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{\P['( G 1976 

{\CTlON 

ll 1!~ PPLSIDDlTnCrKlhf'. tlOlli-l \-nr~: 

Jo 'os T. Lynr~ /s/ ~ 
F- :Uf,': r a ll k G. Zar J / 5/ Z; 

Fcdara l Energy Administr at ion Budget 
SU[3JECT : Is sues 

Since OUI' 1liC'f't -l ng on r,1;"jrch 25, 0I1{3 and ru\ hav e I'forked to d EJ vc~lop 
sui able c m[) I'onli es on the i ss ues pre sented to you. These -included 
the State conse vat.i) n 9r ( nt, petlnoleu rn -indu stry audit c)nd strategic 
s.'corage r roqrll l:l s . 

1:1e ate i n (1IJ reem~ n t un the fo 11 0\'11 n9: 

InstQ~d of m~kin~ a f inal deci s ion on the structure of t.he 
state cOilsel" ct i on grant progr(lJil at. th-is tim!], the orm option 
and un a-Itc r na ti vc: formuln tlPpro(\ch drvQloped by FEf, v";ll be 
di <;cus sed vritll sel "'cted Governors. Th-ls ilpproach \,!'111 ('nable 
us to ma1ntai n he \!ol'kinq relationships Vie hove established 
with t he Go ernors on energy issues wnile keeping all of our 
opti ons open pri or to your final deci sion. 

o Petrol pum industr'l audits---"" .-.---- ,-~---'--~ 

FEA hJS Jgrced to acc~pt the OMB recommendat ion of 1 ,326 
posi iuns for rv 1976 and 1977. 

o 

[\ cOflll11Hmcrl t:- \'Iill be rnade to complete the first rhase (150 
mIllion bcil'n::ls) of the :)00 million orirrr.l storu.9 c system in 
th(f~e yea rs at the lov/cst feasible cost. pCI' hilrrrl. Althou(]h 
sev era l aspects of the system are still uncertain (e.g. cost 
o.st-llT1atQ~, for facilities range from Sl.OO-$1.30/barrel), $300 

. lilillion -in bud<:Jct authority \'111'1 be requested 1n 1976 for , 
construction of facilities. Outlays ilre estimated at $6 
ly,n1 1on for 1976 and $240 million for 1977. The $300 m111;on 
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in budqot rlllthority should bc"! slifficient to meet the 150 
million lJ ;j rn~l CJ oal--indeed, P.Vf!1l at the high end of p:-'2sent 
per barrel estimates, it should be enough for more than 200 
million barrels. . .. c-' 

If the $300 million is not su ff 1c ient~ a supplcmentnl 
appropriation vlill be t'Nj uested, and funds then held 
for on purc f'l ac;cs Ci1 n he r ep,'ogra rnmed to m;:lin t ain f(lcility 
construction l r~v e ls until the supplemental is approvod. 

If, 011 tho other hclnd , the full $300 million is not 
reCl u ti~ed for the ea rly SyStP.111 , the un lJt llized amount vl111 

4be a"ll ocated to expa nd the eilrly st Ot ~.le sys tem to the 
500 mil li on barre l system 1ntendcdwithin seven years . 

OMB and FEA agree that 50 million barrels will be placed in storage 
in 19'17, v.fith the remaining 100 mil l ion barrels of tile early system 
being stored in 1978. 

~~e hJve n1so rec;ched tentil t,! ve agl~ecm r.nt on t\'w other 1SSUGS that 
requ;I-·e your cons ·idertttion: the pr ice of on to be included in the 
budget for the storage progl'am and the industrial component of the 
program. 

PRICE OF OrL 

The price of oil t o be included in the bu dget has a major impact 

on outlays for 1977 and 1978, since ~t least 40 million barrels 

will be purchased in 1977 and at least 55 million barrels in 1978. 

Two altern atives that employ different m1~es of domestic (old and 

new) and imported crude oil are: ! 


, 977 
price/ % old oil % new oil %imported outlays 
barre1 _tl.. 75) (12.40) on (13.00) $ millions 
----~-

I\lt. ill : 7.50 75% 25% 300 

I\lt. #2: , 1 .00 25% 35% 40% 440 

The $11.00 price is th~ national average crude 011 rriCf! raid by 

all refiners. The $7.50 option is an arbitrary price that could 

be achieved, at least theoreticlllly, throu9h FEA's regulatory 

pO\'/ers. The advlltltnQQS unci disJdv<1ntagct; of these alternatives 

are sunmar1zed in the following: 


• I • • 
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_ The main advantages of this option are: to ". 

(1)' 	A bud9ctary sAvings of $3.50/barrcl or $140 million 
in 1977 Rnd $193 million in 1978; and 

(2) 	 A shHt of this diffen~ncc in f"lni1nc1u1' burde n fl' om 
taxpa),p.I's in g(:!ner<l l to oil co nsumers (the br>n efi ci 
ariGs of t.he progr'rJrn) in r articu1ar hy ra ising pl~i c (~s 
at the pump about 1/201 pe gal l on . 

The m~1n ~1 s a dva ntage~ of this opti on are: 

. ' (1) 	 Additional legal risks involved in using FEAls price 
control authority to place the:: SlOverninc? nt. in (t pr 
ferred position vis-a-vis domest ic refi n2rs. If this 
could not be sustained agai nst cour t challenges under 
th,r. relevant statutes, and FEA ls Genera l Couns el has 
concluded it would be diff icul , t'lrnQly completion of 
the system would be delayed; 

Little opportunity to negoti ate bil atera l purc hases 
of oil at belo\'J VlOl"lld market pric (?s, beca use fo r~ gn 
producers not likely to sell us oil at $7 .50 per 
barl"C1 ; 

Difficulties .in explaining to the Con~ress and to the(3) 
publ ic It!hy the government h C1 S elected to use cheaper 
oil for storage while rai sing pr i ces to consumer s. 
although only lin average of 110,000 bane1s a de!.'>' out 
of an available 4.5 million barrel s a day of olct oil 
would be used; and 

(4) 	 Thenaradox of using price controls--which the 
Administration has opnosed--to the advantage of the 
Federal Government to keep bu dget outlays down, since 
we would not even be paying the same price that other 
crude on purchasers \'Ioul d be payi n~J. 

Alternat1ve #2: $11.00 per barrel 

_ The main p,dvantages. of this ortion are: 

(1) 	 Significantly reduced legal risks, since the government 
would not be in a preferred position, vis-a-vis other 
domestic crude buyers (1 ie., it vlOuld be p(\ying the 
same 	 price); 

~ ' .•!, " . :.. :. . '~'. . ;,- ,,1 ' • 
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(2) 	 /\dcqunte price levels and funds to llC' UQtiute bulk PUI'
ch~ses from for ei gn producers at below mnrket rate; and ,, '." 

