
Aniyar, Sara

Working Paper

Estimating the Value of Oil Capital in a Small Open
Economy: the Venezuela's Example

Nota di Lavoro, No. 108.2003

Provided in Cooperation with:
Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei (FEEM)

Suggested Citation: Aniyar, Sara (2003) : Estimating the Value of Oil Capital in a Small Open Economy:
the Venezuela's Example, Nota di Lavoro, No. 108.2003, Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei (FEEM),
Milano

This Version is available at:
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/118133

Standard-Nutzungsbedingungen:

Die Dokumente auf EconStor dürfen zu eigenen wissenschaftlichen
Zwecken und zum Privatgebrauch gespeichert und kopiert werden.

Sie dürfen die Dokumente nicht für öffentliche oder kommerzielle
Zwecke vervielfältigen, öffentlich ausstellen, öffentlich zugänglich
machen, vertreiben oder anderweitig nutzen.

Sofern die Verfasser die Dokumente unter Open-Content-Lizenzen
(insbesondere CC-Lizenzen) zur Verfügung gestellt haben sollten,
gelten abweichend von diesen Nutzungsbedingungen die in der dort
genannten Lizenz gewährten Nutzungsrechte.

Terms of use:

Documents in EconStor may be saved and copied for your personal
and scholarly purposes.

You are not to copy documents for public or commercial purposes, to
exhibit the documents publicly, to make them publicly available on the
internet, or to distribute or otherwise use the documents in public.

If the documents have been made available under an Open Content
Licence (especially Creative Commons Licences), you may exercise
further usage rights as specified in the indicated licence.

https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.zbw.eu/
http://www.zbw.eu/
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/118133
https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.leibniz-gemeinschaft.de/


 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Estimating the Value of Oil Capital 
in a Small Open Economy: the 

Venezuela’s Example 
Sara Aniyar 

 
NOTA DI LAVORO 108.2003 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DECEMBER  2003 
SIEV – Sustainability Indicators and Environmental 

Valuation 
 

 
 

Sara Aniyar, University of Zulia, Venezuela and the Beijer International Institute of 
Ecological Economics, Sweden 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

This paper can be downloaded without charge at: 
 

The Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei Note di Lavoro Series Index: 
http://www.feem.it/web/activ/_wp.html 

  
Social Science Research Network Electronic Paper Collection: 

http://papers.ssrn.com/abstract_id=XXXXXX 
 
 

The opinions expressed in this paper do not necessarily reflect the position of 
Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei 



Estimating the Value of Oil Capital in a Small Open 
Economy: the Venezuela’s Example 
 
 
Summary 
 
The paper focuses in the calculation of the oil capital value in a small open economy 
depending on oil rents. The Venezuelan case is used as an example. In valuing the oil 
capital, two issues are recall and discuss: how should the exploration costs and the 
capital gains be treated? It is shown that the estimations vary significantly depending on 
which set of assumptions are made about the way to account for them and the 
assumptions made about how the economy functions. It is argued that during the studied 
period the value of the Venezuelan stock of oil capital has increased, and it has done so 
faster than the population. 
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ESTIMATING THE VALUE OF OIL CAPITAL IN A SMALL OPEN ECONOMY: 
THE VENEZUELA’S EXAMPLE 
Property rights, capital gains and exploration costs in a country’s oil capital 
 
 
 
          31-08-03 
 

I. Introduction and paper description 

Introduction 

This paper is an intermediate output of an empirical research aiming at the 

construction of an indicator of sustainability for Venezuela: oil based, open and small 

economy. Sustainability is defined as a non-negative and non-declining capital per 

capita where capital includes not only manufactured but also natural and human 

capital. (Dasgupta and Mäler, 2000 and Mäler 2001) The calculation of the index 

requires numerical information of the country’s total capital and its changes. 

