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Boom and bust cycles have perenially plagued the resource-rich Ameri-
can West which has depended upon capital from the eastern United
States to finance expansion, industrialization, and community sett-
lement. The initial booms in the nineteenth century were for hardrock
minerals like gold and silver, but an international thirst for oil created
the recent energy boom. The epicenter of that boom was the- oil shale
region in western Colorado. Historians will note that one of the most
important dates in the history of the twentieth century West was
May 2, 1982 when the largest corporation in the world, Exxon, U.S.A,,
ceased Colorado oil shale development.

Known in western Colorado as “Black Sunday”, on that date Exxon,
according to Fortune magazine, abandoned its expensive commitment
.to oil shale “with all of the abruptness of a teenager making a u-turn” [1].
The corporate guillotine had fallen, and though it would take months and
even years for the shock waves to topple major banks in Dallas and
Houston, Texas, the oil bubble had burst. Coloradoans on the Western
Slope were the first to feel the bust because they had ridden the crest
of the boom.

Oil shale has a definite attraction for a nation which annually con-
sumes thirteen billion barrels of oil [2]. The energy crisis of the mid-
1970s produced two hundred boomtowns throughout the northern Rocky
Mountain states including twenty-five in Colorado [3]. Contemporary
boomtowns replicated their historic predecessors. In the late nineteenth
century, gold and silver camps sprung up on the sides of mountains far
removed from civilization, whereas in the late twentieth century, boom-
towns rapidly evolved from quiet communities of third and fourth
generation farmers and ranchers who were not at all prepared for the
influx of in-migrants and the demands they placed on antiquated and
over-taxed municipal systems. Thus rural communities previously
characterized by stability encountered the disruptive elements of boom-
town growth: drunkenness, drugs, depression, and divorce. “The Gil-
lette Syndrome” of social discord and population impact became a
generic label applied to rural western boomtowns. Gillette, Wyoming,
in the 1970s featured “drunkenness, anomie, mental discord, suicide
attempts and teenage rebellion” [4].

Andrew Gulliford, Ph. D., Director of Public History & Historic Preservation Program,
Middle Tennessee State University, Murfreesboro, Tennessee.
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Then, just when city planners, school teachers and social workers had
begun to stabilize and improve boomtown life, the boomtowns became
bust towns, and thousands of newcomers left as quickly as they had
arrived. The value of oil had declined and with it the market value
of other forms of energy such as coal and uranium. This paper focuses
on how oil shale development transformed the towns of New Castle,
Silt, Rifle, Parachute, and Grand Junction in the Colorado River Val-
ley. A key factor in any analysis of boom and bust cycles in the Rocky
Mountains is physical isolation.

Sociologist William Freudenburg wrote in 1984, “The communities
experiencing rapid growth are among the most geographically isolated
in the nation” [5]. Because of their isolation and the homogeneity of
the farmers and ranchers who have lived for generations on the same
land, rapid energy development by outsiders creates community conflict.
Isolation of ranching communities has meant the establishment over
time of rural attitudes, traits, folkways and values which run deep and
often counter to the heady boomtown atmosphere of financial speculation
on leveraged real estate options and investments. Yet the many long-
timers enjoyed what this author defines as “boomtown euphoria”, and
now they miss the hustle and excitement. The appeal to rural westerners
of a quickened boomtown pace has not adequately been described, though
“boomtown euphoria” was a definite and interesting phenomenon in the
oil and energy boomtowns.

Small towns were being changed overnight by rapid growth, and the
feeling of excitement, of being a part of a larger whole, was an urban
attitude new to longtime rural residents. From the family practice
physician to the grade school janitor, in an boomtown situation everyone
works hard just to keep up. In Parachute, Colorado, during the height
of the boom, one of the gas station proprietors pumped more gas in a
week than he usually pumped in two months. Residents enjoyed the
commotion and everyone with a job felt needed — though often over-
worked and overwhelmed. Even Danny the Bum who slept in the alleys
of Parachute made a dollar or two by sweeping out O’Leary’s Saloon.

The first oil shale boom before World War I also went bust; not unlike
the story told about Parachute pioneer Mike Callahan for whom Mt. Cal-
lahan, the prominent peak which rises north of the Colorado River, is
named. According to legend, Mike settled near Parachute in the early
1880s and built a log cabin from indigenous materials. Afterwards he
invited all his friends over for a housewarming. Whites and Indians alike
complimented Mike on his new cabin and warmed their backsides by
the fireplace until the housewarming got too hot. Mike had built the
fireplace out of shale rock; it started to drip, caught fire and the cabin
burned to the ground. Like Mike’s cabin, the first oil shale boom flamed
brightly but then became ashes almost as quickly as the cabin.

