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EXECUTIVE ORDER ON
ENERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION

Today the President signed an Executive order entitled
"pDelegation of authorities Relating to Energy policy and
Conservation." This order assigns to appropriate agencies
certain responsibilities vested in the President by the Energy
Policy and Conservation AcCt, signed by the President on
December 22, 1975. Other responsibilities are vested directly
in the agencies by the Act itself.

The President's authority has been delegated in a manner
designed to draw upon the expertise of the various federal
agencies, to make optimum use of existing agency capabilities
without creating overlapping of functions, and to ensure that
our energy decisions are made with due considepetion to other
national policy objectives.

Throughout the order, the agency directly responsible is
creguired te consult with interested agencies. The implemanta-
tion of the most significant programs is retained bv the
president; e.g., only the president can order domestic rationing
under a contingency plan and allocation under the international
energy program.

principal
The [felegations and assignments of responsibilities include:

1. The Administrator of the Federal Energy Administration
is responsible for developing energy conservation and rationing
contingency plans, which will be transmitted to the Congress,
and which would be available for implementation in case of
another energy crisis such as an empbargo. ’

2. Responsibility for assigning allocations of petroleum
products under the international energy program is placed upon
the Administrator of FEA. :

3. The Administrator of FEA is responsible for the over-
all development of a l0-year plan for energy conservation with
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respect to Government buildings. Each agency will be respon-
sible for the development of plans for buildings under its
‘direct control. The overall plan is to be developed as soOn
as it is possible and submitted to the President.

4. The Secretary of Commerce is assigned the responsi-
bility for implementing the statutory restrictions on the
export of energy supplies and related materials and equipment.

5. The Administrator of General Services is to provide
rules for the acquisition by Executive agencies of fuel
efficient passenger automobiles.

6. The Administrator of General Services is given the
overall responsibility for the use of the materials allocation
program for domestic energy purposes. FEA will determine the
need and Commerce will provide for necessary allocations,
under the supervision of the Federal Preparedness Agency, GSA.
That agency will ensure the program runs in a manner similar
to the allocation of materials for defense purposes and will
also take appropriate steps to preclude any conflicts in
a2llocations.
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STATERENT T0 BE USED TN RESPONSE TO (UESTIONS OF ERERGY RILL

STATERERY BY FRARK 7hRE

Waice tae House Senatt CONFERERCE Comsirree or BB, 7014
APPARERTLY HAS COMPLETED WORK OH THE FYRAL FORM OF THE BILL,
MARY SPECIFICS OF THE AGREEMENT WAVE HOT DEEN REDUCED TO WRITING,

THE-PRESIDERT CARROT MAKE A FIRAL DECISION OR WHETHER TO SIGH.
IT URTIL HE SEES THE PROPUSED LEGISLATION 1N 1TS FIHAL EORM
ARD CAR GAGE POSSIBLE EFFECTS OF ALL PROVISTORS. He expecTs
TG RECEIVE A COPY OF THE WRITTEN VERSION BEXT WEEK, STUDY AND
REVIEW 1T WiTH F.E A, ADMIMISTRATOR FRARK 7ARB, AMD THEN MAKE
A TIRAL DECISION,

I THE INTERIM, THE PRESIDENT HAS AGREED TG SIGR A -pay
EXTENSIGR OF PRESENT ALLOCATION ARD PRICE CONTHOLS, WRICH ARE

SCHEDULED 10 LAPSE TOMBROWs oo

IREER PP AP LR T REF Wl s
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KEY PETROLEUM STATISTICS

Crude oil imports and imports of refined products continued the
well-defined upward trend established in early Cctober.

Damestic production of crude oil amounted to 8.6 million barrels
per day, approximately 4 percent below year ago levels,

Derand for all petroleum products increased, with both heating
oils and gasoline registering substantial increases.



Crude Oil- Dorgbstic Production” . ®

Average for the month through September 1974
*Includes lease condensate
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Total Imports -

Average for the month through SeIP?e"ber, 1974
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Crude Oil-lmports

Average for the month through September 1973
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Domestic Demand for Products

Average for the month through September 1974

Millions of barrels per day
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Motor Gasoline-Domestic Demand

Average for the month through September 1974
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Distillate Fuea);i 'Domestic Demand‘

Average for the month through Sepfember 1974
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The oo-chaxrman of Pres1-
s dent -Ford’s . Citizens®. Action
“.Committee" asserted yesterday
" that gasoline rationing is under’
¢ serlous eonmderatxon by the

dent’s Energy ‘Resources Coun-
-cil, “said .no* recommendatmn
about gasolme ratxomng'-
been made!to Mr:Ford.
. “‘Gasolm ] ratxomng is’ one:
the optl : '

" the’ Presxdent

will make_ his: enggyﬂecxsmns
and annountethem.some?time

Gas ratwnm g posszble

1 F ord{ alde says | |

%, |say: fue_l can saved: by reduc- i

-~ ' ! gy
£ be unhooked qmckly from 00

81 fcoxmnents«on ‘energy-policy in

yut: mgs 10

|

domesﬁc needs “It rmght be) -
necessary “to invoke the De-
fense- Production Act to-make
sure ‘we have the. eqmpment to
do the job,’ he said.-

|

dustry-:spokesman- testified in

that could -zhave “dangerous
ohﬁcalre _" :

-administration ‘hearings on en-|
ergy -.policy,". differed -sharply |
with: government - experts ‘who{ -

nomic® -activity, > Mr ; Linden
{said,’” because “the.’ two *have

B "

gs ga hered‘pubhc

"R ooy ﬂ c.-»._. —

reparation’for. topdevel ‘meet-
{begm *thls Saturday
*tpresr

{tions for Presndertt Ford’s State-ﬂ
f | of- the-Umon ‘message - to - Con-

gress'in’ January

“"Meanwlile; 4. naturaI gas il

Washington yesterday thatsthe{ .~~~
administration’s goal of cutting| . - o
oil: oonsumptmn by a rmlhon e

the Institute of Gas Teehnology, RO
- 1est1fymg i the $econd. day:of .
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Uhlman Request for Delay in Tariffs

Option #1

No delay, increase tariff as originally announced to $3 by April 1.

f

Option #2 : ', -
Delay any increase for 30-60 days in return for quid pro quo from -
House Democrats,
Option #3°
Se v -(L\a// ,

Impose first $1 increase on February 1. At th%vgéme time afmmrownce.
&F (&U"T(/l"t ¢t (7 waTcb )’\Iasv/t”‘i Ve (w yvvz :0-, Fels 44(1‘;/‘
that the next increase to $2 will be delayed if, and only if, Congress ...

' €m@r77

moves rapidly over the next 30 days to pass the tax cut and begin

hearings on the energy package.

iopucs

Possibility of Congressional enactment of a resolution requiring a delay
of 60 days ?‘

Can a veto be sustained if re(iuir;‘ed? .

Are the Democrats really giving up anything in return for delaying first
increase of $1?

Are they more likely 1io é.c'c on the legislaticn if the Fébrua'ry 1 increase
is delayed? Or will they be more likely to act if the threat of another
increase March 1 is posed?

Assuming the February 1‘incr.ease is implenlen1:ea, Av'vhat ';s the likely

outcome of expected court challenges?
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Rationing is one way of curbing demand and a number of
national leaders have proposed it. Public polls also show
a surprising amount of support for rationing. I cannot imag-
ine, however, that the American public will really want it
once they think it through or would live with it if they got
it. Remember that we are talking about a permanent program.
If we should opt to travel the rationing route, we will not
get rid of it. If we were to let it go we would--overnight--
be again non-self-sufficient. :

We could perhaps live with rationing in a period of
temporary emergency. But as a way of life, I suggest it is
fundamentally inconsistent with our system and with the
spirit of the American public.

Even in times of emergency, rationing has never worked
fairly or efficiently. To cut a million barrels a day from
our consumption by rationing only gasoline for private house-
holds, we would have to hold drivers to an average of less
than 9 gallons per week--a reduction of about 25%
from today. To reach the 1977 goal of a 2 million barrels
a day reduction would require a second 25% reduction. Some
persons would obviously need more, which means that the basic
ration for ordinary persons would have to be even less. But
gasoline accounts for only part of each barrel of oil, and
we would clearly need to ration the remaining products, too--

~ fuel o0il, jet fuel, diesel fuel, refinery products going into

petrochemicals, etc. Who would decide which persons needed
more and which needed less of each of these things? Every
family, every car and motorbike, every store, school, church,
every manufacturer--everything and everybody--would have to
obtain a permit for a certain quantity of gasoline, electric-
ity, natural gas, etc. Those allocations would have to be
changed every time someone was born or died or moved or got
married or divorced, and every time a business was started,
merged, sold out .or bought another, or the church or school
added on a new room. And some government official would have
to approve it. o

What would the rationing bureaucracy do about such cases
as: : : ' : .

-« The low-income worker who owns an old car that
gets only nine miles per gallon but can't afford
to trade it in? His affluent neighbor who buys
a new car that gets 22 miles per gallon?



The low-income family that heats with oil a
small but poorly insulated house, while their
wealthy neighbor heats a large, well insulated
house with gas?

The Montana rancher who drives nearly 600 miles
per month and the Manhattan apartment dweller
who drives less than 100 miles?

The family that has to move from New York to
California and use up several months' coupons
in making the trip? One out of every five fam-
ilies moves every year. :

The family with sick members? The family that
does turn off the heat in empty rooms and the
family that does not? The family with few chil-
dren and many rooms to heat and the family with
many children but few rooms?

The migrant worker who drives large distances .
every year but can't afford a more economical
car? .

The shortages that would inevitably develop.in
areas where the coupons happen not to match the
gasoline supplies?

The gas stations, with limited quantities to
-sell, that maintain only limited services and
are always closed on evenings -and weekends?

. "The collusion, counterfeiting and illegal activ-
ities that would inevitably develop?

- Last year, when we considered the feasibility of ration-

ing gasoline, we concluded that while-it could be implemented,

it would take four to six months to set up, employ about 15

to 20,000 full-time people, incur $2 billion in federal costs,

use 40,000 post offices for distribution, and require 3,000
state and local boards to handle exceptions. When we con-
sider the problems of just getting the mail delivered, are
- we really ready to trust an army of civil servants--however
able and well-intentioned--to dec1de who deserves just what
of this basic commod1ty’

Peor

suggested

clge coul
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People should ask themselves which they prefer: the .
suggested increase in prices, or a system in which someone , 1
else could tell them now and for the indefinite future where
and when they might drive or how warm they might keep which
rooms.

Does anyone honestly believe that the American public
is willing to trade these basic freedoms--in perpetuity--for
10¢ a gallon? ' o

The President has proposed instead that we reduce con-
sumption of oil by the most neutral and least bureaucratic
system available--through the price system. The energy pro-
posals would raise the price of oil. At the same time, income
tax cuts would increase the disposable incomes of every house-
hold. Taxpayers could, if they wish, continue to purchase
more expensive oil and oil products. And they would have
extra money to do it with. The question they would face is
whether they wish to spend that extra money for more expen-
sive o0il or whether they wish to use it for some other pur-
pose. A great many will choose to use it for other purposes.
That is particularly true of businesses, which alertly switch
to alternative products when a price advantage appears. The

‘ economic data available, updated by the experience of the
last year, indicate that a‘tax of 10¢ a gallon spread across
all the products manufactured from a barrel of crude oil will
reduce consumption enough to meet our goals. : .

There has been a great deal of talk about the public
being willing to make sacrifices. I believe they are. But
for the average consumer this program should involve little
sacrifice. For most, it would not even involve inconvenience
or extra expense. The average consumer would be faced with
higher oil prices, but he would also have additional money
that would fully compensate him. He would retain total free-
dom of choice. . - - : '

I realize that it is not immediately apparent to the
average citizen how this program as a whole would reduce con-
sumption and yet cost him l1ittle or nothing. Education is
essential and I am counting heavily on the objectivity and
expertise of this Committee and its able staff to achieve it.
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s o= ANALYSTS OF SEMMWSRSS PASTORE-WRIGHT ENERGY =~ === ~= - ===
PROGRAM: 1985

_ AN~
The program will not attain U. S. 1nvu1nerab111ty nyf985 ~\

BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY

8 Using FEA's supply and demand estimates for oil, the Pastore-Wright
(P-W) program assumes that:

-- Demand will be 23. 9 MMB/D
-- Imports will be 12 7 MMB/D

-- Their program will save 11. é MMB/D by 1985
R mmw::_SIrateg1cAreserves will make U. S. invulnerable. o .

