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Topic Analysis 1/3
The Public Forum topic for September 2010 is “Resolved:  Allowing deep water offshore oil drilling is in the best interest of the United States.” The Pro side of this resolution will argue that offshore oil drilling is necessary to reduce US oil dependence and can be done in a safe manner.  The Con side will argue drilling would only be an ineffective short-term solution to expanding US oil use, and that it runs the risk of major environmental damage, demonstrated by the recent BP oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico. This months Public Forum Briefs are intended to give you a set of evidence to prepare and debate these questions.

TOPIC OVERVIEW

Oil is the byproduct of dead organic material, which under the influence of subterranean heat and pressure is geochemically converted into petrochemicals.  It is then trapped in porous rocks in the earth’s crust and held in underground reservoirs.  When collected and processed, it becomes the basis for an incredibly large range of products, from gasoline to plastic.  When oil is collected from undersea deposits in the outer continental shelf, it is known as “offshore drilling.”

At the dawn of the petroleum age, oil was only usable if found seeping out to the earth’s surface.  Oil companies then developed techniques for drilling into the earth’s crust to tap these underground wells.  As technology advanced and oil companies looked ever further afield for new sources, they started to expand these drilling operations to include oil reserves under the ocean floor.  Over the last hundred years, these operations have become more and more complex, opening previously unreachable oil reserves to commercial development and exploitation.  It is now common for this type of drilling to be done in water hundreds or even thousands of feet deep.  While there’s no exact definition for what “deep water” drilling is, 1000 feet is considered a common threshold.

Deep water offshore drilling presents a unique set of challenges.  The ocean environment is remote and rugged, with environmental factors such as hurricanes and corrosive salt water, as well as the logistical difficulties of supply and transport.  Nonetheless, oil companies have spent billions of dollars developing an infrastructure for offshore drilling, and there are hundreds of these rigs worldwide.

Offshore oil drilling has long been controversial.  Over the years the federal government has gone between encouraging development of offshore oil resources to banning it following damaging oil spills, and back again.  Environmentalists consider the rigs risky and prone to create environmentally damaging oil spills and other harmful effects, while oil companies and their supporters view them as economically valuable sources for a vital resource.  This tension has led to a very visible public debate – the 2008 presidential campaign even prominently featured the slogan “Drill, baby, drill!” as a catchphrase for republican support for drilling.

Recent events have reopened the debate over offshore drilling and make this topic particularly salient.  In March, the Obama administration decided to lift a moratorium on drilling in previously undeveloped areas of the US coast, supporting a major expansion of offshore drilling operations.  Then, on April 20, there was a major disaster on a BP owned deep water oil rig called “Deepwater Horizon.”  An explosion on the rig caused the largest marine oil spill in history – and took almost 3 months to cap the flow of oil into the Gulf of Mexico.  This has sparked a reevaluation by both the Obama administration and the public at large over the costs and benefits of offshore oil drilling.
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DEBATING THE PRO SIDE 


The Pro side of the resolution is tasked with defending that offshore oil drilling in deep water is net good for the US.  For the most part, this boils down to winning two broad claims.  First, that deep water offshore drilling is necessary for the US – in order to reduce oil dependence, boost the economy, create, jobs, etc…Second, that these benefits outweigh the possible costs of environmental damage caused by further oil spills or accidents on drilling rigs.  Remember that the topic is technically limited to “deep water” oil drilling – the Pro needs to defend that this particular type of offshore drilling is necessary to access their advantages, and should remember to point out that generic arguments about ALL offshore drilling by the Con may not be applicable.


The most important set of arguments in favor of deep water offshore drilling have to do with decreasing US oil dependence.  The US is the largest consumer of petroleum products in the world – but since it has relatively small oil reserves relative to other countries (such as the Middle East), it must import the majority of its oil.  Many people see this as a damaging state of affairs, because it makes the US dependent on other countries for a vital resource.  Oil dependence is also argued to exacerbate terrorism – since many of the Middle Eastern regimes who export the most oil are autocratic and state sponsors of terrorism, some argue that by buying oil overseas, the US is actually funding terrorism.  Oil dependence also increases the risks to the US economy associated with rising oil prices.  Increased domestic production might give the US more control over insulating itself from the manipulations of hostile regimes or the impact of supply disruptions elsewhere in the world.

One important argument to win for all of the aforementioned advantages is that deep water drilling could actually make a difference.  Since many people argue that the total amount of recoverable offshore oil resources is very small, the Pro needs to win that this form of drilling is even worthwhile.  The Pro should focus on winning that even small amounts of domestically produced oil would make a significant difference to how much we need to import.  They can also argue that it’s not necessary to completely offset oil imports in order to make the US more secure – that the US only needs to give itself an insulating buffer from the world oil market as we transition to alternative forms of energy in the future.

The biggest argument from the Con that the Pro should be prepared for is arguments about how offshore drilling risks further oil spills.  First, the Pro should make sure to have evidence defending that the Deepwater Horizon spill was an anomaly, and doesn’t mean oil drilling is unsafe generally.  The Pro should also argue that other sources of oil spills are inevitable regardless of whether we drill in deep water.  Offshore drilling in shallow water is still risky, and the majority of oil spills are caused by tankers and barges transporting oil for imports, not by offshore drilling.
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DEBATING THE CON SIDE


The Con needs to win the flip side of the two genres of argument discussed for the Pro.  First, that deep water offshore drilling is incapable of making a dent in US oil dependence.  Secondly, that the risks of offshore drilling outweigh any possible benefit.  The Con should also make sure to point out that there are many other mechanisms to help deal with US oil dependence – such as reducing oil consumption, developing on-shore resources such as oil sands, or building more alternative energy – and that these obviate the need for offshore drilling.


The Con should argue that the overall impact of deep water offshore drilling would be minimal – most experts say that it would take years to bring more offshore oil to the market, and that it would represent a drop in the bucket of US oil consumption.  Even at full hypothetical production, all US offshore reserves would pale in comparison to the rapid rate at which the US uses oil.  The Con can also defend that non-deep water offshore drilling would be better.


The environmental risks associated with drilling are the most important source of offense for the Con.  They should argue that a long history of oil spills and accidents proves that deep water drilling is inherently unsafe and shouldn’t be attempted.  They should rely on a new wave of literature after the Deepwater Horizon incident to prove that previous optimistic estimates of offshore drilling have empirically turned out to be false.  There are also a host of other environmental problems associated with oil drilling that the Con can draw on – from toxic mud to metal leavings to seismic testing’s effects on marine life.
Topic Definitions

Allowing means letting happen

American Heritage Dictionary, 2009, “allow,” http://www.thefreedictionary.com/allowing

 To let do or happen; permit

Allowing means to let happen

Word Net, 2010, “allow,” Princeton University, http://wordnetweb.princeton.edu/perl/webwn?s=allow

let: make it possible through a specific action or lack of action for something to happen; "This permits the water to rush in"; "This sealed door won't allow the water come into the basement"; "This will permit the rain to run off" 

Deep water means over 500 feet according to the government

Los Angeles Times, 6-24-2010, “Drilling Moratorium,” LAT, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jun/24/opinion/la-ed-moratorium-20100624

The drilling moratorium imposed late last month does seem to be generating economic hardship in Louisiana. Although it affects only 33 floating rigs in the Gulf of Mexico (while about 3,600 standing structures can continue to operate), some idled rigs are likely to be sent to other parts of the world, leading to a permanent loss of jobs. In the face of this harm, Judge Martin Feldman argued, the government presented little evidence of danger that these rigs would suffer the same failure that caused the disastrous BP spill. Moreover, the government's choice of 500 feet as the threshold for its definition of "deep-water" drilling, and its failure to consider alternatives to a complete ban, show that the moratorium was "arbitrary and capricious," the judge ruled.