The Venezuela’s national accounting system records the annual formation of 

capital but the concept of capital is restricted to manufactured1 as is the current 

practice in most countries. Measures of total capital are not reported. Consequently, 

the task of estimating the sustainability index implies measurement of quantity and 

value of other kinds of capital: natural and human. Which new form of capital should 

one add first? Due to the primordial role that oil production has had in the Venezuelan 

economy (see table 1) it was obvious that one must start by adding the oil capital, as 

the key element of the natural capital the country possesses. 

The first part of the paper (section II) includes the definition of oil capital as 

the oil proven reserves. It includes also the estimates of the oil capital volume, and an 

analysis of driving forces for the changes in the volume of proven reserves that 

occurred during the studied period (1960 – 2000). It is argued that changes in the 

property right regime of the oil industry played a decisive role in the changes of the 
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oil capital. The second part (section III) reports on the valuation issues. The value of 

the stock of oil capital and its changes are defined. The way to calculate those values 

depends on the assumptions made about the discovery function and the allocation 

mechanisms. In the section are presented the results for calculations made under 

different sets of assumptions. It is shown that the value of the oil capital may be very 

different depending on the set of assumptions chosen. For the Venezuelan case it is 

argued that the value of the oil capital has increased faster than the population, during 

the studied period, which is the result obtained when accepting the following two 

assumptions: a) Venezuela is a price taker in the oil market; and b) the exploration 

costs do not measure the value of the additions but the oil contribution to human 

capital. And section V is a concluding section where some of the limitations of the 

study are presented and discussed. 

Table 1 
Indicators of the role of Oil in the Venezuelan economy 

    
Oil share of   GDP  X  FI 

 
  1965    27  91  65 
  1970    22  90  61 
  1975    30  91  77 
  1980    29  92  72 
  1990    28  75  77 

1995    17  67  45 
 2000    23  78  50 

GDP: Gross Domestic Product 
X: Exports 
FI: Fiscal Income 
 
 

Source: MEM (Venezuela) 

II. Oil capital, physical accounts and analysis of the changes 

II.1 Definition of oil capital 

Oil resources are classified according to the degree of geological certainty and 

the technological and economic viability. Proven reserves are that part of the oil 



 4

resources that are known with considerable geological certainty and that can be 

recovered under the current economic and technological conditions (see Annexe 1, at 

the end of the paper). Oil capital is defined as the amount of proven reserves, because 

they are the amount of oil resources that have rental value. Although it is to 

acknowledge that other Venezuelan oil resources may have a positive market value 

(option value) but the magnitude of them are unknown. Better information on this 

matter would eventually increase the estimates presented here. 

II.2 Proven Reserves Volume 

The changes in the volume of proven reserves ( OKS∆ ) are the result of the 

combined effect of two forces: additions (see section II.4) and depletion.  

  ttttOK Depletion  - Additions    ReservesProven    =∆=∆S  (1) 

Figure 1 
Venezuelan Proven Reserves  

1960 - 2000 
Million barrels 
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II.3 The changes in the volume of the proven reserves 

The Venezuelan proven reserves increased during the studied period at an 

annual average rate of 5%. Their increase did not happen evenly over that period 

(table 2). In the sixties the proven reserves went slightly down, and from 1972 they 

started to increase in a sustained path. However is in 1986 when the reserves jumped 

so as to double in size and thereafter they kept slowly increasing all the time with a 

moderate rate. Why? 

Table 2 
      Proven reserves growth rate 
 
In the 60’s    -1,31 
In the 70’s     4,07 
In the 80’s   15,64 
In the 90’s     2,85 
 
1960 – 2000     5,10 
 

  Source: MEM. PODE. Selected years 

II.4 The analysis of the additions 

1. Additions may occur for three reasons, namely: Discoveries, Extensions and 

Revisions.  

