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in potential, is still a low grade mineral that will require - the greatest
ingenuity technologically to create from it any wealth whatsoever. We also
urged that private enterprise, not only in words but in fact, be assigned
primary responsibility for oil shale dev,elopment:and that wherever possiblelf
competition be demanded -in all ‘endeavors associated with the establis’hment
~ of the industry. . - N G S
; 5 . GONSERVATION . it
- . Before concluding this ;s‘t»a:tement‘thefej is one addi\tional*ajspect of oil shale de-
velopment on which I should like to comment; 2 problem that is of concern_ to.
the Secretary, to the members of this Committee, to the industry and to the
‘public. That is the subject of pollution, of alteration of the ,yenv'i'ronm_efnt, of
_the prevention of waste, and other matters ‘that are deseribed by the term .
conservation. ; ST : ST e T
We all know, especially those of us Who live in Colorado, Utah and Wyoming,
- that we can tolerate no conditions in an oil shale industry such as have been
_created in the past by the indifference to ‘damage to the surrqugding’s:by some
‘mining and milling operations. At the -same time we must recognize that any

large industry will change the “ecology. ' We should not fear this because, since k

little industry exists in the areas\'invo“lved,,\Weﬁ'haVe; an opp(‘)rtqnity:tobmld,ga

model industrial community. - T e S
- Nor should we fear mining as such. As long as we extract minerals from the
ground and treat them for the recovery of valuable components, the digging of
ores and the dis‘;pﬁo‘sal;oi solid, liquid and gaseous wastes will be with us. There

are methods nowW and others are being developed to prevent the problems that
have seemed to be an inseparable part of ‘heavy industry, mining in particular..

It isin this area that Eederally-supportedit;i'ese,arch and state and Federal reégus

Iation should be channeled. We ¢an and,,do»havémining; operations that are assets
ot only financially but in & scenic and aesthetic sense, Oil shale can and should
o he developed in this same wWay. R iy R SN
. Lbhave emphasized mining a8 the_basic‘approach to oil shale atilization. In situ,
or in place treatment of oil shale poth with and without the appl_icatioﬁ of nuclear

explosions, i8 held out as the means to avoid the necessrty of mining. As I discussed ,‘
with you at the earlier hearings ‘we do not have a practical in sitw retorting -

“method NOT ig there a certainty that one can pe developed. In some wWays ‘the
technological problems are as tough as those encountered in’ space exploration
and with oil hale there are economic bounds within which one must stay. B
We should continue research 1 £ it i
of our deposits do not seem amenable to present. mining methods,:By the same
token large reserves are not recoverable by an in situ retorting approach now-
being considered. This is esp‘ecially‘ true of nuclear in sitw methods. .. - P
My point is that we must necessarily proceed with oil shaledevelopment using -
a mining approach. Strict discipline and control must be exercised to ensure that
iong term pollutionfand despoilment problems are kno‘t:created. Bven if practi'cal‘ i
in situ methods are devleoped, mining is going to be a part of the industry by this  °
should not be cause for alarm. - o e \ R :

OOMMENT/S‘O"N THE PROPOSED FrperAL OIL ‘S}I/lALE‘ LEASING BEGULATI()N
(Prepared by Cameron & Jones, Iné.,\Dén\%er, Colo.)

OAMERON & JONES:, ING.,. - i
R L = ~ : , Denver, €0olo., August 14, 196%.
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT; , R e :
: Department of the Interior;. Con e :
Washington, p.Cc. : : AR e Lo
Dpar Sik: In accordance with Notice of Proposed Rule Making published in the

" Jrederal Register, Yol 32, No. 90, Wednesday, May 10, 1967, page 7086 (43 CFR,
~ part 3170) OILL SHALR, and the extension of time for Comment,iFede‘ral Register,

Vol. 32, No, 115, Thursday, June 15, 1967, we are plfeased to present commentsand

recommendatidns for your consideration in,amen,dmg’ the subject regulation.




