956 FE:D‘ERALVOIL_SHALEfPEOGRAM,

_ My. HARTLEY. There is B0 point, in having this program if we ard

" not going to provide these other twof’environmenbsgl have spoken of.

You are ]ust.emrryingQ‘n.;reseairch in a vacuum, and although we are
 eontinuing to do S0, i1 is at a.much reduced pace... o
" We are trying to encourage others WhQ.sqem,_tQ,Wavnb to spend money

at this pointy :regardleas% of the fact thaf there is this vacuum and,

suppose, because we have an ever-abiding faith in this Congress of the

United States to eventually: ?rovldenan environment. which will be
\ale oil into the domestic market.

~ equitable for the entrance of 8
: ‘TheCHAIRMAN-.'Senator,Allo‘tt.r, B T S L
Senator ALLOTT. Tirst of all, Mr. Hartley, 1 want to say, to you,ﬂl

appreciate your fine statement. It emphasizes. many of the points

feel are ver _important at this stage, and L would just like to explore o

‘(fmev(m;t,wotnngswithyou. e i e G
I had thefpleasures—zfl do not think ;you.weregp»i'@ssént when 1 was
t-heref——‘of.visit\ing your plant when it was 11 ope}*mtloljx; and saw it in

operation. 1 was very impressed by the innovations there, and 1 was

also impressed by the reverse process which you had developed—at
Jeast reverse as opposed to the process which had been. worked upon
bytheBureauofMines. G SR e e e

~You mentioned the Athabasca sands;;in'Jconnection,with, your re-

~ finery in Chicago- Would you ’think'thaﬁ,‘perhaps,;‘with respect t0 oil ‘

~ shale, we are how at a pO'lIltijf’ decision as to whether or not. we will
~engage or start a viable o1l shale industry, OF whether we might, 11

light of some of the conditions you mentioned, plus “others such as

_ patents and lease policies, and $0 forth, be faced. with an alternative

of the'development of oil produotsv from coal as Well'asAthab\asca tar

M. Harrrey. W ell, S«eﬁd@éﬁAﬂotﬁ,ﬁI rarely make bets when T lose

one. If anybody had asked me 10 years 2g0, that synthetic crude oil

from tar sands would have gone on the market. ggzommercially, ahead

' Ofoil‘shaleéel took that bet and Tloste R

. In terms of market, in terms of Jocation of Colorado, and the U.s.
conéumingareasoﬁ consumption; in terms of the longtime proven tech-

. nology that our sompany has, for one, anc T do not want to give the

impression that we have the only Vi‘a‘ble.technologyg——there could be

others around ab the present\tlmesfflg felt that, 1 had great confidence

 that, the oil shale induﬁtryWoiﬂd, have been here by now, and again.

repeat the only reason it has not isabe)capsewehavenqt provided, either
by action of Congress or:by the execuflve bx{gfnoh ;Q;E‘\‘Govemment,,the
environment, conducive to that industry. getting underway.

1 think it isa great: eredit ?.tofl.the’le&del“Sh'lP;fin\tfh.-@-'»'Albeftft!;' g@‘?efn,— ~

: ment :thats they have seell fit to create that environment in spite o the
_fact they ave drowning :from oil made from conventional means. The
oil wells: of Alberta are turning out. ‘_apprommattelyb(); percent of their

_engineering allowables, and- yet they have ‘.,prpvided_tlm,oppor’tunit:y =

for the 'deV%elopmeritfof this industry along with the’;»developmentg of
, 'théirgcon*vefitionalﬁcrude ol o e G A e
- Further, as to your comment, I would not be sur rised if we keep on .

o

treating oil shale the way we have in the- past, that coal may even Wi

out, t00, because you are aware of the fact that there 18 depletion on

£y