  Additions = Discoveries + Extensions + Revisions  (2) 

Discoveries are those proven reserves that exploratory drilling finds in new oil fields 

or in new reservoirs in oil fields. That is new oil resulting from successful exploration 

activities. Extensions are increases in proven reserves because of subsequent drilling 

showing that discovered reservoirs are larger than originally estimated. They are also 

new oil but resulting from increasing levels of certainty. Revisions are changes in 

proven reserves because oil firms acquire new information on markets conditions or 

new technologies.  
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Figure 2 shows the changes in the additions and one can see the source of the 

change. Most of the additions were revisions, that is, according to the definitions it 

must be the result of changes in market conditions. 

II.5  Property rights modifications as a driving force of the changes in the 

proven reserves  

The proven reserves of oil may increase when the prices do because some of 

the oil resources that were not included in the proven reserves acquire rental value.  

    Figure 2 
          Structure of the additions to proven reserves 

Million barrels 
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Source: MEM. PODE. Selected years 
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In the Venezuelan case the reserves increased when the prices did but they 

also rose when the prices fell. Why? 

Venezuela became the world biggest oil export country in 1928, when its 

exports started to be greater than those from Mexico. The legal status of oil has 

always been that it belongs to the state, as all subsoil resources do according to laws 

inherited from colonial times. However the oil industry was in the hands of foreign 

companies that had received concessions.  

Main changes in the property right system occurred during the time period of 

this study. In 1958 the last dictatorial government came to an end and the Venezuela’s 

democratic period started then. Venezuela implemented at that time a new oil policy 

based on: a) no new concessions, b) the creation of a state oil company, c) the 

promotion of a producers union which led to the creation of OPEC, d) the 

introduction of changes in the royalties and the tax system in order to favour the 

nation’s recovery of the oil rents, and e) the creation of a state owned oil company. To 

that is to be added that the major concessions were to revert to the country in 1983-

1984. 

No new concessions, an increased participation of the state in the rents and in 

the business, and decreasing prices –together with the relatively short time remaining 

before the existing concessions will revert- were strong negative incentives for the 

foreign companies. The capital investments in the end of the sixties had decreased in 

about 20%, and the oil employment fell to its half (Espinasa, 1997). Meanwhile the 

production went up reaching its maximum in 1970 (see figure 3). After 1970 the oil 

production declined because of the exhaustion of the old fields. That is the oil 



 8

production started its fall much before OPEC decided to cut it back. The volume 

produced fell precisely when the price started to increase. 

Figure 3 
 

Venezuela’s Oil production 
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Source: MEM. PODE. Selected years 
 

The new oil policy had increased the participation of the state in the oil 

revenues and simultaneously had created negative incentives for the oil companies; 

meanwhile the oil reserves from Arabic countries were rising. All these elements led 

to the fact that Venezuela kept its position as biggest exporter until 1970 when Saudi 

Arabia took over, while the relation reserves/production went down to 10.  

In 1973, the international oil companies and the Venezuelan government 

agreed not to wait until the concession will revert to the state. The industry was 

nationalized in 1975. The new state oil company –PDV– started operations (1976) 

and a massive investment plan was carried out. In what affects the amount of reserves, 
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the new investment policy led first to stop the field’s decay and later to increases in 

reserves (Espinasa, 1998).  

Simultaneously, resources were allocated also to technology development for 

the very heavy oil that had been found in the Orinoco belt. Orimulsión –the patented 

name - is a liquid combustible produced with this new technology, and it is used as an 

alternative input in electrical plants. 

As a consequence, the proven reserves went up from 18 thousand million 

barrels 1976 (when the nationalization happened) to near 80 thousands million barrels 

today2.  

In the Figure 4 can be seen that when the oil prices jumped in the 70s, the 

reserves did not jump as much as they did in mid 80s. They increased in the 80s, with 

a big jump in 86, when the Orinoco belt resources started to be included in the proven 

reserves, and they continued to increase moderately even when the prices fell. The 

changes in reserves are more related to the changes in the property right system than 

to the changes in prices. 