(3) 	 Greater ability to defend a prog ram to Congress and the 
publ -lc tha.t hus the ~overmne nt pl·opos i ng to pay th0. same 
price for its oil as everyone c150. 

_ The main ~1 s a dvnnt~ gcs of this opt ion arc : 

(1) 	 Ili~J h er budq(~tary outl ays in 1977 a.nd 1973. j'esu1t ng in 
breaking throu gh $394.3 b ' 11 0n; and 

(2) 	 ShHt i n some of the fin anc1 nl burd en of the pl'ogram 
from oil consumers to t ax payer s (viij h gher bud g ~t out
, uys ) • 

He rccorruncnd /\Herniltiv€ #2 ($ll.OO/bll rrel). The outl«ys [H'e vlell 
within the allow~nce for co nti ngenc i es for th i s program u s~ d i n 
preparing the 1977 budget. The re n ~on for b r ~~ k1n g througll tho 
$394.3 b1ll1on is not this program, but HEW's or ig inal mi sco l u1 at 1on 
of the cost of the Medi ca re catas ro phic pro t ection propo al , which 
required usinu up $700 million of t he conti Igency allowance _hartly 
after the bud get \lJas publ-l shed. Us1 nq /\lte rnative #2, buci g~t ou tl ll Ys 
throu gh your actions ~,,'Ould be $39~.fi b-Illion for 1977. Adding ahout 
$1.5 billion of cbngros s ional add-on s to date would bring it up to 
$396.1 billion. 

INDUSTRIAL STORAGE 

The statut~ provides FEA authority to requir~ the petroleum 
industry to put~ChilS f~ pl)rt of the oil--up to 180 million b Grrp.15 ~ 
that is to be placed in the rcserye. Although FE/\ and OMB agree 
that this is a valid program objective. thnt ought to be imp1e
mnnted, n final decision cannot be made until further information 
is gathered and (\ Ilublic ru1cmak-ing procc:clure is cOn1rl(~ted. FEA 
has a major study of industrial storagE! ullClenlctY \~hich is 
scheduled for compl etion in August. 

The 1~sue is what position to adopt regarding implementnt10n of 
the industrial port-Ion of the reserve at th -is time. Som2 
position is required for budgetary purposes and in order to 
complr.te 11 report on the Early Stora~le Pto~lrun1 thClt \'J(lS due on 
f'illrch 22 to Cong"css. TV/o opt1ons are assessed b0.10\~: 

',': It '' . • ' ' . -" ~ , ' . ' .... " : i " \ ' r 
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- The pl'incipal advant ~Je s of this uprrotlch rt r ; : 

(1) 	 13udgeta ry a v;n ~Js of $110 111i11 10n in 1977 and $495 
minion 1n 1978 (a ' sum1ng $11.00 oil i s used); and 

(2) 	 Early, albeit tcnt~tive, no t1 e t o the industry ond the 
Congre ss that t he petroleum inclus tr'y \'lil1 have to share 
part of the cost s of the progra li1 , 

- The principal .2.5.sadviln t agcs. of this approach Dre: 

(1) 	 Industry's opposition to utilization of the 1nrlust r1n1 
progrilm and thc! pa ss 1bilHy of a 1obhyi ng effo:'t to 
block the program 1f early not ice is ~Ii ve n; and 

(2) 	 The need to seck a sizable supplemental if the 1ndustrinl 
program is not eventually 1mrlementcd. 

l\1tcr nil tive t.l?~_~sumc_ no industl'ial stOl::.~..5F~ rf'~ lliremgD.L.f()r: 
Q1u!l!Ii.Q..cL~nd .!LLld~i, ng-12.utposes r e~ ou t C0l118 of ITA' s analys is 
uri(] rulemak1nq r l~ocedure and add iln addit 102.1il1 $110 mil H on...!t?. 
FE~ 's 1977 bud ge t amen dment 

The pr1ncir~1 ndva n nOA of this option is redu c0d oppos i tion 
in near term from pct-r-ol0um industry and stlspr. nsion of lobbyin9 
effort until final decision is made. 

The principal disadvantage of this ~pt1on is major outlay 
impacts of $110 million in 1977 (heyond the $440 million 
required for purchase of 011 at $11.00 rer bc.rrel in 1917), 
creating further pressures on the $395 billion target. 

\~e recomllcnd I\lternative #2 because it is prenwture to make a decision 
on the extent to vJhich industry should rarticlpnte in thC! storage 
progt'am until the FEA study has been completed and \,IC have had a 
chance to review it . . 

cc: 	 Off; ci a1 fil e - DO Recor-ds"-----·-
Director's chrorr:----- ' .' 

Director, Deputy Director 

Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Glozer 

Mr. Niemela, Mr. Lum, Mr. Mietus
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\'Ji th the clcpaytu )-c of Bill c(::jrncr tc' U']I.' ::l::t" D(' : dJ~ : ' :' ' ... , 

the po ~cl . uf Dire ct-or , Illtcrq')',/c]'m\'(':l\ ,~1 , }{c.:.;j(' n:'l i ( <l" 

spcc iaJ I'ro q[i:ll~,:-; d i~ th(; I' cllc'rc:J i . -: r;I,~;:, · .' )\(};n i : lj ,; l l : " , lU:l: ,; 

v acan t . . By statutc , the po ' t lnUS:: j)( ;"ilJcd j/ i:l ? r",;'-:."·":'.L - J 

appo inte e confiur cc'i by thc ~;c:I;':. te . 

I would Ji):c t o rccDLHncnd that yon no:. , in"tl' i~(;))(.~:~t C; , .,:'\'i~' 
to fill L:h,.-: t. po::::t . Bob, I:.' ho ,rc~~c~l;>l'/ i.e'; the: I)C;)~' t / i);JC:c~ :'U)-
of that. o ffice , hel', had c-:xt c :; ::,ivc ljoli. '~Lca l ,. j'L',i:':n E;.~ i ('r:i,'d (~'1 .:' 
i\dll1i ll:i:",Ll. 2:,:.j. VC c::l'cr icnce j,t. ))ot h Covcr:! :;;cnt ~,:-;(} VCj '/ i.t~ C2 2:1

dUsLl"j . He "la S l~ ; l'-=' presiC.c;;'~ c~ D. ;:-'~" 1"'CC;:- ; ;~ -,=;~ ":=L'C~-~~;'<--;,: ~_,-r..i , 
and subsequently has fille d responsible pub lic 5~rvicc position ~ 
at the county , stil te and n,", t ional lev,:' 1. I n the' i. e: i.: tcr c a t12 
gory, h e has b een the District Attorney and , later , Ci rcuit 
J'udg e in DougL1S County , O rC'~(:Jon ; spcake r Pro 'IGn of t~h(~ Ore~!on 
IIousc of: Representatives ; E;.;ecutivc f\ssis t anL to Govenlor ;·:cc.':ill 
und D1 rector , lntcrgovernrncnt.ul Rel at ions, at ICLl'. . 