‘e This compares with the President's program to cut imports to

417”MMB/D and make up the remainder with §t0rage and standby
authorities. ‘

e The P-W analysis fails to take account of their program on the
o e——————complexitiesand interrelationships of energy supply and demand;~ ——

° They underestimate petro1eum demand, overestimate the impact of

SO T ——

M\_
the1r heir program and fail to take into account the impact of natural

e -gas. on their PIOGIAMr. oo oo o i m e e

e Imports will be over 5 MMB/D h;gber due to the effects of continued

o JQZLQE contro]s on. 011 an_g_gag~ e e e e e

o Their program gives only about 6.5 MMB/D, not 11 MMB/D as they claim.
¢ N e e

e

o Correcting their estimates indi i in 1985 with

the1r program will be closer to 12 MMB/D, or doub]e todays level,
their program will be closer to It

not the surplus they mistakenly claim,




- UNDERESTIMATE OF DEMAND AND IMPORTS :

e The take-off point for P-W's estimates are FEA's demand and = 7
import numbers with no action.

e These demand numbers are less than would be forecasted because
the P-W plan causes higher o0il demand and imports for the
following reasons:

-- Continued price controls cause higher than market price
demand (2 MMB/D per $1 of reduced price).

-~ Continued price controls reduce 0il production (1 MMB/D
e - - - per $1 of-reduced prices). —— - -

-- For dollar per barrel or equivalent of reduced prices for
©“natural gas from price centrols, production would be ~7 77
reduced about 2 tcf (1 MMB/D) less than under the President's
I ~ program and would cause 2 tcf (1 MMB/D) more demand.__This. __
- translates into 2 MMB/D more petroleum demand. :

e In total, this will make petroleum demandA4 MMB/D higher for the
mmemes - en - ——PoW-program-for--each-$1 per barrel of-redueed prices  through price - - -
‘ “controls on o0il and natural gas.

e Imports will be 5 MMB/D higher or 17.7 MMB/D before implementation
_of the program.




"OVERESTIMATE OF THE IMPACT OF P-W ACTIONS

e The Congressioha1 estimate of 11.62 MMB/D of savings is grossly
inflated given a careful evaluation of their proposals.

-~ P-W claims the Administrations 1.5 MMB/D of additional
0CS production. This comes from rapid leasing of the
Atlantic and Gulf of Alaska, not the exploratory program
of P-W.

-- P-W claims 2.7 MMB/D of voluntary conservation savings
by auto users, utilities, industry and the building
sector. Although the Administration would encourage
voluntary conservation also, additional savings from
voluntary conservation are extremely unlikely when

T " " mandatory measures are imposed. T T T T T T T T

_--.P-W claims 3.0 MMB/D from auto efficiency standards. This
is over-inflated by 1.2 MMB/D even when assuming that the
automobile manufacturers could make the necessary changeover

- - -~ - without relaxation of emission standards..- - - - ———

e In summary, the P-W program saves 5.5 MMB/D less in imports than
o ‘*““they estimate, oronty about 6.5 MMB/D.—This teaves 12.2 MMB/D of =~~~
' total petroleum imports in 1985. Net import vulnerability,
assuming 3.0 MMB/D of emergency measures would remain at 9.2 MMB/D.




ANALYSIS OF P-W ENERGY PROGRAM: 1975-1977

THE PROGRAM WILL RESULT IN GREATLY INCREASED VULNERABILITY
TO EMBARGOES DURIMNG THE NEXT THREE YEARS

. Using FEA's demand and import estimates for 1975 and
1977 the P-W plan estimates that its program will cut
‘imports to 5.7 and 6.4 MMBD in 1975 and 1977 respect-
ively. This compares with 6.3 MMBD durlng the 1973-1979
-Arab embargo.

S S —

P-W underestimates expected demand and 1mports )
(%ecause they fail to takée account of thé increase—in~
petroleum use due to current Clean Air Act requirements
which P-W does not propose to change.

- Current requlrements will increase demand by over
2.0 MMBD in 1975 and 1977.

~ The President's Program does away with the Clean
Fuels Deficit problem which will dlsplace 225
million .tons of coal.

. The P-W analysis also grossly overestimates the impact
of its conservation actions. '

- Of the estimated savings of .77 MMBD in 1977, P-W__
estimates .5 MMBD is from voluntary actions, which

""fhe‘President's Program does not and should not
count on.

- In 1977 the P—W_plan_counts_on_mag_&_*g of its total

6fil 60 MMBD savings from voluntary measures.

. If these volunta;y‘sav1ngs are not achleved, savings from
the program are only 250 000 and 700,000 in 1975 and 1977.

. If only the lower savings levels are used with the higher
demand, imports in 1975 ~would be 7 3 MMBD and by 1977 could

re ac"h\g 3 MMBD. -

Pt
. At these levels another oil embargo would have devastating
écono—ic,IEEEEEEEETonai“and'natlonal securlty consequences,

e e e s ot AT A S e

. By contrast, the President's Program would keep imports

beélow 6 MMBD between now'aﬁd“197ﬁ—**””“'“'"
W
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Comments on the Pastore-Wright Energy Program

1. The Democratic Congressional leadership has recognized
the need to reduce growth in o0il imports, dollar outflow
and vulnerability to another embargo. This is gocod.

2. They recognize the need to set hard goals. This is
good. They are not the same goals as the President
had proposed, but they show important movement and they
provide a basis for furhter discussion.

3. Unfortunately, the plan they have outlined does not achieve -
-~ satisfactorily the goals they have proposed because
of two principal problems:

a. They plan makes an unfortunate but. fundamental mistake
in calculations.

b. The elements proposed, even if fully adopted, cannot
be expected to produce the results claimed.

This means that the Nation would continue to suffer

unsatisfactory economic 1mpact and be faced with increasing
vulnerability.

4, First, ¥ want to comment on the unfortunate error in
calculations.

. The President's program included supply and conservation
actions that would by 1985 reduce the demand for
petroleum to million barrels per day and increase
supply to barrels per day -- leaving a gap of only
4.7 million barrels which would be handled by
emergency storage or standby conservation actions, if
another embargo was imposed.

. The Demonratic leadership's plan assumed that demand

would be only barrels and that supply would be

barrels --- but left .out the actions proposed

by the President to reach these levels. It does not
include substitutes for them.

. The actions proposed by the President and neither adopted
or substituted for are:

(increase demand for <control but decrease

- amendments to the Clean Air Act. ¢il demand by bbls.)
- deregulation of new natural gas. ( )
- decontrol of oil o0il prices. ("increases supply by )

The net impact of this miscaluaulations is that the gap
between supply and demand would be barrels rather than
the X barrels the pastore-Wright plan assumes.



5. Second. In addition to the above, our analysis shows that
the steps proposed in the P-W proposal will be less
effective in reducing demand than they have estimated.
Specifically:

. (0CS Production point)
. Voluntary conservation point

. auto efficiency standards point (without emission stds chg).

-

-

These three factors mean that the P-W plan would save
5.5 million barrels of oil per day less than they estimate.
That is barrels compared to .

6. With respect to some of the specific proposals:



Q. What do you think of the Democrats' economic program
that they presented to the President Friday?

A. In less than 48 hours, it's only possible to have some
preliminary thoughts.

First, I was pleased to see acceptance of the President's
concept that we need an immediate tax cut to stimulate the economy.
They change and expand it some but they put at the head of their list
of things to do on the economic front, the tax cut. I only ho;;e they
will reflect this priority by prompt enactment of the necessary

~legislation.

Second, I was also pleased to see them face up to the
question of what kind of total budget deficits we can stand. Although
they add about ten billion in deficits in FY 75 ‘and again in FY 76,
the fact that they are willing to show both revenue and expenditure
numbers may indicate that they are willing to look at total deficits
rather than just espouse program upon program in the name of
recession-fighting without regard to deficit implications.

Beyond these points, though, I think we are left pretty
much in the dark.

For example, there is a nice table showing that the
effect of their economic package would be to add some $42 B in
GNP in 1974 dollars in 1976. Then another table translates this
into 1,400, 000 jobs in 1976. sacideniatlismmbiismiiiltd-inaplyr—cren
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But the main thing here is that they don't have anything in the
document that really shows how they get such é. huge GNP increase
over what we estimate would be the case under the Presidenﬁs
program.

Certainly, the fearr'anged priorities of expenditures and
the additional federal deficits they propose don't get you there or
anywhere near that kind of stimulus. And beyond these budget
matters, there are only some vague references to monetary policy,
an expanded program of public service jobs, public works and
housing, without any specific programmatic information.

What I am saying is that unlike the great detail furnished
in the President's budget, the concepts put forth in the Democrats'
paper are too vague to see how they get from here to there. I trust

that the detail will follow soon.



~ MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

tould -you be willing or not willing to pay 10 cents more a gallon for
gas and 011 if it helped the United States achieve energy independence?

Willing 54%

Not willing 33

Don't know 12
100%

Number of cases (500)

A substantial 68% to 20% majority of the voters favor the proposal to

build a nuclear energy plant at Seabrook. *

Do you favor .or oppose the proposal to build a nuclear energy plant at
Seabrook, New Hampshire? :

Favbr 68%

Oppose 20

Don't know 12
100%

Number of cases (500)

~ -

(IF OPPOSED) Whould you favor or oppose the nuclear plant if it produced

cheaper electricity than you are now getting and met the objections of
most of the environmental groups?

Favor 40%

Oppose 45

Don't know 15
100%

Number of cases ( 98)



Energy Issues

A 54% to 33% majority of the New Hampshire Republicans said they would

be willing to pay ten cents more a gallon for gas and 0il if it helped

the United States achieve eﬁergy independence.  This is a very significant
and encouraging endorsement of the President's goal and strategy on the
issue. In general terms, a 58% to 26% majority would support a price

increase to achieve energy independence.

Would you be willing or not willing to pay more for gas and oil if it helped
the United States achieve energy independence?

Willing 58%
Not willing 26
It depends 13
Don't know 3
100%

Number of cases (500)

- 73 -
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Energy Issues

A 54% to 33% majority of the New Hampshire Republicans said they would

be willing to pay ten cents more a gallon for gas and oil if it!helped

the United States achieve eﬁergy independence.’ This is a very significant
and encouraging endorsement of the President's goal and strategy on‘the
issue. In general terms, a 58% to 26% majority would support a price

increase to achieve energy independence.
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QUESTION: You say that the price of o0il has to go up if we're
going to increase our domestic production. It's been
almost 2 years since the price of oil tripled -~ how
come we're producing less now than wa were then?

ANSWER: First of all you have to go back 10 or 15 years and
look at what's happened to the price of oil and the
costs of production since then. For most of that
time o0il was selling for $3 or $4 per barrel while
costs were slowly creeping up. The price stayed down
mainly because the Arabs had a virtually unlimited
supply of 0il that they could bring over here and sell
for less than our costs -- we even had to establish
import fees to try and protect our production capa-
bilities for national defense purposes. During all this
time, our consumption of petroleum was rising marketly
and our reserves were being used up -- to the extent
that the oil we had left to discover was more expensive
to produce. B

Consequently, the exploration and production in the
U.S. began to atrophy -- drilling rigs were sold for
scrap metal, exploration activitizs were focused in
other parts of the world, fewer and fewer students were
~graduated in petroleum engineevring, etc. In addition
domestic leasing of the 0OCS slowed considerably after
the Santa Barbara oil- spill in 1969.

7

It has been only a short time since the price has heen
high enough to make possible some of these marginal
production prospects. 1t takes a long time to reverse

all those years of decline. You just can't turn
everything arvound overnight. TFurther there are signs
of an upturn in leading indicators such as drilling,
which is at an all time high.
SUMMARY :

° Lead time for new production is 3-5 years

© Current production i1s greater than it would have been
in the absgence of recent price increases.

° Leading indicators, such as drilling activity, is at

an all time high.



QUESTION:

ANSWER:

SUMMARY :

o
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Higher o0il prices hurt the poor but have little effect
on the rich, who can afford to pay the price. Why
isn't a quota system better than higher prices? What.

evidence is there that a quota. system would create gas
lines? :

There are various methods by which petroleum products
can be conservad. A quota system, however, restricts
supply and in oxrder to have any significant conserva- A
tion effect would have to at best create major shortages.
Most likely, there would be gas lines as we experienced
during the embargo. Further, a quota would have to be
in effect for many years and as population patterns
shift and the economy changes, it would not be able to
respond quickly. Most importantly, it would not pro-
vide any incentive to produce more oil.

The higher prices associated with the President's enerqgy
program, on the other hand, guarantees an available
supply of product. However, by increasing the price of
fuel, consumers will come to realize the true value of
this resource and restrict their nonessential driving
and home energy usage, thereby significantly reducing
demand. What is most often forgotten is the fact that
the President has said that all increased ensrgy costs
would be return=ad to consumers in the form of tax cuts
and rebates In addition, higher o0il prices will
stimulate increased domestic production of petroleum

as well as the production of alternate fuels.

Rebate system could be designed to spec1f1cally
accommodate this problem.

