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Sometime back, in 1956 to be exact, and shortly before my retire-
ment from 20 years of naval sendee, I had the good fortune to
meet a young senator from Massachusetts while visiting my child-
hood home of Fall River. We shared stories of the war in the
Pacific where he had served on PT boats and I on the great air-
craft carrier Enterprise .

. . During our conversation I felt a great
sense of purpose as we discussed our nation’s role in World War 11,
and the role that history had in store for America. Little did I
realize that I was talking to a young man whose vision would open
the door to the stars as his firm commitment of “LETT US BEGIN”
marked the first step of man’s journey to the moon and beyond . . .

When he asked me what my plans were following my retirement
from the Navy, I told him they were uncertain and at the moment
I planned to find a nice piece of America and relax . . . His answer
still rings in my ears .

.
. “Red, your past twenty years of service

to your country should only be a beginning, for within the next
twenty years your nation will be buffeted by changes unlike any
that have occurred in the past 180 years of our history . . . My
advice to you is to find a piece of real estate and become involved”.
I saw him again, for a moment as we posed for a picture during
his visit to Fairbanks, Alaska in 1960 ... I had found my piece
of real estate and my lovely Icelandic bride had given birth to our
son John, but I was not yet involved. Pie reminded me of my com-
mitment as he boarded the airplane and history separated us . . .

I carry the torch of commitment in my heart as I come before you
today . . .

If there is a sense of pride and history in my words as I speak
of Alaska’s role in the future of our United States as a nation-
state ... If there is a touch of anger as I decry our nation’s grow-
ing dependence on hostile nations for its lifeblood, and Alaska’s
struggle for justice for its native people and the right to stand
beside the other forty-nine states as a sovereign part of this nation
and not to be a colonized playground for fancififi ideas by carpet-
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baggers who view us from afar, you will understand where this
commitment to my home state was bom ... I remember grand-
father Camerson’s stories of the forty fathom country ... I remem-
ber the love the people in the Flim. district of Fall River had for
grandfather Boucher (remark on pronunciation) ... I remember
the stories my aunt Mary told me of my mother’s service in World
War I as one of the first women Chief Petty Officers to serve her
country at the Charleston Navy Yard ... I remember the yellow
and white family home in Hyde Park and my mother’s stories of
my dad’s service to country in World War I ... I remember fish-
ing in the Taunton river for eels when I was a young boy at St.
Vincents in Fall River ... I remember seeing Babe Ruth play his
last game in Fenway Park ...

If I sound frustrated at the total insensitivity many appear to
have concerning the constitutional rights granted the state of
Alaska by the Statehood Act of 1959 ... If I treat with contempt
those who in the name of environmental concern plunder and pave
their own states, and never having visited our state and its en-
vironment, satisfy their ecological conscience by proposing that
another million acres be set aside as wild life preserves for future
generations and look upon us as stupid plunderers unable to guide
our destiny . . . You will understand where this sense of purpose
was bom . . . Many forget that Alaskans, more than the citizens
of any other state, pay a grave penalty to nature herself when we
fail to live in harmony with our land ...

As pointed out the other day by a gentleman from Connecticut,
a blackout in New England in the dead of winter as compared to
San Clemente can be tragic . . . Let me assure you that a blackout
in Alaska in the dead of winter is a disaster ... I am sure it will
surprise many of you to know that Alaska consumes the largest
amount of energy per capita in the United States, and that we too
are undergoing the pangs of rationing and the growing energy
gap, IN A NATION-STATE WHO HAS UNTAPPED RESOURCES
AMOUNTING TO 50,000 BARRELS OF OIL FOR EVERY MAN,
WOMAN AND CHILD, THIS IS SHEER IDIOCY . . .

