Petroleum Reserves

Along with other Americans, my as-
sociates of the American Petroleum
Institute and 1 welcome the practical
application of nuclear power to peace-
ful uses. Skillful use of technical inno-
vations for the betterment of the gen-
eral economy is an inevitable and neces-
sary concomitant of our free énterprise
system. As an industry, however, we
feel that we have been wrongly cast in
the role of a ‘“has been” by your edi-
torial “Civilian nuclear power” [Sci-
ence 138, 1231 (1962)]. It unfortu-
nately implies that the nation’s petro-
leum resources, including natural gas,
are near the vanishing point.

In the 103 years since the petroleum
industry’s birth, approximately 71 bil-
lion barrels of oil and 214 trillion cubic
feet of gas have been produced in this
country. The record has been compiled
in the face of predictions—dating as far

back as 1916—that we were rapidly ap-

proaching the limit of our reserves. For-
tunately, such predictions have proved
to be unfounded. The discovery of new
petroleum reserves has consistently out-
paced demand, with the result that year
after year the figures on proved re-
serves have increased.

Proved reserves of oil and gas are -

now higher than at any time in the
country’s history. Proved reserves of
liquid hydrocarbons at the end of 1961
amounted to 38.8 billion barrels;
proved reserves of gas totaled 267.7
trillion cubic feet. And these figures are
conservative. They represent only the
minimum reserves recoverable from ex-

isting fields under present economic and

operating conditions.

Authorities estimate that there are,
in this country, an additional 200 to
400 billion barrels of oil as yet undis-
covered beneath the surface. As long as
men are willing to face the difficulties
involved in finding it, this oil will be-
come available to us.
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In addition to its reserves of liquid
hydrocarbons, the United States has

tremendous deposits of oil shale. These.

deposits, according to the U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, could eventually
yield at least a trillion more barrels of
oil.

America’s petroleum supplies
stretch far into the future.

Joun Brivins

Committee on Public Affairs,
American Petroleum Institute,
New York

will

Bivins has presented a reassuring as-
sessment of our petroleum reserves. He
neglects, however, an important factor
—the increasing cost of discovering
more oil in this country. At one time
exploration companies spent about 10
cents a barrel to find oil. That cost has
risen to more than $1, and it continues
to rise. In contrast, in other parts of the
world oil is being discovered for a small
fraction of what it costs here. We are
already priced out of the world petro-
leum market.

The natural gas that is burned as a
cheap fuel could, if preserved, serve
as an extremely important industrial
raw material later on.

Our present haste to consume our
petroleum reserves will lead to higher
costs for hydrocarbons in the future,
with a consequent weakening of our in-
ternational position when petrochemi-
cals assume the enormous role they are
destined to play.—P.H.A.

Creativity of the Individual

The editorial “Manpower or mind
power” [Science 139, 79 (1963)], in
the course of issuing, quite properly,
warnings concerning a possible decrease
in the quality of graduate students,
with larger numbers of students en-
tering graduate school, made a number

of unsupported statements about the
lack of motivation of present-day grad-
uate students, subsidies for graduate
work, and a hypothetical negative re-
lationship between financial security and
“the search for truth.” The approach
taken in the editorial to the issue of
subsidies for graduate students was so
ultraconservative that it was virtually
a parody of the elder-statesman shaking
his head and deploring the fact that
“things aren’t what they used to be”
when he was a boy, that “some recent
Ph.D. theses would barely have earned
an M.S. degree in an earlier period,”
and that “many papers today seem
pedestrian.” Shades of the blizzard of
’88!

The writer of the editorial believes
that increasing the number of Ph.D.’s
through government support will “di-
minish the probability of fostering . . .
geniuses.” His grounds for qualifying
the usual laws of probability are that
“most individuals seem to need a
hardening experience to bring out their
best.” He goes on to assert that the
“Great Depression” was valuable to
those scientists who grew up in it, since
they were forced to turn away from the
search for money and concentrate
upon the search for truth. All of this
adds up to a “counterirritant” theory
of creativity.. There must be adversity
so that the individual may transcend
it and the quest for knowledge may be
ennobled.

Our dissatisfaction with this argu-
ment concerns its misplaced emphasis.
Adversity and struggle may be involved
in the creative process and in achieve-
ment, but there is no evidence that
financial insecurity is either a necessary
or a facilitating condition. We submit
that the really significant struggle which

the creative scientist engages in is strug-

gle in and with his work. In the good
graduate department the student en-
counters appropriate adversity and chal-
lenge in meeting and surpassing the
standards set for him, and in proving
his potentialities for significant research.
Furthermore, the assumption that stu-
dents come to graduate school with the
drive and motivation of the scientist
is unwarranted; there is growing evi-
dence that they develop this motivation
as they become scientists.

Tt seems more likely to us that the
provision of subsidies permitting stu-
dents to enter graduate school will al-
low some geniuses who might otherwise
have been lost to science to begin
scholarly, creative careers. To speak of
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