Ilis resum e togct.her with a position description arc attached. 

At tClcl \f!l(~ n t s 

! 
/ 
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ROBERT G. DAVIS 

Present Employm~nt: 

Business Address: 

Home Address: 

Telephones: 

Date, Place of Birth: 


So.cial Security Number: 


Health: 


Marital Status 


Professional Synopsis: 


SUMMARY 

Deputy Director, Intergovernmental, 
Regional and Special Programs 
Federal Energy Administration 

Room 4309, Federal Building 
12th and Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20461 

627 - 12th Street N. E. 
Washington, D. C. 20002 

Business - (202) 961-6041 
Home - ( 2 0 2 ) 39 8 - 3 3 39 

December 11, 1924, Wallowa, Oregon 

540-26-3158 

Excellent 

Married to former Catherine Mary 
Dorroh '. 

Extensive managerial and administrative· experience in both 
government and private industry supplemented by positions of 
public service on the county, state and national levels. 

, 

\ .
! . 

\ 

\ . 
! 

! 

l' 
i 

Education 

University of Oregon, 1943-1948 
L.L.B. University of Oregon Law 
Doctor of Jurisprudence, 1971 

Professional Experience: 

School, 1948 

o Director, Intergovernmental Relations, FEA 
o Executive Assistant to Governor McCall 
o 'Speaker Pro Tern, Oregon House of Representatives 
o Circuit Judge, Douglas County, Oregon 
o District Attorney, Douglas County, Oregon 
o Private practice of law 
o president and General Manager of plywood man~facturing firm 



REsut-m 

ROI3ERT G. DAVIS 
, " 627 - 12th Street N. E. 

Washington, D. C. 20002 

I. EHPLOYMENT 

Current Status: 

Deputy Director, Office of Intergovernmental, Regional and 
Special Programs, Federal Energy Administration, November 1, 
1974. Job description: Has responsibility to insure that 
state and local governments are participants in development 
and implementation of national energy policy, in accordan~e 
with Section 20 of the FEA Act. Insures that the state and 
local policy positions are communicated to the Administrator 
and the Assistant Administrators in all program areas so 
that the state and local government 'perspective will be con
sidered in the formulation of overall policy. 

Develops and implements technical and financial assistance 
programs for state and loca~ government energy activities. 

Investigates and calls to the attention of the Administrator 
and/or appropriate Assistant Administrator all situations 
where FEA'programs or policies impact unfairly on a specific 
state 6r local government unit or a small number·th~reof. 

The'incumbent is responsible for esta.blishing a communica
tions system with FEA Regional Administrators and their 
Intergovernmental Relations personnel to insure that state 
and local government concerns of a regional nature ~re 
properly heard at the Headquarters level. 

Determines when new or modified statute~ or regulations are 
needed to address existing or potential problems being 
experienced by state and local governments; recommends 
appropriate legislative or executive action to the Admi~is-
trator. 

Serves as liaison with local state and federal agencies. 
'This involves maintaining contact with individuals in the 
~arious agencies, being alert for possible new requirements 
or directions at the state and local level, and in general 
maintaining a cooperative rel~tionship between FEA and the 
states. 

Executive Assistant to Governor Tom HcCall, November 15, 1970 
to November 1, 1974. Job description: As chief of staff, 
oversee for the Governor the work of all agency administrators 
and 32,000 state employees. Constantly review and monitor all 
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state proCjrDms. Consult \vith the .Governor 1n uevelopii1cnt 

of stutc budgcts, policy Dnc1 nc.,., progrDio thru:-;ts. [{CVievl 

ana rr.ClKC rccolnmc:1c]utionr. on intcrn.:d and external cO:i:

r
,1llni'


cations. Serve as chief lioison bct\-lccn the Govcrnor's 

Office, the Legislature and the general public. T~is oftcn 

r e CJ. u ire::; Ii1 e c1 i a t ion 0 f. dis putc s, con f c r r .l n CJ I,,' i t h va ric (j 


consti tU0.!1cies of opi?osing views, to develop i.1 conS('n~;ll::--' 

for action. Mold progr~m concepts into lC0is]~tiv0 pro

posals. contact lC9islntive 10a~~rshii?1 co~~ittccs and 

ind i v i (} u u 1. ] C 'J i s 1 () t (; I: S to See u r e c n (1 c t men t 0 [ D:: 0 PJ S u.] sin t.O 

1 a','; • ( P r inc i p (} 1. au i:. i:') C ;) 1: C G \' ':' r r~ (; r s ~) c h001 F i j1 2. n c C: d n (1 '1 (; :~I 

Re:or;;'1 i?rogra:r;, 1972-1SJ73i ;·;cc1ia S~lie.lf L2',!, 1973.) :;<.ti1o(Jcr 
of GO"cornor's centro} :)t:[ice s\:;;[f. OvC[SC~ pre:paration of 
EX8Cl:ti'.;e Orders. C,·;:·,t,:ct CG!"!S,:'s::;ionc:1l LicJ.:.;saLion Oil i:J~~l1.:lf 
of Goverr.o r • Hake s;?eeci1es onu Lclcvision appcal:c:;nces 2,16 
give ~eaia interviews on behalf of. Goverr.o r . Coordin~te 
security and disaster services agencies. IZepreso nt GoveJ:;-,'-.")r 
on st&ff cc~rnittccs of Nationc:;l Governors' Conference and 
v1est!2r:1 Governor's Con[erencs. 

special Assistant to Governor for Hu~on Resources, January 15, 
1970, to November 15, 1970. Job oescrJ?tion: Chief as'sign

acti~ities of eliminate duolicament was to coordinate , and ~ 

tion among State divisions of ~'ielfat:e, ~iealth, ~1entCll He21th, 
Vocational Rehabilitation, Effi?loy~ent and Corrections, and 
three smaller agencies. -Chief liai30n officer fron these 
agencies to Governor. Draft~6 lesislation ap?roved in 1971 
for creation of Department 0:' ~lU1rl3.n Izesources<..,to enlarge 
upon and codify inter-agency coordination. 

private practice of law, Medford, Oregon, firm of Holmes,

Ja~es and Davis, September 1, 1967 to January 1, 1970. 

