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remedies seemed reasonably clear to ug in the field. Og that date, over my signg-
ture as Regiona] A‘dministrator, we sent by telegram g “statement Submitted for
0il shale Justification,” It is best Summarized by quoting the first bortion: . =

“Inadequate ownership- information and failure to ‘investigate validity of
unpatented claims‘ are'obstr‘ucting development of an ¢il shale industry, The -
Ownership pattern is 80 confused that neithep government leasing of shale lands

- hor-development of private holdings ig feasible.(The .S, Geological Survey has
outlined the bodies of ¢i1 shale deposits ;- the Bureay of Mines hag Proved the
feasibility of extracting oi] from shale; oi] ctompanies are attemp‘tingf to block
shale holdings, ag well as doing experimental work. The President’s ‘Materials
Policy Co‘mmlss\ion_ hasindicated that oil shale development ig not only ine‘vitable o
but imminen't; but, if the ownership problem is not cleared up in advance, con-
fusion ag to ownership can block 0il-shale development in a period- when time
may be of the essence, B : SRR ’ s
- “The brineipal of] shale deposity are located in Colorado, Utah, and: Wyoming. s
The aréa . of highest Potential in-dus‘trial development and of highest Dbresent inter- -
e8t.is in Colorado., The deposits are principally on public lands, Except for those
areas subject to miningkclaims, the government hag withdrawn a1] oil shale‘lands
from aceegg and develop ient. The problem 18 to determitie which landg are sub-
Ject to valig mining claimg and to block private and public holdings, P
~ “The BLM ig the agency responsible for solving the pmblem.,Spveeiﬁcal‘ly the

. 8teps which would be taken are: first, collect data to allow determination of
Federal anqg non-Federal ownership claimsg, This woulqd involve: (1) Obtaining
from BLM land office records information t‘oidentify mineral'ownershiprretaine-d
by U.8. on lands; ( 2) obtaining from other Federa] agencies ang county records
the recorg of landg re-acquired by the U.s.; (3) obtaining: from BLM Archives,
and other fileg complete record of ‘all withdrawalg and restoration orders. which
affected availability of bublic land for minera] entry; (4) obtaining from BLM .
officey Tecords of any other action which segregated lands from mineéral entry ;
and (5) obtaining from county recorder’s office record of all unpatented mining
claimg in the area, & . T

“Second : Clarify land descriptions by (1) as necessary, completing cadastral ©
surveys, either original or re-survey ; (2) Dbrocessing mineral surveys; and (3)
verifying location of mining claimg by field check of Monuments, ~ -

“Third ; Accelerate brocessing of claims to batent by ( 1) comparing claim with
withdrawal ang other segregation records to determine the validity of claim’ at
time of filing ; (2) making field check of discovery gnq of necessary developiment.
work ; angd (3) issuance of patents, . L o !

“Fourth ; Cancelling invalid claims, as required. : e ::

“Fifth : Blocking public ang Dbrivate oil shale holdingy by (1) 'analyzing,and”
mapping land Ownersghip pattern in shale area; (2) initiating ang brocesging
exchanges of mineral lands to achieve solig blocks of holdingg under private or
bublie Owunership; and S w .

“Sixth: Issuance of leages for shale langg as requested,”

Even earlier, by August 22, 1952, Howarq J. ‘V.andlerVee:ry then Regional Chief
f*orfMiner‘als,‘ and othersg of Iy staff had already brepared, and'withou-,t,undue -
difficulty bersuaded me to sign anqg submit, g “Proposed Project to “Remove
Public Lang Obstacles to Oil Shale Development.” On that date. such a broposal,
consisting of some Seventeen pageg and‘«fo‘ur‘teen separate exhibits, was forwarded
to the Director of the Bureau of Land Management in Washin’g*ton,{D.C‘r. For-
various.reasons the project was never. approved, nor even, 80 far as my knowledg'e
80es, presented to the Budget Bureau or Congress. o L N

In early 1954, my area of jurisdiction ag a Bureau of Land Managem?ent field
administratop was changed to exelude C‘olorado,, but to add to Utah the States
of Idaho, Nevada, ang Arizong, N evertheless, my-interest in o} shale continued to
be one of active barticipation as to all stateg because of member'shipv“on the Inte-
rior Department Colorado River-Great Basin Fielg Co‘mmittee, Servi@e;as BLM

inereasing emphasis on oil shale, ~There were coordinated present"ations by
Tepresentativeg of the Bureau of Mines, U.S. Geological Survey, Bureau .of
Reclakmation,; the Bure‘au of Land Management, and to Some extent by ovt'her, '
agencies of Interior.* The inevitability of an oil shale industry was not doubted,

4 H.q. xPaciﬁc‘Southwest Field Committee, Program for the Pacific SouthwestRegion,
1956-1961, March 1954, 3 5. ‘ : b :
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