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" This is the official contract file containing all offlcial records of

the pro:)ect. The . records contained in the files are checked and are arranged in
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Left side . . . 4. Right Side
Interim Royalty Audits A ‘Projéct summary -
. Reports of Royalty Review . PR Work comploted analysxs R
Certification of Discovery - S "All other material is filed in
" Certificate of Audit (Final) S chronological order with corre-
Interim Audit(s) . - . .~ . ;'spondence including the following
Report of Review coLE : R vreports as checked._ ,
Termination Notice or. Agreement T
Recision Notice. ~ ‘- oo o "”;Flnal Field Team Report (Tab)
Assignment of Contract .~ =~ | = "Operator's Final Report
Contract Amendments (latest'on. -~ . (2R) Interim Reports '
o top) : _ (2R) Operator's monthly reports. and all
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annexes = .o+ - “1~On-gite Exam Report(s) . (Tabg
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Vpplication and attachments :
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Interim Summary Reports by .. vrProject, Field Team Interim Reports » Operator's
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maps, and Field Team reviev .

Folder No. 3z - Maps (Use pocket folder or envelope. Fold maps with title block out
. and show reference to related document or correspondence,)

Folder No, h: Settlement Sheets
Folder No, §: Drill Logs
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIORECEED
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINlSTRATl@‘CT =1 -
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. = ﬂgg@

1605 Evans Avenue
Reno, Nevada

Sept. 27, 1956

Memorandum”

To:

From:

Subject:

Operating Committee, DMEA, Inter1or Building

. Washington 25, D, C.

Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II

Loan Application (Tungsten)
Arthur E, Hougham

Mark II Mining Company Clauns
Tulare County, California

Enclosed are three sets of MF-103 Application for

Aid forms relative to above subject. The fourth set has been .
retained in our file,

Jﬁncls.

=== _

S. Ricker











UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION OCT 1 1956
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

"Reno, Nevada
Sept. 27, 1956
Memorandum

To: - Operating Commxttee, DMEA. Intetioz: Bmidmg
,Washingtun 25, D. C ‘ .

From: - . Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II
Subject: Loan Applicztion (Tungsten)
_ Arthur E. Hougham =
. Mark Il Mining Company Claims
Tulare County, California
Enclosed are three sets of MF-103 Application for

Aid forms relative to above sub;ect. The fourth set has been
reuined m our file, :

S. Ricker

1605 Ev‘ans. Avenue





ft‘ 0B o UNITED,ATQ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTQO,

-DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

Not to be filled in by applicant

APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN ({g A
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO ﬁ:itftoljgameral B
DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE > 77

PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED Estimated Cost . 2Za-¥._ €

Participation (Government %)

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applwant—-(a) State here your full legal name, in the form in whlch rou will wish to contract and your
Mark 11 Mining Co., Inc., 222 S. W. Oak Street,

mailing address - -
Portland L, Oregon.

(b) If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporatlon, partnership, etc., and the name of the Staté
in which incorporated.or otherwise organized. - ; e ;
(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers.
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners

2. General.—Read DMEA Order 1, “Government A.ld in Defense Exploratlon PrOJects,” before cmpletmg t}us apphcatlon
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number.
Ccmply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration
Acdministration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officer thereof.

3. Applicant’s property rights—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, including all
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the exploratlon, and excludmg any land or interest in land which is-

nof; to be included in the exploration project contract L XX IR XX KOOSRV XX OKREX

(b) State any mine name by which the property is known.
(c) State your mterest in'the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherw1se

(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which
~ you control the property. .

(q) It ‘3}0{1 6wn'the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it

(f\ v the land cons15ts of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded
locai ion notlce S

NIER

[ Phuszlcaz descmptwn—(a) Describe in detall any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being
condicted upon the land including existing mine workings and production facilities. State your interest, if any, in such
operutions. Also de5cr1be accessibility of mine workings for examination purposes.

(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities.and grades.

(¢) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, ete.), and your
reasons for wishing to explore. Illustrate with maps or sketches. - Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part
of ity any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each
whether you require its return to you.

(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shipping, supply and res1dence
points.