We stand by watching the economic and industrial heartbeat of
our nation begin to falter while others argue which vein the blood
should go in, or if we really need it at all . . . While two million
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barrels of oil per day, almost one fifth of our nation’s existing
requirements, that could be feeding our nation’s economic heart
line, remains in the Arctic north of Alaska because of environ-
mental concern ... A 48-inch pipeline is and has been constructed
across the headwaters of the Mississippi river and through parts
of the Chippewa National Forest in Minnesota . . . With no impact
statement and little environmental surveillance . . . The reason
given is that it is on private property or that since it was built in
existing utility corridors an impact statement was not neces-
sary . . . Ladies and gentlemen, it would appear that the environ-
ment is after all a subject of economic or grandfather rights, we
in Alaska have accepted the fact that an environmental impact
on the Trans-Alaska route was an absolute necessity and our
governor, Bill Egan, has stood firm in the belief that the environ-
mental issue, in the interest of our state and nation, must be solved
in the court, and that congress should address itself to the existing
roadblock of the 1920 Mineral Leasing Act, right-of-way clause . . .

Are we in Alaska to understand that the Mississippi river and
the Land of a Thousand Lakes is not as equally precious to our
nation’s environmental heritage as is the Tundra of the North
Slope and the mountains of the Brooks Range? Are not the deer
and wild game of Minnesota and Wisconsin of equal importance
to the Eco System as the caribou and sheep of the Arctic? Where
are the voices of protest that have all but strangled, in the name
of the environment, our young state . . . Where are they

. .

.

Ladies and gentlemen it would appear that a double standard
exists, one for Alaska and one that best serves the ecointerest of eco-
nomics and foreign trade

Last week it was proudly announced that Russia would supply
life-giving natural gas to United States industry. This announce-
ment was made while 26 trillion cubic feet of gas that could be
heading for the homes and industry of the mid-western and
eastern United States remained untapped in the Prudhoe Basin
except for the energy that it supplies to the silent exploration
camps on the north slope of Alaska

While the Arabs continue to rattle their sabers and move the
barrel of oil to the center of the chessboard of international
power politics, we bury our heads in the hot sands of the Middle
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East hoping that the growing storm clouds will blow away . . .

And all the time a major portion of our nation’s “energy bridge”
to the future lies quietly beneath the northern slopes of our 49th
state. . .

At a time when our great nation is facing an opening energy
gap, and should be looking toward their fellow Americans for
solutions, progress is stifled by environmental emotionalism,
political and economic see-sawing on the international scene, and
the current political pastime of attempting to find a scapegoat for
our problems. We have the knowledge of an impending power
default, but seem to lack the sense of urgency and purpose neces-
sary to break through during the interim period when our Ameri-
can technology with on-going research must develop more sophisti-
cated means of producing energy . . . We have but two alterna-
tives:

1. To live in balance with finite power sources, or
2. To develop a long-lived source of power.

Since our growing dilemma is largely due to our absolute
dependence on fossil fuels to power this nation (ninety-six percent
comes from fossil fuels and four percent from nuclear and hydro-
electric power) our course to the year 2000 should be quite
clear . . . Clear that is if we can see beyond the eye of the ecologi-
cal and economic hurricane that our nation is now becalmed in . . .

As we reach for the stars powered with energy that was created
300 million years ago, we must recognize that the sun is setting
on the age of fossil fuel as the prime source of man’s energy.
While nature still forms fossil fuels, it is one million times slower
than man’s consumption rate. We consume in a year what nature
took a million years to create. In the time that it takes me to say
this sentence, our nation has consumed what took nature the
better part of a year to create . . .

(Based on the 1970 consumption
rate of 5.4 billion barrels per year as reported by the National
Petroleum Council in July, 1971) U. S. crude reserves could be
on the verge of depletion within twenty years.

When one recognizes that oil must be the mainstay of our
energy diet until our nation’s technology develops the capability
to harness more infinite sources of life-giving energy, one soon
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recognizes the urgency of the situation. A nation that is at this
moment utilizing the energy of the sun to conduct research that
will benefit mankind for generations to come, can unlock the
secrets of solar energy. Indeed we may well harness the power of
eartn, me wmas and me tides. However, for the immediate future
(now until 1990) the energy of the universe is not within our
technological grasp in sufficient quantity to meet our immediate
or future needs . . . We must rely on the energy of the ecological
revolution of 300 million years ago to power our nation into the
year 2000.