Conservation may be accomplished through one of two
methods:

- Reduced Supply
° Long lines
° Government controls
° Built-in inefficiencies in the distribution system

- Reduced Demand
° Higher prices
¢ Natural conservation
° Alternative fuels stimulation
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QUESTION: The oil companies have more money than they know what
to do with. Why do they need more profits?

ANSWER: Petroleum companies year in and year out spend more
money on capital expenditures than they make in profits.
An analysis of the 30 largest petroleum corporations
indicates that they invested over $57 billion between
1965 and 1973 in the U.S. while earning $33 billion
here. The companies were able to invest more than they
earned only because they could obtain part of the money
they needed through the mechanism of capital recovery
and another part by borrowing.

In 1974, these firms together brought earnings back
from overseas operations in order to finance a major
increase in capital expenditures. The companies had
profits totalling $6.4 billion in the U.S. while they
invested $13.4 billion. While profits were up $1.9
billion from the previous year, investments for the
year rose by $5.9 billion.

It should also be remembered that the President has
requested Congress to -pass tax legislation pronlbktlng
oil companies from making windfall profits as
decontrol occurs with the proceeds of such a tax being
returned to consumers in the form of tax cuts and
rebates.

’

SUMMARY :
Reinvestment requirement higher than current earnings
Companies invest more in U.S. than they earn in profits

Current book values of capital eguipment sever@Ty
understate replacement costs

Costs of exploration and production of new oil
continue to increase

° Windfall profits tax needed
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QUESTION: Some foreign countries have gasoline prices three
times as high as ours, yet their consumption still
grows. How are high prices here going to reduce-
demand? '

ANSWER: First, demand for petroleum has been reduced world-
wide. OPEC producers have had to cut back on pro-
duction to avoid an avalanche of excess oil.

Demand is a function of more variables than just

price. Growing population and increasing disposable
income will force demand to grow despite the insistence
of higher prices by producers. But high prices in
Europe and elsewhere have encouraged great efficiencies
in the consumption of energy. Buildings have always
been designed with conscious energy-saving goals.

Autos are small and light, and have efficient power
systems. We have been spoiled by cheap energy. Our
designers stressed beauty and convenience and comfort
with little thought for energy consumption. Jow we

are paying the price for this luxury.

Higher prices have already had substantial demand effects
in the U.S. also. In the first three months of 1975,
U.S. energy consumption was 11.4 percent lower than we
would have expected if historical growth rates had
continued. It was less than 1 percent above the same .
period of 1974, the peak of the embargo. By the last
guarter of 1974, actual consumption had dropped 11 per-
‘cent below the levels predicted before the embargo.
Only 4 to 5 percent of this drop can be explained by
weather and the economic downturn while 6 to 7 percent
is explained by price induced conservation.

Where energy prices have not risen substantially, con-
sumption has continued to grow markedly. The price of
electrical energy in the Middle Atlantic States '
increased 38 percent between 1973 and 1974. During
-that same period, electrical use decreased 2.5 percent.
In the Mountain States, by contrast, prices rose only
11 percent ~- about the same as inflation -- and
electrical consumption increased nearly 5 percent
during the same period. This may also be compared to.
the historical 7 percent annual growth rate of electricity
consumption.

SUMMARY:
° Worldwide demand is down
° Historical conservation measures stimulated by highgr‘¢

prices abroad have been a basic influence on European
petroleum demand.-
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Current U.S. demand has been reduced by 6 to 7.
percent as a result of price induced conservation.
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MARY :

0f $5~-37 would be o
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How do you explain s
industry leaders, pri
1

At price ranges of $5 to $7, significant amounts of
current crude oil could be profitably produced. How-
ever, due to declining production rates of individual
oil fields, more costly drilling costs associated
with marginal wells, the expense of secarching out new
supplies, higher prices are necessary to promote
raximum domestic production sufficient to decrease
the demand for imported crude oil.

Tertiary recovery is a particular case in point.
It 1s estimated that an additional 65 billion barrels
could be added to our domestic reserves if tertiary
enhanced recovery were properly stimulaced. This
extra oil amounts to approximately 20 years worth of
production at current rates and virtuallv none f +his
crude 0il would be economically feasiole to produce at

prices between $5 and $7 per barrel. For examnple,
the Wilmington field in Long Beach, California is one

of the nation's largest oil fields. It is currently
the biggest waterflecoding project in the world; how-
ever, production is declining and in many areas re-
covery rates are approaching the econcmic limit at
old o0il prices of $4-$5 per barrel. The City of Long
Beach has been investigating a tertiary recovery pro-
Ject which would add 1.3 billion barrels of recover-—
able reserves. Production rates by 19835 would be

‘over 5 times greater than the rates wnich would be

experienced without the project. This project will
not be undertaken at crude prices less than $11 per
barrel and could in fact reguire higher prices if
costs continue to escalate or if unexpected technical
difficulties aross. In addition to the substantial
contribution to producible reserves, a successiul pro-
ject of this magnitude would be an important milestone
in the development of tertiary recovery -- serving as
a strong incentive to other producers to step up their
us=2 of these high yield production technigues.

A significant amount of current productinn could be
produced profitably at market prices from $5 to $7/bbl.

T

Remcval of depletion allowance itself is equivalen
of $1.00 to $2.00 per barrel increase due to
Congressional act.
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Reinvestment in secondary and tertiary production
requires much higher prices.

Tertliary recovery could add about 20 years of .
additional production but often requires prices up
to the free market level.



QUESTION: A pricing system predicated on the cost of produgtion
(and not the Arab o0il price) is the most beneficial

for the Nation.

ANSWER: The best example of the results of such rationale
is with respect to natural gas. Such systems in-
evitably fail to consider the huge investments and
risk factors associated with the petroleum industry.
To simply measure current production costs to deter-
mine an "appropriate" price entails the potential of
forgetting about the many dry holes that are drilled
each year. Corporate overhead must alsoc be considered
in the true cost of producing oil. This particular
element could vary dramatically from company to
company and is often concealed among a morass of
accounting techniques. The corporation itself must
look to its future; since the business is finding
and selling o0il, the crude that they produce must
be replaced by new discoveries if the corporation
is to stay even or grow. Since exploration is quite
risky, the capital required must often be generated
by revenues rather than borrowing. Thus, it can be
argued that the price of o0il should be less a
function of the costs of finding and producing oil
today and more a function of finding and producing
o0il tomorrow.

14

There are numerous other factors which make a

cost based pricing system a bureaucratic nightmare.
Fach production facility would have to be treated
separately to account for the vast differences in
reservoir characteristics; a determination would have
to be made of a fair profit or return on investment;
and so forth. All of these items would have to be
established and constantly re-evaluated to consider
changed circumstances.

SUMMARY :
° Regulated price will discourage domestic production
because many factors not taken into account:

- Risk

- Corpcrate overhead

= Replacement of current rescrves are going to be
at sufficiently higher costs.

Arbitrary Government decision relative to what might‘g
constitute a fair rate of return.

We only have to look at the natural gas shortage +to
see the fallacy of such an approach,
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QUESTION: How can our fragile, still recovering economy,
tolerate decontrol?

ANSWER: Decontrol will not jeopardize our economic recovery.
As a result of immediate decontrol and removal of
the import fees, accompanied by a windfall profits
tax and consumer rebates, GNP and unemployment should
be v1rLuale unaffected. The three cent per gallon
increase in gasoline and other petroleum product
prices and its accompanying affects will be almost
undetectable in the national economic picture.

Imports are expected to be reduced by about 680,000
barrels per day in 1977 and over two million barrels
per day (MMB/D) in 1985. If these actions are com-
bined with the other short-term actions proposed by

the President, such as coal conversion, insulation

tax credit, and production from the Naval Petroleum
Reserve at Elk Hills, imports would be reduced by

about 1.4 MMB/D in 1977.

Finally, the potential impact of doing nothing now

is far greater than the short-term costs associated
with decontrol. If we do nothing, our vulnerability

to an embargo will continue to climb. Today, more

of our imports are coming from OPEC nations than during
the last embargo. With no action, about 3 MMB/D will
.be from insecure sources in 1977 and a six-month
embargo in 1977 could decrease GNP by $24 billion (in
1958.$) and increase unemployment by up to 700,000.
These costs are far greater than the economic imnacts
o7 decontrol and a comprehensive national energy policy.

SUMMARY :
° Decontrol plus removal of import fees will only ralse
prices by 3¢/gallon.
© CPI impact is .2%>unemployment and GNP effects are small
° But immediate decontrol will reduce imports by 680,000
B/D in 1977 and by over 2 million B/D in 1985.
° Decontrol could reduce the cost of an embargo in 1977

by $9 billion

° Costs of doing nothing greatly exceed costs of decontrol.



QUESTION:

ANSWER:
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Why hasn't the FEA given the Congress good information
on oil production costs as mandated by Section 11A of
the Energy Supply and Environmental Coordination Act?

FEA has provided detailed cost estimates of production
as part of its Project Independence report. But I am
always troubled by people who want increased cost estimates.

The costs of crude oil production vary tremendously
across the country. While it may be possible to
produce oil economically at $5.25 in some wells, pro-
duction from other fields would not even pay for
itself at OPEC price levels, let alone $7.50 per
barrel. Each field is different from every other
field with a completely different set of economics.
Even within the same®field there are often different
producing reservoirs which have dissimilar character-
istics and costs. For example, one property might be
substantially depleted -- producing a great deal of
water along with the oil; another property might
contain heavy viscous crude which needs to be heated
before it can be produced ... and so on.

Even an "average" or "representative" cost of pro-
duction is not meaningful, except for the particular
property it reflects. If we said that the average
production needed $8.50 per barrel to be economical
and then passed a law with an $8.50 per barrel ceil-
ing price, almost half of the production -- every-
thing above the "average" would suddenly become un-
profitable and would be shut down.

The range of costs becomes even greater if vou talk

about secondary and tertiary recovery, offshore
production and Alaska.

PIB does provide detailed engineering cost estimates.

"Average" cost is not meaningful due to large

‘variances among producing properties.



QUESTION:

ANSWER:

SUMMARY :
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First the President says we have to reduce petroleun
imports and so he puts a $2 tariff on -- now he's
going to take off the $2 and decontrol the price of
domestic oil. Isn't that going to lead to increased
imports?

The President's removal of the $2 import fee would
come only with expiration of price controls on old
0il. The net effect of these two actions is to
provide somewhat higher prices. This is a stimulus to
more domestic production and lower consumption. 1In
sum, imports would be reduced by about 700,000 barrels
per day by 1977 and production would increase by

1.1 to 2.8 MMB/D by 1985.

Domestic production increase
100,000~-300,000 Bbl/day in 1977
1.1 to 2.8 million Bbl/day by 1985

Import reduction
700,000 Bbl/day in 19377
2.2 million Bbl/day by 1985



QUESTION: Which states will be most severely impacted by
natural gas curtailments and resulting increased
demand for alternative fuels? What measures, if
any, is the FEA planning to implement to provide
relief to thess areas? :

Natural gas curtailments are expected to occur

in Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Kentucky, West Virginia,
Maryland, California, Towa, , Missouri, and Nebraska.
As a result of curtailments in these states, there
will probably be an increase in the demand for
alternate fuels, particularly #2 heating oil.

The FEA is currently reviewing the impact of
curtailments in these states and options are
currently being considered with regard to what *
relief could be provided to these areas if the
need arises.

SUMMARY :
0 Most severe impacts -~ North Carolina .
- Next most acute - New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania,

New York, South Carolina and
' Virginia
o Policy actions being considered include:
- 180-day emergency pipeline sales

~ “end-user purchases of intrastate gas

- alternate fuel availability



QUESTION:

ANSWER:

SUMMARY ¢
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Why should oil which was discovered twenty years ago
when price expectations were $2 a barrel be permitted
to be sold at current "free market" levelsg?

We are looKking to these old fields for significant
contributions to production as a result of more
intensive drilling activity and the applications of
sophisticated enhanced recovery techniques. For
example, we estimate that incremental production by
1985 will be increased by about 1.4 million barrels per
day if proper incentives are provided for tertiary
recovery. That represents about half of our current
imports of crude oil.

The charge that current prices should be constrained
by past expectations could apply to almost any raw
material from gold to lumber.

Investment requirement extremely high for tertiary
recovery '

Keeping price low will stop these techniques from
being used.

Inflation



Why should we push prices up to encourage ecological
disasters like OCS, oil shale, and strip mining?

Due to the advanced state of decline of domestic

oil fields, more expensive recovery technigues are
required to produce the remaining recoverable crude
oil. Even with the application of waterflooding,

a widespread and relatively inexpensive secondary
recovery technique, producible reserves will be
exhausted in 10-15 years at current production rates.
Large additions to our energy supplies must come
from new areas like Alaska or the OCS and new
technologies such as shale 0il or coal liquefaction.

