Isso low...

"With the price of oil so low, some people say it's a bad time to
explore in ANWR because there's too much oil now and we
don't need any more; while otherpeople say it takes ten years
from exploring for oil to producing it, and if there is any oil in
ANWR, we need to find out because we'll probably need it ten
years from now. What's your opinion - is now a good time or
a bad time to explore for oil in ANWR?"'

Sod tine
Good timo | 2%
5%
Uwre

3%

3 DriTMAN RjKSKAKLir ('OKrortATIO N
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ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE EXPLORATION
JANUARY 1999

...likelybecause nearly four out of five resondents (79%) believe there may be an enormous
amount of ail underground in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. .

DittMan Research Corporation
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March 22, 2000

Exports

Since lifting the export ban of ANS oil in May of 1996, Alaskan exports have averaged
(>4,000 barrels per day or5.5% of Alaska’s production.

In 1999. Alaskan exports averaged 79.000 barrels per day, or 7.9% of Alaska's
production-

ANS supplies the West Coast of the U.S. with 46% of the crude oil needs.

Over90% of ANS oil is delivered to the Puget Sound, San Francisco, Los Angeles, and
Hawali.

In 1999, 118,000 barrels a day of crude oil were exported from Alaska and other Wesr
Coast states, and while over 729, 000 barrels a day of refined product were also exported.
Including the export of 111,000 barrels a day of finished motor gasoline.

ANS exports can be stopped by a Presidential order.

95% of Alaska’'s Arctic coastal lands are open to oil and gas

Only 14% of the Arctic coast are open to development. These lands are owned by the
stale of Alaska between the Colville and Canning Rivers, If ANWR's Coastal Plain were

opened to exploration the total would rise to 25%.

ANWR Coastal Plain J1% closed

State lands - Prudhoe Bay  14% open

ANWR Wilderness 5% closed

NPRA 52% liny coastal area is open for development

Western North Slope 18% closed, no oil
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Motor Gasoline Consum ption in the United S'ates{a)

APl Basic Petroleum Data Book

Table 7

(Thousands of Gallons)
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Seciion vii
Table 7

Motor Gasoline Consumption in the United States(a)
(Thousands of Gallons)
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Section VI
Table 7

Motor Gasoline Consumption in e United States(a)
(Thousands of Gallons)

api Basic Petroleum Data Book
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Exports

Since lifting the export ban of ANS oil in May of 1996, Alaskan exports have averaged
64,000 barrels per day or 5.5% of Alaska’s production.

In 1999, Alaskan exports averaged 79,000 barrels per day, or 7.9% of Alaska’s
production.

ANS supplies the West Coast of the U.S. with 46% of the crude oil needs.

Over 90% of ANS oil is delivered to the Puget Sound, San Francisco, Los Angeles, and
Hawaii.

In 1999, 118,000 barrels a day of crude oil were exported from Alaska and other West
Coast states, and while over 729, 000 barrels a day of refined product were also exported.
Including the export of 111,000 barrels a day of finished motor gasoline.

ANS exports can be stopped by a Presidential order.

95% of Alaska's Arctic coastal lands are open to oil and gas
exploration

Only 14% of the Arctic coast are open to development. These lands are owned by the
state of Alaska between the Colville and Canning Rivers. If ANWR’s Coastal Plain were

opened to exploration the total would rise to 25%.

ANWR Coastal Plain 11% closed

State lands - Prudhoe Bay  14% open

ANWR Wilderness 5% closed

NPRA 52% tiny coastal area is open for development

Western North Slope 18% closed, no oil
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Predictable Crisis
Anchorage Voice of the Times Editorial

"EXPERIENCES OF a quarter of a century ago apparently are long
forgotten by many Americans. Folks today seem genuinely
surprised and angry that the price of gasoline and fuel oil has risen
in recent weeks as foreign ci! suppliers cut back production.

What did they expect?

News reports say heating oil in some areas on the East Coast is
selling for $1.75 a gallon. That's up almost $1 from a year ago.
Gasoline is going for $1.40 and is projected to hit $1.70 before

long.

The Clinton White House is aflutter. What to do? What to do?

The president last week asked Congress for an emergency
appropriation so he can give poor people extra money to buy the
more expensive fuel. The secretary of Energy is heading to Saudi
Arabia, Kuwait, Mexico and Venezuela to beg for increased oil
production. Some administration officials are talking about selling

off the federal stockpiled oil reserves....

It's appropriate that the administration is feeling some heat right
now. After all, its policies are to blame for the situation.

Actually, the current price hikes are pretty mild compared to what
the country faced during the Arab oil embargo of the mid-1970s.
Then, motorists were fortunate just to find an open gas station -

selling gasoline at any price.

Not coincidentally, the energy crisis of the '70s abated about the
lime the trans-Alaska pipeline came on line and began providing
about one-fifth of the nation's domestic supply.

