was no-true distinction between deposits that were shallow and deep; between
those that are thick or thin ; the beautiful areas and waste areas; the solidly
blocked: ownership patterng and the scattered patterns; the federallydominated
areas-and the fee or state dominated areas; the presence of water and numerous

that would be attached in toto. ‘ , L

By the time the report came out it seemed to Ine that we had resolved two
questions. First, there was no publie interest that Justified holding up an oil
shale industry, Ag g consequence thereof there was no public interest that
necessitated indefinite delay of lifting the withdrawal on the federal oil shale

industry before we could know the answers, Apparently we had reached a pretty
full agreement on those two points. ‘ : ‘

The question of method, however, wag another problem. We clearly d
2pprove an uncontrolled release of the federal oil shale reserves; nor d

the false premige that the federa] government owned all the '0il shale reserves,
that there be a government corporation patterned after the,fSateHiteC‘orporation
to handle the oil shale reserves. Thege points are incidenta] but had to be faced
in-the Process of our consideration, ' o '

shared a common belief that ng special favorites should be beneﬁtedf_ in ‘the
' Government’s administration of the oil shale reserves. This may have led some
to the belief that the oi] shale reserves coulq not be opened up because some might
8et. special benefits, It led others to believe that only ‘by opening them up on g
‘competitive ‘system could special benefits be denied. This deep concern for the