While it is true that offshore drilling, production from
oil shale, and strip mining all have certain environmental
impacts, the technology is available to reduce these
impacts. The environment must be protected but in line
with energy and economic needs. OCS development, for
example, would probably have a smaller environmental
impact than imports in tankers. Further, nuclear,
solar, and geothermal energy cannot vet make a
substantial contribution to replacement of oil, coal,
and natural gas. The true value of energy is going to
be reflected in higher prices, which are required both
to provide the economic incentive for our necessary
energy production and to conserve energy use.

Available energy sources must be tapped to meet our
goals of self-sufficiency.

Environmental impact can be minimized
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QUESTION: The Entitlements Program is the only difference
between making a profit or taking a loss for many
small and independent companies; what is going to
replace that when EPAA expires?

ANSWER: The entitlements program was responsive to a problem
of cost differentials directly attributable to

the price controls on old domestic oil. fThat is,
some refiners cculd only buy expensive crude oil
and were consequently unable to compete at the pump
with those who were able to run their refineries
with relatively cheap old oil. When there is
decontxol,all crude oil will be selling for about
the same price and so there will no longer be

any cost differentials or any further need for

an entitlement. Independent non-refiner marketers
should, once again, demonstrate their ability

to be very competitive in a free market environment .
The FEA will continue, however, to monitor market
shares between classss of wholesale and retail
markéeters and advise the Congress of this effort.

SUMMARY :

,
0 With the abolition of the two tier pricing system
) * the necessity to equalize crude oil costs is
removed
0 We are currently examining the impact on small and
independent refiners as a result of significant

crude oil cost increases and may propose interim
relief '
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QUESTION: A free market does not exist relative to oil since
prices are established artificially by OPEC. Why
should we permit a foreign cartel to establish
domestic prices? S '

ANSWER: : , , |
World oil prices are unquestionably established
by cartel action--but they are not artificial.
Current price levels have held over 18 months

and petroleum deficit nations have paid the
price. In the short term, it appears that OPEC
will continue to have this type of market lever-
age. It is obvious that OPEC could significantly
reduce their prices and still make a profit but
it is equally obvious that they won't, so long

as ‘the rest of the world does nothing to signifi-
cantly alter the current energy imbalance.

)

In the short term very little in the way of tangible
results can be accomplished. Through higher prices,
however, it is possible to reduce our consumption
through: (1) conservation; (2) curtailing the .
abandonment of wells which would otherwise be
uneconomic to maintain; (3) increasing secondary and
tertiary recovery in old fields; (4) increasing
exploration and production activity. To the extent
that the U.S. takes the lead in attempting to reduce
*its demand, and therefore OPEC's hold on the free

. world's energy prices, it is possible to dampen future
pricing actions. It can reasonably be argued that
domestic prices should be significantly higher than
imported oil, on the basis that the domestic
expenditure is recycled whereas the foreign payment
generally represents net loss to our economy .

SUMMARY :

° Domestic energy policy must be focused on decreasing

our reliance on foreign energy sources.
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The statement that the Federal Energy Administration will be
dismantled June 30th and its energy functions and iﬁs staff
parce;ed out among other Government departments does not
represent my point of view. Those that afgue that FEA should be
disbanded now either hold the mistaken belief that the energy
crisis is over or that the splintered and disorganiéed

Federal energy programs that existed before the embargo in

1973 were effective.

The President has sent to the Congress a Bill to extend the
Agency through September 30, 1979. It is my hope and belief

that the Congress will see fit to support this extension.
Sometime in the next few years, the Congress may determine

that an overall Energy Agency, incorporating energy activities
carried out by many agencies in the Executive Branch a®d be melted
into one agency. In the meantime, the Federal Energy
Administration has been mandated to enforce the provisibns

of the Energy Policy Conservation Act (EPCA) signed by the
President on December 22, 1975, including numerous energy
conservation programs and price controls to protect consumers,
and energy data collection and analysis. 1In addition, the Nation
is more vulnerable than ever before to foreign oil with imports
now over 40 percent of our total U.S. consumption and, without

an extension of FEA it will be impossible to fapidly implement
the important provisions of the EPCA which will reduce our

vulnerability.
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Admmlstrahon

National Energy
Information Center

Week ended: October 18,1974

Highlights
‘Crude Oil Imports:

During the years 1966 through 1972, when imports of petroleum products increased by 85 percent, refined
product imports were always larger than crude oil imports. In 1973, when total imports rose to 6202 MB/D, crude oil
imports increased to 109.5 percent of product imports. ’ -

The import picture during the first four months of 1974 was distorted by the Arab oil embargoe. Total crude
imports were down, averaging 3004 MB/D--about 6.3 percent less than refined. After the embargo ended, crude imports
picked up and during the next four months averaged 4141 MB/D, greater than product imports by 62 percent.

From the mid-sixties through 1970, Venezuela and Canada were our chief sources of imported crude. Start1ng in
1967, imports from Canada exceeded those from Venezuela, and in 1970 made up 51 percent of our imported crude.
Since then, although the quantity went up 49 percent, the fraction of total crude supplied from Canada has gone
down, end in 1973 was only 31 percent. In 1971, four additional countries, Indonesia, Iran, Nigeria and Saudi Arabia,
became major suppliers of crude to the United States. From 191 MB/D in 1970 our imports from these countries grew
to 1327 MB/D in 1973,

The table shows U.S. crude imports for four time periods from four geographic reglons: Eastern Hemisphere,
Arab; Eestern Nemisphere, All Other; Western Hemisphere, Canada; and Western Hemisphere, All Other. Comparing 1973
with May~August 1974, one can see that the Arab fraction of our imports remained almost constant while Eastern

A A Hemisphere, All Other increased greatly at the expense of both Canada
PESCEIT CR208 OIL DECRTS BY SOURCE and Western Hemisphere, All Other. Canadian and Venezuelan imports were
1972 1973 1974, 1974, J down 271 and 166 MB/D respectively, while total imports were up. The big
EASTERN ¥EMIS. T “ § increases were in Iran (4384 MB/D) Nigeria™(4303 MB/D),and Indonesia
Arasd 20.0 25.3 2.0 26.5 § {+86 MB/D). Among the Arab nations Algerla (+228 MB/D), Saudi Arabia
Other < 22,2 2%.0 46.2  40.5 (+123 MB/D), and United Arab Emirates (+54 ME/D) had lutge increases
WESTERN HEMIS, . while Libya went from 153 MB/D to zero.
Canada 35.8 30.9 31.5 19.9 After 1977, Alaska crude and the new supplies available from
Other S 7 22,0 18,8 :20.3  13.1 Mexico should reduce our dependence on Eastern Hemisphere crude oil.
TOTAL (MB/D) ~2469 3546 3004 4141
197&1-(Jan.-Apr.); 19722.(May-Aug.) . Source: Census Bureau and Bureau of Mines
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U.S. PETROLEUM INDUSTRY OPER};TI’
" (Excluding Puerto Rico)

“ Thousands of Barrels per Day
WEEKLY DATA 4-WEEK AVERAGE
FOR WEEK ENDED Current Last Last
October 18, 1974 Week Week Year a 1974 1973 a

TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCTS* ...... 15,490 17,729 17,128 16,914 17,629
IMPORTS OF REFINED PRODUCTS ..ae. r 2,514 2,424 2,808 2,303 2,920
CRUDE OIL :

Domestic Production .eeeeeecees- 8,640 a 8,641 9,324 8,690 9,361

IMPOTES secececrscccoccoscesans 3,764 4,048 3,912 3,857 . 3,735

Ending Stocks (MMB) seeesecvens 254.0 252.4 248.2 - -

Runs to Stills seecesesccevesses 12,218 12,185 12,715 12,250 12,659
MOTOR GASOLINE

Production seeecescccescccccccs . 6,269 6,282 6,524 6,386 6,524

IMPOTES savcecsscccsssnscvacans 273 218 . 153 204 133

Apparent Demand* ...cevsceccese 6,122 6,634 6,402 6,713 6,795

Ending Stocks (MMB) .eevesvesss 229.7 226.8 202.6 - -
TOTAL JET FUELS .

Production .eseeccececccnccesse . 921 - 919 960 913 879

InpoTts ceeeeenens cesscsssacnas 168 . 267 . 187 203 120

Apparent Demand® ....ceevcen..e 959 1,135 1,026 1,051 973

Ending Stocks (MMB) ...eeeennes 31.9 “30.9 25.4 - -
DISTILLATE FUEL OIL TN .

Production ,eceecesccvensacanaes . 2,627 2,612 2,899 2,663 2,820

IMPOTLS eececesacecanconsccnnan . 202 280 425 210 268

Apparent Demand®* ...ceseeecaccs ©1,854 3,101 2,590 2,642 2,815

Ending Stocks (MMB) .eeciccccss 232.6 225.8 201.1 - -
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL . -

Production ,sececsccecesoscoscas 1,123 1,037 923 1,083 887

IMPOTES seececvesosessacasnonns 1,450 .. 1,206 1,728 1,263 1,795

Apparent Demand® ...cecescscess 2,223 - 2,535 2,758 2,373 2,664

Ending Stocks (MMB) .......ee.e 73.4 "70.9 -56.9 - -

* Shipmenis fiom primaiy supply are caiculaied Ly TEA-Dy summing supply items and adjusting tor inventory

change.

o usage from or build-up of supplies in secondary and consumer storage.

Source: FEA, unless otherwise indicated.

a = APL

' TOTAL DEMAND FOR ALL PETROLEUM
PRODUCTS for the 4 weeks ended Oct. 18

was 16.9 million:barrels a day, 4.1 per-

cent less than a year ago but 5.2 per-
cent higher than the Base Case forecast.
For the past week total apparent demand
was 15.5 million barrels a day, 2.2

. million less than last week and 1.6 mil-

lion less than a year ago. The immedi-
ate cause of the drop in apparent demand

. this week was the large increase in
.. primary stocks.

Each' of the major pro-
ducts increased, for a total increase
of 13.2 million barrels, which accounts
for 1.9 million barrels a day of the

. reduction in apparent total demand.

TOTAL IMPORTS OF PETROLEUM at 6278
MB/D, were down about 200 MB/D from
last week. The drop was in crude oil
imports, refined product imports were
higher by 90 MB/D. Both residual fuel
oil (+244MB/D) and gasoline (+55MB/D)

increased, while jet fuels and distillate

were lower.

.

"This does not represent consumption during the period, as it does not provide an indication of

The 4-week average of imports
- 1s 6160 MB/D, almost 500 MB/D lower than

- ago as reported by the API.

that of last year.

Apparent demand for MOTOR GASOLINE
was 6713 MB/D for the 4 weeks ended
Oct. 18, 1.2 percent less than last year
but 5.4 percent higher than the Base
Case forecast. Imports increased by 25
percent and their 4-week average is now
204 MB/D, 21 MB/D higher than a year
ago. Stocks at 229.7 million barrels
are 27 million higher than last year.
Last week's stocks were revised down
by 3.9 million barrels, increasing
apparent demand for that week by 5323
MB/D.

Stocks of DISTILLATE FUEL OIL in-
creased again and at 232.6 million bar-
rels are 6.8 million higher than last
week and 31.5 million higher than a year
This large
increase in primary stocks is reflected
in apperent demand which was 1,854 MB/D,
the lowest since early July. However,
last week's demand was 3,101 MB/D and 3
the 4-week average demand is 2,642 MB/D,
6.1 percent less than that of last year.




PGtI‘O'EUI’ﬂ Federal Ener&

Situation Administration I‘\'7
\ Repoﬂ National Energy

Information Center VA

Week ended: 15 Nov.1974

The Petroleum Situation Report for the current week contains only
the U.S. petroleum industry operations tables for the current and previous
week. Future reports will contain data on petroleum industry operations
and will describe progress in achieving the conservation objectives estab-
lished by the President.