As war clouds loomed in 1914, the nation took stock of its strategic
resources and experts announced that the country had only a nine-
year supply of oil reserves. Then the United States Geological Survey
published a bulletin in 1916 by Dean Winchester stating that Colorado
shales contained an incredible 20 billion barrels of oil. That year Pre-
sident Woodrow Wilson withdrew 45,444 acres of Colorado oil shale
lands and 86,584 acres of shale lands in Utah for a permanent Naval
Oil Shale Reserve. An astounded scientific community reacted with skep-
ticism to Winchester’s report, and the U.S. Geological Survey sent him
back into the field to check his calculations because it felt he had erred.
His superiors were correct. Winchester had incorrectly estimated recover-
able barrels of oil. A second edition of Winchester’s bulletin published
in 1917 clarified that the amount of available oil was not 20 billion bar-
rels, but 40 billion barrels; the shale rush was on [6].
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In 1919 and 1920, prospectors filed 30,000 oil shale claims on four mil-
lion acres, yet no technology emerged to process shale, which was
nicknamed “rubber rock” because once heated it would flow for a short
time and then solidify in shale retorts. With the discovery of millions
of gallons of liquid crude in the Permian Basin of Texas and Okla-
homa, the oil shale boom abruptly ceased in the early 1920s, but not
without changes in land ownership. Corporations consolidated their
holdings up and down Parachute Creek. They put up a few fences,
stocked the pastures with cattle, and waited. Half a century later, the
shale boom recurred only this time with significant community and
social impact.

Price fixing by the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries
(OPEC) in 1973 precipitated a worldwide energy crisis. Americans were
furious about waiting in line to buy gasoline. A host of political scientists,
economists, and national defense experts predicted dire consequences
because of dependence on foreign crude. Nineteenth century gold and
silver booms may have pumped millions of dollars into the American
economy and helped to fuel a young nation’s expansion, but the energy
crisis of the 1970s had a worldwide ripple effect that toppled govern-
ments, shifted billions in assets around the globe, and rearranged
American political constituencies.

In a decade characterized by double digit inflation and rising unem-
ployment, residents of western Colorado did not worry about layoffs.
“The nation needs 0il”, they were told. “America’s dependence on foreign
oil must stop,” the experts said [7]. Boomers on the Western Slope knew
they lived near a “black gold mine” of shale oil, and they took comfort
in those vast reserves. Though oil shale is distributed throughout the
globe, our nation’s best deposits are located in Colorado, Utah, and
Wyoming. By 1974 estimates, the richest oil shale deposits in the world
are located in one small area of Colorado, the Piceance Creek Basin,
which contains two trillion barrels of oil. In some deposits, 2,000 foot
thick oil shale seams yield 25 gallons to the ton [8].

Best of all, the richest oil shale deposits were on federal lands avail-
able for long term lease under the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. The
location of these deposits in the heart of the American West seemed the
perfect answer to high oil prices from the unstable Middle East. The
national mood called for action, and prospect of high profits whetted
the oil companies’ appetites for major, crash development of synthetic
fuels, with healthy federal subsidies to sweeten the pot. Companies
bought oil shale leases worth $ 210 million in 1974, and soon roads
needed to be built, apartment buildings constructed, schools enlarged,
and telephones installed. Into rural Western Colorado came the indust-
rial giants to begin heavy construction. With the arrival of major
construction firms, thousands of workers flooded Garfield County,
Colorado, from Michigan, Illinois, North and South Carolina, and every
depressed state in the nation.

The unemployed came to put in applications with The Industrial
Company, Daniels Construction, and Gilbert-Western. Then in mid-
1980s the largest company in the world, Exxon, U.S.A., bought out Atlan-
tic Richfield Company (Arco) and became partners with The Oil Shale
Company (Tosco) to aggressively develop the Colony Oil Shale Project.
Exxon hired Brown & Root, the second-largest contracting firm in the
nation, to do the construction work. By 1981, in addition to Exxon'’s
Colony Project, oil shale development included ventures or joint ventures
by Union, Chevron, Mobil, Tenneco, and Occidental, as well as deve-
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lopment by smaller firms like Equity, Paraho, and Rio Blanco Oil
Shale Company.

