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 "DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN : In connection with recent hearings by your Committee
I wish to present

" on development of oil shale resources on federally owned lands,

‘The:  AFL~CIO has long standing ilitéregt in develOpmeﬁt and protectidn“of

these resources. Our position was reiterated in a 1965‘,‘AFLL—-CIO;'co'nvention; .

- statement which declared: = o ‘ : I e

 “We urge full protection of the enormous stake that all Americans hold in
‘the oil shale deposits on federally owned lands. The federal government should
‘rapidly enlarge its efforts to develop economically- competitive techniques of
- processing liquid ‘petroleum out of shale rock, It should build demonstration
- plants as yardsticks to private industry, performance and costs. Resumption
. of leasing on “federal  oil ‘Shale land should not be authorized without the
strongest protection agains’t,priVate:}monOpolfy and speculation.” . o

" The oil shale resources lying under some 5.1 million acre,sainj"theL‘Gree,nj ,R‘ivf’ei' :

 Formation of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming are of almost ‘incalculable value— -

with estimates ranging from $300 billion to $2.5 trillion. Revenues to the federal ’

government from an orderly leasing program at the. proper time and under

f1‘appropriate,safeguards will be enormous. R e T
.~ The importance of our ‘shale -oil reserves for this country’s future. energy
5 requirements can scarcely be exaggerated. We believe these resources should

be developed in such-a way ‘as to bring the broadest possible: benefits to the

public welfare, to strengthen: the economy; to insure constructive competition,
to :prev’ent‘«pri'v,atez.vmonopoly over major natural resources, and to protect the -
affected environment. - : g , '

- ‘Therefore, we support:‘pt?oposais"byf' thei,Sécrétarj? of the Intérioi‘;"fo;';djle—Sfééi"l?"
study of technelogical and environmental problemsassociatedxwit‘_l}: deyelopmenjs L

of oil shale resources.

~However~,»fwe"stronglyz_Qppose,pi'(k)pos‘éls,by"_ tl‘i’ek"Sefe’retanj: whxchwould Tead |

‘toward commercial leasing of shale oil 1ands before the majoi;_prob;lféms of public .
interest protection, technology, and conservation are solved.. . . . N

 We are particularly concerned about the dangers of monopolvy;;;ln‘ shaleoﬂde-

a

d therefore we oppose the Secreta,ny?,s,proposals Lo

velopment,

(1) To exchange private lands for public oil ‘shale ;beariﬁghland; in order to )

assemble;“‘managementfblo,cks” forprivateé development pprpose‘ss;_ nd .ot
- (2) To open up small areas of federal oil shale lands to test development by
private interests. E PR e T
- We believe these proposals are contrary to the,public interest because, as the
_ Secretary himself admits, “ he development contract may ripen into a lease for

*full scale production”, and thus ‘open. the gates to private commercial leasing |

‘before public policy and safeguards are formulated and effective.

“We do not oppose development of our oil shale resources, but we. insist Qn‘;fqui

-and complete protection of the public interest with such,‘re’strikctior}‘s;;and“ controls.
as may -bepecessary to [preven»t.monquo,:lvistic exploitation which benefits a few

giant oil ¢ompanies. = These goals cannot be achieved—and, indeed, ngllfili)é

.defeated—if the major responsibility for shale oil development is turned over to |
“private industry.. . oo IR A L O
7 Let me point out that there is nothing to stop,the giants of the oil industry

from developing extraction and processing methods for the oil shale lands they
own privately already. There is no need to lure these mpanies into action |

‘with ‘give-away open-door opportunities fo lease or acquire federally owned oil
‘shale lands. e R e N e A
"One other point I would like to make, Mr. Chairman, relates to the joint effort
of the Interior Department and the Atomic Energy Oommission'_to,f;déterm' e the
feasibility of underground nuclear explosions to release shale oil, We believe -
" the greatest possible safeguards must be adopted to ‘prevent excessive release of
radiation into the environment above and below ground and to prevent unantici-

pated, dangerous ‘u’nd“ergmund"environmental effects. ;Furthermdre, we question




