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OPPOSITE METEOR CRATER ON HIGHW..l.T 6~ 

August 29, 1948 

Mr. Oscar E. Monnig, 
Secretary, The Meteoritical Society, 
1010 Morning side Drive, 
Fort Worth, Texas. 

Dear Mr. Monnig: 

POlilT OFFICE BOX 11 Tl 

WINliLOW, ARIZONA. 

Pleas e i gnore my suggestion in a former lett er that 
y ou bring the Haskell me t e orite to the Albuqu erqu e meeting . 
It now a ppears that we shall not attend. We shall be on a field 
trip through September. 

I request that you rep ort to no one even the approxi
mate location of this discovery, a p olicy which we are forced 
to adhe re to until certain matt ers a r e attended to by the 
Me t e or itical Society. 

In my absenc e f rom t he meeting I wish y ou would 
bring to the attent ion of t h e Council the importance of having 
a M. s . committee work on a statement of policy to b e brought 
b efore t he 1949 meeting re gar d ing respe ct f or e ach other's 
f ield activiti e s among t h e members. You an d we hav e done most 
of t he f i e l d work in t h e west an d I t h ink we h a ve set a g ood 
example in t h is r e spe ct bu t unl e ss some t h ing is d one to correct 
the pre s ent sta t e of a f fairs t he science of meteoritic s wi l l 
suffe r gr e a t dama ge. 

Followi ng a r e some sugg est i ons which i t s eems should 
b e c on s i dered : 

Work On Fire Balls 

1. Should t h er e b e such a thing a s a p r i or claim on such a 
surv ey an d i f so wh a t serv e s to e stablish t he s ame? 
~. 
When such a claim has b e en e stab lished what s h ou ld b e the 
a tt itude of o ther sci entists (a) toward the one who h as e stab lish
ed such claim (b) r ega r d ing importan t inf ormation that may come 
into the ir h ands? • 
3 . Re l a tive i -;-,-: p ortance of "by mail 11 sur v eys to "on-the-spot" 
inte rvi ews in e stablish ing prior claim. 
4 . Should t her e be a division of territory limiting t h e .,, 
activ iti e s of each meteoriticist? If so, to what ext ent? 
5. Should one reg ional di r ector have the r e s p onsibility of 
d esignat ing the work er, or wor k ers, who are to be r e s p ons ible 
fo r the survey ? Also t he colle cting (if any ) in connection 



,, 

with a witne ssed fire ball? This would mean that a ny who wished 
to work in a given territory should clear through the regional 
director . 

6 . How hand le border line instances where two or more regions 
ar e involved? 

Unwitnessed Falls 

When the discovery of an unwitnessed fall is made the 
discov ery in itself constitutes a prior claim unless it can 
b e proven tha t the discovery resulted from field ;,nr ork done by 
another. In such instance should there be a consideration 
given to the second party ? I f so , how? 

• Should there not in all instances of discovery by whatever 
method , be a prior c laim on the p art of the discoverer? And 
should not any subsequent work er show the courtesy of asking 
for permission to work in territory wh e r e another h a s a lready 
established prior claim? 

The enclosed historical sket~h of the Norton,Kansas 
affair cerninly establishe s r eason enough for some such 
action . • 

Cordially , 
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