In Colorado, on the western side of the Contential Divide two hundred
miles from the Denver metropolitan area, the oil shale impact fell on
the small towns of Parachute, population 300; Rifle, population 2,200;
Silt, 900; and New Castle, 700. Exxon planned to build an entirely new
community on Battlement Mesa, just south of Parachute, on land that
was only marginal cattle range. Projected population for the town of
Battlement Mesa was to be 25,000 people by the 1990s. Exxon was build-
ing a new town as large as the existing population of the entire county!
Parachute was eventually to swell to 15,000 people and the other small
towns in the valley were also expected to mushroom.

But the limitless West is a land of limitations. Despite the magnificent
scenery and the soaring mountain peaks, the Rockies have remained
sparsely settled and largely devoid of manufacturing and industry —
for good reason. John Wesley Powell in his 1878 Report on the Arid
Lands West of the Hundredth Meridian made clear that only an “oasis
civilization” could survive in the West, for beyond the hundredth
meridian precipitation is less than twenty inches a year [9]. Water
has historically been a limiting factor. Yet the oil companies proceeded
with oil shale development on the grounds that ample water supplies
existed. Developers felt that water was being wasted on agriculture.
Fortunes were made by farmers and ranchers who retained title to their
land but sold their senior water rights for shale oil processes which
required a barrel of water to produce each barrel of oil. Exxon USA
had no expectations of increased water flow in the Colorado River.
Instead, company officials planned to pipe water from the Missouri
River basin to Piceance Creek.

Exxon’s infamous “White Paper” titled “The Role of Synthetic Fuels
in the United States Energy Future” (1980) stunned scientists and jour-
nalists alike [10]. John Gilmore, Senior Research Fellow of the Denver
Research Institute at the University of Denver, has called the White
Paper “a grand gesture to show that Exxon was serious” though the
technical report became “one of the greater minor faux pas of corporate
history” [11]. Among other prodigious plans, Exxon suggested rearrang-
ing the drainage system of the North American continent to suit the
energy emergency. Officials insisted that costs could be kept to a mini-
mum, but the proposals did not fully take into account that water is the
lifeblood of the West and the unifying factor in Western economics,
politics and culture. Exxon proposed an eight million barrel-per-day
industry, but not a single barrel of shale oil had yet been processed at
a competitive, commercial rate [12].

Such was the scope of the oil shale boom and the environmental frenzy
in the late 1970s and early 1980s. Friends of the Earth proclaimed oil
shale and massive synthetics fuels development as their primary environ-
mental concern in the United States [13]. Quiet Colorado River Valley
towns became polarized boomtowns, and an entire city was being built
to accommodate the fastest development of a new industry in the history
of the United States. But then in late 1981 and early 1982, tremors of
doubt began to filter through the boomtown euphoria. There were
warning signals within the industry, but in western Colorado this was
the boom business people had dreamed about.

Many local people in the oil shale region thought differently. They
felt overwhelmed and fatalistic about the impending energy develop-
ment. Older citizens resigned themselves to the demise of their way of
life, but they also hoped for employment opportunities for the young.
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Retired Rifle schoolteacher Robert Wamsley succinctly expressed the
views of many area senior citizens when he said, “0il shale is here to
stay. When you have companies which have committed a good many
millions to development programs, they’re not in here for fun. They're
here for real.” He expressed the patriotic sentiments of many Colorado-
ans when he explained that oil shale is “badly needed by the nation.
I have mixed emotions about what’ll happen to the countryside, and
you know they’ll tear up the mountains and add pollution, but on the
other hand we need the economic stimulus of industry” [14].

Despite fervent hopes for long term jobs, on Sunday May 2, 1982,
Exxon announced it was closing down the Colony Project. The day of the
decision is known locally as “Black Sunday”, and almost everyone in
Garfield County remembers what they were doing when they heard the
news. By Monday morning, 2,100 people knew they were immediately
out of work. The ramifications of Exxon’s decision depleted $ 85 mil-
lion in annual payroll from the Western Slope economy and by summer’s
end approximately 5,000 people had moved out of the county.