Deep water either means 500 or 1000ft

BBC, 5-27-2010, “Deep-water drilling restrictions,” http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/10177716

Not all offshore drilling is deep-water. The new measures classify anything beyond 500ft as deep water. Previously, the authorities in the US classified anything under 1,000ft as shallow water, anything over 1,000ft but under 5,000ft as deep water and anything over 5,000ft as ultra-deep water.

Offshore oil drilling means drilling on the continental shelf

American Heritage New Dictionary of Cultural Literacy, 2005, “offshore drilling,” http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/offshore+drilling

The  operation  of  oil  wells  on  the  continental shelf, sometimes  in  water  hundreds  of  feet  deep.  

Offshore drilling means drilling in water covered locations

Answers.Com, 2010, “offshore drilling,” http://www.answers.com/topic/offshore-drilling-petroleum-engineering

(petroleum engineering) The drilling of oil or gas wells into water-covered locations, usually on submerged continental shelves. 

Best interest means regard for the US’s interest

American Heritage, 2009, “interest,” http://www.thefreedictionary.com/interest

Regard for one's own benefit or advantage; self-interest. Often used in the plural: It is in your best interest to cooperate. She kept her own interests in mind.

Pro

Offshore Oil Drilling Moratorium Exists Now

There’s a moratorium on offshore drilling now – despite court challenges

Steven Mufson, 7-12-2010, “Administration issues revised moratorium,” Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/12/AR2010071203003.html

The Interior Department has issued a new offshore drilling moratorium that is different, but not very different, from the one blocked recently by a New Orleans federal judge. The six-month moratorium announced in May in the wake of the Gulf of Mexico oil spill barred drilling in waters more than 500 feet deep. The moratorium announced Monday doesn't mention water depths, but it bars drilling by the types of rigs and drilling technology typically used in those waters. A senior Interior Department official said none of the 33 rigs whose activity was interrupted in May would be able to resume the exploration drilling activity they were involved in then. The Justice Department said that the new order supersedes the earlier one and renders the legal challenge to the moratorium moot. That challenge had been mounted by Hornbeck Offshore Services and other drilling firms, which had won an injunction from a district court judge. The Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals denied the Interior Department's motion to stay the preliminary injunction pending appeal. 

The USFG just issued a new offshore drilling moratorium

Fox News, 7-12-2010, “Gov’t hopes new offshore drilling moratorium can survive,” http://www.foxnews.com/us/2010/07/12/officials-govt-issue-revised-offshore-oil-moratorium-monday/

Interior Secretary Ken Salazar said he decided to put in place a new moratorium because of "evidence that grows every day of the industry's inability in the deep water to contain a catastrophic blowout, respond to an oil spill and to operate safely." The new moratorium was panned by industry groups and generally supported by environmentalists. The Interior Department said that like the original ban, this one applied to most deep-water drilling activities. But the department said the suspensions in the new moratorium "are the product of a new decision by the secretary and new evidence regarding safety concerns, blowout containment shortcomings within the industry, and spill response capabilities that are strained by the BP oil spill."

Even if the moratorium could technically be lifted, the administration won’t let it be

Fox News, 7-12-2010, “Gov’t hopes new offshore drilling moratorium can survive,” http://www.foxnews.com/us/2010/07/12/officials-govt-issue-revised-offshore-oil-moratorium-monday/

The offshore industry also complained that while the new moratorium opens the door to lifting the restrictions if industry provides assurance for adequate containment and response, "the problem for industry is that it is unclear what exactly it will take to convince the administration that such capability exists." In a memo to Michael Bromwich, the new head of the department's agency that oversees offshore drilling, Salazar said the moratorium will give industry time to come up with more effective blowout containment strategies and capabilities for deep-water operations. "I cannot conclude at this time that deep-water drilling can move forward in a safe and environmentally sound manner," he wrote. The secretary said the time will also allow the department to develop interim rules to address safety issues in offshore drilling.

The US Has Significant Offshore Oil

Offshore oil could significantly contribute to the nation’s energy needs

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, 8-26-2010, “Offshore energy and Minerals Management,” http://www.boemre.gov/offshore/

The OCS is a significant   source of oil and gas for the Nation’s energy supply. The approximately 43 million leased OCS acres generally accounts for about 15 percent of America’s domestic natural gas production and about 27 percent of America’s domestic oil production. The Bureau’s oversight and   regulatory framework ensure production and drilling are done in an environmentally responsible manner, and done safely. In addition, the Bureau has finalized regulations to guide Renewable Energy endeavors located on the OCS. Examples of potential renewable energy projects include wind energy, wave energy, ocean current energy, and more. The offshore areas of the United States are estimated to contain significant quantities of resources in yet-to-be-discovered fields. The Bureau estimates of oil and gas resources in undiscovered fields on the OCS (2006, mean estimates) total 86 billion barrels of oil and 420 trillion cubic feet of gas. These volumes represent about 60 percent of the oil and 40 percent of the natural gas resources estimated to be contained in remaining undiscovered fields in the United States.

Offshore oil could substantially contribute to US oil reserves

Alan W. Dowd, 5-14-2010, “Time to call up the (oil) reserves,” American Legion, http://www.legion.org/landingzone/19424/time-call-oil-reserves

The American Petroleum Institute (API) reports that opening new outer continental shelf areas "could lift domestic crude production by nearly 1 million barrels per day." And if onshore areas were developed, "output could rise by as much as 2 million barrels a day by 2030." In the U.S. swath of the Gulf of Mexico, British Petroleum estimates a new reserve could yield 6 billion barrels of oil and gas. Just off the coast of Louisiana, Chevron has found an oil field with perhaps 15 billion barrels of oil. Some will use the April 2010 oil spill in the Gulf as reason to block new offshore drilling or even phase out drilling altogether. To do so would be to abandon a vital economic resource for which there is simply no replacement (at least not yet). Moreover, what if we had reacted in the same manner in April 1947, when a port explosion in Texas triggered an oil-refinery fire that killed 500 people? Should we have stopped drilling back then? The Energy Information Administration reports that the U.S. has 30.4 billion barrels of oil, a figure that does not include the untapped oil reserves mentioned above.

Even if estimates are wrong, we still have to drill a well to find out

David R. Baker, staff writer, 7-22-2008, “The lowdown on offshore oil reserves,” SF Gate, http://articles.sfgate.com/2008-07-22/news/17173127_1_drilling-offshore-oil-oil-fields

U.S. offshore oil fields could hold enough crude to supply all of the country's needs for more than 11 years. Or they might not. No one knows for certain because, with new offshore oil drilling banned on the East and West coasts, no one has gone looking for oil there in years. Now congressional Republicans are pushing hard to make offshore drilling a key issue in the presidential campaign, hoping to channel the anger Americans feel over historically high oil and gasoline prices. More oil, they argue, will bring lower prices. The federal government estimates the nation's outer continental shelf might hold 85.9 billion barrels of crude, including 10.13 billion barrels off California. For comparison, the United States consumes about 7.56 billion barrels of oil per year. The nation's sea floor also could hold 419.9 trillion cubic feet of natural gas, equal to U.S. consumption for 14 1/2 years. But the federal estimates are just that - estimates. "You don't really know what's there until you go out and drill a well," said Ken Medlock, an energy research fellow at Rice University's James A. Baker III Institute for Public Policy. "And even then, you're not 100 percent sure of what you're going to get."