(Also during this perod: Member, State House of 

Representatives, Oregon.) 

presiaentand General Manager, southern Oregon Plywood Company 
of Gr~~ts Pass, 1960 to 1967. Job oesr.ription: Chief 
executive officer for firm manufDcturing and distributing 
70 million feet of Douglas fir plywood a year. 280 employ~es 
'annual payroll in excess of $2.5 million. Served on boar~ 
of directors of southern Oregon P1y.,.,ood from 19~a until its 
sale in 1967. Also during this period served as president 
of southern Oregon Plywood wholly-owned subsidiary, Sierra 
Wooo Products Co., manufacturer and distributor of decorative 
ply~ood wall-paneling and painted sidings. 

presidc"nt,'boo::::s, Inc., of ~'lt. Vi;:',l, California, 1961 to 1971. 
J'ob :dcscripticn: SUi?erv.isor of \/; :·.lcsale plyvlOOC:l di~'.'· '"ibu
tion and allied. building pr~:·(jucL cOrlpany.· 13 .W 
approximate annual sales of $2.5 million. 

Circuit Judge, Douglas County, Cregon, 1958-1960 

Private practice of law, Roseburg, Or~gon, firm 

and Davis, 1952-1958. 


http:S~lie.lf
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District Attorney, Do'WlltlS County, Ore]on, 19119-1957.. 
Inc.d d .i t ion to· res pOll S i 0 i .1 i tie ~; [ 0 r en [ 0 r c c (.I C Ii t 0 [ c rim in.:JJ 
lnw served as chief legal advisor to County Government 
in civil matters.· 

" 

Private practice of law, Roseburg, Oregon, fir~ of Davis, 
Wa 1 to nand R 1. chin 0 nd, 1 9 4 8 -19 Ii 5.J • 

II. Education 

Medford, Oregon, High School, graduation 1943. 

University of Oregon, lS~3-19~8~ L.L.B., University of 
Or090n La\l SCl1001, 1948; Doctor of Jurisprudence, 1971. 

Los Angeles La-,-,1-Sc1.ence School Short Course, ":')cdicolegal 
Trial Technique and Legal Medicine", July, 1954. 

Oregon State Bar Continuing Legal Euucation Series. 
\, 

Oregon Juvenile Court Judges Association, "Juven1.l·e (ourt 

Summer Institute," Oregon College of Education, 1970. 


III. Other Professional Experienc~_and_Service 

.Special Prosecutor, Douglas ~ol1nty, Oregon, 1952... 
Spec ial, Prosecutor, Jackson County, OrE:.:;on?- 1952. 

Special Prosecutor, iialloVla County, Oregon, 1954. 

Special Assistant Attorney General, Portland, Oregon, 
Grand Jury Crimi~al Investigation; 1956. '. 

Admitted to practice, Oregon State Bar (1943), United States 
District Court (1952), and United States Supreme Court (1963 

Lecturer, State Division of Continuing Education, IICr Lninal 
Justice System", 1970. 

Part-time instructor, Spring Semester, 1971, Willamette 
University; 'course title: "Social Revolution ana the La\'l". 

Lecturer, High School Seminar'Series, Spring Semester, 1973, 
\'H 11 arne t fe .Un i v e r sit; Y . 

Delivered paper,' "Analysis of.. State School Finance .. _(orm 
Legislation in Oregon,' ~iJ6vember, ly73) ,i~Cltionaj. 
Symposiu~ on State ~chool Pinance~Reform. 

.. .
" "

• 
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o r g ani '7. E' rand [i r s t c h 0. i r i i: 2' n, D0 uCJ 1<; :', C0 t1:1 t:1', 0 r e q (HI, I 1 i q h ',-] () Y 
' .. Traffic Safety C0;~,ji.ittc:e, 19:>1; I-h,: .•• uer, l')::']-lSi5U. 

Director, H & J Corp., l-iedford, Oregon, 19~)'1-19Gtl. 


Director, Douglas Coenty, Oregon, State Dank, 1955-1~57. 


President, Robindale Sc~ool for the Nentally Retard~d, Roseburs 

Oregon, 1957-1958.' 

President and organizer, Hoseburg, Orccgon, High'School Inqian 
Club, 1957. 

Chairman, Douglas County, Oregon, Juvenile Advisory.Council,
1957-1958. 

Member, Board of Trustees', Oregon Highway Lifesavers, 1958. 

President, Ro~eburg, Oregon, ~iwanis Club, 1958. 
t

Director, First ;~ational Bank of i\oseburg,,- Oiegon, 1959. 

Member, Josephine C6unty, OregQn~ Association for Retarded 
Children, 1962-196~. 

Member, (Board of Directors) Douglas Fir Plywood Association 
(pre cJ e c e s s 0 r 0 fAme ric a II Ply \oJO 0 d Ass 0 cia t ion), 19 6 2 . 

Z,Iember, Oregon Cr ime Control Coordinating Cou!:"i1, 1967-1969. 

Nerrlber, Oregon La\'l Enforcement Council, 1971-1972. 

HeILlber, Portland-State of, Oregoll High Impact Crime Task 
force, 1972-1973. 

Member, Oregon State Comlnission on Interstate Coopcratio~, 
1972-1973. 

Member, Oregan Corrections Education Commission, i973-1974 • 

. ..." 

.... , .' ~ ';"" . 
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Member, University Club, Portland, Orel?;on 

Governor's representative for development of Nort1wJC~3t 
and Western RCEional Energy Polj,cics 1 co-chainnan of 
Staff Advisory Committee of ','lestern Governors I Conference. 

Chairm~n of C00nittee Task Force examining role of Western 
Inte:cstate ComInission on High2r Ed.ucation C\,lICEE). ' 

State Representative .from Jackson County, 1967 and 1969 
1egislvtive sessions. 

Merr:ber, Lee;islative Interim CorrJTIittee on Eatural Re source s, 
1967-1969. , 

Member, Labor-I,::-:,nagemen:t Relations, Educo.tion and Judici8.ry 
Committees of 1egisl,~ture, 1967. , 

Member, Legislative \<lays an~, Heans Cormnittee, 1969. 

House Speaker Pro Te~, 1969. 
"-. 

Chairmc:m, Special House Task For:ce on Higher Education, 
1969. 

r'Tember, Le ~).slative Emergency Board, 1969-1970. 

Legislative interests: 

Financial manageuent; 'Vlays and lvieans Committ·ee analysis 
of state agency budget and recommendations for re
arrangement of fina~cial priorities. 

Government reorganizatio~1; assist~d in reorganization 
of Executive Department. 