The property right regime had gone through major changes. That is not to say 

that changes in prices did not change the volume of reserves, they did; and the OPEC 

quota policy may also have given incentive to increases in the volume of the reserves 

– as quotas are related to the amount of reserves – but the main jump in reserves is 

more the consequence of changes in the property right system. Those changes created 

the incentives for exploration and technology development and for the search of 

markets to the extra heavy oil. These major changes in the property rights regime 

have also had other consequences that are not in focus here because they are not 

directly related to the reserves but to the fiscal revenues and in a more general way to 

the relations between the national oil industry and the rest of the economy.  
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Figure 4 
Reserves and price trends 

Million barrels and USD 
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Source: MEM. PODE. Selected years 
 
 
II.6  The proven reserves increased but they changed in quality 
 
The additions were mainly of heavy and extra heavy oil meanwhile the production 

was integrated mainly with light and medium oil (see figure 5 and 6). The corollary?  

The participation of heavy and extra heavy oil in the Venezuelan reserves of oil has 

increased. 
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Figure 5 

Venezuelan Proven Reserve Structure by grades API 
in miliom cubic meter
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Figure 6 

  Source: MEM. PODE. Selected years 
 

   

     (6) 

O il p ro d u c tio n  in  V e n e z u e la  c la s s ifie d  b y  g ra d e s  
AP I

0 

50 

100 

150 

200 

19
60

19
63

19
66

19
69

19
72

19
75

19
78

19
81

19
84

19
87

19
90

19
93

19
96

L igh t  and M edium H eavy  and E x tra  heavy



 12

III. Valuation of the oil capital  

III.1 Definition 

The value of oil capital in year t  (WOK t) is defined as the shadow price of oil 

(pt) times the amount of proven reserves (St); and the shadow price is defined as the 

change in well-being3 (Vt) derived from a unit change in the stock of oil (St) (see 

Dasgupta and Mäler 2000 and Mäler 2001) 

W OK t = p t * S OK t      (3) 

   
tOK

t S
Vp

∂
∂=        (4) 

 

However the shadow price, defined as above, is not available for the moment 

and its calculation is very difficult. Instead the international net average price of the 

Venezuelan oil exports is used in the paper. That introduces other bias in the 

calculations of the value, which will be discussed in section V.  The value of the oil 

capital is calculated here as the international average market price for the Venezuelan 

oil, net of production costs, times the quantity of proven reserves.  

P t  = average oil world market price per barrel – average cost per barrel (5)

 WOK t =  P t * S t  

Two issues remain to be discussed in this section. 1) The changes in the stock 

of oil (S) are a function of production, discoveries and exploration costs. Explorations 

costs have been used as the value of discoveries (UN, 1983). How should we treat 

them when valuing oil capital? 2) The fluctuations in oil prices are notorious. Changes 

in prices lead to capital gain or losses. How should one account for capital gains (or 

losses)? 
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In other words, which assumptions may one make about the discovery function 

and the autonomy of the oil allocation mechanisms?  

• The discovery function  

1. Are today’s discoveries the consequence of only today’s exploration 

costs? Or, 

2. Are they today’s discoveries the consequence of only the accumulated 

exploration costs? 

• The resource mechanism allocations. 

a. Are the oil allocation mechanisms autonomous? Or, 

b. Are they non-autonomous? 

The remaining part of this section focuses in these issues. It is shown that the value of 

the oil capital varies significantly depending on assumptions made.  

III.2 Exploration costs 

In current national accounting systems has been accepted that discoveries 

should not be treated as an expense but as an investment, and therefore they must be 

incorporated as part of the year capital formation of the country. The explanation has 

been that exploration costs are a measure of the potential discoveries of oil. The oil 

capital values are to be used for adjusting the current measures of capital in the search 

of a more inclusive definition of the country’s wealth. If when oil capital value is 

measured one includes the value of the oil discovered, then one can believe that there 

is double accounting. Is that true? Dasgupta, Kriström, Mäler (1997) developed a 

model with which they proved that if one assumes that oil resources discovered today 

depend only on the accumulated exploration costs then they should not be a measure 

of the discoveries value but instead a contribution of oil to the formation of human 

capital (knowledge). The value of the change in oil capital must be measured by the 
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result of the two forces that modified the stock, additions minus depletion. In other 

words, both the exploration costs and the value of the discoveries must be accounted 

for in the year capital formation.  

