. 'Federal. ‘c,o;urts,knqcquutg any decision ‘renderedx Ty -the: Department 11 the

- shale land
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of December 21, 1966 rendered by Federal District. Judge Wwilliam Doyle is
upheld in the higher courts, it is clear that thousands of pre-1920 oil shale
~ mining claims will be revived, which cover, some 2 million plus acres of oil shale
land . . . Aaims which had been declared null and void 'inthe:l%()’s for failure
to do assessment work. ; : ; R kot
(F) Inadequate charges in 0il shale contests SR g
" If the decisions which declared claims null and void for failure to do*as‘ses‘;sment
work are knocked out, it becomes clear ‘that the present 0il shale contests being
heard in Denver take on 4 more giveaway role because the Interior ,D’epartment
_ig not nsing all the principal charges upon which to. contest ‘pre-1920 mining
claims which had not -b’een_deolared null and void heretofore. Thus the contests
which are regarded as prccedenbmaking in the Department ‘are not what they.
are supposed to be, as in' essence the ‘G(i‘ve‘rnjm-ent is waiving geveral principal
‘charges which could be inﬁpkedfh@éh which' to ‘declare the pre-1920 ‘mining
i , charges the Department failed to state in the

_contest proceedings. ;Qhaﬁge’*s‘Whiéh‘ are not being used are: Abandonment, fraud

on June 9, Nov. 17, Dec. 1, 1966, and J uly 27, 1967 respeptively if the decis'ioﬁ

Jlaims null and void put whi

in the location, adverse possession, ,p‘pn—minefal in character, claims not valid -

; an»d's{ibéistin‘g‘,at ‘the’ -da*fc,e'“of[thé.‘enactment?of the Mineral Teasing Act of
" February 25, 1920 and possibly other principal charges. Thus the present oil
shale mining contests peing heard in Denver by a Bureau of Land Management
, Hearing Examiner-on the discover issue may open the door to wholesale disposals
~ of oil shale lands: nnder:pre—;l%() oil shale mining claims, should the discovery
issue .be found in favor of -the claimants by thfengepar,tment, or should the

,precéden’_é,makmg contests which might -declare the claims null and void for

1a¢k of valid discoveries.

2 3

. , YIIL.DANGEB,OE; GIVE-AWAYS: ON RECENT MINING CLAIMS
(A) Recretary failed to “issue tiniely withdrawal el R
: Secretary Udall failed to act to withdraw ihe public oil ghale lands from: loca-
“tion of mining claims. for metalliferous minerals. His failure to act to-issue the .
yithdrawal of oil shale lands: from metalliferous nining ‘locations’ permibted
. some 4 million acres: of oil: shale lands to be covered by new mining claims in
1965 and 1966. e e e b
g Secretary Udall failed to jssue a timely-withdrawal order despite: the fact that
-~ Dr. John Kenneth .Galbraith, ‘;formerDifectOr of ‘the Bureau £ Land Manage-
- ‘ment, Charles Stoddard, and perhaps .others; ,1#?equ‘e‘ste-d Secretary-U‘d‘ani ‘as far
pack as mid 1966:to issue the withdrawal order to’ prevent the further location of
mining:cla;imsl used to tie-up the oil shale 1ands under guise: of metalliferous min-
eral filings. Conet D AT DS BT o
(B) Oalculated delay by Ewxecutive Branch ‘ ; : -
There is & likelihood that the necesse‘iry"withdr’aWal“order was ‘ot rissued
timely because those in the Executive ~Branch ‘favoringkfdi'Splosﬂ:als“ of 0il -shale
1ands to private interests :ﬁgur‘ed‘that the new mining claims were @ possible-way.
with which to 1et powerful private - interests pre-empt"‘the ~oil’ shale  lands.
Although the new mining claimants are not entitled to oils shale»dep»o-sits in the
land covered: by the new claims there is ,priesently a great danger that Congress
- might be prevailed upon to give the new cl‘aimants,a‘:preferenc,ef right to oil shale
leases when and if oil shale leases are jissued. S , :

(0) Possible inside. collaboration DA S s

“The most. ‘quest_i(mablé thing about the new claims, aside of analadminliﬁS'tration
and non-feasance to act to issué a ‘timely W’ithdrawal,' is the fact that there is .2
likelihood that new ‘1aims'm‘ay have been filed on the basis of inside ‘infbrmat_ian
from the Department itself. According to an article in the 0il ShaleﬁandﬁQﬁShbi’é :
“published August,“l%T someone in Rock Spring, ‘Wyomingi.nfbrmed Mr. Merle
Zweifel, who a»ppargntly;10‘Ca..‘cedufor,himself and others most of the new ‘mining
 claims. It is significant to note that the article ‘mentioned, the fact. that, a Mr.
Anderson called Mr. Zweifel from wWas,hinjg,tqn‘,,D.C,‘,;{ R
i would seem that this «distingilish d. Committee would want to ageertain
‘{dentity of the pers o purp rtedly. tipped Mr. Zwelfel to the fact that oil

fon for. metalliferous. minerals contained




