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haye upon competition and the economics of operation within our
industry.

We very respectfully suggest that, in view of the fact that the Con-
gress expressly directed that specific consideration be given to these
precise questions, the failure to do so requires that thes ‘
proposals be returned to tl artment of the Interior for com-
pliance with the congressional mandate.

In any event, whether this is done or not, we submit that examina-

; ons demonstrates plainly that stone quarries can-
ected to the type of reclamation regulation visualized by
posals and still survive as viable competitive businesses.
then are the reasons why NCSA is opposed to the enactment
of these proposal y demonstrate, we believe, why these DIOPOS
would not be a realisti ¢ able method of securing the reclama-
tion of mined land and why they would have a disastrous mmpact upon
the crushed stone indus

Thank you very much this opportunity to testify b our
committee. If there are any questions, we will do our best to answer
them.

Senator Mercarr. Do you have a statement, Mr. Carter?

Mr. Carrer. No, I do not.

Senator N

Mr. Bucy. No, sir.

enator MErcarr. Senator Anderson.
nator Anperson. I take it you are not wildly enthusias
this bill, are you?

' AwLEY. No, sir.

NDERSON. In your statement you say :
T would say here that

onding companies
ation of reclamation legislation in
g1¢ bond something that

. The kind proposed in this bill is new to the stone

Don’t you have to comply with any laws such as
t govern the coal mining industry?
r. I don’t know about the coal mine
vill yi )
arantee oping of oil wells and dri
3 the

sir. However, with resy to
ompanies say, “Well, just how are you going to back-
are you going to get the material to fill this bie hole?”
Senator Mercavr. Mr. Frawley, if the Senator will yield to me,
I think that you have stretched your statement to the ridiculous.
You know, and I know, and every person in this room know
reclamation of an open pit mine or a rock quarry does not mean