Human resources; guided through Le?.:i.slature comprehensive 
13.1.'1 creating Oregon Departme~lt:, of Human Resourc8s in 
1971; conceived and Dbtai~ed passa~e of state svbsidy 
to sheltered workshops for the han~icapped, 1971. 

Environment; assis~ccd in drQ.fting legisla't,i~.,.~::,r~c 
winning approval of billboard removal ¥~\~.. an'i1(~ 
be'/craGe bot·tle-car~ deposit la'I'l in 19 r/!.i;", and l1each 
protection Iml of 1969. , ',') .~. 
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Arts tommission; a principal in winning ~pproval of 
creation o[ Oregon Arts Commission, 1967, and 
increased slate funding in 1969. 

Civi.l rights; guided to approval in 1969 legislation 
expanding Ore<]on Civil Rights lc:n;. 

VI. Honor s 

Roseburg, Oregon, Junior First Citizen, 1953, for chairman
ship of Community Chest fund ca~paign, traffic safety 
campaign, service to law enforcement, and organization at 
west Roseburg housing project. 

Roseburg, Oregon, Senior First Citizen, 1957, for obta~ning 
public support of pre~iously privately financed schools 
for mentally retarded~ chairmanship of Douglas County 
Highway Lifesavers, and work as chair;nan of Douglas County 
Juvenile Advisory Council. 

"Lay Citizen for Education," DO'uglas County, Oregon, 1958, 
for work on behalf of schools for mentally retarded, 
highway safety activities, president and organizer of 
Roseburg, Oregon, High School booster or9~nization. 

"Outstanding Freshman Legislator," Oregon Legislature, 1967. 

VII. Hemberships 

Sigma Chi Fraternity, University of Oregon, Eugene. 

Phi Delta Phi Legal Fraternity, University of Oregon, Eugene. 
to 

Former member, Roseburg, Oregon, Jaycees. 

Former member, Chambers of Commerce i~ Roseburg, Medford and 
Grants Pass, Oregon. 

Episcopal Church. 

Oregon State Bar. 

Harion County, Oregon, Bar •. 

VIII. PubliCCltions----_._--
Statute and publications Editor, Universlty of Oregon Law' 

Review, 1947-1948. 

" 
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"'l'r ial of a Homicide C2.S2, h j·i~lnual for Oistr ict Attorneys, 
1953. 

"Guide to Arson Prosecution," l-lanual for District 
Attorneys, 1955. 

"The Challenge of Escob~do," International police Chiefs 
Association, 1965:-----

IIReport of the Task Force on Higher Education," Oregon 
Legislature, 1969. The report was a guideline for 
response to student di5rc~tions. 

"neco:nmendations for Irr.?[o\Teci Correctional Programs for 
Oregon," co-author, Or~go~ Legislature, 1~69. (R~com-
mendations adopted by Le~islature.) 

"Analysis of State School ?~nance Reform Legislation 

proposal in Oregon," 1973. 
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STATEMENT OF DUTIES 

FOR 

DIREc'rOR, INTERGOVERNHEN'rl\L, REGIONAL 
AND SPECIAL PROGRAHS 

LEVEL V 

The Director, Intergovernmental, Regional and Special 
Programs, will serve in a liaison capacity between the 
executive levels of the Federal Energy Administ~ation 
and energy-related organizations of Federal,' state and 
local governments, including the Council of StG.!i::e 
Governments, National Association of Counties and the 
National Conference of Mayors. 

The Director also maintains liaison betHeefl the t.en 
regional offices of FEA and the Hashington progranl 
and .support offices to advise on the regional require~ 
.ments and to assure that Washington offices are fully 
informed as to the needs of the regions in accomplishing 
their functional missions. 
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Th~ oil import leve J for the f! ''''''3eks endin~r r·~nrch 9 averaged 
7. 1 mi 1 on arr0 ' s per dny, nparly 200 , 000 barrels belo,· 
tbr_ all-t:~.me high ~ lordec1 for the 4 weeks endinq' t·1iU:-ch 2. 

Tot,. 1 c1cnan-1, at 17.51 million bnrrel s per day, r: (10 ",'Tl 
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repr Jo:)el tD n avernqe annual rat of incrcZl.se of or ly seven
t .nths of Ole percent . 

D ~and for reeidual fuel oil, used heaviJ y b y indus t ya .d 
u< liti"' 3 , is up 8. 6 percent over last year, although 12.8 
purccnt "' ·e: 10 the 1973 demand level. 

l'{otor gw.GoLl110 (11.';1,' n1 averageu 6.71 million bnrre1 s per ay 
fO:L th". 4- l"'ek. pOl. od, up 3 . 6 pprcen t from 1 975. The o.ve r[lge 
annual rat:., of incrcr\se since 1973 has been 1. 8 perc ~nt , 
compal: d " it an. u·v·crage a n nual rate o f 4:.9 percent be t -leen 
19 )8 and 1 9'1 3. 
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For the LI weeks ending March 19, total imports <lveragc.d 7.41 mi 11 i 011o 
barrels per c1ny, c1o\o,Tn 197,000 b;Hrels per day from the 4-\vl'('I<, :11.1-timl' 

high.recorded for the period endiog March 12. This was 1.29 million 
barrels per day above last year, 2.01 million above 1974, and 1.10 
million nbove 1973. 

o 	 Crude oil imports, at 5.15 million barrels per day. were 1.19 million 
barrels per day higher than in 1975. 

o 	 The forecast for total imports is shown on a quarterly basis because 
of data constraints within the forecasting methodology. It is anti 
cipated tl1at these data limitations will be overcome shortly and the 
import est:i.mates will be availnble on a monthly basis thereafter. 
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o 	 Total apparent demand during the 4 weeks ending March 19 was 17.51 
million barrels per day. This was 669,000 barrels per day (4.0 percent) 
above the corresponding period in 1975, 687,000 above 1974, and 352,000 
(2,1 percent) above 1973. 
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Apparent Demand 
MIllion. offor Motor Gasoline per DayBarrel. 

_ ....__, ""I' 

~ ..... 