Despite twenty-one months of intensive development on a project
estimated to cost $ 5 billion dollars, Exxon corporation stopped all
work on the Colony project on May 2, 1982, In eighteen months, a brush-
covered pasture had become a town of 1,700 people. The day Exxon ceased
spending a million dollars a week on Battlement Mesa, four hundred
apartments and condominimum units were under construction, as were
forty-six single-family homes. Foundations had been laid for an addi-
tional one hundred twelve more units. Workers who had moved hundreds
of miles to the construction site received only two hours’ extra pay. They
went to work on Monday, May 3, to find locked gates. They were not
even allowed to retrieve their lunch pails and coats; severance pay was a
day’s wages and mileage. Though Exxon promised state and county
officials an “orderly shutdown”, what actually happened was far from
orderly. All rental trucks and trailers within a ninety-mile radius were
leased within four days. The exodus began [15].

The bust occurred in May of 1982. Memories, both good and bad, are
still fresh. Residents have faced foreclosures, bankruptcies, the loss of
friends, and divorces because of emotional and financial stress. In twenty
years they will have made their adjustments and mellowed their atti-
tudes. At present the pain is real, for they acted in concert with what
they felt were national needs and national priorities and they invested
time and money in projects which rarely succeeded. Greed also became
a prominent factor in the boomtown equation, and financial security
for once prudent people vanished. Local newspapers have written about
returning to a “pre-boom” economy, but that is not possible. Congress
voted in December, 1985, to abolish the Synthetic Fuels Corporation,
effectively dampening any immediate hope for a viable oil shale industry.
For local residents, shock often gave way to deepening depression. Just
as individuals must go through a grief process when faced with extensive
personal loss, so too, must communities grieve. The few newcomers who
have stayed consider themselves “surviviors” exactly as if they had
endured a natural catastrophe [16].

Now, nine years after the most recent shale collapse, eagles are
returning to their nesting areas in Western Colorado, and Battlement
Mesa has become a haven for retirees. Yet fossil fuels will always be a
non-renewable resource. The recent energy bust is only a truce — not
a lasting peace. An oil shale boom may come again. The economies of the
world are still fueled by enormous appetites for oil, and the rock that
burns lies deep in dark layers of shale.
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PE3IOME

J1si NpOMBILIJIEHHOCTH 3alafHBEIX aMEePUKAHCKUX IITATOB, 60raThIX IPHPOLHBIMHU
pecypcamMu, Bcerza OBLIO XapaKTepPHO 4YepefoOBaHUE IEPHUOJAOB MOABEMA M cIaja.
Tak, XIX Bek okasajcid BpeMEHEM HEOLHOKDATHBIX «30JIOTHIX» M «CePeOpAHBIX »
6yMOB, a B XX CTOJIETUY HENPEPHIBHBINA POCT MOTpeGHOCTEH B HeTH CTAJ IMPUUH-
HOM 3HepreTHYecKMX OyMoB. B IleHTpe BHUMAHUSA OKAa3aJIMCh rOpiOYMe CJAHIIHI,
sajieraloniue Ha szamaje mrata Kosopazgo. [lnsi cTpaHbl, KOTOPOUM €KEerojgHO Heob-
XOoAuMO He MeHee 13 mupx. Gappesieii HedTH, KOJOPALCKHE CJIAHIEBI OBIJIUA JIAKO-
MBIM KYCKOM.

Ily6iuKyeMblii MaTepuaJ npeacTaBiisieT coboii 0630p COOBITHI, CBA3aHHBIX C IIO-
NBITKAMH OCBOEHHS I'OPIOYECJIAHIEBHIX MecTOpoxkaeHuii B Koiopajckoit mosmue.

IIpuuuHOMi mepBOro cJjaHIEeBOro O6yma crajsio caenanHoe B 1914 r. 3asBieHue
SKCIIEPTOB O TOM, YTO 3aIaCOB CTPATEerHMYeCKHMX HCTOYHUKOB B BHAE HehTH
B CTpaHe MMeeTCs BCEro Ha JeBATH JieT. [IBa roga CmycTs ObIJI OMyOJIUKOBAH OIOJI-
netenb I'eosorumyeckoro obiectsa CIIIA, B KOTODOM TOILIMBHBEIE PECypPCHI KOJIO-
PAACKHUX rOPIOYMX CJAHIEB OBIJIM OLEHEHH! B nmepecuere Ha HedTb B 20 Mapx. 6ap-
peJjieii, a TepeoleHKa, mpousBefeHHasi B 1917 r., yBesu4yunaa 3TO 3HAYEHHE BJBOE.