Oil and gas supplies remained stable for a number of years. But
over this past decade, as oil flow through the pipeline has fallen
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ANWR Feature - Clinton may use Antiquities Act to ban use of public lands
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back by half and the nation increased its reliance on foreign
imports, the situation changed.

Bill Clinton and Al Gore have had a direct hand in obstructing
domestic energy supply - including projects in Alaska. Their
policies have included:

* Strong opposition to opening the coastal plain of ANWR.

* Placing off-limits to exploration the coastal region of the
National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska.

* Opposition to offshore oil drilling.

* Dismantling hydroelectric dams in the Lower 48.

* Strong opposition to nuclear power generation.

* Closing off public lands in the West with vast reserves of coal.
* Blocking natural gas development in the Rocky Mountains.

Whatever extreme environmentalists have demanded, Clinton and
Gore delivered. So, of course, the price of oil is now going up.

Five years ago, Congress approved legislation to open ANWR to
oil exploration, but the president vetoed it. Had he not done so,
Alaska’s pipeline might still be delivering 2 million barrels a day,
like it was at its peak 10 years ago - and the nation would not have
to be begging foreign countries to give us more.

htip.TAvww.anwr.org/fealurcs/predictable.lHin
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SJR 39 ~ Opening the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to
Oil Exploration and Drilling

House Resource Committee

DATE: April 3,2000
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ska Conservation Alliance and Alaska Conservation Voters are sister nonprofit organizations dedicated
rotecting Alaska'senvironment through public education and advocacy. Our 40 memberorganizations
businesses represent over 21,000 registered Alaskan voters. Like all Americans, our members

enjoyed low fuel prices about a year ago and now are feeling the pinch ofan increase in those prices. We
do not. however, believe that opening the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to oil exploration and drilling is

the

answer to the current situation.

CS for SJR 39(RES) states (p. 2,1 28) that the vast majority o f Alaskans supports development in the
coastal plain of the Refuge. This assertion isa profound overstatement. ACA commissioned a
statewide public opinion survey that was conducted by Ivan Moore Research and completed in
February, 2000. Only 50.7 % of the 500 Alaskans polled supported drilling in the Refuge; 41.7%
favored protecting caribou and bird habitat and 7.6% were neutral on the issue. Fifty-one percent is
hardly a “vast majority.” Results from a survey question asking whether or not the respondent
favored state funding ofthe industry lobby group Arctic Power's effort to open the Refuge revealed
that only 41.6% favored state funding, while 46.6% did not support this use ofstate funds and 11.8%
indicated they didn't know.

95% of Alaska's North Slope is available to oil and gas exploration and leasing. The coastal plain of
the Refuge that many Alaskans wish to see protected representsjust 5% ofthe North Slope. What is
fair about Big Oil interests pushing to grab up the last 5% when they already have access to 95%?
While the Native residents o f Kaktovik, whose subsistence activities are centered around marine
mammals rather than caribou, may support opening the Refuge, the Gwich'in people o fAlaska and
Canada consider the coastal plain as sacred ground. For an estimated 20,000 years, their traditional
subsistence lifestyle has depended heavily upon the caribou of the Porcupine herd that use the coastal
plain as their birthing grounds. Protection ofthis herd, the coastal plain and the Gwich'in culture
clearly makes the opening ofthe Refuge a human rights issue.

Opening the Refuge isnotaquic ~ xto ourhigh-priced gasoline. Even ifexploration started tomor-
row, itwould be years before any oil could be brought on line. What enabled us to make it through the
fuel “crisis” of 1°73 was not government intervention or Big O il's efforts - it was citizens ofthe U.S.
who chose to conserve fuel and use more fuel-efficient vehicles. Energy conservation can start today
and oil exporting can stop today. There are clearly other alternatives to addressing the high fuel prices
besides invading the last 5% ofAlaska's North Slope.

Susan E. Schrader, Conservation Advocate

Conserve Alaska. It’s Only Natural.
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To: National Desk/Environmental Reporter
March 17,2000

FYI... An Editorial From The Washington Times

March 17, 2000
Wildlife and oil prices

What's wrong with this picture? U.S. consumers are facing some of the biggest gas-price hikes in
decades, increases that don't stop at the pump but ripple through the economy in the form of
higher charges for food and other consumer goods. Meanwhile, the U.S. government is literally
standing on the equivalent of billions of barrels of so-far untapped oil in Alaska that could provide
them a measure of relief. Worse, if the Clinton administration has its way, no one ever will tap it,

either.

The ostensible reason for blocking oil exploration and development there is environmental. When
the administration vetoed legislation in 1995 that would have allowed such work on a tiny portion
of the Alaska National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt announced the
administration had done so in the name of caribou, polar bears, swans, snow geese and musk
oxen; any animal, in short, that might conceivably draw a breath in those barren climes and

survive.