(2) State the ava1lab111ty of manpower, matenals, supphes, equlpment water, and power. 16—66551-1 -






P = E o4
5. The exploration 'pro’e.State the mineral or mmerals for wh.you‘h to explore el

(b) Descnbe fully the proposed work 1nc1udmg a map or sketch of the property showmg a plan (and cross sections if needed)
of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed explm ation work as related to such features as contacts,
veins, ore-bearing beds, ete. .

(¢) The work will start within ________ I days and be completed within ____________ months from the date of an exploration
project contract.

(d) State the operating experlence and background of the apphcant with relatlon to the ablhty to carry out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will superwse the operations.

6. Estimute of casts.—Furnish-a detailed estimate of the costs of] the proposed work (you will have to use a separate sheet),
under the following headings. . Add the totals under all headings to give the estimated total cost of the project:

(a) Independent contracts .~ (Noteé. _If the applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, write “none”
after this item. To the extent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract-work in subsequent
1temsj State the ¢bst of any proposed 1ndependent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in
terms of units of work (such as per foot of dullmg, per foot of drlftmg, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard
of material moved, etc.).

(b) Labor, supermswn, consultants. —Include an itemized. schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees
for necessary labor, supervision and engineering and geological consultants

(c) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish anitemized hst including items,of equipment costing less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuel.

(d) Operating cquzpmcnt —Furnish an itemized hst of any operatmg equipment to be rented, purchased, or which is owned
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present
value, as the case may be. )

(e) Rehabilitation and repaws —Furnish a detailed hst showmg the. cost of any necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs
of existing buildings, instdllations, fixtures, and movable operatmg‘ equlpment “now owned by the Operator and which will be
devoted to the exploration project.

(f) New buildings, improvements; installations.—Furnish a detalled list showing the cost of any necessary buildings, fixed
improvements, or installations to ‘be purchased, installed or constructed for the benefit of the exploration project.

(9) Miscellaneous.~——Furnish a detalled list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not
including initial rehabilitation or repalrs “of ‘the Operator S equ1pment), analytical work, accounting, workmen’s compensation
and employers’ liability insurance, and payroll taxes :

" (k) Contingencies.—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above.

NoTe.—No items of general overhead, corporate management interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any

other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date’ of the contract, should be included in the
estimate of costs. ‘ A ’

7. (a) Are you prepared to furmsh your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on
Government participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No.1)? = ‘;, o

(b) How do you propose to furnish your share of the costs?

Money XA Use _ofequipm’ent owned by you D . Other

"

- ~(.

Explain in detail on acompanying paper.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, whether as an md1v1dual corporate officer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for
the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best
of his knowledge and behef T

Dated ... September 20th : ., 1056
. Mark II Mining COmpa.n;; Inc,

W
B,y
\

<-

N 7

i
h
i

Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully false statement or representation to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its |ur|sd|chon.

u. s, covmmzm’ PRINTING ornc: '16—66551-1

§






| _}_(b) Corporation~-Organized and incorporated in the State of Oregon,

(c¢)  Arthur E. Hougham Box 157, Kernville, Californiases==-- President.
4be Altmen 222 SW Oak Street Portland, Oregon--Secretary-Treasurer

(d) Corporation

2 (a) Four unpatented mining claims located in the Sequoia National

Foregtm=—mmmmuecm= -See map attatiched.
(b) VNorth Meadow Mines.
OCT 1 @958
(¢) Owner
(d) mmmmmmmemenn
(e) Nonme -

» (f) YNorth Meadow # 1, Book 1525 Page 343
North Meadow # 2, Book 1525 Page 341
Meta # 1, Book 1525 Page 2&& 337
Meta # 2, Book 1525 Page 339
Filed in the Official Records at Visalia, Tulare County, California.