Offshore Drilling Solves Oil Dependence

Offshore oil drilling could help solve oil dependence – even Obama agrees

Alan W. Dowd, 5-14-2010, “Time to call up the (oil) reserves,” American Legion, http://www.legion.org/landingzone/19424/time-call-oil-reserves

President Barack Obama recently announced  the "expansion of offshore oil and gas exploration." According to the president, tapping domestic oil reserves and pursuing a diversified energy strategy will help ensure that America is "no longer tethered to the whims of what happens somewhere in the Middle East or with other major oil-producing nations." It's about time. A quarter-century ago, only 27 percent of America's oil came from other countries. Today, around 60 percent comes from outside the United States. This reality forces the American people not only to countenance thuggish or otherwise unpleasant regimes from afar, but to go to war for or against them, or at least to protect and prop them up

Even if offshore drilling isn’t a silver bullet, it can make a huge dent in oil imports

Alan W. Dowd, 5-14-2010, “Time to call up the (oil) reserves,” American Legion, http://www.legion.org/landingzone/19424/time-call-oil-reserves

The two-track goal should be maximum development of domestic oil reserves to enable America to reconfigure its supply base in the near term and to investment today in the energy alternatives of tomorrow's "post-petro economy." The list of non-U.S. sources of oil that Americans consume includes such unstable, undependable and/or unsavory regimes as Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Venezuela, Iraq, Angola, Kuwait, Algeria, Russia and Libya. By increasing domestic output and production, we can decrease dependence on these countries and rebalance America's supply base. AIP concludes that taking full advantage of domestic oil reserves could decrease foreign oil imports by 79.7 percent. It's a matter of will, and it's about time.

Offshore drilling doesn’t solve all dependence – but it has to be part of the mix

Kerri Shannon, 4-1-2010, “United States Lifts Oil drilling Ban,” Money Morning, http://moneymorning.com/2010/04/01/drilling-ban/

President Barack Obama announced will lift a 20-year ban on offshore oil  and natural gas drilling and exploration, hoping to create jobs, generate revenue and reduce the United States' dependence on foreign oil. Obama and Interior Secretary Ken Salazar released a detailed plan to allow drilling off the Atlantic coast, eastern Gulf of Mexico and north coast of Alaska, provided coastlines are protected. Environmental concerns about the possibility of oil spills initially caused the drilling ban. Drilling would still be prohibited from New Jersey northward, on the Pacific Coast and in Alaska's Bristol Bay. The plan aims to bolster the United States' ability to supply its own energy, but also acknowledges the need to move toward clean energy policies and protect natural resources. "This is not a decision that I've made lightly," the president said in prepared remarks in an energy security speech at Andrews Air Force Base in Maryland . "But the bottom line is this: given our energy needs, in order to sustain economic growth, produce jobs, and keep our businesses competitive, we're going to need to harness traditional sources of fuel even as we ramp up production of new sources of renewable, homegrown energy."

Oil Dependence Causes Terrorism

Oil dependence drives terrorism – provides profits

Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, 5-19-2008, “The high cost of oil dependence,” Foundation for Defense of Democracies, http://www.defenddemocracy.org/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=11781606&Itemid=102

Woolsey and Korin are correct that the U.S.’s oil dependence causes it to fund both sides of the terror war. This can be seen in the purchasing power that petroleum gives to oil-rich Middle Eastern states like Iran and Saudi Arabia. Iran’s oil sector accounts for 85% of its government revenues. One thing Iran has done with this money is provide weapons, training, funding, and safe haven to a variety of terrorist groups. Iranian support for anti-U.S. violence has been particularly problematic in Iraq: Ambassador Ryan C. Crocker made this clear in April 8 Senate testimony, where he stated that “Iran continues to undermine the efforts of the Iraqi government to establish a stable, secure state through the authority and training of criminal militia elements engaged in violence against Iraqi security forces, coalition forces and Iraqi civilians.” One weapon that Iran has been responsible for providing to insurgents in Iraq is the explosively formed projectile (EFP), which has been described as uniquely dangerous because “when it detonates, the concave end blows outward and melts into a bullet-shaped fragment that slices through armor and flesh.” Iran provides as much as $200 million a year to Hizballah—as well as tens of millions of dollars and militant training to anti-Israel Palestinian terrorist groups.

US oil imports are the biggest internal link to funding terrorism 

Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, 2004, “Fueling Terror,” IAGS, http://www.iags.org/fuelingterror.html

It is no coincidence that so much of the cash filling terrorists' coffers come from the oil monarchies in the Persian Gulf. It is also no coincidence that those countries holding the world's largest oil reserves and those generating most of their income from oil exports, are also those with the strongest support for radical Islam. In fact, oil and terrorism are entangled. If not for the West's oil money, most Gulf states would not have had the wealth that allowed them to invest so much in arms procurement and sponsor terrorists organizations. Consider Saudi Arabia. Oil revenues make up around 90-95% of total Saudi export earnings, 70%-80% of state revenues, and around 40% of the country's gross domestic product (GDP). In 2002 alone, Saudi Arabia earned nearly $55 billion in crude oil export revenues. Most wealthy Saudis who sponsor charities and educational foundations that preach religious intolerance and hate toward the Western values have made their money from the petroleum industry or its subsidiaries. 

Oil dependence fuels terrorism

Erick Stakelbeck, CBN Terror Analyst, 7-5-2008, “How America Is Funding Terrorism,” CBN News, http://www.cbn.com/CBNnews/356986.aspx

 Much of that imported oil comes from OPEC, a group made up of 13 of the world's most petroleum-rich nations: Saudi Arabia, Libya, Kuwait, Iraq, Iran, the United Arab Emirates, Algeria, Angola, Indonesia, Nigeria, Qatar Venezuela and Ecuador. While these nations may have an abundance of oil, most of them lack democracy and human rights. Worse yet, some of them are state sponsors of terrorism -- and sworn enemies of the United States. "With only one or two exceptions, OPEC is effectively dictatorships and autocratic kingdoms," former C.I.A. director James Woolsey tells CBN News. Woolsey is a member of the Set America Free Coalition. The group highlights the national security and economic implications of America's dependence on foreign oil. "Ninety seven percent of our transportation is fueled by oil products of one sort or another," says Woolsey. "And two thirds of the world's proven reserves of conventional oil are in the Middle East, and about that share is also in the hands of OPEC." Gas and oil prices are currently at an all-time high - OPEC sets the market price. Woolsey says Saudi Arabia is using a chunk of its oil wealth to spread its brand of radical Wahhabi Islam worldwide. 

Oil Dependence Hurts The Economy
Oil dependence wrecks the US economic recovery

Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, 5-19-2008, “The high cost of oil dependence,” Foundation for Defense of Democracies, http://www.defenddemocracy.org/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=11781606&Itemid=102

Gal Luft, the executive director of the Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, noted in a March 20 op-ed for the Miami Herald that “the path to economic recovery will be compromised as long as America is dependent on imported oil to the degree that it is while oil continues to hover over $100 a barrel.” He explained: At current oil prices, this country sends overseas $460 billion per year to finance the daily buying of 12 million barrels of imported oil. This amount of money is about the size of our defense budget and three times the size of the “economic stimulus” package recently passed by Congress. But the real economic impact of oil dependence is hidden to most Americans. Energy economist Milton Copulos … calculated last year that the grand total of all external costs associated with foreign oil dependence—including the cost of oil-related defense expenditures, amortized cost of supply disruptions, and lost economic activity and tax revenues—stands at $825 billion per year.

Oil dependence destroys the global economy

Hybrid Cars.Com, 3-2-2006, “Economic Risks of Oil Dependence,” http://www.hybridcars.com/economic-risks.html

Our economy is inextricably tied to the world oil market. Each of the three world oil price shocks in the last three decades—in 1973, 1979, and 1991—was followed by a recession in the United States. As long as we consume large quantities of oil, the American economy is held hostage to the ups and downs of the world oil market. To make matters worse, we will soon face fierce competition from China and India for a limited supply of petroleum. The Department of Energy predicts that oil consumption by developing Asian nations will double in the next twenty-five years, jumping from 15 to 32 million barrels per day. Leaving aside various predictions that world oil fields have passed their “peak” production and are rapidly in decline, it’s clear that dramatic increases in global oil demand and diminishing/uncertain supplies will lead to periodic shortages and price spikes at best, and worldwide economic instability, at worst. 

