UNITED STATES ,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR -

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Washingben 25, De Cs

Aly #adl Jag 26 195
Hemorandum -
To3 Reglonal ﬁé&ﬂ.ﬁismtor, Reglon V1T

Bureau of lLand ¥ anagewmt, inchorage, Alasika
Promg j Assistant Seeretary uarme
Subject: Withdrawals for rights-of-way in alaska ‘ : /
I have yw lstter of Hovember 25 salling to my attention |
youwr memorandusn of the sans date to Direcior Clawsor concsrning the

contizuity of lands affected by withdrawals for rightas~cf-way in
Aloaka.

Recently I taok thia mb,}aet of highway riahta—of-wqy
n; in a meeting with *eg:raﬁeﬁtatiws of your Durezu and with
Colenel lioyes. At thal tise iheres were rresented to me agzin tie
several arguments agalast a withdrawal for highway yu:'pcses and
the argusents for easenends in lisu of e withdrewal, These wers ,
very much the same as those advanced ab the mesting of the Alaaka ' i
Fleld Commitiee in HeXinley Fark last *m. -

-------------

\ I consider 3 withdrawal for the astablishmaat of hig /i v %}f R
A . - rigtseci-way as being preferabls to an easesment, I an not dis= &"‘“”‘g' x§>
 turbed that entries must be limited vo one slgs of Lhe road by Fes= N X
\ son of the withdrawal. On the contrary, considering the presiuwa =~ ‘;7532 >
B placed on road fmatage in the Tervibtory, I consider this %o be a ’)

zocd thing. Nor aum I ispresged wilh the argunent thal the withe
drawals will unduly increase adminlabrative difficuities. Granted
that it w1l be necesszary to survey and lob some of the fractional
subdivisions on both sides of the road, I beliove Lthat the Zursau -
of Land Managesent can handle this probleax.
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it may be that entries should be allowsd to creaes farm

) or local road rights-cf-way even tihough they are restricied to e
\ side of through priasry and ssdondary ruads. Your suggestion that
\ the policy indieated in 43 LD 551 be. adopted in this comnection is
‘\\ beinz considered. ; ) :
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In withdrawing rights-of-wey for road purposes I am cone

vinced that we are on {irm ground. 7The protesis have fallsn into

two main ecategories: (1) thet the right—of-way withdrawal laaves

fractional parts of legsl subdivisions on both sides of the highway,

and (2) that the withdrawal closes the right-ofeway for all uses
sxcept for hizhway purpoges. 4As to the first problam, I have asked
the Burean of Land Hanageumsnt and the Alaska Road (omaission to work
out a prograa 8¢ that we can locate the roazds and swrvey the adjoine
ingz lands as quickly as possible. 4z to the contention that the
rights—-of-uay will be closed to all use; I see no reason why a8 a
matier of policy we should not allow the land within the withdrawn
rip to be used for all reasenable purposes not inconglstent with

fhe constructlen and operstion of the highways and appurtenances. |
J& have besen pursuing such a pollcy in administering the ilaska

mitding flumes and ditches oo the righis-~cf-way as might be required
by the zining industry.

#ith examples on all sides of lack of foresight in esti-
mating the [uture needs for highways in the Stales, it would be
shiriking our responsibility to the Territory and the future State
of ilaskaz if we fail to provide for highway right-—ol-way
requirensnta,

/s/ ¥illian E. darne
Asslstant Secretary
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vay withérawal. Certainly there would be no objection o per=
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