4 Physical Description

(2) Since appliocation DIMA~1844X-1951 and DMEA~2673=1951 were made by
Pacific Ster Mines Inc., in 1951, the following development work
end improvements were made:

Six miles of access road were purchased from Gill Embree, two and
one half miles were bulldozed to the property from Embree's road,
Three. spur roads to deposits Meta # 1, Meta # 2, North Meadwo 1
end North Meadow # 2. Approximately one mile of a two " pipe 11ne
from North Meadow to property, one 1200 gallon storage tank installed,
one forty ton mill consisting df' rolls and jaw orusher at vibrating
Dunhem tables, one recovery building 20 by 50 feet and various ore
bunkers.

Two_open pit and stripping operations, one 100" drift and 30! winze..
Accessible with four wheel drive vehicle. Roads in condition for
fravel except during months of December, January, February and
March. Applicant is owner of all operations. on the property.

(b) Approximately $5000,00 in sales and approx:.mately 1000 tons of ore K
blocked out and stock piled averaging in excess of 2 %.

(¢) Report from Sewyer==-==-- -See rdport and map attatched.
(d) Access road with four wheel drive vehicle, 30 miles to shipping

end supplies and resident points. All excep’c eight miles of the
access road is oiled state highway open all year rounde
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oo o0 )

Manpower=----- Fair - Mining center of Kern County.

Equipment -- Available within twenty four hours by car,

Supplies ~-- Available within twenty four hours by car, £§%
0 -

Water = Plentiful

o
Power  ~--=- Generate own power ‘Z 7956

5 (=)
(b)

(e)

(@)

(®)

(c)

(a)

(e)
(£)
(g)
(h)
(a)
(b)

Scheelite

Described work consists of three core drill holes on each
deposit at different angles, angled to cross out the ore bodies
and each successive drill angle and depth,

The work will start immediately and be completed with four months
from the date of an exploration project: contract,

New Corporatiom, but officers have following experience:
President--Four years actual mining experience, supervised
and operated core drill for Prosperity Mine, Kern County,
California, in 1955. Will supervise operation.

Consulting engineers and geologists will be called in for
conference and recommendations at regular periods.

Estimate of costs: Independent contra.cts---iﬁ'T}SO per foot.

Contrector furnishing all rigs, labor, tools, supplies and
all needs. This includes all surface insurance, labor, Taxes, eto.

Supervision=-----=--~ one @ $125,00 per week
One Consulting geologist @ $100.00 per day
One Cook @ $ 12,50 per day

Butane=—=w---- 450,00 per month average
Gasolinew=—=- $150.00 per month average
Food for commissery =-$80.00' per week average

Four wheel drive tranmsportation truck and four wheel drive heavy
duty truck to be furnished by operator, one air compressor to be
leased on a rental basis approximately $250.00 per month,

: |
Truck Maintenance~---$50400 per month average : ‘
None i
Accounting fees $50.00 per month, insurance and taxes $100.00 per |
month average.
Travel expense $200.00 per month average

Yes

Money and use of Equipment.
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THEO. K. SAWYER
GEOLOGIST AND PETROLEUM ENGINEER

TELEPHONE FAIRVIEW 7-8247
P. O. Box 194, STA. A
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

September 6, 1956

y
Mark II Mining Companff
Kernville, Calif.

Genﬁlemen:‘

On Sept. 3, I made a brief examination of your properties
in the Brush Creek mining district, Tulare County, Calif known as
North Meadow #1, North Meadow #2, Meta #1 and Meta #2. The purpose of
this examination was to determine the adviseability of undertaking a
core drilling program in order to further evaluate the extent of the
known ore body, and to determine the best method of developing same.

The main ore body consists of a ledge of Tactite averaging
approximately 30' in thickness, and standing in an ‘almost vertical
attitude with granite on the foot-wall side. The hanging-wall side

_.in most instances is marked by a well defined fault, with various
«"'rocks including altered limestones, quartz, etc on the other side.
The ore body is exposed on the surface of the ground in many places

and can readily be traced across the property in a line shown on the
attached map as a heavy dashed line. Surface workings have opened the
ore body in several locations as shown on the map, and underground
workings have penetrated the body through its entire width. The tunnel
passed through the fault and into the country rock on the other side.
Some values were even present beyond the fault. A winze was sunk about
20' down in the main ore body and good values persisted for its entire
depth. Three samples of selected milling rock were taken on this trip
and designated as North Meadow ?1, which came from the surface workings
on the North Meadow #1 claim. #2 Tall Can was obtained from the
surface workings on Meta #1 claim, where there is approximately one
hundred_tons of ore stockpiled. #2 Small Can was taken from the winze
on the North Meadow #2 claim. The assays on these three samples are
herewith attached. Other previous sampling has indicated that although
the main ore body is quite consistent in thickness and extent, the
values vary considerably, from very high grade to lean.