In the other hand, if the discoveries of this year are the consequence of the 

exploration cost of the year, exploration cost can not be considered oil contribution to 

human capital and both addition and exploration costs can not be added but only one 

of them. 

III.3 Allocation mechanism of oil resources 

This section is done following Mäler (2001) in which the author develops a 

model for measuring wealth in discrete time, for the proof of what follows the reader 

may look at that reference.  

If the economy’s allocation mechanisms4 are time autonomous5, one can 

express in discrete time the change in social well-being as follows  

  )( 11 ttttt KKpVV −=− ++     (7) 

In equation 7, V stands for social well-being, p for shadow price (defined 

above as the change in well-being when the resource stock changes in one unit), K 

stands for the inclusive definition of capital, and t for the time period. That is, the 

change in well-being is equal to the value of the change in the capital stock. The value 

of the change in capital is different from the change in the value of the capital because 

it excludes capital gains. 

The assumption of time autonomous mechanisms in the allocation of oil 

resources implies that the capital gains must be excluded. 

However, resource mechanism allocations may be non-autonomous. They are 

non-autonomous when exogenous changes influence the economy and the way this 
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economy’s resources are allocated also changes. For example, changes in the terms of 

trade.  

When the allocation mechanisms are non-autonomous the change in well-

being will be 

  tttttt RpSpVV −=−+ ε1     (8) 

R is the production and ε  is the average annual relative change in the world 

market price. The world market price of the produced oil is in general different to the 

accounting price of the stock. In the calculations made here they are assumed to be the 

same and that introduces a bias in the calculations as it was mentioned in section III.1.  

Mäler concludes that the capital gains generated by price changes in the world 

market should be included when assessing the change in well-being but no those 

being the consequence of changes in the accounting price 

III.4 Measuring the value of oil capital under different assumptions 

III.4.1  Estimate 1 

Here is presented the value of oil capital when one accepts the following 

assumptions: 

Assumption 1.The discoveries reported this year depends only on this year 

explorations costs and not in the previous years exploration cost. 

Assumption 2 The resource allocation mechanisms for oil resources are 

exogenous 

In this case, the value of the oil capital 

• Will not include the value of the discoveries 

• The oil capital for the starting year is calculated as p0S0; and, 

•  To this initial value of the stock one deducts every year the oil production. 
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 W OK t = W OK t-1 – (pt * Dt )    (9) 

In figure 7 it is shown the value of the oil capital for the period 1960-2000 

when it is measured following this set of assumptions. The average annual growth rate 

for this estimate is near to minus 7% (see table 3, in page 19)  

Figure 7 
Value of the Venezuela’s oil capital 

Estimate 1 (million Bs 84)
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This estimate may lead us to the conclusion that the country is depleting the 

oil resources without any compensation and may adjust down the estimations of total 

capital formation 

The United Nations recommendation how to account for mineral reserves 

included in the guidelines published in 1993, correspond to this case. According to 

those recommendations, capital gains are to be included and the discoveries are 

valued by the exploration costs. (United Nations 1993, in particular pages 219, 230).  

The World Bank produces and publishes the genuine saving indicator, which 

is meant to cope with the absence of other capitals different to the real, within the 
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current accounting system. Genuine saving includes traditional savings less de value 

of resource depletion and environmental degradation plus de value of investments in 

human capital (Hamilton and Clemens, 1999) 

That means that both United Nations and the World Bank are using this way 

for valuing an asset.  