Oil dependence makes us economically vulnerable

Mark Bettinger, et al, dir. Sierra Club’s Climate Campaign, American Security Project, 5-27-2010, “Ending our Dependence on Oil,” http://www.americansecurityproject.org/content/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Ending-our-Dependence-on-Oil.pdf

Economic disruptions have a variety of sources. In 1973 and 1979, energy prices spiked as a result of events in the Middle East and Persian Gulf. American economic growth during this time suffered by trillions of dollars.29 Increasing demand worldwide will also result in price increases – and other, more serious issues. Our economic vulnerabilities as they concern the Persian Gulf have been especially exploited during the last couple of decades. War in 1991 in the Persian Gulf was waged to prevent Saddam Hussein from controlling Kuwait’s oil reserves, which would have brought what today constitutes approximately 30 percent of the world’s proven oil reserves under his control.30 Nearly two decades and another war in the region later, we are still fighting to bring stability to Iraq and spending billions to do so. Today, over 21 percent of our imports arrive from this region.31 Sky-rocketing oil prices in 2007 and 2008 provide another example of our vulnerability to shocks in the oil market. Increasing global demand, particularly in developing nations, will affect global oil prices and the American consumer significantly. Current projections suggest that prices will likely continue to rise, easily surpassing the 2008 highs in coming years, though these projections vary based on assumptions about the value of the dollar, annual interest, inflation and unemployment rates.32

Oil Dependence Hurts US Hegemony

Oil dependence undermines US hegemony – makes us beholden to anti-US states

Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, 5-19-2008, “The high cost of oil dependence,” Foundation for Defense of Democracies, http://www.defenddemocracy.org/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=11781606&Itemid=102

In addition to the drag on our economy, this massive wealth transfer could have grave geopolitical implications. Plainly, many OPEC countries do not have our best interests in mind. To understand this, one need look no further than Iranian president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad or Venezuela’s Hugo Chávez, who famously boasted in his opening address at an OPEC conference in 2006 that “the American empire will be destroyed . . . inshallah.” Yet these are the countries that grow fat off of our oil dependence. Luft warns: The recent buyout by foreign governments of chunks of America’s prime symbols of economic prowess—like Citigroup, Merrill Lynch, Morgan Stanley, Blackstone Group and Bear Stearns—is only the preview to what is yet to come should the petrodollar fueled transfer of wealth continue. If oil prices climb to $200, as President Hugo Chávez of Venezuela recently warned, this wealth would double again. While the value of the dollar and the U.S. economy is shrinking, OPEC’s monumental wealth enables its countries unprecedented buying power. As an illustration, at current oil prices it would take OPEC just six days to buy GM and three years to buy a 20 percent voting block in every S&P 500 company. It is hard to see how such buying power amassed by oil producers would not upset the West’s economic and political sovereignty.

Oil dependence undermines US security

Mark Bettinger, et al, dir. Sierra Club’s Climate Campaign, American Security Project, 5-27-2010, “Ending our Dependence on Oil,” http://www.americansecurityproject.org/content/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Ending-our-Dependence-on-Oil.pdf

Our national security is affected by oil consumption on a number of fronts. First, many countries which supply the United States with petroleum are politically unstable, leaving the American people particularly vulnerable to shocks in oil supply resulting from domestic or regional conflicts. Second, and related, is the strategic challenge presented by our dependence. Our reliance on countries whose actions do not best align with our interests impedes our leverage in the international arena. And third, there are risks to oil infrastructure, including the shipment of petroleum via waterways and the pipelines and facilities which funnel it around the globe.

Oil dependence undermines US efforts to promote global democracy

Mark Bettinger, et al, dir. Sierra Club’s Climate Campaign, American Security Project, 5-27-2010, “Ending our Dependence on Oil,” http://www.americansecurityproject.org/content/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Ending-our-Dependence-on-Oil.pdf

Instability is not the only risk. Our dollars also undermine our efforts to support democratization and promote human rights around the world. Instead, in many instances, our oil imports fund governments actively hostile to our interests. Oftentimes, our oil purchases finance authoritarian regimes, strengthening and cushioning their power grab despite a lack of popular consent in their home country. Oil money furthers regional conflict and arms races.10

Offshore Drilling Is Better For The Environment

Shipping oil is net worse for the environment than drilling – higher risk of spills

Eric Smith, Political Science Prof @ UC Santa Barbara, 4-2-2010, “Offshore oil drilling might make environmental sense,” Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/04/01/AR2010040102800.html

From 1971 to 2000, offshore facilities and pipelines were responsible for only 2 percent of the oil in U.S. waters. The bulk of it (63 percent) came from natural seepage, and 22 percent came from municipal and industrial runoff. Worldwide, natural seepage is the largest source (47 percent) of oil in water, followed by spills from ocean transportation (33 percent). In short, the risk of oil spills from platforms is small. In contrast, there are relatively high environmental costs associated with importing oil as opposed to producing it in the United States. There are three problems with importing oil: First, spills from tankers and barges are the largest human-caused source of oil in the oceans. Oil is more likely to be spilled from a tanker than from a platform, and tankers have the potential to cause catastrophic spills. The groundings of the Exxon Valdez (off Alaska), the Castillo de Bellver (South Africa), the Amoco Cadiz (France), the Irenes Serenade (Greece) and the Torrey Canyon (Britain), to name a few, all had severe effects on local ecosystems. 

Offshore drilling is better for the environment – countries we import oil from have lax standards

Eric Smith, Political Science Prof @ UC Santa Barbara, 4-2-2010, “Offshore oil drilling might make environmental sense,” Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/04/01/AR2010040102800.html

Second, the countries from which we import oil have lower environmental standards than the United States has. In particular, many foreign oil producers choose to vent methane -- a powerful greenhouse gas -- directly into the atmosphere rather than spend extra money to capture or flare it. Mexico, for example, produces less than half the oil that the United States produces but emits six times as much methane.

Shipping oil causes worse emissions – local oil is better for the environment

Eric Smith, Political Science Prof @ UC Santa Barbara, 4-2-2010, “Offshore oil drilling might make environmental sense,” Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/04/01/AR2010040102800.html

Third, shipping oil to the United States requires burning a huge amount of diesel oil, the exhaust from which is greenhouse gas pumped into the atmosphere. Just as environmentalists argue that eating locally grown food is better for the planet because it saves transportation costs and energy, locally produced oil has less of a negative impact. Depending on the country of origin and the tanker size, 1 percent to 3 percent of the oil in every tanker is consumed merely for delivery. 

Offshore Oil Drilling Is Safe

On balance, offshore drilling is safe – drilling only gets worse when we import from other countries

David Olive, 5-23-2010, “Offshore drilling is safe if done right,” The Star, http://www.thestar.com/business/article/812658--olive-offshore-drilling-is-safe-if-done-right

Once again, crisis spurs us to conceive and embrace an energy policy worthy of the name. We need to continue offshore drilling in the Gulf of Mexico, which accounts for 25 per cent of U.S. oil production and 14 per cent of natural gas output. It seems farcical now, the assertion made by BP’s vice-president of exploration for the Gulf in U.S. Senate testimony last November that offshore drilling “has been going on for the last 50 years, and it has been going on in a way that is both safe and protective of the environment.” But that’s true, at least in North America. Our outsourcing of offshoring to the likes of Nigeria, Angola and Kazakhstan, where environmental standards are effectively non-existent, has resulted in a Valdez-sized spill in those regions every year. But offshore drilling has proved itself safe when conducted responsibly, no matter that the technology is incredibly daunting.