,
, 
'7.01----+:.,-.-1i-~-+_-_+--1__-_I_-_+--_+_-_+_--+__-~-___J ".. ,,,,, 

i.6.5 r--+--+--~~-+~---1-+~r---~~--f---+';:---1f--+---I 

A 
1976 

o 	 For the 4 weeks ending March 19, motor gasoline de~and was 6,71 
million barrels per day, 234,000 barrels per day higher than in 
1975, 598,000 above 1974, and 343,000 above 1973, 
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o Apparent demand for residual for the 4 weeks ending March 19 was 

2.85 million barrels per day, This was 227 f OOO barrels per day 
above the corresponding period in 1975, 187,000 barrels per day 
above 1974, but 418,000 (12.8 percent) below 1973. 
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o 	 Apparent demand for distillate fuel for the 4 weeks ending March 19, 

at 3.31 million barrels per day, was 120,000 barrels per day below 
the same period of last year. 180,000 below 1974, _-and 90,000 below 

1973. 
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o 	 The average retail selling price for regular gasoline decreased in 
February by 0,6 cent to 57.1 cents per gallon. 

o 	 During February, the average retail selling price for heating oil sold 
to residential customers was unchanged at 40.1 cents per gallon. 

0 
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o 	 The refiner acquisition cost of imported crude during December was 
$14.81 per barrel, 23 cents below the November price. This decrease 
reflects in part the elimination of· the $2 import fee on December 
22, 1975, as refiners were required to p~y fees oniy on the crude 
imported prior to that date. 

o 	 The average cost of domestic crude purchased by refiners during 
December was $8.66 per barrel, 1.0 cent below the cost for the 
previous month. 

o 	 The composite cost of crude petroleum purchased by refiners during
1"/December was $10.98 per barrel, 7.0 cents lower than the Novcmher~ 
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o Crude oil production in OPEC countries increased a substantial 
1.3 million barrels per day to 28.0 ~illion barrels per day. ~audi 

Arabia, Iraq, and Venezuela accounted for·nearly all of the incrc~se. 
During February OPEC accounted for 61 percent of OPEC production 
compared with the 1975 average of 58 percent. 
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Apparent Demand: 

Actual Demand: 

Forecast: 

Geographical 
Coverage: 

DEFINITIONS 

Because rlomestic demand for products in terms of real con
sumption is not available, a proxy, "disappearance from 
primary supply," is used. Total apparent demand for petro
leum products is measured by inputs to refineries, plus 
estimated refinery gains, plus net imports of produrts, plus 
or minus net changes in primary stocks of produc ts. (rEA 
does not measure secondary stocks, which are substantial for 
some products.) Apparent demand for individual refined' 
products is measured as production plus net imports plus or 
minus stock change. 

Monthly import data for figure I are obtained from FEA's 
Monthly Petroleum Reporting System through December 1975. 
Import data for January and February 1976 and for the 4-week 
moving average for the p~riod ending March 19 are obtained 
from API's Weekly Statistical Bulletin. Actual demand data 
in figures 2, 3, 4, and 5 are calculated from API's Bulletin. 
Data in figure 6 are obtained from BO~ through November 1975 
and from API from December 1975. Figures 7, 8, 9, and 10 are
based on FEA data. 

Forecasts in the Biweekly Report are actually composite "back
casts"/forecasts. The forecast for petroleum product demand, 
which takes into account passage of the Environmental Policy 
and Conservation Act (EPCA) of 1975, is based on a projection 
of economic conditions, assuming normal weather. 

Forecasts reported in this issue were revised on 3/12/76 and 
are simulated from September 1975 to June 1976. Backcasts 
of petr6leum demand reported in this issue are simulated from 
January 1975 to August 1975. The backcasts are modified to 
take into account actual price, weather, and macroeconomic
conditions. 

The importing area Covered in this report is the 50 States 

and the District of Columbia. The data also include as 

imports receipts from Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. In 

this, FEA follows BOM practice, as does API. Imports as 

reported by the Census Bureau of the Department of Commerce 

include imports into the U.S. 1!customs area," which includes 

the 50 States and the District of Columbia plus Puerto Rico. 

Receipts by the 50 States and the District of Columbia from 

Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands ate excluded. Census 

reports imports into the Virgin Islands, which is not in the 

U.S. customs area, separately. The Bureau of Econom-ic' .•...,. 

- , Analysis (HEA) of the Department of Commerce total~,' imports'\ 
into the Customs area and the Virgin Islands for balance of.! 

\ . ~ .~ ~payments purposes. However. 8EA does not inclUde \~JUtane, 
propane, and some minor products in the balance of'Rayment)i'
petroleum total.",." ,," 
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. 1976 

o Imports for the week ending April 2 declined to 6.36 million barrels 
per day, down 1. 76 million from the 1illl-time high recorded for the 
week ending March 12. This brings the 4-week average down to 7.22 
million barrels per day, 1.42 million barrels per day above the same 
period in 1975 and 1.76 million barrels per day above 1974. 

o The quarterly average of crude oil imports was 5.06 million barrels 
per day, exactly as forecast. Product imports, however, at 2.19 
million barrels per day were 490,000 barrels per day (28.6 percent) 
above the fo~ecast. 
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Years 1975 1976 

o 	 Domestic demand for petroleum products for the 4 weeks ending 
April 2 was 17.28 million barrels per day, continuing the normal 
seasonal decline. This was 1.21 million barrels per day above the 
1975 level, 650,000 barrels per day Above 1974, and 300,000 barrels 
per day (1.8 percent) above the level of i973~ before the embargo 
and the oil price increases. 
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o Durin~ the 4 weeks ending April 2, motor gasoline demand rose 
seasonally to 6.78 million barrels per day. This was 350,000 barrels 
per day above the level for the comparable period tn 1975, 560,000 
barrels per day above 1974, and 310,000 barrels per day (4.7 percent) 

above 1973. 
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o 	 For the 4 weeks ending April 2, demand for residual fuel oil 
averaged 2.67 million barrels per day, exactly as forecast. This 
was 230,000 barrels per day above 1975, and 140,000 bnrrels per day 
above 1974, but 460,000 barrels per day (14.7 percent) below 1973. 
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o Distillate fuel oil demand for the 4 weeks ending April 2 averaged 
3.27 million barrels per day, very close to the forecast. Demand 
for distillate has changed very little in the,past three years and 
is now only 1.2 percent above that demanded in 1973 before the 

embargo. 
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o 	 Production of crude oil in April will average 8.15 million barrels 
.per 	day, according to API estimates, 3.5 percent and 9.0 percent 
below the corresponding 1975 and 1974 BOH figures. 

o 	 The April estimate is 97,000 barrels per day (1.2 percent) above 
the March all-time low. 
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(' 	 1)ur.in~!;1\1111ry, the :tver:1f',c "i1C>v:" oil price was $]2.99 j),:,'r 

n.t'! c"lll- ;11- lve th(-'. price in December. 
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a 	 The refiner acquisition cost of imported crude during January was 
$13.27 per barrel, $1.54 below the December cost. This decrease 
was primarily due to the elimination, on December 22, of the $2.00 

supplemental fee on imported crude. 

