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Document C

Source: Courtesy of the Arctic Wildlife Organization, Washington, DC, 2004.

1. Will drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge solve gasoline and ol supply
problems and reduce prices? No. A study by the US Energy Information Agency
(March 2004) shows it would only reduce US oil imports 4%, having no real effect on
prices or supply....

2. Are estimated oil supplies in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge expected to
significantly change our energy prospects? No. It is estimated that the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge contains no more than a six month supply of oil at our
current consumption rates.

3. Given the war against terrorism, shouldn’t the US (try) to be self sufficient?
No, it's not possible to be self-sufficient given the amount of oil consumed as a nation.
The US uses more oil than it could find domestically, even if it were to drill on all
public lands. The US uses 25% to 30% of the oil produced in the world, yet has less
than 3% of known oil reserves. The amount from the Arctic Refuge is a drop in the
bucket.... The only way to enhance national security is to develop alternatives that
reduce oil consumption.

Document Analysis
1. According to the document, will new oil from ANWR significantly increase the
supply or lower the price of domestic 0il? Explain why or why not.

2.If the US economy were to run only on ANWR oil, how long would that oil supply last?
3. What percent of the world’s oil does the US consume?
4. What percent of the world's oil does the United States have in its known oil reserves?

5. How does the document suggest America solve its energy problem?
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Document D

Source: Jacob Adams, an Inupiat Eskimo, in an open letter to Congress, Barrow, Alaska, June, 1995.

Note: Adams served as Chairman and President of the Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, a
corporation with 9,000 Inupiat shareholders that would benefit financially from drilling.

The Inupiat people believe that this ... area represents our nation's best
hope for significant new deposits of a critical strategic resource. We believe
that delays in development deprive us of the benefits from our lands. ...

Much has been said about the need to keep ANWR a total wilderness, and
to prevent development in even the smallest corner.... In our experience, we
can only afford to keep most of our land as wilderness if we are allowed to
extract maximum value from smaller areas, such as Prudhoe Bay, or the
Coastal Plain (ANWR).

The Inupiat Eskimo people are the indigenous people of the Arctic coastal

environment. We rely on the land and resources of the North Slope for our
physical, our cultural and our economic well-being. We have watched the oil
and gas development at Prudhoe Bay... and have seen first-hand how
development can co-exist with our natural resources and our way of life.

It is our experience that carefully regulated oil exploration and development
can take place on the private and public lands inside the Coastal Plain study
area. We believe the oil industry has made good on its promise to preserve our
environment.

Document Analysis
1. Who wrote this letter, to whom, and when?

2. The writer says that the Inupiats are the indigenous people of the Arctic Coastal Plain.
What does that mean?

3. According to the letter, why do some Inupiats support oil drilling in ANWR?

4. What do you think is the best argument against the letter writer’s position?

5. Should the Inupiats’ point of view be given special consideration by Congress? Explain.
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Document E

Source: Courtesy of the National Resources Defense Council, November 10, 2005.

The refuge is among the world's last true wildernesses, and it is one of the
largest sanctuaries for Arctic animals.... (I)t is a vital birthing ground for polar
bears, grizzlies, Arctic wolves, caribou and the endangered shaggy musk ox, a
mammoth-like survivor of the last Ice Age.

For a sense of what big oil's heavy machinery would do to the refuge, just
look 60 miles west to Prudhoe Bay — a (giant) oil complex that has turned 1,000
square miles of fragile tundra into a sprawling industrial zone containing 1,500
miles of roads and pipelines, 1,400 producing wells and three jetports. The result
is a landscape defaced by mountains of sewage sludge, scrap metal, garbage and
more than 60 contaminated waste sites....

While proponents of drilling insist the Arctic Refuge could be developed by
disturbing as little as 2,000 acres within the 1.5 million-acre coastal plain, a
recent analysis ... reveals this to be pure myth. Why? Because US Geological
Survey studies have found that oil in the refuge isn't concentrated in a single,
large reservoir. Rather, it's spread across the coastal plain in more than 30 small
deposits, which would require vast networks of roads and pipelines that would
fragment the habitat, disturbing and displacing wildlife.

Document Analysis

1. The document calls the Wildlife Refuge a “sanctuary” and a “birthing ground.”
What is the meaning of both terms?

2. According to the document, what are four ways that drilling can hurt the environment?

3. Why does the document say that drilling on only 2,000 acres in ANWR is a myth?
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