Oil rigs are safe under stress from hurricanes

Deroy Murdock, 7-29-2008, “Offshore drilling is safe, clean, overdue,” Union Leader, http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?articleId=728efd7c-19ac-491f-b1f2-659f339be996&headline=Deroy+Murdoch%3A+Offshore+drilling+is+safe%2C+clean%2C+overdue

Hurricanes are manageable, since oil lines are capped not at the surface, but at or beneath the ocean floor. Even if oil platforms snapped loose and blew away, industrial seals restrain potentially destructive petroleum hundreds or even thousands of feet below the waves. Thus, 3,050 offshore structures endured hurricanes Katrina and Rita in August and September 2005 with no environmentally damaging petroleum spills. While 168 platforms and 55 rigs were destroyed or seriously damaged, the oil they pumped remained safely entombed, thanks to heavy underwater machinery.

Natural spills are way worse – oil drilling is normally way safe

Deroy Murdock, 7-29-2008, “Offshore drilling is safe, clean, overdue,” Union Leader, http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?articleId=728efd7c-19ac-491f-b1f2-659f339be996&headline=Deroy+Murdoch%3A+Offshore+drilling+is+safe%2C+clean%2C+overdue

Feinstein is correct. U.S. offshore oil drilling is not perfectly tidy. It's only 99.999 percent clean. Indeed, since 1980 -- as MMS figures indicate -- 101,997 barrels spilled from among the 11.855 billion barrels of American oil extracted offshore. This is a 0.001 percent pollution rate. While offshore drilling is not 100 percent spotless, this record should satisfy all but the terminally fastidious. Ironically, in terms of oil contamination, Mother Nature is 95 times dirtier than man. Some 620,500 barrels of oil ooze organically from North America's ocean floors each year. Compare this to the average 6,555 barrels that oil companies have spilled annually since 1998, according to MMS.

Deepwater Horizon Spill Doesn’t Disprove Safety

Deepwater Horizon is the exception, not the rule

Larry West, 7-13-2010, “Government imposes new deepwater offshore drilling moratorium,” About.Com, http://environment.about.com/b/2010/07/13/government-imposes-new-deepwater-offshore-drilling-moratorium.htm

U.S. Sen. Mary Landrieu, a Democrat from Louisiana, said the moratorium could lead to the loss of 120,000 jobs in her state and a "second economic disaster that has the potential to become greater than the first." A leading champion for the oil industry, Landrieu said offshore drilling is safe and argued that 42,000 other wells have been drilled in U.S. waters in the Gulf of Mexico without serious incident. "Obviously more effective regulations and greater transparency are a must, but this Deepwater Horizon incident is an exception and it should be treated as such," Landrieu told the presidential commission that is investigating the BP oil spill. "I urge this commission to take immediate and swift action to immediately lift the moratorium."

Deepwater Horizon will just spur more safety in the future

Robert L. Bradley, Jr. 8-11-2010, “Here Comes Ingenuity,” Canada Free Press, http://www.canadafreepress.com/index.php/article/26454

The third element is the very fact of problems and setbacks, which create challenges that human ingenuity would not need to confront and solve as much as in an incremental improvement process. The recent Gulf oil spill was certainly not anticipated by anyone in government or in private industry. Yet it happened. And BOOM, the whole offshore industry had to lock heads to try to find the best way to contain the spill and to eventually stop the same. After 87 days, the runaway well was capped. After about 110 days, the cement held, and the well was entombed. And now will come a new generation of offshore technology to ensure that such an accident does not happen again (see below). Whatever the combination of new regulation, insurance requirements, or just best practices for cost minimization, there must be sound, failsafe, redundant technology for safe, spillage-free deepwater exploration. The reprinted article before is one early recognition of this fact.
Offshore oil rig spills are incredibly rare – Deepwater Horizon is just a fluke

Geoffrey Styles, 4-27-2010, “Assessing the Impact of Deepwater Horizon,” The Energy Collective, http://theenergycollective.com/TheEnergyCollective/64176

My grad school statistics professor always reminded us that whatever the odds of something happening might have been beforehand, after the fact they reduced to zero or one. If you were involved in a car accident today, it doesn't matter much to you that the chances were very low, or that a couple of hundred million other people weren't. But while reminders of the very low probability of accidents such as the destruction of the Deepwater Horizon (DH) drilling platform and the ensuing oil leak might seem a little lame at this point, it remains crucially important to any decisions on future drilling policies whether such events are rare or common. And the fact that a similar, though less catastrophic accident occurred in the Timor Sea off Australia last summer doesn't make offshore drilling blowouts frequent occurrences. In fact, they are rare as hens' teeth. According to the latest rig count data from Baker Hughes, there are currently 53 drilling rigs operating in US waters. Together with the more than 3,500 operating oil & gas platforms in the portions of the Gulf of Mexico tracked by the Minerals Management Service of the Department of Interior, that represents many thousands of offshore wells drilled, over many years, without an incident like the one we've just seen. 

Con

No Offshore Oil Drilling Moratorium

Oil drilling moratorium has been struck down by the courts

John M. Broder, 7-12-2010, “U.S. Issues revised Offshore Drilling Ban,” NYT, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/13/us/13commission.html

The original moratorium, struck down late last month by a federal judge in New Orleans, halted work on 33 wells being drilled in water greater than 500 feet deep in the gulf. Other new regulations have slowed or stopped work on dozens of other wells in shallower water. 

Even the revised moratorium regulations will only last for a few months

John M. Broder, 7-12-2010, “U.S. Issues revised Offshore Drilling Ban,” NYT, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/13/us/13commission.html

Mr. Salazar directed federal regulators to come up with interim rules by the end of August that would clarify the steps needed to resume operations. But he made clear that most rigs would remain barred from drilling in deep water through November. His department characterized the moratorium issued on Monday as a refinement of the previous one that was rejected by the courts, not a retreat from it. “Like the deepwater drilling moratorium lifted by the District Court on June 22, the deepwater drilling suspensions ordered today apply to most deepwater drilling activities and could last through Nov. 30,” the Interior Department said in briefing materials on the new ban. 

Despite spills, Obama supports broad expansion of offshore drilling now – plans in lots of places

John M. Broder, 3-31-2010, “Obama to Open Offshore Areas,” NYT, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/03/31/science/earth/31energy.html

The Obama administration is proposing to open vast expanses of water along the Atlantic coastline, the eastern Gulf of Mexico and the north coast of Alaska to oil and natural gas drilling, much of it for the first time, officials said Tuesday.  The proposal — a compromise that will please oil companies and domestic drilling advocates but anger some residents of affected states and many environmental organizations — would end a longstanding moratorium on oil exploration along the East Coast from the northern tip of Delaware to the central coast of Florida, covering 167 million acres of ocean. Under the plan, the coastline from New Jersey northward would remain closed to all oil and gas activity. So would the Pacific Coast, from Mexico to the Canadian border. The environmentally sensitive Bristol Bay in southwestern Alaska would be protected and no drilling would be allowed under the plan, officials said. But large tracts in the Chukchi Sea and Beaufort Sea in the Arctic Ocean north of Alaska — nearly 130 million acres — would be eligible for exploration and drilling after extensive studies. 

Offshore Drilling Can’t Solve Oil Dependence

Offshore drilling would be a drop in the bucket for US oil consumption

New Mexico Independent, 9-26-2008, “Offshore Drilling,” http://newmexicoindependent.com/2462/drilling-a-drop-in-the-bucket

Drill, drill, drill – and what do you get? Architecture 2030, the Santa Fe nonprofit headed by solar architect Edward Mazria, has released a chart that literally makes oil production from future offshore drilling look like a drop in a bucket. On this chart, based on statistics from the U.S. Energy Information Administration, that little pool of yellow that looks like a bit of oil floating on top of an ocean is what the outer continental shelf would produce at peak production. The yellow totals 200,000 barrels of oil a day, which Architecture 2030 says – again quoting USEIA stats – “would supply a meager 1.2 percent of total U.S. annual oil consumption (just 0.6 percent of total U.S. energy consumption).” The nonprofit says the U.S. “will consume a year’s supply of oil from expanded offshore drilling in the outer continental shelf in just four days.” “The comprehensive energy plans proposed by politicians that are centered on oil drilling and nuclear power would supply just 1.8 percent of total U.S. energy needs – a drop in the bucket,” Mazria says.