a 	 The average cost of domestic crude purchased by refiners during 
January was $9.12 per barrel, 46 cents above the cost for the 
previous month. The principal reason for this increase was that the 
percentage of uncontrolled oil increased as a result of a change in 
the base production control level. 

a The composite cost of crude petroleum purchased by refiners during 
January was $10.76 per barrel, 22 cents below the December figure. 
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~parent Demrlnd: 

!.ctua1 Demand: 

Forecast: 

Geo~raphica1 
Cover_age: 

DF.PTNTTIOt !:: 

Because d()me~;tic dem.lnd for products in terms of n~:ll C01l

sumption is not avai Llb1e, a proxy, "dis;lppcarance from 
primary supply," is used. Total apparent demand for pl~tr\)
leum products is measured by inputs to refineries, plus 
estimated refinery gains, plus net imports of products, plus 
or minus net changes in· prim.:1ry stocks of products. (FEA 
does not measure secondary stocks, which an~ subst:11ll i:ll. fur 
some products.) Apparent demand for inclividui11 refjncd 
products is measured as production plus net imports plus or 
minus stock change. 

Monthly import data for figure 1 are obtained from FEA's 
Monthly Petroleum Reporting System through December 1975. 
Import data for January and February 1976 and for the 4-\·,cck 
moving average for the period ending March 19 are obtained 
from API's Heek1y Sta tis tical Bulletin. Ac tua1 denwnd d.:1 t:l 
in figures 2, 3, 4, and 5 are calculated from API's Bulletin, 
Data in figure 6 are obtained from BO~ through November 1975 
and from API from December 1975 .. Figures 7, 8, 9, and 10 arc 
based on FEA data. 

Forecasts in the Biweekly Report are actually composite "b;lck
casts"/forecasts. The forecast for petroleum product demrtnd, 
which takes into account passage of the Environmental Policy 
and Conservation Act (EPCA) of 1975, is based on a projection 
of economic conditions, assuming normal weather. 

Forecasts reported in this issue were revised on 3/12/76 and 
are simulated from September 1975 to June 1976. Backcasts 
of petroleum demand reported in this issue are simulated frpm 
January 1975 to August 1975. The backcasts arc modified tc 
take into account actual price, \ve'ather, and macroeconomic 
conditions. 

The importing area covered in this report is the 50 States 
and the District of Columbia. The data also include as 
imports receipts from Puerto Rico and the Virgin IsL1l1ds. Tn 
this, l~EA follows BOH practice, as docs API. Imports ;IS 

reported by the Census Bureau of the Dep;lrtment of Cnm:ncrcc 
include imports into the U. S. '!customs area," wh lch inc] udL'~; 
the 50 States and the District of Columbia plus PuerLo RicI). 
Receipts by the 50 States and the District of Co1umhiil from 
Puerto Rico .:1nd the Virgin Is1:1l1ds arc excluded. ('l'I15-l1S~_,_ 
reports imports into the Vir)',in Islands, lvhich is l1",t i;1 tlli' 
U.S. cllstoms arC;I, separ;ltcly. The Burl~ilU of Ecollomic 
Analysis (ilEA) of the l)cparLment of Commerce tota Is ill1l'nrt:; 
into the customs arca and thl' Virgi.n Islands for I",LlllCC of 
payments purposes. However, HEA clol's not inclllcl("h~lt~lll'" / 

J 

prop:llll', and somL' minor product:; in the h;l1ancc of p:1\'1111'11 I:; 

petrolculll total. 
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VliUJ. t he; clCi)a rtu:cC:! of E O_,c' _ ~; c " .' - '~Jl , !, ,: ~ 1 ::, .. J(}'/(" the 
post of l\s sis t C'l n ACrni" i s-t- r ,-:d __c r , "J f': ic'. of COll!/' ! --': at jc!, 

a nd Environmen t .J.t the P-::,i i ::~ \'i1C(L1i~ . 'l"hi~~ po~,L- j:; d 

PrcsidGn t io.l appo in-tme. t \..;ith SC;-I c to C ();,f:ir1~laLion 

I y.?ould like to reccmme nd that', y CJu n C:l . ) niltJ:' )J r· . ~:.;Jl:!U(~ J 
J. 'Tuthill to fill t l-jat po~';t . S", :11 , V.'hCl )Jrc~;c nt.ly i" (in 
a_dv:i.~;or to me:. has h a d e): t ,n~; iv c po li-LJ Ca l , lnaTl.'1.qcc}a J, 
and c:clini n i~it ri:lt- ivc expe ri(;nc E.:~ in both t;j C ;)'J;-)Jic (J)l(i 

private sectors . He holds a Ph . D in Gc:' olo::l)' fi.-oin the 
Urli~l.;,cr~~i t)' of l\u .ctL. D :i ~~o ·~ 3.. l i c; ",'l,":' S S ci c-..:.. :-:cc: .:'\cl\.r.~~>::.~: .!l_':j 


the Secretary of -th e lntcriol:", HO:j c,rs C . B . ~'lorton , o.r:(; 

Specia l Assistan t fOl" Energy anc.1 }"lo licy t o Rog :i n his 

capaci ty as Chairm2D of t he P r esident's Ener gy R0S0urces 

Council. Before cO;t1ing to ;'la shi i1~ ',-on J hc:' rlc~d c>:Lc];sivo 

exp e rience wi-th State govern ment s jn ~lis capacity as Stale 

Geologi~~t, Director of the 10\-:" Gco loc;~ c.::~l SUy.vc;,/ I and 

Science }\clviso.c to Governo r P.ob(:,: r~~ D. Ray. lJe aL:;u on:F1
nized and chaired the Midwest Govc~nors Task Force to 

cons id er energy and en\.' ironrncn til l prob lem.::; CO!r:fnon to· the 

Midwes t . His experience in the academic world include s 

Professor of Geology at t-1usking u m Colle ge in Ohio. 


His resume: tog e -ther \"Ji th a posit ion descr ~ption, are 
attached . 
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FEDERAL E;'--JERGY ADl\IINISTRATIOl\; 
WASIIIl\'GTON, D.C 20-.161 

April 16, 1976 
OFFICE O~ nil: AO:-flNISTRATOR 

MEr10RANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: FRANK G. ZARB 

SUBJECT: NOMINl\'l'ION OF MALIN 

Since Mel Conant's return to private life on February -r
20, 1976, the post of Assistant Administrator for Inter

national Energy Affairs at the FEA has been vacant. This 

post is a Presidential appointment with Senate confirmation. 