Alvin Toffler, in his recent best seller “Future Shock” put it
rather aptly . . . “In dividing the last 50,000 years of man’s
existence into 62 year life spans, he stated that the 800th lifetime,
in which we are now living, marks a sharp break with all past
human experience, because during this lifetime man’s relationship
to resources has reversed itself. The central stupendous truth
about developed economies today is that they can have ... In
anything but the shortest run . . . The kind and scale of resources
they decide to have ... It is no longer resources that limit
decisions ... It is the decision that makes the resources . . .

In the 801st lifetime, man will harness the energy of the solar
system . . . But to reach the dawn of the solar age, will not be
accomplished by an America that dreams of it in philosophical
detachment from practical matters . . . Nor will it be reached by a
nation that becomes divided against itself as region is pitted
against region, fighting over our dwindling life-giving resources.
Nor will it be reached by a nation whose world position was built
on a foundation of energy, and is currently all but be-calmed in
the eye of the ecological hurricane.

As Dr’s. Richard Runyon and Lawrence Rocks stated in their
new book “The Energy Crisis” . . . Recycling beer cans and old
newspapers and conserving the Everglades should not be belittled,
for they reveal the greatness of human concern and feeling. But
the greatest issue facing the human ecology system may be the
procurement of power. It is an issue that can rescue or doom
millions of people, indeed our future.” Former Congressman,
Wayne Aspinall of Colorado, for years chairman of the powerful
House Interior Committee, put it even more bluntly in a recent
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address to the Western Interstate Nuclear Board when he stated
that “If we do not have a meaningful power policy by 1976 we
may well have passed the point of no return.”

By some strange inversion of logic, the oil resources of Alaska
are lying untapped. After years of costly exploration and in the
face of a national energy crisis, we are now entangled in debates
about the wisdom of building the Alaskan pipeline. Those who

jhave successfully blocked the pipeline have easy consciences, they
feel in the depths of their hearts that they have stood for the
preservation of Alaska’s environment, and that they are bequeath-
ing to America’s posterity an unspoiled Alaska. Is this really true?
On the contrary, the well-intentioned, but misinformed movement
that has blocked the Alaskan pipeline is bequeathing to America
an aggravated energy crisis, a greater dollar drain, the financial
underwriting of Middle East Dictatorship, and many other ills.

Let’s begin our analysis with the honest observation that the
energy resources of Alaska cannot single-handedly lick the energy
crisis, but the energy resources of Alaska, plus those of the con-
tinental shelves could make the difference between am energy di-
lemma or an energy tragedy in America.

By 1985 our nation will require about 27 million barrels of oil,
but we can expect only 6.5 from the lower 48 states on-shore, and
about 1.5 from the lower 48 off-shore, with about 2 from Alaska.
That is, if the Trans-Alaska pipeline is completed we could get
20 percent of our domestic capability from Alaska (7.5% of all
our projected needs). However small this may sound, it is vital
for two reasons; First, with conservation practices in energy
development our future expectations could be lowered by 10 to
20%, thereby making Alaskan oil an 8 to 10% factor. Second, as
we import oil our dollar drain worsens and the dollars return in
foreign investment in United States oil industries which could
have a vested interest in retarding, or stopping, the development
of non-oil technologies (such as fusion power, solar power, syn-
thetic fuels from coal, etc.). The buying-in process is guaranteed
by the “participation” arrangements now agreed to.

It is not just that the Middle East is unreliable for oil, it is
that Middle East investments in U.S. oil companies will stand for
further oil-reliance at a time when the U. S. must develop non-oil



SENATE —No. 1792. [June10

technologies. Every barrel of imported oil brings into the U. S.
that much more foreign influence which will agitate for continued
dependence on foreign oil. It is a vicious circle of imports to
greater dependency on the sources of the imports.