III.4.2 Estimate 2 

Now both previous assumptions are changed and instead the following ones 

are accepted 

Assumption 1 The discoveries of proven reserves of oil that the country 

reports in year t depend only on the accumulated exploration costs  

Assumption 2 The resource mechanism allocation is autonomous 

These assumptions together will imply the exclusion of capital gains and the inclusion 

of the discovery value when valuing oil capital.  

That is the value of OK in year t is given by 

)(
1

0
10 ∑

−

=
+ −+=

t

OKOK OKOKpWW
t

τ
τττ     (10)  

The oil capital in Venezuela has grown at an average annual rate of 10 % with 

this set of assumptions, under the studied period (see table 3 in page 19).  

Figure 8 shows now the results for estimates 1 and 2 
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Figure 8 
Venezuela’s oil capital value 
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III.4. 3  Estimate 3 

Here WOK is estimated under the following two assumptions:  

Assumption 1: The discoveries of proven reserves of oil that the country 

reports in year t depend only on the exploration costs the companies had in the 

previous years 

Assumption 2: The resource allocation mechanism in the economy is 

exogenous 

The stock of oil capital in period t is given by 

  SOK t = S OK t-1 + A t - D t      (11) 
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S OK t stands for stock of oil proven reserves in year t, A t for the additions made to the 

proven reserves during the year, D t for the oil produced (depleted) during the year t, 

all of them expressed in physical units.  

The value of the oil stock in period t, W OK t, is given by  

W OK t = W OK  t-1  + Pt * (At - D t )    (12) 

In this estimate the value of oil capital includes the value of the net changes to 

proven reserves (Additions minus depletions) and the capital gains generated by 

changes in the world market prices 

The average annual growth of the oil capital, according with this set of assumptions is 

8% (see table 3 in page 19). Notice that during the studied period, the changes in price 

gave in average losses instead of gains. 

This third estimate of the oil value seems to me the one that is closest to the real 

conditions. The oil reserve additions do depend on the accumulated expenses in 

explorations. Venezuela is a price taker, even if the country has had some influence in 

the way OPEC may behave by itself neither Venezuela nor OPEC can fix the price of 

oil. The consequences of the changes in the world market prices are very much 

affecting the well-being of Venezuelan citizens. 

 

   Table 3 
      Oil capital estimates growth rate 
  1960 - 2000 

            % 
  Estimate 1 (used by WB)  - 6,98 

   Estimate 2 (without cg)    9,40 
   Estimate 3 (with cg + Net Ch)   8,05  
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Figure 9 
The three different values of Venezuelan oil capital 

Million Bs. 84 
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IV. Population and oil capital growth 

The Venezuelan population grew at an annual average rate of 3% during the 

period 1960 – 2000. The growth rate of a series built with the value of oil capital 

(estimate #3) per capita is a bit larger than 3%. Oil capital has grown at a fastest path 

than population. And that is true also if we made the estimations with the volume of 

oil instead of the value of them.  

V. A review of the biases in the estimations and concluding remarks  

V.1 The biases 

V.1.1 The concept of oil capital 

Oil resources that are different from the proven reserves are not accounted for. 

By definition, oil capital is the amount of proven reserves a country has, and therefore 

it is the value of the Venezuelan proven reserves what I have estimated as the value of 

oil capital. Other resources, known with less geological certainty, are not included. 
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However those resources may have a positive market value, which should be also 

estimated and included, as Nordhaus and Kokkelenberg (1999) have already pointed 

out. How to measure the value of those other resources needs further work. In the case 

that other resources would have rental value, the measures given in this paper would 

have a bias downward. 