U. S. PETROLEUM INDUSTRY OPERATIONS
(Excluding Puerto Rico)

Weekly Data* 4-w e hd
FOR WEEK ENDED Current Last Last
November 08, 1974 b 1974  _ 1973°+*
TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCTS***...- 16,858 18,582 17,552 17,715 17,957
IMPORTS OF REFINED PRODUCTS..-..-. 2,841 2,919 3,033 2,954 3,028
CRUDE OIL
Domestic Production.....«.ec... 8,652** 8,653*%* 9,281 8,648*%* 9,311
IMPOTLSesuesssarenassnaasosnse 3,672 3,666 3,157 3,837 3,883
Ending Stocks (MMB)....cocvene 252.0 254.1 249.0 - -
RUNS to Stills..c.caeevreesrane 12,210 12,710 12,509 12,450 12,760
MOTOR GASOLINE
ProductioNe-scssvassssenoncnesn 6,143 6,219 6,513 6,272 6,588
Importsee . .. cesesen 106 147 108 160 118
Apparent Demand***... 6,440 6,887 7,102 6,575 6.575
Ending Stocks (MMB)....c.cv.ne 227.0 228.3 204.9 --- ==
TOTAL JET FUELS
Production.-..... dersseaeen 909 907 884 906 920
IMPOrtS-escoeaearcornsosancs 229 159 217 192 197
Apparent Demand***...........c. 1,067 959 1,049 1,050 1,095
Ending Stocks (MMB)..........s 32.1 31.-6 25.2 it ==
DISTILLATE FUEL OIL
ProducCtiOneecesoereanccoscvervs 2,807 2,995 2,889 2,849 2,937
IMports s coesoean- - 436 329 542 328 440
Apparent Demand***.. - 2,512 3,308 3,039 2,810 2,999
Ending Stocks (MMB).-..... 239.1 234.0 206-1 == --=
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL
ProdUCtiON.-sececacassosassncnns 1,170 1,105 955 1,149 944
ImpoOrtss.-««-- caee . 1,215 1,348 1,818 1,400 1.905
Apparent Demand***.... 2,276 2,372 2,845 2,499 2,934
Ending Stocks (MMB).-esoocoons 72.5 71.7 55.2 - —--
U. S. PETROLEUM INDUSTRY OPERATIONS
(Excluding Puerto Rico)
Weekly Data* 4-w v .
FOR WEEK ENDED Current Last Last
November 1%, 1974 Week Week Year** 1974 1973**
TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCTS***.... 18,013 16,926 17,818 17.715 18,129
IMPORTS OF REFINED PRODUCTS..... 2,938 2,820 3,162 2,950 3,117
CRUDE OIL
Domestic Production..- - 8,606%* 8,652%% 9,053 8,639%* 9,243
IMPOTtSeesseres T R 4,204 3,702 3,477 3,937 3,774
Ending Stocks (MMB)-...cecenns 258.4 253.0 252.6 — _——
RUnNSs to StillSececscecccnsrenne 12.029 12,248 12,318 12,390 12,661
MOTOR GASOLINE
Production:««s-eocveecscas 6,188 6,153 6,268 6,284 6,524
IMPOrtS.e-onssveoes . 130 106 152 131 137
Apparent Demand***. . 6,521 6,528 6,603 6,638 6,626
Ending Stocks (MMB)--.c.v.es.e 225.5 226.9 203.6 -—— ———
TOTAL JET FUELS
ProdUCtiONecaseacnesasnomecnsen 898 910 891 898 903
IMPOLtSeserrasnsnee - PR 221 229 177 224 195
Apparent Demand***..... ceese 1,226 1,067 815 1,148 1,042
Ending Stocks (MMB).eeeccssess 31.4 32.1 27.0 -- .
DISTILLATE FUEL OIL
Production----. Cieeesienen 2,799 2,806 2,863 2,878 2,928
IMPOrES-ecororseansenn 363 436 493 367 440
Apparent Demand***.. 3,392 2,404 3,648 3,085 3,264
Ending Stocks (MMB). 238.6 240.2 204.0 —- -
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL
Production.«.ceceenrecocaseaae 1,226 1,170 896 1,172 937
IMPOTEScevesrennases 1,424 1,215 1,965 1,397 1,961
Apparent hemand***.. 2,603 2,316 2,882 2,599 2,965
Ending Stocks (MMB)........ 72.9 72.6 55.0 — ——-

* pata is in Thousands of Barrels unless otherwise

** Data from APIL.

*+* Shipments from primary suppl

adjusting for inventory change.

as is does not provide an indication o

and consumer storage.

Source: FEA, unless otherwise indicated-

‘This does not represent con

indicated.

y are calculated by FEA by summing gupply items and
sumption during the period.
f usage from or build-up of supplies in secondary

.



DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Washington, 0.C. 20520

Novenmber 23, 1974

MEMORANDUM

To: S/PRS -~ Mr. Paul Hare

From: EB - Julius L. Katz, Actin

Statement on Canada's 0il Export Policy

You may volunteer the following statement in
relation to Canadian Energy Minister MacDonald's state-
ment of November 22 regarding Canada's oil export
policys : : B

1. We have-known‘for more than a vear of the likeli-
‘hood that Canada's oil exports to the U.S. would be phased
out arocund the end of the present decade.: -

2. Because some-areas of the middle West have relied
‘ on Canadian crude oil it has been our hope and our expecta-
» tion that any reduction in Canada's exports %o the U.S. )
"would be phased out over a number of years S?‘permit the
orderly readjustment of the refining and distribution '
-systems in those areas. = L L

3. 'We'ére pleased.td note.the cbnéideration given}

5y the Canadian Government to the traditional reliance of
northern tier refineries upon Canadian crude oil.. ;

4. At the same time we are somewhat disappointed to = -
learn from Minister Mac¢Donald's announcement that the
Canadian Government broposes to shut in the praduction of
' some quantities of oil and thus to reduce exports to the
U.S. even more rapildly than recommended by the National
Energy Board. , ' ) o '

5. It is our hope that the Canadian Government,will .
after consultations which it plans with the Canadian Provinces,
decide not to shut in production surplus .to Canada's current -
requirements and thus continue to make such oil available
for export. ~ : S ‘ A R T

If asked whether we were consulted by the Canadian
- Government before hand, you should state: "“we were informed
. ‘on November 20, about the conclusion and recommendation of

A iy a1 P

1 e gty
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Canada's National Energy Board. We were informedéof

the Minister MacDonald's statement shortly before it
was delivered in Ottawa on November 22, . '

Clearance: o | - o o
BUR = Mr, Vine o
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ACTION
« ROUTING AND TRANSMIT'I!;LIP
1 TO Wame, office symbol or location) INITIALS §CIRCULATE
Mr Ron Nessen
Press Secretary SATE JeeonpiwaTion
2 INITIALS § FILE
DATE INFORMATION
3 INITIALS INOTE AND
RETURN
DATE PER CON -
VERSATION
4 INITIALS §SEE ME
OATE SIGNATURE
REMARKS
Enclosed are the copies of the Petroleum
Situation Report for the week ending
November 29, 1974.
Do NOT use this form as a RECORD of approvals, concurrences,
disapprovals, clearances, and similar actions.
FROM (‘I\Tame, office symbol or location) DATE
Mr Paul Chapman Bec 6,1974
Federal Ene Admin. PHONE
d T8y 961-6000
OPTIONAL FORM 41 GPO  043—-16—81418-1 419-015 5041-101

AUGUST 1967
GSA FPMR { 41CFR) 100-11.206




®Federal Energy®
Administration

National Energy
Information Center

e Week ended: November 29, 1974
Highlights

Natural Gas Deficiencies
In its semi-annual report of natural gas deficiencies, the Federal Power Commission's Bureau of

Natural Gas projected firm deficiencies of 919 billion cubic feet for the November through March 1974-75
“ natural gas heating season. This figure represents an increase of 107 percent over the 444 billicn cubic

feet deficiency registered during the natural gas heating season of 1973-74. The amount of natural gas

curtailed to all classes of consumers is projected to be 10 percent of the total interstate natural gas

pipeline requirements for the period November 1974 through March 1975. Gas deficiencies, according to a

report recently issued by the Future Requirements Committee at the request of the FPC for FEA, will be

most severely felt in the mid-continent and southeastern states. The FRC further reports that these

deficiencies will especially affect industrial consumers classified in two major SIC categories:

(1) Stone, Clay, Glass and Concrete Products, and (2) Chemicals and Allied Products.

FIRM
(billion cubic feet)
Period Requirements Deficiencies. % Deficient
September 1973 - August 1974, 18,501 1,362 7.36
September 1974 - August 1975 19,226 . 2,358 12.26
November 1973 - March 1974, 8,648 444 5.13
November 1974 - March 1975 9,080 919 10,12
INTERRUPTIBLE .
September 1973 - August 1974* 650 218 33.53
‘ember 1974 - August 1975 599 ) 266 44,40
R mber 1973 - August 1974 245 . 85 34.69
November 1974 - August 1975 240 118 49,16
* projected
Source: Federal Power Commission.
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- ¢ u. S. PQOLEUM INDUSTRY OPERATIONS .

(Exeluding Puerto Rico)

Cheweek Averogs?

LR GE L.

KFCR WEEK ENDED Last

November 22, 1974 __Year*®* __1974__  __1373%*%
TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCTSH#%_ 17,869 17,921 17,923
IMPORTS OF REFINED PRODUCTS..... 2,911 2,971 2,995
CRUDE OIL

Domestic Production........... 8,668%% 8,606%% 9,092 8,645%% 9,184

IMpOrtS..ceseecvsveiosasosasonse 4,110 4,204 3,281 3,920 3,541

Ending Stocks (MMB)......cuene 261.2 258.4 253.9 —-— -

Runs to Stills.....cevveceenne 12,463 12,029 12,381 12,379 12,526
MOTOR GASOLINE

Production..ecceveccensnnssone 6,279 6,188 6,430 6,230 6,449

IMPOrtSeaceeesanecscosccononna 167 130 138 138 112

Apparent Demand®®#%* ., . . ....... 6,688 6,525 6,749 6,663 6,686

Ending Stocks (MMB)......couse ©223.8 225.5 - 202.3 ——— -———
TOTAL JET FUELS

Production....eceeeceonenoncas 782 898 937 874 904

IMPOrtS..eeesesasssosccsasoone 232 221 . 120 235 174

Apparent Demand®## ., ... ...... 1,041 1,234 1,090 1,099 999

Ending Stocks (MMB).......cc0e 3t1.2 31.3 26.8 ——— -
DISTILLATE FUEL OIL

Production....cceeeeecvociosnns 2,887 2,799 3,011 2,880 2,918

IMPOrtS..veesesccssoscerossnss 477 363 313 401 495

Apparent Demand®®®., .......... 3,306 3,392 3,373 3,098 3,370

Ending Stocks (MMB).....cevenss 239.0 238.6 204.9 - -——
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL

Production....cevcececceonroce 1,243 1,226 880 1,191 918

IBPOrtS .. eesesossoncesssnasess, 1,498 1,424 1,757 1,373 1,858

Apparent Demand®#%* . . . , .,..... 2,720 2,603 2,887 2,535 2,901

Ending Stocks (MMB)...evevsens 73.0 72.9 53.3 - .-

U. S. PETROLEUM INDUSTRY OPERATIONS
{Excluding Puerto Rico)

___Weekly Datat® R __h-vweek Average®

FOR WEEK ENDED Current Last Last

November 29, 1974 Week . __Week __Yearts 1974 1973%#
TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCTS#*%% 18,063 @wo& 18,124 17,328 17,812 _lliéﬂl——~
IMPORTS OF REFINED PRODUCTS..... 3,133 3,200 3,149 3,022 3,064
CRUDE OIL :

Domestic Production......eees. 8,662%% 8,668%% 9,045 Y VAL 9,189

IMpPOrtS.cseveecrasesconcsoosas 1,028 4,110 -3, 4,011 3,270

Ending Stocks (MMB).......c.en 255.5 261.2 251.6 -——— -

Runs to Stills.,.eieveovesconns 12,695 12,463 12,406 12,365 12,403
MOTOR GASOLINE

Production..ceeeseseascnsconss 6,353 6,279 6,369 6,243 6,395

ImpOrtS.eseeecssesncassssossane 112 167 138 129 134

Apparent Demand®®# . . . . ...... 6,132 6,688 5,790 6,472 6,561

Ending Stccks (MMB).......c... 226.1 223.8 207.3 ——— -
TOTAL JET FUELS

ProductioN.eceesesessssasanaces 842 782 809 858 880

IOPOrES.eastorsvncaosoncannsas 193 ) 232 122 219 _ 159

Apparent Demand®¥¥ . . . ..... 988 1,041 872 1,081 956

Ending Stocks (MMB).....cce.sn 31.5 3t.2 27.2 —— -
DISTILLATE FUEL OIL

Production....eeveescsocsacncs 3,037 2,887 3,021 2,882 2,946

ImpPOPrtS . vsesoescocesoscsonass 364 477 519 410 510

Apparent Demand®%% ., . . . ...... 3,408 3,306 3,561 3,131 3,405

Ending Stocks (MMB)......cc0v. 238.9 239.0 204.7 - -
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL

Production..cevecosassesasnnens 1,266 1,243 1,045 1,226 gLy

ImPOrtS . eneaccannsnnnocnasnns 1,723 1,498 1,953 1,465 1,873

Apparent Demand®®#% . ., . ...... 2,920 : 2,720 2,819 2,642 2,858

Ending Stocks (MMB)....cevvees 73.5 73.0 54.6 ——— -

® Data is in Thousands of Barrels unless otherwise indicated.
&% Data from API.

#%% Spipments from primary supply are calculated by FEA by summing supply items and
adjusting for inveniory change. This does not represent consumption during the period,
as is does not provide an indication of usage from or build-up of supplies in secondary
and consumer storage. '

Source: FEA, unless otherwise indicated.



