RELINQUISHMENT O
PUBLIC LAND T0

Under Hoover Land Commission Plan, 180,000,000
Acres Would Be Ceded Back to States for Con-

trol;

Subsurface Rights are Divided; Re-

sources Must Be Conserved

Washington, March 10.—A com-
prehensive plan. for relinquish-
ment by the federal government
of 180,000,000 aeres of land, a
tract as large as central Europe,
was embodied in-a report of one
of President Hoover's: first com-
missions.

The gomamittee on:the ciser- ficiency in the conservation and

vation and adminigtration of the
public domain rec.mmended leg-
iglation tc turn over all this land
*o the 22 western states in which
it is located. The hope was ex-
pressed in the report that this land
would be “4ransferred ultimately

- to private ownership as rapidly as

possible. The states would be ex-
pected to offeriinducements for its
purchase by private interests.

However, the states would mnot
be required to accept the federal
property unless they so desire. An
act of the state legislature would
be necessary to cosummate the
transfer,

The report was drawn after 18
months of investigation. James
R. Garfield, former interior secre-
tary and chairman of the commis-
sion, said in a statement tonight
that the report was designed to
enable drafting of legislation to
take care of this long-standing
problem. Dr. Elwood Mead, rec-
lamation bureau commissioner
and another member, said his bu-
reau approved the report. Mead
especially praised the commis-
sion’s recommendation for using
electric power revenues to pay off
the cost of water developments.

The .commission of 18 also in-
cluded Mary Roberts Rinehart,
novelist, former Senator H. O.
Bursum of New Mexico, and
George Horace Lorimer, editor of
the Saturday Evening Post.

Five major points were stressed
in the report. They were:

1.—Transfer of the vacant, un-
reserved publil lands under a 10-
year program.

2.—Use and congervation of
water resources on the land, par-
ticularly for flood control and
reclamation: ;

3.—Conservation by the gov-
ernment of the sub-surface min-
erals known to exist, but transfer

of subsequent mineral rights to
the states.

4.—iConservation of timber re-
sources in national forests, with
recommendations for additions to
the existing forest tracts:

5.—Changes in administration !
“which might produce greater ef-

use of the natural resources of the
nation.

Specific reservations were
made in the case of known min-
eral lands. Non-mineral tracts
would be transferred to the states
in fee simple, but in the case of
mineral lands, the federal govern-
ment would reserve the right to
all minerals known to exist atthe
time of eclear listing. Any min-
erals not then known to be present
but later discovered would be the
property of the states.

'Transfer of such mineral lands
would be in fee simple, but with
the above stated reservations, in-
cluding “‘reservation in the United
States, its permitees, lessees, or
grantees, of the right to enter|

upon the land to prospect for,
mine, and remove $uch minerals.”
The Boulder dam project was
accepted as a model for future
flood econtrol plans. 'The prob-
lem, of disposition of hydro-elec-
tric power thus generated was
mentioned but briefly as follows:
‘““As an incident to flood con-'
trol projects, the generation of !
power and the development of
water for irrigation can be made
to pay their part, but the frequent
practice of the past of loading all
the costs upon the shoulders Ofi
the landowner is inequitable and
should be discontinued.
‘“Recognition of that principle
appears in the-Boulder dase proj-
ect act.” l
_ Various details of arrangements
for transrer were suggested. The
report recommended that any land
refused by the states be turned
into a national range, subject to
grazing research- and range im—‘
provements as well as disposition
of receipts, homestead provisions, |
and the prospecting for and utili-
zation of minerals. J




