UNITED STATES GOVERN  NT

M — d DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
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‘ Moab District U-45312
' 8143
(U-060)
To ~: Area Manager, San Juan Date:
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e P49 1980
FROM ggﬁfsistrict Manager, Moab SEF

susject: Advisory Council Concurrence on the
Energy Fuels Exchange Proposal

Attached is the original copy of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's
concurrence with the Energy Fuels Exchange Proposal.

Please place this in the official case file to document the completion of the
Section 106 comment process.
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Enclosure:
Advisory Council Tetter
with stamped concurrence (2)

ges
Rich Fike, (U-931)

James Dykman, SHPO Office
George Glasier, Energy Fuels
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IN REPLY REFER TO

United States Department of the Interior yeh 012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT (U-060)

Moab District
P. 0. Box 970
Moab, Utah 84532

Mr. Louis Wall

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Lake PTaza South, Suite 616

44 Union Boulevard

Lakewood, Colorado 80228

Re: Energy Fuels Land Exchange

Dear Mr. Wall:

a'de er-
mination of eligibility for the Energy Fuels Parcel as an addition to the already
eligible White Mesa archeological district. A carbon copy of that documentation
minus the 194 site forms was sent to you at that time.

Accordingly, we have analyzed the cultural impacts of the proposed land exchange
and have made a Determination of No Adverse Effect (see Enclosure 1 for documen-
tation). This finding is based on the inclusion of the enclosed cultural preser-
vation covenant in the deed to be binding on Energy Fuels Nuclear, Inc., and its
successors in interest (Enclosure 2). Since the Utah State Historical Preservation
Office helped us construct the cultural preservation stipulation, we are confident
of their concurrence and are seeking such documentation concurrently with this
letter.

Your earlier Tletter of June 22, 1979 (see Enclosure 3), shows an appreciation
of the nature of the cultural resources of the area. The Utah SHPO concurrence
that the parcel is eligible is also attached for your information (Enclosure 4).
These should help you expedite your finding in this matter.

Please note that the boundaries of the proposed exchange are not identical with

the proposed addition to the White Mesa Archeological District (eligible). Com-
pare Appendix B, outlining the exchange, with Enclosure 5, which shows the pro-

posed addition to the National Register District.

lle believe you now have sufficient documentation to comment on the proposed
Energy Fuels exchange. We therefore request your formal concurrence in this
action at the earliest possible date, but in no case later that 30 days after
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