'Petroleurf Federal Ener8y
Situation Administration R“’
Report  lamasem., &

Week ended: December 27, 1974

Highlights

Refinery Strike

The 0il, Chemical, and Atomic Workers Union (OCAW) represents about 200,000
workers in the energy industries. The threatened strike involves about 60,000
workers in refineries with 50-60 percent of the total refinery capacity. Most
contracts between OCAW and the o0il industry expired at midnight Jan. 7 but the
president of OCAW did not call a strike although some unofficial walkouts have
been reported. Current union demands, which may be modified, include the following:
general wage increases of fifty cents per hour applied as *catch-up"” against past
“increases in the cost of living; basic wage rates increased annually by $1.50 per
hour; wage rates subject to cost of living adjustments (COLA) every two months
equal to the percentage increase in the CPI; a minimum monthly pension of $16.50
multiplied by the number of years in service; an adequate medical-insurance plan
fully paid for by the employer.

It has been reported that the feature most objectionable to oil company
executives is the bi-monthly COLA demand. The automobile, aluminum, telephone,
trucking, electrical manufacturing, and, most recently, coal industries already
have escalation agreements, but they are mostly annual or quarterly and have
clauses limiting scheduled wage increases to 3-4 percent.

Union leaders say the strike would have no immediate effect on the general
public because the o0il companies have considerable reserves of petroleum products.
Company officials point out that plants have operated well in the past with .
supervisory and other nonunion personnel and are to a large extent fully automated.

PETROLEUM IMPOhTS CRUDE OIIL RUNS-TO-STILLS
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U, S. PETROLEUM INDUSTRY OPERATIONS
. (Exoluding Puerto Rioco) ' -
“: , ® ; [
FOR WEEK ENDED ° Current Last Last
December 27, 1974 ~Meek = _Week = _ Year®® 1974 1973%¢

TOTAL DEMAND FOR PRODUCISS®S®, ,_,, 17,010 18,087 16,832 18,168, - 17,644 ‘

IMPORTS OF REFIiED PRODUCTS..... 2,946 2,526 2,767 2,664 2,868

CRUDE OIL . - : oL
Dondstic Production........... 8,700%  8,664% 9,175 8,670% 9 143 -

) Ilportl........o........-..--. 3.‘05 “.1'5 2.679 3,922 2'9,3
! “ mm‘ Stockl (m)oooooo—o-o- 250.6 257.0 ) 2‘3.. —— Enamad
L& Runs to Stills....cc.ccececces 12,752 12,491 12,215 12,622 12,206
N MOTOR GASOLINE :
:f“’ " Muctim-ooooooooﬁbuaoootooa 6'581 6.259 6.07‘ 6,390 6'0”
e ImportB.ccerecrcrcoososcrssoce 195 Rk} 24 171 108 -
' Apparent Demand®®®___......... 6,296 6,708 5,503 6,556 6,193
Ending Stocks (MMB).....cce0es 225.9 222.5 207.3 — —

TOTAL JET FUELS : S ‘
Production....ccevecccrscvscss 918 854 795 898 877 )
Im‘..’..’.."OO".OI.O".. 215 . 228 111 231 152 p . >‘

.~ Apparent Demand®s®, ____....... 1,119 1,205 1,063 - 1,160 992 -
hdin‘ Stockl (m)-oooaao-co' 3003 3002 2802 —— —

. DISTILLATE FUEL OIL . &
Production....ecevececesoccces 3,166 2,878 3,196 3,032 3,137
IBPOrtS.csccccereccccoesosncne 564 493 323 464 © 378
lpplrent Demand® &85 v, 0e - - 3,032 o '3,96. - 3"50 LT 3'900 - 3,558 LT
Ending Stocks (MMB)........... 230.7 T 225.9 203.5 —— —

RESIDUAL FUEL OIL )

Production.................... 1,375 1,348 1,165 - 1,326 1,100
IMPOrtS..coscvsiooscocesescocss 1,757 1,401 1,807 1,555 1,832
Apparent Demand®*e. . ......... 2,937 2,649 2,708 2,896 2,953

73.5 T2.1 54.0 — ——

Ending Stocks (MMB):....i..... .

® Data is in Thousands of Barrels per day unless otherwise indicated.
&% Data from API.

%88 Shipments from primary supply are calculated by FEA by summing aupply items and
adjusting for inventory change. This does not represent consumption during the period,
as 1s does not provide an indication of usage fron or build-up of supplies in secondary
and consumer storage.

FEA, unless otherwise indiolted.

- ~ PO -

average of residual fuel oil wvas 15 percent
lower than a year ago.

Total APPARENT DEMAND for petroleum pro-
ducts fell 6 percent this veek. Demand for
motor gasoline, jet fuel, and distillate dropped
6 percent, 7 percent and 23 percent respec-
tively. Residual fuel oil demand rose by 11 per-
cent. The 4-week averages of demand for motor
gasoline, jet fuel, and distillate were 6 per-
cent, 17 percent, end 10 percent higher than the
demand for the same period last year. The
4-week average of residual fuel oil demand vas
2 percent less than the previous year's. -

Domestic PRODUCTION of crude oil was 5 per-

IHPORTS of crude oil, at 3,405 HB/D,
dropped 17 percent from last week and were run-
ning 27 percent below last year's level. For
the 4 wveeks ending Dec. 27, crude oil imports
wvere 34 percent lower than during the same
period a year ago. Total imports of refined
products increased 17 percent this week and
were 6.5 percent higher than last year. The
4-week average of refined product imports was
down 7 percent from the previous year. (Note
that import figures for motor gasoline and dis-
tillate for the previous 3 weeks have been re-
vised.) Imports of motor gasoline, distillate,
and residual fuel oil increased this week by 49

percent, 14 percent and 25 percent respectively.
Jet fuel imports dropped by 6 percent. Imports
of the major refined products, with the excep-
tion of residual fuel o0il, showed sizeable in-
creases over last year. Jet fuel and distillate
were higher by 22 percent and 75 percent respec-
tively. Motor gasoline imports were 171 MB/D
above those of the previous year. The 4-week
averages of jet fuel, distillate and motor gaso-
line were 70 percent, 52 percent and 23 percent
higher than those of last year. The 4-week

cent below last year's level. Refinery output
of motor gasoline, jet fuel, distillate and
residual fuel oil increased by 5 percent, 8 per-
cent, 10 percent, and 2 percent respectively
from the previous week. Output of jet fuel was
up 16 percent from last year and production of
motor gasoline was 8 percent higher than a year
ago. The 4-week average of residual fuel oil
production, at 1,326 MB/D, was up -20 percent -
from the previous year. :



FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20461

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR

February 25, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT -
THRU: ROGERS C.B. MORTCN

FROM: FRANK G. ZARB /s/

The House and Senate Democrats are now drafting more comprehensive energy
proposals. Although there is no agreement upon the final shape of these
plans either within each body or between the House and Senate, the major
elements of their plans are beginning to surface. (The attached chart
indicates the key measures in each plan.) A broad comparison of these
plans with the Administration's program is given below; a more detailed
comparison will be provided as the plans become more specific.

General Analysis

o Both plans in their current form would result in increased vulnerability
(more imports) over the next three to fiwve years.

O Neither plan is very specific on the methods for implementing their
suggested options.

o Each plan contains portians of the Administratidh"é progran.

© Both programs establish strategic petroleum reserves and authorize
standby authorities.

o Both plans exclude the oil import fee, crude oil excise taxes, and
natural gas excise taxes.

Senate Plan

o Drastically reduces short-term goals (has no targets in 1975-1977
period); yet establishes a stringent goal for 1985.

o Only short-term conservation measure is an unspecified gasoline tax
linked to unemployment levels.
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o Long-term conservation program is largely similar to Administration's
program, with some additional mandatory industrial measures and small
car tax incentives .

o No modification of environmental standards.

o Establishes National Energy Production Board and Energy Trust Fund.

0 Would set coal and natural gas windfall profits taxes.

House Plan

o This plan is samewhat closer to the Administration's program, espec1ally
in energy supply measures.

o Sets less stringent goals of 350,000 and 1,000,000 barrel per day import
reduction in 1975 and 1977 respectively.

O Would utilize 8¢ gasoline tax for 1975 (increasing to 12¢ in 1976 and to
16¢ in 1977) and 6 percent cutback in allocations, coupled with an import
quota to achieve 1975 goals.

o Adds new car excise taxes and rebates (depending on miles per gallon) and
punitive taxes for increased use of electric power.

We will continue to monitor and update this analysis as more information
becomes available.

Attachment



March 11, 1975

. Office of the White House Press Secretary
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NOTICE TO THE PRESS ' -

The President met in the Cabinet Room with his Economic and Energy Advisors
from 11:00 a. m. to 12:15 p.m. A variety of subjects were discussed and a
brief summary of that meeting follows:

The President opened the meeting by welcoming Dr. John
Dunlop.

Secretary William Simon.then reviewed the House Ways and
Means tax bill. The President reaffirmed his position on the
depletion allowance, that being we must not add numerous
amendments to the tax bill. The major emphasis now must be

to get a tax rebate to the American people. The American
people should not be penalized, and if depletion is to be dis-
cussed, it should be discussed in depth and as a separate subject.

There was a detailed discussion on imposing countervailing
duties on the European Community (EC) dairy products.
Following the discussion, Secretary Simon made his recom-
mendations to the President. A final decision can be expected
in the next ten days. ‘

Administrator Frank Zarb then reviewed Eximbank financing
of liquid natural gas facilities. There was discussion about
our recommendations with respect to the Export-Import Bank
financing of energy projects which could be inconsistent with
our energy objectives to achieve invulnerability by 1985, The
President asked for additional information before making any
final decisions.

Mr. Zarb briefed the President on the current status of nego-
tiations between the Administration and the Hyuse Ways and
Means Committee, the Senator Pastore task force, and other
Congressional interests. Mr. Zarb stated that he is hopeful
that a compromise can be reached in the next several weeks.

(MOR E)
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Director James Lynn reviewed the current status of budget
rescissions and deferrals and pending legislation including
the Emergency Employment Appropriations Act, which will
affect the budget deficit. The President then stressed that
the Administration must keep a correct score card on budget
actions. :

Participants in the meeting in addition to the President include:

The Vice President
William E. Simon
L. William Seidman
Alan Greenspan
James T. Lynn
Arthur F. Burns
Frank G. Zarb
John T. Dunlop
Robert T. Hartmann
Brent Scowcroft
Don Rumsfeld

Max Friedersdor{



OFFICE OF CONGRESSIUNAL AFFAIRS
LEGISLATIVE LIAJSON
MAY 12, 1975

'STATUS OF SELECTED KEY ENERGY LEGISLATION

. 7 ‘Surface Mining Control and Reclamation (Jackson)

H.R. 25 Surface Mining Control & Reclamation (Udall)

H.R. 3265 Mineral Leasing (Mink)

1.R. 6721 Mineral Leasing - (Mink)

-Reported in 8. 3/5/75;

Int. & Ins. Affs;
Rept. 94-28
Passed Senate 3/20/75.

Reported in H. 3/6/75

Int. & Ins. Affs.

Rept. 94-45.

Passed House 3/18/75

H. asked for a conference
4/8/75.

S. agreed to conference
4/9/75.

Conference report filed
in H. 5/2/75; Rept.
94-189.
in S. 5/2/75.

S. agreed to conference
report by voice vote 5/5.

H. agreed to conference
report 5/7 by 293 yeas
115 nays. ’

Interior (H)

Interior (H)

Cleared for the President

Hearings held 3/14/75 by
Mines & Mining Subcommittee.
Markup 4/22/75 by Subcommitte

. Clean bill reported in lieu

by full committee 5/6/75,
H.R. 6721.

Clean bill over H.R. 3265.
Nothing scheduled.



. 391

.R. 1863

. 1182

. 713

984
619

505

. 740

973

. 1149

‘Mineral Leasing (Coal) (Metcalf)

Amend Mineral Leasing Act of 1920
(Coal Slurry Piplelines) (Jones)

Leasing of 0il and gas deposits (Roth)

Deep Seabed Hard Minerals Act (Metcalf)

Land Use Planning Assistance Act (Jackson)
Administration Land Use Siting bill

[.R. 3510 Land Use (Udall)

Establish a U. S. Petroleum Import Administration

a standby rationing program (Church)

National Energy Production Board (Jackson)

Energy Conservation & Development Act
(Bentsen)

National Fuels and Energy Conservation
Policy (Humphrey & Jackson)

Interior (S)

Interior (H)

Interior (S)

Armed Services,
Commerce &
Foreign Relations

Interior (S)

Intérior (H)

Finance (S)

Interior (S)

Finance (S)

Banking (S)

s Finance (8)

Government Opers.
Public Works (S8) &

Interior & Ins. Affs.

