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ts. They have been further modified 'thrdﬁgh introduction of the ptos'svi-ij
‘ble effects of nqntechnologip changes lifke‘pr;iee ‘in(jentives,‘ import, or

pecifically the outlook section on each c’dmmodity‘in this study is
addressed to: e ; e SRk St

Future demand.—In which high, median, and low Projections of
demand in 1985 and 2000, in the United States and in the rest of the
world, are estimated. b e

I would like to empheisiZegt;}/m‘t ydu can’t look at the UmtedStates S ’

alone, you haye to look at mineral Supply and demang problems in
the context of the entire world picture, e [y
Future Supply.—In which the resources ,'Hkél};}: to be important

year 1985, And in our documents heyyp, we have estimated this need at
400 million barre]g per year. ' L
Senator HANSEN‘. Mr. Ch‘a:irman, if I may, I would like to ask a

Our at’tentiqn earlier this morning ywa.s“ focused on oyp domestic
formation, may prove to be g significant domestic soyrce foraluminqm, ~
uary of 1967, Secreta:ryUda,H stated as point 1 of his J-point

n Jan ] ,
Program for oil shale development, that “Pending sodium preference

right lease apf)li(ia;tidns”~which would offer one means for develop-
ing Dawsonite—wi]] be properly considered on thejy merit.”

On September 14, 1967, the‘Secretary‘testiﬁed before this committee
on the status of the oil sha;‘leldevglopmént program, At that time, T
; addressed a question to the S.ecreta,ry,whleh was as follgws : S

“I would qbserve that some of these appl;fggtlons ;;\_have: been filed ', '

you.” . s H : PR
On December 12, T wrote to the Secretary and

his reply of January

12, 1968, does not indicate to me that the question of pending sodium
preference right lease applications is any closer to resolution within
the Department, o o - T 5

I wonder i you can give the committee g status report on this
question and,~hopefully,‘indicate'to the committee that the Department
' 92413684 o B ;