Offshore drilling would be too small to matter – less than 1% of global production

Carnegie Endowment, 11-3-2009, “Offshore oil drilling will not solve,” http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=24084

Proponents of offshore oil drilling ignore reality—offshore oil reserves are too small to significantly impact world oil prices or U.S. reliance on foreign oil, explains a new paper from the Carnegie Energy and Climate Program. Offshore oil, which necessitates costly and environmentally dangerous drilling, would produce about 514 million barrels annually by 2030—less than 1 percent of global oil production.

Offshore drilling can’t affect any of US oil imports

Ezra Klein, 5-4-2010, “In defense of a moratorium,” Washington Post, http://voices.washingtonpost.com/ezra-klein/2010/05/in_defense_of_a_moratorium_on.html

An expansion of offshore drilling will not significantly reduce the amount of oil the United States imports, from Nigeria or Saudi Arabia or from anywhere else. The EIA estimates that domestic production will increase by only a trivial figure as a result of new drilling offshore -- a 1.6 percent increase between 2012 and 2030, topping out at .2 million barrels per day by 2030. By comparison, the United States currently consumes almost 20 million barrels per day, of which over 13 million barrels per day is imported. The difference in the amount the United States imports as a result of expanded offshore drilling essentially amounts to a rounding error. 

Offshore Drilling Takes Too Long

Offshore drilling takes too long to matter – would be at least a decade to market

David R. Baker, staff writer, 7-22-2008, “The lowdown on offshore oil reserves,” SF Gate, http://articles.sfgate.com/2008-07-22/news/17173127_1_drilling-offshore-oil-oil-fields

In addition, offshore oil exploration is slow and costly. If the federal government opened California's coast to drilling tomorrow, the first exploratory wells probably wouldn't be drilled for at least six years, Medlock said. Bringing newly discovered oil fields into full production would take longer. That means any new oil wouldn't arrive on the market until midway through the next decade, at the earliest. The process is slow enough that the Energy Information Administration, the statistics branch of the U.S. Department of Energy, estimated last year that opening the coasts to offshore drilling would have no significant impact on oil prices before 2030. "It's a crock to say that's any kind of near-term solution for the pain drivers are feeling at the pump," said Bill Corcoran, senior regional representative for the Sierra Club.

Even aggressive expansion plans take years to develop and explore

John M. Broder, 3-31-2010, “Obama to Open Offshore Areas,” NYT, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/03/31/science/earth/31energy.html

Actual drilling in much of the newly opened areas, if it takes place, would not begin for years. Mr. Obama said several times during his presidential campaign that he supported expanded offshore drilling. He noted in his State of the Union address in January that weaning the country from imported oil would require “tough decisions about opening new offshore areas for oil and gas development.” Perhaps in anticipation of controversy, the new policy has been closely held within the administration. White House and Interior Department officials began briefing members of Congress and local officials in affected states late Tuesday. It is not known how much potential fuel lies in the areas opened to exploration, although according to Interior Department estimates there could be as much as a three-year supply of recoverable oil and more than two years’ worth of natural gas, at current rates of consumption. But those estimates are based on seismic data that is, in some cases, more than 30 years old. The first lease sale off the coast of Virginia could occur as early as next year in a triangular tract 50 miles off the coast that had already been approved for development but was held up by a court challenge and additional Interior Department review, officials said. But as a result of the Obama decision, the Interior Department will spend several years conducting geologic and environmental studies along the rest of the southern and central Atlantic Seaboard. If a tract is deemed suitable for development, it is listed for sale in a competitive bidding system. The next lease sales — if any are authorized by the Interior Department — would not be held before 2012. 

Offshore drilling takes forever to make it to market

Lisa Mandsness, 6-20-2008, “New offshore drilling not a quick fix,” Boston Globe, http://www.boston.com/news/nation/articles/2008/06/20/new_offshore_drilling_not_a_quick_fix_analysts_say/

President Bush and Republican presidential candidate John McCain have called this week for lifting a federal moratorium on offshore oil exploration, arguing that taking action to increase domestic oil supplies will help drive down prices. But analysts say that renewed offshore drilling would have little impact on gas prices anytime soon. It would take at least a decade for oil companies to obtain permits, procure equipment, and do the exploration necessary to get the oil out of the ground, most industry analysts say. And even then, they add, the amount of new oil produced would probably be too small to significantly affect world oil prices.

Other Mechanisms Solve Better Than Offshore Drilling

Reforms to the building sector would solve oil dependence better

New Mexico Independent, 9-26-2008, “Offshore Drilling,” http://newmexicoindependent.com/2462/drilling-a-drop-in-the-bucket

Meanwhile, Mazria continues to spread his message that energy-efficient buildings are the key to phasing out convention coal power plants and reducing oil imports by 86 percent by the year 2030 – the tenets of his 2030 Challenge and 2030 Blueprint. Mazria spoke last month at the first National Clean Energy Summit hosted by U.S. Sen. Harry Reid, D-Nev., the Center for American Progress Action Fund, and the University of Nevada-Las Vegas. On Oct. 8, he travels to the University of Hawaii, Manoa campus, where he will once against posit that it’s possible to achieve energy independence, solve climate change and revitalize the U.S. economy with a single solution: changes in the building sector, the nation’s largest energy consumer. “We tend to rush toward the complex when trying to solve a daunting problem, but in this case, simplicity wins. Better buildings, responsible energy use and renewable energy choices are all we need to tackle both energy independence and climate change,” Mazria says.
Reducing consumption is a better strategy for reducing dependence

Daniel J. Weiss, Center for American Progress, 5-3-2010, “The High Costs of Offshore Drilling,” http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2010/05/oil_costs.html

The BP oil disaster will put additional upward pressure on oil prices that were already climbing as global demand for oil increases dramatically over the next two decades. The United States cannot produce its way out of the supply-demand gap. The most cost-effective, speedy way to reduce our oil dependence is not offshore drilling—it is reducing U.S. oil demand. The Center for American Progress recently outlined three primary methods to reduce oil use in “Quenching Our Thirst for Oil”: * Making vehicles significantly more fuel efficient while commercializing electric vehicles * Developing cleaner, alternative non-oil-based fuels such as advanced biofuels and natural gas * Investing in public transportation to provide practical, accessible, economical alternatives to driving

Should reduce overall oil use, not expand offshore drilling

Daniel J. Weiss, Center for American Progress, 5-3-2010, “The High Costs of Offshore Drilling,” http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2010/05/oil_costs.html

The Obama administration has already taken steps in each of these areas, but as the BP Deepwater Horizon disaster shows, we need to move quickly to move away from dirty oil. Sens. John Kerry (D-MA), Lindsey Graham (R-SC), and Joe Lieberman (I-CT) are drafting comprehensive clean energy and global warming legislation that must include provisions that dramatically cut oil use and provide additional protection from future offshore oil disasters. The United States needs comprehensive clean energy and climate policies to decrease our dependence on this expensive and unstable commodity. The costs to human life, the economy, and our environment are just too high.