Hearings held May 7 & 8.

- Hearings held on 3/19, 4/30, 5/5, and 5.7

Scheduled for 5/16, and 5/22.

(Also on H.R. 2220, 2553, 2896, all

on coal slurry pipeline)

No action

No action

Hearings held by Subcommittee on

4/23, 4/24, 4/29, and 5/2.

Hearings held by Subcommittee on Energy
& Environment-Interior & Insular Affairs,
3/17, 3/18, 3/24 and 3/25. Subcommittee
reported to full Committee 4/24.

Markup scheduled by full committee 5/14.

No action

Hearings held 3/20, 4/14, and 4/15/7i

No action

No action
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H.R. 3981

. 521

333

. 425

.R. 5919 .

. 1113

618

677

594

Outer Continental Shelf Lands (Murphy)

Outer Continental Shelf Lands (Jackson)

Ports and Waterways Safety Act (Magnuson)

Foreign Investment Act (Williams)

Naval Petroleum Reserves Development

- (Melcher)

National Strategic Petroleum Reserves

Naval Petroleum Reserve Development
(Hatfield)

National Strategic Petroleum Reserve
'Civilian Act' (AP)

Establish a Strategic Energy Reserve
Office (Jackson

Energy Independence Act (AP Title I
and Title II

S.J. Res, 13 Elks Hills Naval Petroleum Reserves

(Cannon)

Merchant Marines (H)

Interior(S)
Commerce (S)

»

Commerce (S)
Banking (S)

Interior (H)
Armed Services (H)

Armed Services

Interior (S)
Interior (S)

Interior (S)

See attached list
for referrals

Armed Services (S§)

Subcommittee on Oceanography of
H. Merchant Marines held hearings on
April 29 and April 30. No action

S. 81, S. 130, S. 426, S. 470, S. 521,
S. 586, S. 825, S. 826, and S. 827,
Joint Hearings with Commerce and
Interior held 3/19, 4/8 and 4/9.

Field hearings scheduled for 5/17

in Boston, Mass. have been cancelled.

Hearings held 1/19 and 1/30. .

Hearings held 3/4/, 3/5/ & 3/6.
Markup not scheduled

Hearings held 2/5, 2/21, 4/8,

Rept. Interior amnd Insular Affairs
3/18/75, 94-81, Pt. 1, with amendment.
Referred to Armed Services for the
period ending April 19, 1975.

Armed Services held hearings 4/9-4/10.
94-81, Pt. II, Armed Services, 94-81,
Pt. III. Supplemental Report Interior
& Insular Affairs.

Armed Services Committee has reported

- H.R. 5919 in lieu of H.R. 2633, ap
" H.R. 2650, Title II. '

Hearings held jointly by the Senate
Interior and Insular Affairs Committee
and Armed Services on 3/11/75. Hear-
ings held on April 7 by Interior and
Insular Affairs. Markup to begin by
full commititee on May 14



. 307
. 499

633
654

. 1518

.R. 4369

692

. 701

.R. 5047

. 1430

Automobile Fuel Economy (Domenici)
Automobile Transportation Research &
Development {Tunney)

Automobile Fuel Economy (Hollings)
Automobile Fuel Economy (Nelson)

Motor Vehicle Information and Cost
Savings Act (Moss)

Clean Air Act Amendments of 1975 (Brown)

Natural Gas Production & Conservation
‘Act (Hollings)

Consumer Energy Act (Stevenson)

Amend Natural Gas Act, etc. (McFall)

Crude Purchasing Authority (Church/Hart)

Commerce (S)

Commerce (S)

*

Interstate and Foreign
Commerce

" Commerce (S)

Commerce (S)

Interstate and Foreign

Commerce

Interior (S)

Hearings held on 3/12, 3/13/75 on
listed bills by Senate Commerce,
Recessed subject to the call of the
Chair. Markup began on May 12 will
continue on May 13.

Hearings held on oversight of MVI & CS

March 7, 14 and 20. S. 1518 introduced.
Bill ordered reported by full committee
5/12/75.

Subcommittee on Health & Environm
held hearings 3/13. 3/14. 3/17, 3
3/19, and 3/20 on H.R. 2633, Titles

V and VI of the Clean Air Act and a
number of other related bills to
amend the Clean Air Act. Markup
began on April 17. Full Committee is
expected to report out of Committee a
clean bill soon.

Markup held by subcommittee 3/13.
Reported to Full Committee,.

Full Committee held hearings on 3/17 an
3/18. Markup session began on 3/19.

On May 6, the committee ordered S. 692
reported with amendments. As of 5/12,

» report not filed. .

' Markup held 3/13/75. (No action)

Nothing scheduled.

Nothing scheduled



p. 617

. 1483

. R. 4485

i.R. 3573
b.J. Res.
{.R. 1767

5. 620
b. 622

Winterization Assistance Act (AP)

Emergency Housing Act of 1975 (Proxmire)

Middle Income Housing-Efficient use of
land and energy resources (Barrett)

Home Heating Efficiency Act of 1975 (Reuss)

12 Tariff Suspension (Kennedy & Jackson)

Tariff Suspension (Green)

Standby Energy Emergency Authority (AP

Standby Energy Emergency Authority (Jackson)

Banking (S)

Banking (S)

Rept. S. 94-86.
Indefinitely post-
poned by S. & passed
H.R. 4485 in lieu

PH 3/21/75
PS 4/24/75
with provisions
of S. 1483

Banking (H)

Interior (S)
Interior (S)
S. Rept. 94-26

P. Senate 4/10/75 60-25

Hearings held 3/17. 3/18/, 3/19, &
3/20 on S. 587, S. 591, S. 617,

S. 655, 8. 660, S. 748, S. 751, S. 773
and Title X and XI of S. 594.

Markup sessions held on 4/9 & 4/10.

S. 1483 was reported out by the
Committee as a Clean bill -- it
contains provisions of Title X of

S. 594 on it.

Cmt. Consideration and markup 4/.;75 |
In Conference with H.R. 4485.

In Conference with S. 1483.

|
Hearings held by Subcommittee 4/7.,
Full Committee began markup on 4/17/75
Continued. 4/28. Considered als
H.R. 2633, and H.R. 2650, Title h X1

Placed on Calendar.
Referred to Ways & Means with
Veto Message of the President.

No Action
Referred to H. Interstate & Foreign
Commerce 4/15/75



. 834
.R. 4035
621

. 323

.R. 5729
.R. 5005

.R. 6860

.R. 2633
.R. 2650
594

Energy Indpendence Act

0il Shale Revenues (Haskell)

Restricts President's authority to
decontrol domestic crude oil (Dingell)

Restricts President's authority to
decontrol domestic crude oil (Jackson)

Dealer Protection (Moss)

Dealer Protection (Litton)

National Energy Conservation & Conversion
Program (Ullman's Energy bill)

National Energy Conservation and Conver-—
sion Program (Ullman's clean bill over
H.R. 5005)

Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee
is continuing hearings and markup on a
committee bill on energy and oil policy.
(so-called Dingell bill).

Energy Independence Act (AP energy bill)
Energy Independence Act (AP energy bill)
(AP energy bill)

PS 4/22/75 -

S. Rept. 94-85 Interior -

& Ins. Affs. 4/23/75

Interstate and
Foreign Cqmmerce (H)

Interior (8)
S. Rept. 94-32
PS 5/1/75 47-36

Commerce (S)

Intefstate & Foreign
Cogpmerce (H)

Ways and Means (H)

Ways and Means (H)

Interstate & Foreign
Commerce. (H)

»See listing attached
for Committee referrals

Referred to H. Interior & Insular
Affairs 4/23/75.

Clean bill over H.R. 2991.
Reported with amendment Report 94-65
3/14/75 (H). :

On Senate Calendar

Hearings completed. Ordered reported.
Report not filed as of 5/12/75.

No action

Hearings completed. Held 3/3 through 3/
Markup began 4/14/75. Completed.
Clean bill introduced on 5/9/75

Ordered report 5/12/75. Report to
be filed before midnight 5/15/75.
Then to Rules Committee.

Meetings scheduled every afternoong
week of May 12. Committee reports ey
are near reporting a bill out to full
committee.

H. Interstate and Foreign Commerce--
Subcommittee on Energy & Power held
hearings on Titles V & VI 3/10-3/21.
Markup sessions began on April 8.
Committee working on a working draft. .
Subcommittee on Health & Environment
held hearings, 3/13, 3/14/, 3/17 & 3/18.
3/26, 4/8, 4/9 and 4/17.

Subcommittee on Intergovernmental
relations and Subcommittee on Reports




Accounting and Management.
- Title VII "Utilities Act of 1975"
(No further action scheduled at
this time.)
See: Naval Petroleum Reserves,
Winterization Act for hearings
N held on those sections.

H.R. 2166 Ways and Means Committee Individual Tax bill Public Law 94-12, signed 3/29/75

DPeleted from listing—- all other surface mining bills except H.R. 25/S. 7 which has been cleared for the President.
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Hearings held

4/9/75 - Title I = Naval Petroleum
Reserves
House Armed Services.

3/11-Subcommittee on Energy &
Power, Interstate & Foreign Gms.

3/17-Subcommittee on Energy &
Power, Interstate & Foreign Cms.

3/19-Subcommittee on Energy &

Ginaticn Act of 1974 Power

Interstate & Foreign Cms,

3/14/, 3/17, 3/18 & %/19 & 3/20,
Subcommittee on Health & Environ.

same as title V.,

4L/14/-4/15~4/17~-Governmen
Operatione, Subcommittee .on Inter-
governmental Relations & Reports
Accounting to hold hearings

on Utilities Act 1975.

Development Act of 1975

4/23/75 - S. Interior & Insular

Affairs, Subcommittee on Environ-

ment & and Land, S. 619 & S. 984.
s
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3/18--Subcommittee on

irpie XII:
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) Date: MY 20, 1975

Office of the Administrator

To: Ron Nessen

For your information

Frank Zarb

Federal Energy Administration

Qoom 3400 Ext. 6081
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OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS
LEGISLATIVE LIAISON
MAY 16, 1975

STATUS OF SELECTED KEY ENERGY LEGISLATION

Surface Mining Control and Reclamation (Jackson)

‘Surface Mining Control & Reclamation (Udall)A

ﬂ. 3265 Mineral Leasing (Mink)

H.R.

6721

Mineral Leasing-(Mink)

.Reported in S. 3/5/75;

Int. & Ins. Affs;
Rept. 94-28 '
Passed Senate 3/20/75.

Reported in H. 3/6/75
Int. & Ins. Affs.

Rept. 94-45.

Passed House 3/18/75

H. asked for a conference
4/8/75.

5. agreed to conference
4/9/75, ‘

Conference report filed
in H. 5/2/75; Rept.
94-189,
in S. 5/2/75.

S. agreed to conference

repcrt by voice vote 5/5.-

H. agreed to conference
report 5/7 by 293 yeas
115 nays. )

Interior (H)

Interior (H)J

Cleared for the President

Hearings held 3/14/75 by
Mines & Mining Subcommittee.

Markup 4/22/75 by Subcommitte:
- Clean bill reported in lieu

by full committee 5/6/75,
H.R. 6721.

Clean bill over H.R. 3265.
Nothing scheduled.



S. 391

H.R. 1863

S. 1182

S. 713

4"884

S. 619

"Mineral Leasing (Coal) (Metcalf)

Amend Mineral Leasing Act of 1920
(Coal Slurry Piplelines) (Jones)

Leasing of oil and gas deposits (Roth)

Deep Seabed Hard Minerals Act (Metcalf)

Land Use Planning Assistance Act (Jackson)
Administration Land Use Siting bill

H.R. 3510 Land Use (Udall)

S. 505

S. 1430

s. 740
sfs

S. 1149

Establish a U. S. Petroleum Import Administration
a standby rationing program (Church)

Crude Purchasing Authority (Church/Hart)

National Energy Production Board (Jackson)

Energy Conservation & Development Act
(Bentsen)

 National Fuels and Energy Conservation

Policy (Humphrey & Jackson)

Interior (S)

Interior (H)

Interior (S)

.Armed Services,

Commerce &
Foreign Relations

Interior (8)

In;érior (1)

Finance (S)

Interior (S)

Interior (8S)

Finance (S)

Banking (S)
Finance (S)

Government Opers. (S)

Public Works (S) &
Interior & Ins. Affs.

Hearings held May 7 & 8.

- Hearlngs held on 3/19, 4/30, 5/5» 5/7 &

5/16. Scheduled for 5/20.
(Also on H.R. 2220, 2553, 2896, all

on coal slurry pipeline)
No action

No action

Hearings held by Subcommittee on
4/23, 4/24, 4/29, and 5/2.

Hearings held by Subcommittee on Energy
& Environment-Interior & Insular Affairs,
3/17, 3/18, 3/24 and 3/25. Subcommittee
reported to full Committee 4/24.