ITOro 0Ka3aJioch JOCTATOYHO AJIS BO3ZHHUKHOBeHUus: 6yma. B 1919—1920 rr. ussic-
KaTeaaMu Oblyo 3apeructpupoBaHo 90 MJIH. ClIaHIEBBIX YYacCTKOB OOINe# IIJI0-
manbio 4 MaH. akpoB. OZHAKO TeXHOJIONHM# MepepaboTKMU CJIAHIEB TOTJAa elle He
cylecTBoBayio. K ToMy ke BCKOpe OBIJIM OTKDHITHL OoraTeilive 3ajiexu HedTH
B mrarax Texac u Okiaaxoma, U roplOYecIaHIEBEIA OyM pe3KO COIIes Ha HeT.

Ilensr Ha HedTH, BBeseHHble OIIEK (Oprammusanusa CTpaH-3KCIOPTEPOB HeDTH)
B 1973 r., yCKOpDWIM HACTyILJIeHHE OOIIEMHDPOBOI'O SHEPreTUYECKOro KpH3uca,
koropblii B CIIIA mpuBesn K ABYKpaTHOW mHIAUHE U GeicTpoMy pocTy 6espabo-
Tunbl. OgHaKO KuUTesed mTaTa Kosopazo 3To He GECIOKOMJIO: OHHM He 3abnIBaiy,
YTO MX «YEepPHOE 30JI0TO» — TOpIOYME CIAHILI — y HUX IIOL HOraMu. Begb MMeHHO
B Konopazmo, B 6acceitne Ilaiicenc Kpuk cocpenoTodeHbl CIaHI[BI OAHOTO M3 Gora-
TeHIIUX B MHUpe MecTOpoXxkaeHuit — B 1974 r. ero zamacsl, B mepecueTe Ha HEedTS,
OBIJIM OLleHEHEI B JBa TPHJIIIMOHA Oappeseii. IIpeaBKyIllleHHe OIPOMHBIX IPHUO bLIIEH
M IOAJEePKKa Da3BUTHUS CJIAHIEBOM IIPOMBINIJIEHHOCTH CO CTOPOHBI I'OCYZapcTBa
JaJ¥ TOJYOK HOBOMY OyMy.

B 1974 r. ci1aHIEHOCHBIX YyYaCTKOB OBIJIO 3aKylJjeHO yxe Ha 210 maH. gosasia-
poB. OCBOEHHIO MECTOPOXKIAEHHUS COIYTCTBOBAJIO IIMPOKOMACIITAOHOE CTPOUTEJb-
CTBO JXKMJbs, AOPOT, IIKOJ, PA3BUTHE CPEJACTB CBS3W. BMecTe ¢ KPYIHBIMH IIPO-
MBIIIJIEHHEIMA W CTPOUTEJBHBIMY (PUDMaM¥ B NPEUMYIIECTBEHHO CeJIbCKOXO03aMH-
CTBEHHBIA JO DTOr0 BPEMEHM IITAT XJBIHYJIO MHOXeCTBO Ge3paboTHBIX.

B cepegune 80-x rr. camasi 60JbIIas B MUPe KOMIIAHUSA «JKCOH», CKYIIUB aKIUU
KOMIIAaHUM «ApKO» ¥ 3aKJIOYUB COIJIAIIEHWE O COTPYAHHUYECTBE C TOpPIOYecIaH-
ueBoi Kommauuei «TOCKO», SHEPrMYHO NMPUCTYNHJIA K peajiM3alid IPOEKTa II0
OCBOEHHIO MECTODOXKJEHHUsI Tropiouux ciaaHinesB. CrpourensHble paGoThl OGBUIH
MOPYYEHbl OAHOM M3 KPYNMHEMIIMX aMepPHUKAHCKHX (PUDPM.

OxHakKO B rpaHAMO3HBIX IJIAHAX He OBLI yYTEH CEPHEe3HEUIINHA MOMEHT — B TeX
MecTax B roj BeimazaeT He Oosee 50 MM ocaxkos. lllupokomacmiTabHas ciaaHIe-
Basi IPOMBIIIJIEHHOCTh PAa3BEePTHIBAJIACHE HA TEPPUTOPHU C MHU3EDHBIMU BOJAHBIMU
3amacaMu.

KomMnanusa «9KCOH» He DACCUMTHIBAJIA HA yBeJIWYEHHE IIOJHOBOALHOCTH PEKU
Komopazo u moTomMy IipejJiarajia ImepeKkadydBaTh HeJOcCTaoliue o0beMbl U3 Gac-
ceiina pexu Muccypu.

