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Coalition Member Page 50 íktober 18, 1977

The Edwest is e7perie71cing serious difficulties obtaining adequate
supplies of natural gas-yet a major new source of gas exists within the
region locked in massive Devonian shale deposits. Similarly the Midwest
can be a :najor supplier of coa) yet producticn remains sluggish as the
result of problems with extractions transportation, and air quality. The
solution to these problems wi31 require tne ánvestment of a significant
amount of new capital.

The Northeast and Midwest regions carclot control the cost of foreign oil,
but they can contæl its depe%ence on it throu# conservation memures,
the development of cel and cther energy reserves within their am states
and the conversion of olants sra utn1tles, m do so, these regions nee
capital. The regional emergy corporation concept may be the best way to
provide some of the capital needed to implement the National Energ/ Plan
at tne regional leveL

We believe that the introduction of áe "Regional Eneray Deve17ment Act"ecronosed by CONEG will helo focus the debate on repional eneny needs notonly for the Northeast, but for the Mdwest and other regions at the
country as well.

Wether the specifics of the CTE0 proposal will remain intact remains to
be seen but we fully support the concept and urge you to co-sponsor the

i e a 1 materia alsmsses ile spec1tics o± the measure- lt Vou have
any queStionS or W sh to o us in co-SponSorship, please call Phebe Barth
at 5-1082 by Friday October 21st

Yours sincere
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