Markup began May 14, next session 5/22. -
No action

No action

Hearings held 3/20, 4/14, and 4/15/75.
Scheduled for June 13,
No action

No action -

&
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H.R. 6218 - Outer Continental Shelf Lands (Murphy) Select 0CS Committee (H) Hearings are scheduled to begin 6/3-5.

S. 426

S. 521

i, 333
. 425

H.R. 49

H.R. 5919

S. 1113
S. 618
S. 677

S. 59

Outer Continental Shelf Lands (Hollings)

Quter Continental Shelf Lands (Jackson)

Ports and Waterways Safety Act (Magnuson)

Foreign Jnvestment Act (Williams)

Naval Petroleum Reserves Development
(Melcher)

National Strategic Petroleum.Reserves

Naval Petroleum Reserve Development
(Hatfield) ) _
National Strategic Petroleum Reserve
'Civilian Act' (AP)

Establish a Strategic Energy Reserve
Office (Jackson

Energy Independence Act (AP Title I
and Title II

S.J. Res. 13 Elks Hills Naval Petroleum Reserves

(Cannon) .

Interior (S)

Interior(S)
Commerce (S)

Commerce (S)

Banking (S)

Interior (H) )
Armed Services (H)

Armed Services

Interior (S)

Interior (S)
Interior ©))

See attached list
for referrals

Armed Services (S)

Hearings scheduled 5/17.

S. 81, S. 130, S. 426, S. 470, S. 521,
S. 586, S. 825, S. 826, and S. 827.
Joint Hearings with Commerce and
Interior held 3/19, 4/8 and 4/9.

Field hearings scheduled for 5/17

in Boston, Mass. have been cancelled.

Hearings held 1/19 and 1/30.

Hearings held 3/4/, 3/5/ & 3/6.
Markup not scheduled

Hearings held 2/5, 2/21, 4/8,

Rept. Interior and Insular Affairs
3/18/75, 94-81, Pt. 1, with amendment.
Referred to Armed Services for the
period ending April 19, 1975.

Armed Services held hearings 4/$-4/10.
94-81, Pt. II, Armed Services, 94-81,
Pt. III. Supplemental Report Interior
& Insular Affairs.

Armed Services Committee has reported

- H.R. 5919 in lieu of H.R. 2633, and
" H.R. 2650, Title IIL.

Hearings held jointly by the Senate
Interior and Insular Affairs Committee
and Armed Services on 3/11/75. Hear-
ings held on April 7 by Interior and
Insular Affairs. Markup to begin by
full committee on May 14



S. 834 0il Shale Revenues (Haskell) PS 4/22/75 Referred to H, Interior & Insular
.o S. Rept. 94-85 Int. & Affairs 4/23/75.
Ins. Affs.4/18/75 :

H.R. 4035 Restricts President's authority to Interstate and Clean bill over H.R. 2991.
decontrol domestic crude oil (Dingell) Foreign Commerce (H) Reported with amendment
Report 94-65 3/14/75 (H)

S. 621 Restricts Presidentfs authority to Interior (S) On Senate Calendar.
decontrol domestic crude oil (Jackson) S. Rept. 94-32
PS 5/1/75 47-36

S. 323 Dealer Protection (Moss) Commerce (S) Hearings completed.
S. Rept. 94-120 :

.\ . 5/13/75

H.R. 5729 Dealer Protection (Litton) ' Interstate & Foreign No action
Commerce (H)

H.R. 5005 National Energy Conservation & Ways and Means (H) Hearings completed. Held 3/3/75
Conversion Program (Ullman's Ways & Means ‘ through 3/17. Markup began 4/14/75
bill) : and completed. Clean bill intro-

duced on 5/9/75 H.R. 6860.

H.R. 6860 National Energy Conservation and Con- Ways and Means (H) Scheduled for floor action
version Program (Ullman's Ways and . H. Rept. 94-221 5/15/75 May 21 and May 22.

Means Committee clean bill over
H.R. 5005)

H.R. 7014 Comprehensive Energy and 0il Policy bill Interstate & Foreign

' (Dingell) Interstate & Foreign Commerce Commerce (H)
Committee bill.

H.R. 2633 Energy Independence Act (AP energy bill) See listing attached H. Interstate and Foreign Commerce—-
H.R. 2650 Energy Independence Act (AP energy bill) for Committee referrals Subcommittee on Energy & Power held
S. 594 Energy Independence Act (AP energy bill) hearings on Titles V & VI 3/10-3/21.

Markup sessions began on April 8.
Committee still working on Clean

Air Act amendments.

Subcommittee on Health & Environment
held hearings 3/13, 3/14, 3/17 & 3/18

3/26, 4/8, 4/9, and 4/17.
Subcommittee on Intergovernmental
DM e R ‘ relations and Subcommittee on Reports



S. 617 Winterization Assistance Act (AP) Banking (S) : : Hearings held 3/17. 3/18/, 3/19, &
3/20 on S. 587, S. 591, S. 617,
S. 655, S. 660, S. 748, S. 751, S. 773.
and Title X and XI of S. 594.
Markup sessions held on 4/9 & 4/10.
S. 1483 was reported out by the
Committee as a Clean bill -- it
contains provisions of Title X of
S. 594 on it.

80.83 Emergency Housing Act of 1975 (Proxmire) Banking (S) Cmt. Consideration and markup 4/10/75
: Rept. S. 94-86. In Conference with H.R. 4485.
Indefinitely post-
poned by S. & passed
H.R. 4485 in lieu

H.R. 4485 Middle Income Housing-Efficient use of PH 3/21/75 In Conferencg with S. 1483.
land and energy resources (Barrett) PS 4/24/75 '
' - with provisions
of S. 1483
H.R. 3573 Home Heating Efficiency Act of 1975 (Reuss) Banking (H) ~ Hearings held by Subcommittee 4/7.

Full Committee began markup on 4/17/75.
Continued. 4/28. Considered also

. ' ' " H.R. 2633, and H.R. 2650, Title X & XI.
S.J. Res. 12 Tariff Suspension (Kennedy & Jackson) R ' Placed on Calendar.
H.R. 1767 Tariff Suspension (Green) - . " Referred to Ways & Means with
' ’ Veto Message of the President.
5. 620 Standby Energy Emergency Authority (AP Interior (S) No Action , :
S. 622 Standby Energy Emergency Authority (Jackson)  Interior (S) . Referred to H. Interstate & Foreign
. ' S. Rept. 94-26 Commerce 4/15/75 '

P. Senate 4/10/75 60-25



s. 307
«S. 499

S. 633
S. 654

S. 1518

H.R. 4369

S. 692

s. 701

H.R. 5047

Automobile Fuel Economy (Domenici)
Automobile Transportation Research &
Development (Tunney)

Automobile Fuel Economy (Hollings)
Automobile Fuel Economy (Nelson)

Motor Vehicle Information and Cost
Savings Act (Moss)

Clean Air Act Amendments of 1975 (Browm)

Natural Gas Production & Conservation
Act (Hollings)

Consumer Energy Act (Stevenson)

Amend Natural Gas Act, etc. (McFall)

Commerce (S)

Commerce (S)

Interstate and Foreign

Commerce (H)

Commerce (S)

Commerce (S)

Interstate and Foreign
Commerce (H)

Hearings held on 3/12, 3/13/75 on
listed bills by Senate Commerce.
5/15/75 Full Committee ordered
favorably reported an original bill
to provide minimum national fuel
economy performance standards and

to establish an automotive research
and development program. (new bill
not introduced as of 5/16)

Hearings held on oversight of MVI &
CS March 7,14, and 20. S. 1518
introduced. Bill ordered reported
5/12/75. (Not reported as of 5/16)

Subcommittee on Health & Environment
held hearings 3/13, 3/14, 3/17, 3/18,
3/19, and 3/20 on H.R. 2633, Titles

V and VI of the Clean Air Act and a
number of other related bills to
amend the Clean Air Act. Markup
began on April 17 and is continuing. )
Full Committee is expected to report
a clean bill after Subcommittee
completes markup.

Markup held by subcommittee 3/13.
Reported to Full Committee.

Full Committee held hearings on 3/17 '
and 3/18. Markup session began on
3/19.

On May 6, the committee ordered S.692
reported with amendments.

As of 5/16 report not filed.

Markup held 3/13/75. (No action)

Nothing scheduled.



S. 1730 Energy Efficiency of Transportation Commerce &
and Reduce Unemployment (Hartke) Labor and Public
Welfare (S)
S. Rept. 94-134
(Jointly without
amendment)

H.R. 2166 Ways and Means Committee Individual
Tax bill

Deleted from listing —- all other surface mining bills except H.R. 25 and S. 7.

under consideration H.R. 6218 a revised version of H.R. 3918,

Accounting and Management.

Title VII "Utilities Act of 1975"
(No further action scheduled at
this time.)

See: Naval Petroleum Reserves,
Winterization Act for hearings
held on those sections.

Scheduled for floor action the
week of May 19 in Senate

Public Law 94-12, signed 3/29/75.

H.R. 3918, major bill now

Added on H.R. 7014 - Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee bill (Dingell) on Comprehensive Energy.

Shelf bill.

S. 1730, Energy Efficiency of Transportation and Reduced Unemployment and H.R, 6218, Revised Outer Continental

e
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o Power, Interstate & Foreign Cms. - . P
leun reserve-—-civilian-- ? g Committee on Interior & Imsular Affairs (S).
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'itie I Hearings held Cc;m*t;ee on Armed Services (i)
.zlating to naval petroleun reserves 4/9/75 - Title I - Naval Petroleum Comzittee on Armed Services. and
Reserves . Committee orn Interior and Insular Affezirs (S)
House Armed Services. \
ivie II: ’ ] : .
2lzring to a national strategic 3/11-Subcommittee on Energy & Committee on Interstate and Foreign Coumerce (E

itic IIL:
menizoncs to the Naturel Gas Act 3/17-Subcommittee on Energy & Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce (I
Power, Interstate & Foreign Cms. Cormittee on Commerce (S) .

:!!L Iv:

::=ension of and axendments to the 3/19-Subcommittee on Energy & Cormittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce (2
averygy Supply and Envircnm;ntaﬁ Coordiration Act of 1974 Power Comnittee on Public Works (S)

Interstate & Foreign Cms.

itis Ve . ' ' : Cornmittce on Interstate and Foreign Commerce (&
[ iean Air Act Amendments of 1973 3/14/, 3/17, 3/18 & 3/19 & 3/20, Committee on Public Works (S)

' Subcommittee on Health & Environ. -
Icia VI . ) Commictee on Tnterstate and For=ign Commerce (i
s-sher omendment to the Clean Air Act same as title V. -~ Coumittee on Public Works (S)
itie VI1: 4/14/-4/15-4/17~-Government Cormittee on Interstate and Fore*gu Commarce. (I
+314ci0s Act of 1975 Operations, Subcommittee .on Inter- Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs (8)

* governmental Relations & Reports ard Fox:ittce on Commerce (8) and Committee »
Accounting to hold hearings n Public Works (S)
on Utilities Act 1975.
2 VIiII: o Initially.to the Committee on Interstate aad
aergy Facilities Planning and Development Act of 1975 Fereign Commerce (H)
4/23/75 - S. Interior & Insular Cormittec on Interior and Insular Affzirs (S)
Affairs, Subcommittee on Environ- and Committee on Commerce (S) ané Committeoe on
ment & and Land, S. 619 & S. 984,  Fublic Horks (8) i
‘itle IX: Committea on Ways and Means (H)
~ergy Development Security Act of 1975 - _ ‘ Committee ‘on Banking, Housing & Urban Affairs ( -

and Committee on Finance (S) -.. .



Hearings held
. o - Cermittee on Banking, Currency uand lousing (H)
saevay Consarvarion Standerds Act of 1975  Hearings held by '
< H. Banking
' 2/6-2/18+~20.
4/7775.
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Tiriz XL Cormitiee on Banking, Currency cnd Housing ()
wtaczwizcticn Assistance fet of 1975 same as above. ilv

3/18--Subcommittee on
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:’,.,:al Lpplicnce ond lorer Vehilcle Labeling fct of 1973 Energy & Power. Cczm;ttae on Interstat

I e and Foreig: Commerce (I
Interstate & Fgn. CmS. (Conmittec on Comuerce &)
2/24-2/25 S. Commerce
Full Cmt. held hgs.
B IZ. ) interstare and Foreign Corzerce (¢
3:anéhy Eaergy futhorities Act of 1675 3/11--Subcommittee on ’
: Energy & Power , Interior and Insvlzar AZfairs (S)
Interstate & Fgn. Cms. (Committee on Bauking, Housing and Urban AZfs.
) and Cormpittee on Judiciary (8).
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{€) Sencte Committees .
-
#
2 '-. _'- T .
B = . L
<3