V.1.2 Valuing remaining reserves with the price of oil sold 

I am using the market price and average production costs of the oil sold to 

obtain the net price with which the oil capital is valued. However, in the Venezuelan 

case, the structure of the proven reserves is quite different from the structure of the oil 

being produced, in terms of the oil quality. The Venezuelan reserve composition has 

changed under the studied period (see figures 5 and 6 above). At the end of the period 

the proportion of the heavy and extra heavy oil has increased. These oils, heavy and 

extra heavy, have a smaller market price and a higher cost than the light and 

medium oils. Heavy oil and light oil are different goods and should be valued with 

different net prices. Given the composition of the remaining reserves in Venezuela, 

implies that the value estimated is biased upwards.  

V.1.3 Average costs 

According to the theory, one should use marginal costs in the estimation of 

the unit rent. Marginal costs are seldom available and I did not have access to them. 

Therefore the accounting price was estimated with average cost. The implication of 

this is a bias downward of the value of the oil capital, as the marginal cost would be 

higher than the average. 

V.1.4 Natural gas is not yet included 

The reported costs for oil are not separated form the cost of producing natural 

gas - a by-product.  
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V.2  Concluding remarks 

Summarizing the findings 

1. The changes in property right played an important role in the investments on 

exploration and in technology development leading later on to a substantial 

increase in the size of the oil capital 

2. The volume of proven reserves grew in average at an annual rate of 5%. While 

the population grew at 3% annual average rate (OCEI) 

3. The oil capital structure has changed to have a much bigger proportion of 

heavy and extra heavy oil at the end of the period 

4. The estimate #1, which follows UN recommendations and the way the World 

Bank genuine savings indicator is calculated, gives a negative rate for the 

increase in capital. That happens because in this way of doing reserves are 

valued by the exploration costs  

5. The estimate # 2, in which capital gains are excluded, shows that in the period 

the country had not gains but losses The growth rate for this estimate was 10% 

average per year, while for the estimate # 3 –which includes the capital gains- 

was only 8% 

6. The three different estimates for the value of the oil capital showed in the 

paper correspond to different assumptions on 

a. The country allocates its resources autonomously or not 

b. The additions to oil proven reserves were a function of the 

accumulated exploration costs or not 

I argue that the third estimate is the one that follows the theoretical 

principles best, because  

a. Venezuela is a price taker and  
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b. The additions made are mainly the consequences of 

the accumulated exploration costs 

7. If one accepts estimate #3 as the best, the oil capital grew fastest than 

population, under the period 

8. The estimates will improve if 

a. It is possible to use marginal costs 

b. It is possible to divide the oil reserves in at least two categories 

separating heavy and extra heavy oil, and if one can find prices and 

marginal costs for every year for these two groups of oils. 

c. Natural gas is incorporated 

9. Last remark 

One should not conclude anything about sustainability with the information 

gathered until now. It is good news that the oil capital has increased, and even faster 

than population but  

• Other kinds of capital must be accounted for also  

• The impact of oil capital in an foreseeable degradation of other capitals, 

for example due to pollution, is not measured and will not because there is 

not information 

The main contribution of this empirical study is to show how big the 

differences of the estimates of oil capital value are, depending on the assumptions 

made on exploration costs and allocation mechanism. These issues have never been 

taken into consideration in previous capital valuations, as far as where our 

information goes. The paper also reveals how changes in the economic environment 

of the producer affect the country’s capital formation and gives and inside about the 
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causes of changes in oil proven reserves, which in general are suspected to be only 

capital gains. 

Acknowledgements 
I thank The Beijer Institute for giving me the possibilities of doing this research in a 
wonderful working environment. I thank Karl Göran Mäler, my research adviser, for 
guiding me in the understanding of the theoretical background, and his reviewing of 
the paper. I am also pleased to thank Geir Asheim and Bengt Kriström for their 
comments to a previous version of this work. This paper would have never existed 
without the help for obtaining data and other information that the following persons 
gave me: Belén Carrero, Ramón Espinasa, Judith Fuenmayor, Iraida Hernández, 
María Isabel Martínez, Carlos Mendoza, Bernard Mommer, Marisela Montenegro, 
Angel Urbina, and Felipa Urbina. All errors that remain despite this help are solely 
my responsibility. 
 