Taking into consideratioh the size and extent of the main
ore body and its attitude with relatioly to the country rocks, the only
method of properly evaluating this deposit would be by careful core
drilling before trying to develop the mine. This program I definitely
recommend.

Yours very truly,

Theo: K. Sawy
TKS/s P.E. Reg. #613






Telephone- 8-8567

Laboratory No.
Sample
Received

Submitted- by

HM@HL LABORATQQJU&

ANALYSES OF OIL, WATERS, SOILS, OIL CORES P. 0. Box 1673

714 TRUXTUN AVENUE
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

. September 6, 1956 .
97235 - 97237 .

Ore Marked  As Shown Below

September 4, 1956 '

Mark II Mining Company

Kern ville, California
* 2 % £ 2 ¥ & ¥

TUNGSTEN ASSAY

SAMPLE MARKED: ‘ ' PERCENTAGE
No. 1 North Meadow as WO3 17.28"
No. 2-Tell Can as WO, | - 9.307 '
No. 2- Small C n as WOg 13.92/

Respectfully submitted,

OHL LABQRATORIES






Telephone 8-8567

- " 9 am L W B "
®0: 8011 LasoraT®R s
ANALYSES OF OIL, WATERS, SOILS, OIL CORES

714 TRUXTUN AVENUE
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
September 4, 1956

Laboratory No. 97934

Sample
Feceived

Submitted by

Tungsten Ore Marked

September 4, 1956

Mark LI Mining Company

Kernville, C-lifornia RN EEE]

EMI-QUANTITATIVE SPECTROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS
MAJOR CONSTITUENTS: ‘

Tungstin —FJWﬂfhéﬂ --- Over 40%
Calcium , : - Over 10%

INTERVEDIATE CONSTITUENTS:

Silicon - 1-10%

MINOR CONSTITUENTS:

Iron . =—- 6.5-1.0%
Magnesium ' ‘ --- 0.1-0,5%

% " Abuminum ’ : - 0.1-0,5%
fiolybdium --- 0.05-0,1%
Bismuth -- - 0.05-6.1%
Hlanganese. ' --= - 0,05-0,1%
Copper -== 0. 001-0 005%
Silver --- 0,00k-0, 005%
Titanium --- 0.001-0,005%
Lead - 0.001-0,005%
Vanadium --- 0,0005-0,001%
Chromium . = Trace

Respectfully submitted,

HOMKOHL LABORATORIES

P. 0. Box 1673
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This map to accompany memorandum to Admini ' ’
September 17, 1957, ; strator dated |
. . !
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| UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - OMe
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY Mnrﬁn,
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. &.u
~ Johnson 3}‘9
" Rewritten in OIf,
Asst, Secy MR
3718759
WAR 2 3 1959

Lear seantar Morse:

Ihis ia in response 1o your letter ol v ebrusry 26, 1959,
aaking that the data which supported the deaisl of an sxplorstion joan
te the Mark II Mining Company {(Locket No. DMZA 4433 - [ungstan)
be supplisd to your oiiice for sransmitiel s the people concornes, I
consistent with ske law and applicablc reguiacions,

Line Leparimans his siways loliowed the pelicy of making
inesy Sites availabls for haspeciion by ladivideal Members oi Congrese
ior ofiitial censidarsrtios sid (o agpropriaie Commitises wi Congress,
with the uaderstandiag thai the information contained thorein is ai s
privilaged characisr and {a not for public dissemination. Wi should
be glad to make Liocket Na. 4433 available 1o you upso this basis i
you a0 dosire. This would sot, o c;smtn. fuily sazve the purposs
siated in year laztcu

