ST AT

T R65

MINUTES OF MEETING ~ ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC RESOURCES GCOMMITTEE - MARCH 16, 1971
56TH NEVADA ASSEMBLY SESSION

PRESENT: Homer, Swackhamer, Olsen, Ronzcne, Bryan, Dini and Fry

ABSENT Getto and Lowman

OTHERS: Paul Gemmill, Nevada Mining Asscciation; Douglas Miller, Miller
Geophysical Exploration Company of Carsor City; Howard Gray, Renc
Attorney represerting Nevada Mining Asscciation and Kennecott Copper
Corporation; Mr. Taylor, a miner from Reno.

Chairman Homcr called the meeting to crder at 8:20 AM. for the purrpose of
discussing A.B. A418. ;Mz. Gewrill saild that the blll as amernded met three
suggestions that his organlza+lcn wanted. 1. Having a fee that would dis-
courage mail order claims. 2. Eliminating the need tc do any lcocation work
if you pay the fee. And 3. Tying a claim down sc¢ the locator cannot mcove it
around because he hasn't got it filed properly. The claim must be placed on
a mape

Mr. Swackhamer asked what was the amount of the fee. Mr. Gemmill informed the
committee that it was a $20 fee for location of an unpaterted mining claim.

Mr. Swackhamer was not ccmpletely in agreement with this. He said the small
prrospector is the cne to be concerned withe We want to keep him in the field
anc wen't if we charge this fee. Mr. Miller commented that most all the dis-~
coveries have been made. It is drilling and geological placement that we are
talking abcut now. The little man is fast fading teceuse of the encrmcous coste
The big rroblem is whern he gces to sell his prepsrty. He has a claim that has
not been properly bounded. The rroposed amendments state that evervone that has
a claim mist have a plot filed and sernd a cepy of it to the surveyor. This way,
the plot will be tied down with a description. This plot refers tc twe corners.

Dr. Homer werit on to comment about the $20 per claim or $1 per acre fee. The
little man says this 1s too muche Mr. Gemmill felt the little man would be
saving mwoney beceuse it would ccst mcre to dig a hcle with a dozer and as long
as he paid this fee, he would nct have to de surface work just to sstisfy the
present Nevada law. But Mr. Swackhermer asked sbout the case of a little man
who prefers to use his cwn labor. #Mr. Miller rerplied with the following cest
breakdown suggestion:

1l - 10 claims eoe $ 2.00 each
11 -« 20 claims «.o 3.00 each
21 - 30 claims eee 10.00 each
31 - 49 claims .. 20.0C c&ch
over 5C claims eee 50.00 each

Howard Gray then spoke. He said when the mining law was first eracted back in
1872, the miners themselves reelly wrote the law that was adopted by the Federal
Congress. In those laws, you had to mcnument your claim, you had to meke a
disccvery and you had to dc $100 worth of work on those claims. Back in 1872,
$100 was & great degl more than it is today. If that amourt was applied now,
there would be much more work dore. He said he was very sympathetic toward the
little man but on the other hand, if & man is going to hold land, there must

ke a purpose for it. The argument of engincers is that there has to he something
proving that the claim is being held bonifidely. He said, however, he wouid be
in faveor of a bill that would not require location work but rather have a fec.
He said the basic thing at the time the mining law was written was that a man
had to spend some morey (or labor). He alsc sdded his feeling that the Federal
Mining Law, within the next two years, is going to be entirely rewritten.
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Mr. Swackhamer commented that although Utah has no location work requirements,
it does have a pretty strict regulation on annual assessment work.

Mr. Gray than suggested doing away with location work altogether and having a
rar b nct requiring a surveyor or engineer. IDiscussion followed on what effects
there could be if locetion wcrk was not required. Mr. Gemmill added that
scmetimes it takes ten years from the time of discovery before the claim may
have any merketability. In Colorado, the law is that survey work can be done
instead of location work.

Mr. Taylor than spcke cn this mstter. He works a claim and eaid work has been
gcing on at it for four years and there is not yet any production. He said the
claim is not sc important as the production. In lis case, methods need to be
developed. He said they will be in time.

Mr. Dini moved to introduce a committee wmeasure. -Mr. Bryan seccnded. Motion
carried. Mr. Swackhamrer said, however, that he would gc along with this only
if it protects the small miner. Dr. Homer agreed with that.

Meeting adjourned at 9:10 A.M.
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