References 
Banco Central de Venezuela (1992) Series Estadísticas de Venezuela de los Ultimos 
Cincuenta Años 
 
Baptista, Asdrúbal  (1997) Bases Cuantitativas de la Economía Venezolana: 1830-
1995. Fundación Polar 
 
Dasgupta, P., Kristöm, B. and Mäler, K-G (1997) “Should Search Costs and New 
Discoveries be Included in the Net National Products”. Beijer Discussion Paper Series 
No. 104  
 
Dasgupta, P and Mäler K-G (2000) “Net National Product, Wealth and Social Well-
being” in Environment and Development Economics, February & May 2000, 69-94  
 
Dasgupta, P and Mäler, K-G (2001). “Wealth as a Criterion for Sustainable 
Development”. Beijer Discussion Paper Series. No 139 
 
Dasgupta, P and Mäler, K.G. (2001) “Inter temporal Welfare economics in 
imperfect economies” Beijer Discussion Paper Series No 140 
 
Espinasa, Ramón. (1998)  Política petrolera y desarrollo económico. PDVSA. Paper 
presented at the Annual Meeting of FEDECAMARAS. Margarita, Venezuela 
 
Hamilton, K and Clemens M (1999) “Genuine Savings Rates in Developing 
Countries”, The World Bank Economic Review Vol. 13 No 2 333-56 
 
Mommer, Bernard (2002) Global Oil and The Nation State. Oxford Institute for 
Energy studies. 
 
Mäler, Karl Göran. (2001) “Wealth and well-being in a model with discrete time” 
Beijer discussion papers # 146 
 
Ministerio de Energía y Minas de Venezuela. Petróleo y otros datos estadísticos 
PODE Selected years 



 25

 
Nordhaus, William D and Kokkelenberg, Edward C, Eds. Nature’s Numbers: 
expanding the national economics accounts to include environment. Washington, DC: 
National Academy Press 
 
Oficina Central de Información de Venezuela. OCEI.  Informes de varios años 
 
Repetto, Robert et al. (1989) Wasting Assets: Natural Resources in the National 
Income Accounts. Washington DC: World Resources Institute. 
 
United Nations (1993) System of National Accounts 1993  
 
Vincent, Jeffrey (2001) Are greener National Accounts better? CID Working Paper 
No. 63  
 

Annexe1 
 

    INCREASING CERTAINTY 
 
            
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source Mineral Commodities Summaries, US Geological Survey 1992 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cumulative 
Production 

 
Economic 
 
Marginally 
Economic 
 
Sub- 
economic 
 

Other

 
PROVEN  INFERRED 
RESERVES  RESERVES 
 
Marginal Reserves Inferred 

Marginal. 
 
Demonstrated  Inferred 
Sub economic   sub economic 
Resources  resources 

  
Includes non conventional and low-grade materials 

IDENTIFIED RESOURCES  UNDISCOVERED 
     RESOURCES 

     Demonstrated Inferred Probability Range 
 
Measured  Indicated Hypothetical   Speculative

In
cr

ea
si

ng
 E

co
no

m
ic

 V
ia

bi
lit

y 
   

  



 26

Notes 
                                                            
1 Manufactured, manmade, real or physical capital are here considered as synonyms 
2 For a more detailed analysis of the changes in the relations between the oil 
companies and the state first as the collector of the rents and after as owner there is an 
huge literature. Further information on the subject can be found in Ramon Espinasa 
(1997), and Bernad Momer (2002) 
3 The value function – Vt- is defined as the net present value of future utilities. 
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4 A resource mechanism allocation is the mapping from the initial stock of capital into 
a feasible time paths of consumption. It is a predictor of the future of the economy.  
5 A resource allocation mechanism α is time autonomous when it doesn not depende 
on absolute time but only in time differences 
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