Ak this sime T am saclosisng for your informativoa 8 copy of
the islter of denial which was sent by the Administration to the rMark
I Miaing Company on septemaber 27, 1987, and a copy of my lotter of
Msrch 14, 1958, 1o My, James Y. Collins, Attoraey for the Company.
subdeguent 13 a2 appeal by ihs spplicamt, my lettor reaifirmed the
basia foy rthe denlal, But anly aitar the cass bhud htu thoroughly re-
viawed, both in ¥ nrhisgion aod in the fleld. .

| 1 showid like farthar io define the pelicies thet weve lodlowed
with regard to UM LA applications, The Copariment dld net losuns 2 the
public any informasioa which wonld raveal the idontity of lndividual
applicants whan applicstices lor loans were received. ¥hen loass wers
graated, the Dapariment 353usd press releases giviag the name of the
oparaior, the minvcrals lavolvad, the canatly and state tn whkich the pro.
joci was lesated, the tatal ameuwnt lnveived, amd thc axteat of Govera-
meat pmi:hpmu, A

PR 3309
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- UNITED STATES e
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
| | OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
'WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

Dear Senator Merse:

: .~ Your latter of February 26, 1959, refers te our earlier
related correspondence, and requests that we forward to you for
transmittal to the Mark IT Mining Company (Dockst No. DMEA LLB83,
Tungsten, Tulare County, California) the supporiing factual data
for our denial on September 27, 1957, of its application for ex=-
ploration aid. ' o . :

Information concerning the properties ef applicants for
exploration assistance which is gathered by the Covermment field
examiners is considered confidential fer Covermment use only.

We believe that Government employees should not be in competition
with private industry in evaluating the properties of applicants
for their personal benefit; but should leave this service to be
performed by private engineers and geologists, =

We do not understand the applicantts reference to a
finding of “insufficient mineralization® as the DMEA made no
such finding, The random sampling performed by the IMEA field
staff was to obtain support that tungsten minsralisatien occurred
on the property and to indicate the possible extent and grade of
the minsralization that might be expected to be feund, Hewever,
the irregularity of the occurrence of minsralization and the dis-
continuity ef the formations in which it occurred as well as other
geological facters were all considered in reaching a determination
as to the probability of making a significant discovery. In .
making this determination the Gevernment must rely upon the judg-
ment of its staff, ‘ . .

We regret that we cannot be more helpful to your con-
stituent in this instance, but believe it would not be in the
best interest of the Gevermment t¢ disclose data obtained solely
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Washington 25, D. C, : > .
srom Pes 1e%1  [3o
Dear Mr.a Hardy: ————’gﬁ“m

Februafy 26, 1959

T0:
, - OME
le Royce A, Hardy PREPARED BY!

‘FOR SIGNATURE

ME_

ssistant Secretary of the Interior OF: \

COPY OF LEYTER FURNISHED

| | Thank you for your letter of February 20, in which you com-
mented with respect to Docket No. DMEA 4483 - Tungsten,

1 appreciated very much the information you supplied on the
subject of the termination of the DMEA program and the elimination
of tungsten from the list of eligible minerals. However, a second
question was presented in my letter of January 24 and if the information
therein requested is available, I am sure that it would be most helpful
to the people who wrote to. me concerning case #4483,

The additional information I desire was discussed in paragraph

two and

three of my letter of January 24. More specifically, the cor-

respondence in my file relative to case #4483 contains the following
comments of an official of the Mark II Mining Company:

""We must of necessity have to rely on the results obtained
from the assaying of the random ore samples taken by the
Regional Director and his assistants at the Mark II Mining
Company's mine and to the findings of these qualified mining
experts derived from their careful examination and inspection
of the Mark II premises.

"We are at present endeavoring to raise sufficent funds to
finance further exploration and a core drilling program

at the Mark II mine and the stigma of the turning down of
a loan by a duly constituted Federal Agency because of an
'insufficient mineralization' claim is a definite and unwar-_
wanted handicap. The justified reasoning of would-be in-

———

vestors now is 'why should I risk my hard-earned money
in a venture which the Government considers to.risky for
its own funds appropriated for such purposes.