Importing oil and gas, if it were in sufficient foreign supply,
would run to 100 billion dollars of capital equipment and $230
billion of outflow, both cumulative to 1985, at 1970 prices. But
prices can be assumed to be non-static. Hence the dollar drairv
would be unsustainable. These figures are for a rise to 6 billioir
barrels of oil and 20 trillion cubic feet of gas per year cumulative
to 1985 from present import levels.

Sufficient supplies of gas and oil cannot be expected from the
U.S.S.R. The “gas trade” negotiated by former Secretary of Com-
merce, Peter Peterson, would have obtained 1.5 trillion cubic feet
of gas per year (about 8% of our 1985 projected gas gap) at a
cost of about $2 billion in capital equipment. The Russians are
interested in purchasing the very equipment, and engineering
talent, that we will need in the areas of oil and gas exploration
and development.

For the Federal Government to lift import restrictions on
foreign oil, but block the Alaskan pipeline is truly masochistic.
Why underwrite dictatorships with billions of dollars while
rebuffing the economy of the 49th state?

Alaskan oil cannot fill the oil-gap, but it can provide the energy-
bridge that can keep us this side of the breaking point.

Synthetic fuels from coal, plus Alaskan oil and gas, plus off-
shore oil and gas, can help build our energy bridge to the future.
Foreign oil empires should not be encouraged to buy into American
corporate structures and voice policy from within. This is already
happening.

A full synthetic fuels program would cost about 150 billion
dollars in capital equipment for all our gas and oil needs as of
1970, but it would impose no chronic dollar drain.

Coal can supply the United States with synthetic fuel for 100
to 200 years. It is the only massive supplement to natural oil and
gas that is technologically available. Due to the economics of deep
coal mining, strip-mining has taken its place and the greatest
tragedy of all is that strip-mining would appear to be our only



SENATE —No. 1792.1973.] 11

hope of temporarily closing our energy gap ... of buying time
to allow us to phase in nuclear energy. The raping of our nation’s
landscape would seem to be a preposterous price to pay for our
years of total energy neglect.

Now, let us look at another spin-off of the drive against the
Alaskan pipeline, the Trans-Canada pipeline.

Everybody talks about the “good neighbor” to the north:
(Canada. Indeed, Canada is a good neighbor, for now. But if we
attempt to drain her of oil to the point of the oil poverty that we
are at, then she could become a very resentful neighbor.

The truth is that Canada is only oil and gas rich because she
has a small population. Canada has about one-half our oil and
gas reserves, but with 1/10 our population, she is five times better
off. Canada can only remain better off if she does not export
high amounts of her oil and gas to the United States. In fact, the
next generation of Canadian leaders see it this way. So if we build
a Trans-Canadian oil pipeline instead of the Trans-Alaskan pipeline
in the hope that one day Canada will sell us great amounts of oil,
we really mis-perceive our situation. In fact, the Canadian people
recognize this fact of life. Prime Minister Trudeau has been
severely criticized on his energy export proposals to the U. S., as
being too extravagant.

We can drag Canada down, but she can’t pull us up. Canada
needs our help in building a pipeline to her northwest, but she can-
not be expected to be the answer to our energy dilemma.

Again, it’s not that the Canadians are anti-American, it’s just
that Canada does not have the energy resources that we need.
A Trans-Canadian pipeline would only whet the appetite of those
who look to Canada for a solution to the energy crisis, and lead
to an ultimate estrangement between the U.S. and her good
neighbor.

Canada’s oil reserves have a large “presumed” category. In the
time it would take to explore Canada, we could be exploring
Alaska; there is a dollar drain for Canadian oil, not so for
Alaskan; the cost of Canadian oil is uncontrollable, Alaskan oil is
more predictable.