The Economy Is Resilient To Oil Shocks

Even if the US economy is hurt by oil shocks, global growth will remain constant

Peak Oil Debunked, 7-30-2009, “Oil Shocks do Not Cause Global Recession,” http://peakoildebunked.blogspot.com/2009/07/413-oil-shocks-do-not-cause-global.html

As noted in the previous article, peak oil doomers constantly say that oil shocks (or high oil prices) inevitably cause economic recession. They produce graphs showing the coincidence of recessions with oil price spikes, and suggest that the historical record is unequivocal. For some countries, like the US, their point is very true. However, consider the flipside: when the US is getting bled to death and recessing due to high oil prices, countries like Saudi Arabia and Russia are swimming in cash and growing like never before. The money that is sucked out of the US economy is diverted to and spent by oil exporting economies, and the result is a net wash in terms of global GDP. The global GDP doesn't care who spends the money, or where it is spent, or what it is spent on. In fact, there is no simple logical reason why an oil shock should cause global growth to halt or reverse -- a fact which has been noted by economists.

Empirics prove – global growth doesn’t slow down, even in oil shocks

Peak Oil Debunked, 7-30-2009, “Oil Shocks do Not Cause Global Recession,” http://peakoildebunked.blogspot.com/2009/07/413-oil-shocks-do-not-cause-global.html

The actual statistics on world growth bear my point out. Here is a graph of world oil production from 1978 to 1994 (a period I like to call "The Big Glitch"; figures from the BP. Stat. Rev. 2007). Note that there was no net growth in oil production in the 14 years from 1979 to 1993. This was a period which began with a huge oil shock, and some of the highest real oil prices in history (click to enlarge): And yet world real GDP grew the entire time (figures from the World Bank's World Development Indicators Database): This is further supported by the following Table of global real GDP 1950-2001 (P. 233, The World Economy, Angus Maddison; click to enlarge). Note that an oil shock has never caused global growth to even halt, let alone reverse: If declining oil production and high oil prices cause recession, why didn't the world economy recess during the Big Glitch? The world economy grew steadily without any net growth in oil production for 14 years.

US economy is resilient – ambitious, adaptive work force

Robert Samuelson, analyst, 1-4-2010, “The Great Recession’s Aftermath,” Newsweek, http://www.newsweek.com/id/229210

"Younger people . . . tend to be more innovative, more willing to take risks, more willing to do things differently," Stanford University economist Paul Romer says in an interview for the book "From Poverty to Prosperity" by Arnold Kling and Nick Schulz. As noted, today's turmoil could make even the young more risk-averse. Or older and middle-aged people could increasingly dominate corporate hierarchies and university research grants, as Romer worries. An aging society could become a stand-pat society, protective of the status quo and resistant to change.  Against this glum prospect, the standard rebuttal evokes history. The U.S. economy is amazingly resilient, the argument goes. It has been a consistent job creator: 21 million in the 1970s, 18 million in the 1980s, 17 million in the 1990s, 12 million in the past decade through 2007. (Lower gains reflect slower labor-force growth, not less dynamism.)  A "can-do" culture—combining intense ambition with a flexibility to adapt and an instinct for innovation—ensures that the economy will ultimately rebound strongly. The harsh recession may have actually improved the long-term outlook by purging high-cost firms and forcing efficiencies. Productivity (output per hour worked) has risen 4 percent in the past year. Profits are already up 21 percent from their low; surviving firms will soon expand.  

Offshore Drilling Is Dangerous

Offshore drilling is extremely dangerous – multiple reasons

Remy Melina, 5-28-2010, “Why Is Offshore Drilling So Dangerous,” Life’s Little Mysteries, http://www.lifeslittlemysteries.com/why-is-offshore-drilling-so-dangerous--0821/
But with deeper drilling depths comes increased danger – including higher risks of accidents, spills and fires, according to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). "Big Oil has perpetuated a dangerous myth that coastline drilling is a completely safe endeavor, but accidents like this are a sober reminder just how far that is from the truth," said Democratic Senator Robert Menendez in a press statement. "The fact is that 509 oil rig fires have broken out in the Gulf of Mexico since 2006." Why is it so dangerous? One reason for this increased danger is the complex equipment needed to drill at such depths. As offshore drilling continues to be pushed to new depths, with oil companies continuously drilling in deeper waters and penetrating further underground, the technology needed to achieve these feats is extremely complex and not entirely invincible.

Harsh environment makes oil drilling extremely dangerous

Remy Melina, 5-28-2010, “Why Is Offshore Drilling So Dangerous,” Life’s Little Mysteries, http://www.lifeslittlemysteries.com/why-is-offshore-drilling-so-dangerous--0821/
Another reason for the danger is the harsh offshore environments that pose engineering challenges to offshore drilling equipment. Severe weather, ice and storms pose risks to the functionality of the rigs, and their distance from land make it harder for additional rescue personnel to promptly reach the areas in emergency situations. The inexperience of oil companies at operating at these depths is a third issue. BP Chief Operating Officer Doug Suttles acknowledged that many of his company's efforts to stop the oil leak failed because they had never had to plug a well at such depths and were therefore unprepared for the conditions that foiled their attempts – including ice formation inside of the original containment dome due to freezing deep water temperatures.

Arguments that drilling is safe are a myth by big oil

Patrik Jonsson, 4-23-2010, “Oil rig explosion unmasks,” Christian Science Monitor, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/2010/0423/Oil-rig-explosion-unmasks-dangerous-myth-of-safety-lawmakers-say

Indeed, the sinking of the Deepwater Horizon and the ensuing spill remains troubling for a nation getting ready to expand deepwater oil exploration in the Gulf of Mexico and off the Eastern seaboard. Global oil exploration by companies like Transocean and BP, which operated the exploded rig, is focused on advanced rigs like the Deepwater Horizon, which are called upon to tap reserves of gas and oil situated ever deeper and farther out to sea. “Big Oil has perpetuated a dangerous myth that coastline drilling is a completely safe endeavor, but accidents like this are a sober reminder just how far that is from the truth,” said Democratic Sens. Robert Menendez and Frank Lautenberg in a statement.

Offshore Drilling Causes Oil Spills

Offshore drilling makes oil spills inevitable

Greenpeace, 8-4-2008, “Offshore Drilling,” http://www.greenpeace.org/usa/en/news-and-blogs/news/offshore-drilling-it-s-not-t/

Plus, offshore drilling creates an increased risk of oil spills close to our beaches and coastlines. One of the biggest myths told by political candidates (the oil industry and their allies in Congress) is that hurricanes Katrina and Rita caused no significant oil spills in the Gulf of Mexico. Nothing could be further from the truth. Katrina and Rita trashed drilling platforms, ruptured pipelines and yanked 2-million-gallon storage tanks off their foundations. More than 9 million gallons of oil spilled as a result of those two storms. Compare that amount with the 11 million gallons of oil spilled by the infamous Exxon Valdez when it ran aground in Prince William Sound Alaska in 1989. The Minerals Management Service (MMS), the federal agency that regulates offshore drilling, reported that hurricanes Katrina and Rita destroyed 113 oil platforms and damaged 457 pipelines. Supercharged storms like Katrina and Rita will continue to pummel coastal areas and oil infrastructure as global warming continues, meaning more oil spills are inevitable.

Continued spills are inevitable if we keep drilling

Oceana, 2010, “Options for Dealing with a Spill,” http:// na.oceana.org/en/our-work/climate-energy/offshore-drilling/learn-act/options-for-dealing-with-a-spill

Once a spill occurs, we are left with no choice but to find the lesser of evils. The bottom line is that with continued oil production, spills are inevitable and we simply do not have effective and safe methods for cleaning them up. Burning the Slick In a controlled burn, the surface oil is corralled in a u-shaped fireproof boom and the oil is burned off in a monitored fire. Unfortunately, burning the oil is a no-win situation; it creates large, toxic plumes of smoke that can result in respiratory problems and eye, nose, throat and skin irritations in both wildlife and humans. Birds may become disoriented in the smoke, and if proper searches are not conducted prior to burns, sea turtles could become trapped in the burn zones and killed as they surface for air. Although there are many negative impacts associated with burning off the oil, it may be the lesser of two evils as it removes large amounts of oil that can result in immediate and long-term effects on wildlife. These effects could include skin irritations, organ damage, reproductive failures, developmental abnormalities and death. Even after the burn there will still be oil remaining in the marine environment as there is no truly effective way of cleaning up a spill.

