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- Now, Solicitor Barry says we are, in effect, so tied down that we
cannot move effectively against them because we must take up each
one of these claims one by one. So with 20,000 of them, it means that
Secretary U dall, in whom I have great confidence, will be out of office
long before the first claims are passed upon, long before these other
claims are adjudicated. : :

If technicalities are used to prevent the Government from taking
effective action, I think Mry. Zweifel should be called to account on
‘technical grounds and that the burden of proof should be shifted to
him. Has he located ¢ Did he make g legitimate location ? That calls

0t 2,577 claims at Rio Blanco and 838 in Garfield ?

It stands to.reason that he has not, and I submit that the burden of
proof should be upon him, that the preponderance of evidence ig
against him, commonsense of mankind ig against him on that score.

What about discovery? Was there a legitimate discovery on 20,000

claims, on 2,577 claims in Rio Blanco, and 330 claims in Garfield
County ¢ That ig absurd, particularly in view of the location of these

Now, there is a final point that I did not intend, to make. I was very
careful not to mention the fact that it is my understanding:' that Mr,

defend himself. But Mr. Barry made that statement, and it is, to the
best of my knowledge and belief, correct. .

I would like to read, if I may, paragraph 241 of title 30 dealing spe-
cifically with ol shale, and I read starting at the bottom of page 6404
and going up to the ﬁrst«paragmph on page 6405 : / E

No claimant for g lease who hag been guilty of any fraud or who had knowl-

edge or reasonable grounds to know of any fraud or who hag not acted honestly
and in good faith shall be entitled to any one of the benefits of this section,

N ow, that does not limit the _disqualiﬁcation to frauds perpetrated

I submit that these claims, when You come down to it, can be
attacked on that ground. : L o

Mr. Barry. Thege arenot leases. o _

Senator Arrorr. Would the Senator yield at that point? I would
like to ask Mr. Barry if his interpretation of that statute would be
the same as Senator Douglasg’. v v

Mr. Bagry. N 0, it would not. He was talking about leases, and this
is not a lease. This is g location of a mining claim that would ripen
in due course into title and not a lease. :