"Qil exploration and development has served as a kind of animal Viagra... there are more
caribou in Alaska than humans.™

The fact that the Eskimos who lived in the vicinity of the proposed work backed the exploration as
a way of generating tax revenues to support basic sanitation, education and health needs; that
workers in the lower 48 wanted it for the jobs it would create; that the United States could have
used it to reduce dependence on foreign oil of the kind that leaves consumers here so vulnerable to
the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) mattered not. The animals came

first.

Awkwardly for the admin stration, there is evidence that far from harming wildlife, oil
exploration and development has served as a kind of animal Viagra. When oil development began
on the Arctic coast of Alaska at Prudhoe Bay, a herd of caribou located in the area numbered
about 6,000. Today the herd in that area has grown to almost 20,000, and there are more

caribou in Alaska than humans.

"Alaska is already one giant Motel 6 for wildlife. It contains 58 nihik»:;a ¢ r e s iksignated as

federal wilderness."

Furthermore the technology at the heart of the exploration has, like the personal computer,
progressed so that it can do much more with much less. Says Alaska Sen. Frank Murkowski, the
"entire development may only disrupt 2,000 acres of the [refuge's] coastal plain - a reduction from
the 12,500 acres predicted to be impacted in the early 1980s. That is a ‘footprint' so small - a little
over 3 square miles in a region two and one-half times the size of the state of Rhode Island - as to
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Alaska Conservation Alliance and Alaska Conservation Voters are sister nonprofit organizations dedicated
to protecting Alaska'senvironment through public education and advocacy. Our40 member organizations
and businesses represent over 21,000 registered Alaskan voters. Like all Americans, our members
enjoyed low fuel prices abou’ a year ago and now are feeling the pinch ofan increase in those prices. We
do not, however, believe thatopenn.jthe Arctic National W ildlife Refuge to oil exploration and drilling is

the answer to the current situation.

« CS for SJR 39(RES) states (p. 2,1 28) that the vast majority of Alaskans supports development in the
coastal plain ofthe Refuge. This assertion isa profound overstatement. ACA commissioned a
statewide public opinion survey that was conducted by Ivan Moore Research and completed in
February, 2000. Only 50.7 % ofthe 500 Alaskans polled supported drilling in the Refuge; 41.7%
favored protecting caribou and bird habitat and 7.6% were neutral on the issue. Fifty-one percent is
hardly a “vast majority.” Results from a survey question asking whether or not the respondent
favored state funding o fthe industry lobby group Arctic Power’s effort to open the Refuge revealed
thatonly 41.6% favored state funding, while 46.6% did not support this use o f state funds and 11.8%
indicated they didn't know.

« 95% ofAlaska's North Slope isavailable to oil and gas exploration and leasing. The coastal plain of
the Refuge that many Alaskans wish to see protected representsjust 5% ofthe North Slope. What is
fair about Big Oil interests pushing to grab up the last 5% when they already have access to 95%?

« While the Native residents o fKaktovik, whose subsistence activities-ai;<j-cc™itered around marine
mammals rather than caribou, may support opening the Refuge, the(GwichMn)people o f Alaska and
Canada consider the coastal plain as sacred ground. Foran estimated 20,000 years, their traditional
subsistence lifestyle has depended heavily upon the caribou ofthe Porcupine herd that use the coastal
plain as their birthing grounds. Protection o fthis herd, the coastal plain and the Gwich'in culture
clearly makes the opening o f the Refuge a human rights issue.

« Opening the Refuge isnota quick fix to our high-priced gasoline. Even ifexploration started tomor-
row, itwould be years before any oil could be brought on line. What enabled us to make it through the
fuel “crisis” of 1973 was not government intervention or Big O il's efforts-it was citizens o f the U.S.
who chose to conserve fuel and use more fuel-efficient vehicles. Energy conservation can start today
and oil exporting can stop today. There are clearly other alternatives to addressing the high fuel prices
besides invading the last 5% ofAlaska's North Slope.

Susan E. Schrager. Conservation Advocate

Conserve Alaska. 1t’s Only Natural.
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likely have no impact on wildlife." Moreover, Alaska is already one giant Motel 6 for wildlife. It
contains 58 million acres of land designated as federal wilderness. That's bigger than the
combined area of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, West Virginia and Maryland.

Ironically, by blocking oil exploration in Alaska, the administration may actually pose a greater
risk to this country's environment. If America can't get oil out of the ground there, it will be
that much more reliant on oil tankers whose occasional spills can take a grim toll on wildlife.

Mr. Murkowski, fellow Alaskan Sen. Ted Stevens and 31 other senators, including three
Democrats, have co-sponsored legislation that would open a sliver of the plain to development
under strict guidelines. Among other things it would place seasonal limits on oil development to
reduce its impact on wildlife, particularly during the caribou calving period.

So it's possible to protect both wildlife and U.S. consumers by allowing oil development to proceed
in Alaska. If the administration still turns down the proposal, the only protection it will guarantee

is OPEC's.

(The Washington Times, March 17, 2000)