I would like to recommend that you nominate Clement B. Malin 

to fill that post. Clem, who presently is the Acting 

Assistant Administrator of that office, has had extensive 

managerial and administrative experience in both the public 

and private sectors. He was Deputy Assistant Administrator 
to Mel Conant for more than a year and a half, during which 
time he served, and continues to serve, as FEA's representa
tive to the Governing Board of the International Energy 
Agency. He led the U.S. delegation on Energy Forecasting 
and Information to the Soviet Union, and serves as Deputy 
Chief of the U.S. delegation to the Energy Commission of the 
Conference on International Economic Cooperation. 

Before joining FEA in February of 1974, Clem had advanced 
rapidly in the International Division of Mobil Oil Corporation, 
where he served as Planning Manager of Overseas Affiliates 
for the Latin America, Africa, and Mideast region. His re
sponsibilities included business strategy, economic and 
political analyses, long range planning, capital and operating 
budgets, and negotiations for joint ventures and supply 
agreements. 

His resume,together with a position description, is attached. 

Attachment 



CLmmNT B. HALIN 

6611 Dearborn Drive Date of Birth: 4-4-34 
Falls-Church, Virginia Place of Birth: Drexel 

~ill, Pennsylvan: 

Education 

A.B. - Dartmouth College, Hanover, N.H. 1956 
M.P.A. - Princeton University, Princeton, N.J. 1960 

Major Field of Study 

International Relations 

Government Service 

June 1974 to Present:* Deputy Assistant Administrator, 
International Energy Affairs, Federal Energy Administration. 
Principal liaison point within the energy office for govern
mental and non-governmental bodies whose energy interests are 
focused on the international trade or economic aspects of 
energy issues. Responsible for developing proposals for and 
initiating bilateral or multilateral programs that will lessen 
the economic burden to the United States of energy imports; 
encouraging binational or multinational efforts to broaden 
participation in energy prospects of benefit to the 0.s.; 
assisting in development of economic or trade incentives 
for countries with energy surpluses that will result in their 
looking to the u.S. as a rewarding market. Acted as the 
Energy Office's principal representative to multilateral and 
bilateral arrangements (e.g., "special relationships" with 
Saudi Arabia) essentially with the critically important energy
exporting nations of the Middle East and the relations of u.s. 
allies to those same nations. 

February to June 1974: Chief, Producer Country Organizations 
and Industries, International Energy Affairs, Federal Energy 
Administration, tvashington, D. C. Recommended pol icy options 
with respect to United States Government relations and initiatives 
with oil producing countries aimed at insuring adequate supply 
of oil to United States. Maintained information channel with 
oil and other energy industry to permit exchange of views. 
Regular contacts with foreign government personnel. 

* Designated Acting Assistant Administrator February 21, 1976. 

) 
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Name: Clement B. Malin 

Private Industry Experience:• 

August 1973 to February 1974: Assistant to Area Manager, 
Mobil South, Inc., New York, N.Y. Served as De~uty to 
Executive responsible for Mobil's operations in 16 African 
and Middle Eastern affiliates. 

July 1971 to July 1973: Projects Planning Manager, Mobil 
South, Inc., New York, N.Y. Advised Senior Management on 
Planning Matters and business strategy in 25 African, Middle 
Eastern and Latin American affiliates; acquisitions, joint 
ventures, supply agreements, political and economic analysis, 
and c~pital investment programs. Extensive travel. 

August 1969 to July 1971: Planning Manager, Mobil Latin 
America , Inc., Ne\v York, N. Y. Advised senior managment 
on planning matters and business strategy in 10 Central 
and South American and Caribbean exploration, producing, 
refining and marketing affiliates. Extensive travel. 

August 1967 to July 1969: Planning Coordinator, Mobil 
Europe, Inc., London, England. Advised Senior Management 
on planning and supply matters in6 Benelux and Scandinavian 
marketing and refining affiliates. Extensive travel. 

July 1965 to July 1967: Planning Manager, Mobil Oil B.V., 
Rotterdam, Netherlands. Directed planning activities in 
Mobil's marketing affiliates in Benelux. Extensive travel. 

October 1963 to June 1965: Planning Advisor, Mobil AOEC 
Group; Paris, France. Directed planning activities in 5 Mobil 
companies marketing in 14 countries of West and Equatorial 
Africa. Traveled in Africa. 

October 1961 to September 1963: Junior Planning Assistant, 
Mobil International Oil Company, New York, N.Y. Prepared 
planning studies and economic analyses. Traveled in Europe. 

July 1960 to September 1961: Projects Assistant, Mobil 
International Oil Company, New York, N.Y. Prepared marketing 
studies, field travel in Europe and South America. 

December 1956 to September 1958: Instructor, Army Medical 
Service School, Ft. Sam Houston, Texas. 
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STATEMENT OF DUTIES 

FOR 

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
INTERNATIONAL ENEHGY AFFAIRS 

LEVEL IV 

The Assistant Administrator for International Energy 
Affairs, is concerned with the development of and 
reliability of U. S. access to foreign energy supplies 
and the energy relationship of the U. S. to other 
nations. 

In performing this function the Assistant Administrator 
will be responsible for the development of the energy 
aspects of our foreign policy. This will involve 
participation in the formulation of international energy 
policy options within the Government in conjunction with 
other appropriate Federal agencies. It will involve the 
prosecution of that policy through a variety of formal 
and informal bilateral as well as multilateral processes . 

. " 



FEDERAL ENERGY AD1-.HNISTRATION 
WASHI0:CT 00:, D.C. 20·\ (' 1 

April 29, 1976 
OHICE OF THE AO~([;-;I Snl.ATOR 

MEMOHANDut1 FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: FRANK. G. ZARB 

SUBJECT: PROJECT CONSERVE 
/:.. 

Attached for your information is a sample copy of the 

Project Conserve questiqnnaire that was mailed to single

family homeowners in Massachusetts approximately three 

weeks ago. Residents of New Mexico will receive a similar 

form when that State's program is implemented in September. 


Project Cofiserve will provide homeowners with energy con

servation information specific to their own residences. 

Homeowners receive a pamphlet, "How to Save f.-10ney by 

Insulating Your Home," along with the questionnaire. 

Those completing the questionnaire will receive a compu

terized analysis of their home's thermal efficiency and 

recommendations for cost-effective steps that may be taken 

to increase the efficiency of their home. 


The response so far has been very encouraging. During the 
first three weeks, more than 100,000 responses from homeowners 
were received or over 10% of the 950,000 distributed. 

Federal Energy Administration Headquarters personnel also 
will be given the opportunity to participate in this program 
during the next three weeks. This internal pilot program 
will aid in preparing for the planned expansion of Project 
Conserve to all Federal employees. 
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