Cpesu YyHOBHIIHBIX IIJIAHOB OBLJIO HaMepeHHE IIePeyCTPOUTH OPOCUTEJIBHYIO
CHCTEMY BCET'O CeBePOaMEPHKAHCKOr0 KOHTHHEHTA, YTOOBI IPHUCIIOCOOUTE ee K HYXK-
JaM HapoXXAalollelcsi YHepPreTHYeCKOi IPOMBIINIJIEHHOCTH. B pacuerax «3JKcoHa»
6bL10 moJryyeHMe 8 MJH. GappeJsieil CIaHIEBOM CMOJIBI B [ileHb, XOTS K TOMY Bpe-
MeHHU He OBLIO IOJIyYeHO HHM OZHOTO Gappeiis 1o IieHe, CIOCOOHOM KOHKYpPHDPOBATH
CO CTOMMOCTBIO APYTHX BHUJOB TOILJIABA.

Oco3HaB 0eCIJIOAHOCTHL CBOMX HaZexa, 2 Mas 1982 r. KoMmaHus «IKCOH»
00'bABUJIA O 3aKPHITHHM CBOEr0 IPOEKTA M NpeKparuiga Bce paboTel mo HEMY, He-
CMOTPSI HA TO YTO HA €ro OCYIIECTBJIEHHE OBLIO 3aTpadeHO y’Ke 5 MJIpPA. LOJJja-
poB. Pa6ory Bpas nmorepsisiu 2100 yesioBeK; IpPH yBOJIbLHEHHUH OHH ITIOJIYUYMJIH JIMIIH
IHEBHOW 3apabOTOK U JeHbI'H Ha OOpaTHYIO ZOpOry.

Takum Obly OecciaBHBIN (UHAJN <«OQHOW M3 CAMBIX TPAHAUO3HBIX U B TO XKe
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BpeMs CaMEIX YAPYYAIOI[WX OIIMOOK B HMCTODMH KOPIOpauMH», KaK OXapaKTepH-
30BaJl CJIyYHMBIIeeCS HAYUYHBIA COTPYAHHK JleHBepcKoro yHuBepcuTeTa [[3KOH
JXUIBMOD.

B Ham® gHH, HeBATH JeT CIyCTs IOCJe Kpaxa, npupoza 3amagsoro Kosiopapno
MOCTEIIEHHO 3aJieduBaeT cBOU paHbl. O MepekMTOM BCe peXke BCIOMMHAIOT JKHUTEJIH
BarnemerT Meckl — Tropojka, BhIpocliero B Te OGypHble BpeMeHa. Ho Henbsd
3a6BITh O TOM, YTO 3aIlachl CJIAHIA BCe-TAKH CYIIECTBYIOT.

IlocnepHuii craj — BCEro JIMIID IlepeAbIIKa IIepeji HOBBIM BCIIJIECKOM HHTepeca
MUDPOBOH BKOHOMHUKH K TOILIHBY. CIaHIBI KAYT CBOErO 4Yaca, ¥ IPH ONpeJeJIeH-
HBIX 00CTOATEIbCTBAX MOJKET BCIBIXHYTBH OUepeJHOH OyM.
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ties. See Frederick Rose, “Coming up Dry: Unocal Struggles on With
Attempt to Get Crude Oil from Shale”, Wall Street Journal 14 May 1986: 1.
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13. The Friends of the Earth files from the Grand Junction office are now in
the Western History Collections at the University of Colorado Library.

14. Robert Wamsley interview from Rifle, Colorado: Boomtown of the Seventies.
Videotape produced by Candi Harper for Grassroots Television, Aspen,
Colorado, 1975.

15. See stories in the Rifle Tribune, 5 May 1982: “Shale shock — Exxon closes
Colony project, buys out Tosco”, “Panic cautioned against in face of certain
economic downturn”, “Limited vandalism, fights in Parachute area”, and
editorials “We will survive” and “Sorrow and rage with the bust that was
not supposed to happen”. Also The Daily Sentinel, 9 May 1982, “Exxon’s
promised boom dies for diverse reasons”, and 14 May 1982 “Worker’s wait
ends with sale of home on Battlement Mesa”. Glenwood Post 17 May 1982
“Lamm calls for Exxon to define what ’orderly shutdown’ means”, and
“Pullout reaction mounts”.

16. The best comparison to a natural disaster is Kai T. Erickson, Everything
in its Path: Destruction of Community in the Buffalo Creek Flood (New
York: Simon & Schuster, 1976).
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