From a technological point of view, Alaska is a blessed land:
her resources to population ratio is the best of any modem indus-
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trial state. Yet, as a member of the United States, Alaska is kept
undeveloped for the sake of the Alaskans. Impoverishment in
Alaska is not even discussed when the environmentalists con-
gratulate themselves that they have preserved Alaska’s beauty by
preventing the pipeline. Ironically, as a member of the United
States, Alaska is locked in economic solitary confinement. If Alaska
were a separate country, she would be a super-state among states
in terms of per capita resources. i

China has 110 barrels of oil per person; the United States has
500; Russia has 1,700; Canada has 3,000; but Alaska has 50,000
barrels of oil per person.

In oil terms, if an American is 6 feet tall, a Russian is 20 feet
tall, but am Alaskan is 600 feet tall.

Finally, it is a fitting and proper argument that Alaska should
be spared the haphazard development that has plagued other
parts of America. Looking at the sprawling suburbs, and teeming
ghettos that exist in far too many areas in our sister states to the
south, it makes sense that Alaska continues to be one of the great
scenic areas of our country . . . This is a worthy goal and Alaskans
are the first to recognize it. Ironically, the Alaska pipepline could
well be the very key to preservation and rational environmental
planning in Alaska. Before Prudhoe Bay, Alaska had virtually no
stable economic base. The short-term project was uppermost in
people’s minds . . . Spot development was the rule rather than the
exception. The development of any kind of economic activity was
desperately needed. There was little thought for planning . . .

because there was little money for it . . . The same pattern of
casual, unplanned, sporadic and haphazard development that took
place in other areas, took place in Alaska through the sixties.
Because of Alaska’s vastness, it was almost unnoticed. Those of
us who have lived in Alaska for the past ten years or longer have
vocally noticed this encroachment on our scenic beauty and*
environment. Had Prudhoe Bay not been discovered, and that
trend continued, Alaska could have in the name of short-ranged
economic development followed the same path taken by other
states, with equally dismal results .

. . However, with the advent of
the promise of the North Slope, our forty-ninth state has been
given the chance to break that pattern, to plan our future, to create
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new methods in developing a land that can recognize the need for
harmony between man and environment. We have the time, oppor-
tunity and will to make Alaska a living example for the rest of the
world. This cannot be accomplished by building a fence around the
“Great Land” and cringing from the future because of the mistakes
of the past. It can only be done by meeting the challenge head on.
On the other end of the axis of America, our sister state, Florida,
saw man on the moon because an entire nation wanted it to hap-
§jen. Alaska can be the launching pad for an all-out effort to
reclaim America’s environment as we power our nation into the
solar age. We can be a living laboratory where problems of the
environment can be solved and not just talked about. Engineering,
atmospheric, land and water problems solved here can be of enor-
mous benefit to the rest of our nation, indeed to the rest of the
world.

In Alaska, we often refer to ourselves as a “Nation State”. We
are proud and love our beautiful state . . . Environment . . . Both
critically harsh . . . And magnificently beautiful is more than a
word to us, it is a way of life. However, we are not ready to
build a fence around ourselves and call ourselves the “Last Great
Frontier” while the rest of our sister states struggle with prob-
lems that we could help to solve . . . Indeed most Alaskans look
upon themselves as citizens of “A New Frontier” ... A “New
Frontier” for the creation of thoughtful plans that will result in
a swing towards recognition of the need for earth and man in
harmony. Let us look to the northern star for the promise of
tomorrow, rather than preoccupying ourselves in hopeless despair
with the fears of today.

Combining rational intelligence with all the imagination we can
command, let us project ourselves forcefully into the future. In
doing so, let us not fear occasional error . . . The imagination is
only free when fear of error is temporarily laid aside ... In think-
ing about the future, it is better to err on the side of daring than
the side of caution. Let our generation, young and old, conserva-
tionalists and men of industry alike, act with faith rather than
react from fear . . . The promise of Alaska can be the promise of
America ... Be happy and thank you.