Even former advocates agree – offshore drilling can’t be done safely

Marc Caputo, et al, 4-28-2010, “Crist says oil spill proves drilling isn’t safe,” Tampa Bay Tribune, http://www.tampabay.com/news/environment/water/article1090626.ece

 The oil spill spreading across the Gulf of Mexico is sending ripples through Florida and national politics, giving Gov. Charlie Crist a reason to withdraw his support for offshore drilling. After a 90-minute plane flight Tuesday above the spill, which was spreading in an 80-mile by 42-mile blob, Crist said, "Clearly it could be devastating to Florida if something like that were to occur. It's the last thing in the world I would want to see happen in our beautiful state.'' He said there is no question now that lawmakers should give up on the idea of drilling off Florida's coast this year and in coming years. He has said previously he would support drilling if it was far enough from shore, safe enough and clean enough. He said the spill is proof that's not possible. "Clearly that one isn't far enough and that's about 50 to 60 miles out, it's clearly not clean enough after we saw what we saw today — that's horrific — and it certainly isn't safe enough. It's the opposite of safe," Crist said. 

Oil Spills Hurt The environment

Oil spills are terrible for the environment

Larry West, professional writer, Dep. Chief of Staff for a US Rep, 2010, “How Do Oil Spills Damage the Environment?” http://environment.about.com/od/petroleum/a/oil_spills_and_environment.htm

Oil spills often result in both immediate and long-term environmental damage. Some of the environmental damage caused by an oil spill can last for decades after the spill occurs. Here are some of the most notable environmental damages typically caused by oil spills: Oil Spills Damage Beaches, Marshlands and Fragile Marine Ecosystems Oil spilled by damaged tankers, pipelines or offshore oil rigs coats everything it touches and becomes an unwelcome but long-term part of every ecosystem it enters. When an oil slick from a large oil spill reaches the beach, the oil coats and clings to every rock and grain of sand. If the oil washes into coastal marshes, mangrove forests or other wetlands, fibrous plants and grasses absorb the oil, which can damage the plants and make the whole area unsuitable as wildlife habitat. When some of the oil eventually stops floating on the surface of the water and begins to sink into the marine environment, it can have the same kind of damaging effects on fragile underwater ecosystems, killing or contaminating many fish and smaller organisms that are essential links in the global food chain. 

Oil spills wreck the environment

Larry West, professional writer, Dep. Chief of Staff for a US Rep, 2010, “How Do Oil Spills Damage the Environment?” http://environment.about.com/od/petroleum/a/oil_spills_and_environment.htm

The long-term damage to various species, and to the habitat and nesting or breeding grounds those species depend upon for their survival, is one of the most far-reaching environmental effects caused by oil spills. Even many species that spend most of their lives at sea—such as various species of sea turtles—must come ashore to nest. Sea turtles can be harmed by oil they encounter in the water or on the beach where they lay their eggs, the eggs can be damaged by the oil and fail to develop properly, and newly hatched young turtles may be oiled as they scurry toward the ocean across an oily beach. Ultimately, the severity of environmental damages caused by a particular oil spill depends on many factors, including the amount of the oil spilled, the type and weight of the oil, the location of the spill, the species of wildlife in the area, the timing or breeding cycles and seasonal migrations, and even the weather at sea during and immediately after the oil spill. But one thing never varies: oil spills are always bad news for the environment. 
Err towards precaution – deep water drilling is uncharted territory for affecting the environment

Mark Guarino and Peter N. Spotts, staff writers, 5-10-2010, “Gulf oil spill’s environmental impact,” Christian Science Monitor, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/2010/0510/Gulf-oil-spill-s-environmental-impact-How-long-to-recover

What scientists know about how oil spills can affect the environment – and for how long – is drawn from a range of past events, no two of which have been alike. It means that “the leading scientists can build a model for what they think is going to happen, but we may wake up the next morning and not know exactly what to expect,” says Fischer. Comparisons with the Exxon Valdez spill, for example, can be misleading because of significant differences in the type of oil, the ecosystems affected, and the way natural processes break down oil. Moreover, the uncertainty is greater in the current spill. For the most part, researchers have studied the aftermath of surface spills. The Deepwater Horizon blowout occurred at 5,000 feet, dispensing crude oil from seafloor to surface. Many of the long-term effects may remain hidden as natural processes and chemical dispersants break up the oil into small globules dense enough to sink to the bottom. There, it has the potential to affect bottom dwellers for decades. “This is uncharted territory in terms of assessing the effects of a spill from a deep well like this,” says Judy McDowell, a scientist at the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution in Massachusetts. 

Offshore Drilling Hurts The Environment

Even without spills, offshore drilling is terrible for the environment

Greenpeace, 8-4-2008, “Offshore Drilling,” http://www.greenpeace.org/usa/en/news-and-blogs/news/offshore-drilling-it-s-not-t/

In 1981, responding to public sentiment, Congress adopted the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Moratorium, which prevents the leasing of coastal waters off the Atlantic and pacific coasts and Alaska's Bristol Bay for oil and gas drilling. If the moratorium is lifted, our oceans and the species that call them home will suffer. An increase in offshore drilling will put more of this country's beaches, fish, and marine mammals at risk, as both the exploration and the drilling for oil increase the threat to our valuable coastlines. Tourism along our beaches and coastal communities is vital to our economy. Seismic testing to locate oil creates decibel levels of 260 - twice as loud as an ambulance. Exposure to these levels of noise can cause disorientation, beaching, and brain hemorrhaging in whales and dolphins. Drilling for oil results in routine releases of toxic drilling muds, excavation materials, production waters, and contaminants such as mercury lead, cadmium and radioactive substances such as radium. Offshore oil drilling also comes with tanker, boat and barge traffic and other industrial activity and noise that disturb wildlife. And all offshore oil drilling requires an onshore network of pipelines, roads, refineries, docks and other infrastructure that release pollutants into the air and water, as well as destroy coastal habitat.

Building oil rigs is bad for the environment – destroys habitat

Matt Koble, 8-11-2010, “Problems With Offshore Drilling,” EHow, http://www.ehow.com/list_6848529_problems-offshore-drilling.html

Oil spills aren't the only environmental danger associated with offshore drilling. USA Today claims heavy damage is caused simply by building and installing the rigs. Large canals are dug to lay pipeline in delicate wetlands. For example, such construction in Louisiana has caused coastal decay and greatly disturbed the area's natural ecosystem. USA Today also claims that successful oil rigs also attract ports, petrochemical plants and other infrastructure that further deteriorates the environment and ecosystem of the area.

Offshore drilling requires seismic testing that causes environmental damage

Jaleesa Dorsey, 3-6-2010, “Sustainable Energy or Offshore Oil?” Suite 101, http://international-environmental-affairs.suite101.com/article.cfm/offshore-oil-drilling
In 1998 Congress put into play the Outer Contential Shelf Moratorium, which would prevent the leasing of costal waters off of the Pacific and Atlantic coasts plus Alaska's Bristol Bay for gas and oil dilling. Without this Moratorium our oceans and all species that reside in them would be put in danger because of seismic testing. This testing is done to locate oil and creates sounds that are 260 decimals, that's twice the decimals of an ambulance siren. Exposure to decimals that high for oceanic creatures causes disorientation, beaching, and brain hemorraging as far as dolphins and whales go, and there are many other side effects for other creatures that live in the ocean. Not only does oil drilling put our ocean wild life in danger but it would also cause routine leakage of toxic drilling mud, production water, contaminants like mercury lead, cadmium, radium which is a radio active subtance, and excavation materials into the oceans. Along with this idea of offshore oil drilling comes with other industrial activity onshore that would release more toxic pollutants than the into the air we breathe.