"In the interest of our company and its many stockholders
it is vital that the 'insufficient mineralization' stigma be
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Hon. Royce A. Hardy -2- February 26, 1959

either cleared or proven to be a fact, '

As I indicated in my letter of January 24, I do not know whether your
agency is permitted to reveal the data which supported a finding of "in-
sufficient mineralization' in this case. If such data is available and if it
could, consistent with the law and applicable regulations, be forwarded
to my office for transmittal to the people who have expressed concern
over this matter, I think it might serve to resolve the problem.

At your earliest convenience may I have your comments on the subject
matter discussed herein.

Sincerely yours,
%é%\\n zwu.&.
Wayne Morse

WM/rc
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Dear Seunaboyr m:»»:/

Because your letter of January 24, 1959, to Mr,
Fraunk E, Johunson, Acting Directoy, Office of Minsrals Sxplo-
tatien, concerns an application for » loan which was rejected
by the Defanse Minerals Explorstion Administration more than
a year ago, it has come to this sifice for reply. The application
referrved to was made iu the name of the Noxth Meadow Minss,
Tuwlare County, Califoernia - Docket No, DMEA 4483 - Tungsten,

The suthority of the Defense Minsrals Exploration
Administration to szecute contracts terminated on June 30, 1938,
Since thai date no applications for losns weder the criteria ’
sstablished by DMEA have boen acceptod. The DMEA program
is being liguidated by the Office of Minerals Exploration, whichk
is continming the admindstration to terminstion of thoss DMEA
comtracts which were in effect on Juns 30, .

& new program to provide fisancial assistance to
private industry for sxplorstion activities was initiated by Public
Law 85-701, 85th Congress, approved August 21, 1938,

(T2 Stat. 700). This program is being sdminiatered by the

Office of Minerals Explorstion. While the program instituted

by this law is eimdinr te that cosducted by the DMEA, it is more
restrictive with reapect to terms of loans, the aligibdlity of
applicants, the répayment provisions, and the kinde of minerals
eligibis for exploration prejects, The criteris governing the
program are set forth in the attached reprint of the regulations
as they appeared in the Federal Register on Decamber 23, 1958,
at seq. Your attention is respectfully directed 1o the omission
of tungsten frem the list of eligidle minerals. This dslation wae
made st the instructions of the Coramittae on Approprissiens of
the House of Regressntatives in comnection with our current fiscal
year appropriation. : '

Subsequent to the rejection of the DMEA application of
North Meadow Mines, Tulare County, Califorain, over a year ago,
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have been thus expressed to you,

- What was actually stated in our letter of denial wes that
Projects sppreved by the Defenws Minerels Ew ;,,.ﬂum-ﬂ'ﬂtm
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participation,
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of 2.4i's Obviowsly, such resulis do wet indleste the prebability Yoo
~ of making » significent discovery. Other sampling snd ) of \
wwmumxammnmmw wsion, '

&






. P ot . . N . . i
B . R e S o C :
L . : . oo E . . f
»






e

THIPODERE FRANCIS GREEN, R. 1., CHAIRM,
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Department of the Interior
Washington 25, D. C. \

aRDL

Dear Mr. Johnsons SEND

EPLY COPY TO- ABOVE

An Oregon attorney, who is interested in a concern
designated as the Mark II Mining Company, Inc., has written
to me regarding a problem the Company has experienced in ap-
plying for an OME loan in developing its tungsten properties.
Upon the basis of copies of correspondence forwarded to me, I
believe the problem relates to your Docket No. 4483, desig-

nated as "Tungsten - North Meadow Mines, Tulare County, Calif-
ornia.% ‘

In one of the letters that was brought to my atten-
tion in this case, an official of the Company expressed deep
concern over the fact that OME had made a finding of "insuf-
ficient mineralization." Apparently, all that the Company has
is the OME assertion that insufficient mineralizaetion is a
faet. It occurs to me that it would be of considerable help
in resolving this problem if, under the rules and regulations
of your agency, it were permissible to supply the supporting
factual data which established the "insufficient mineraliza-
tion" in this case. '

If such data could properly be forwarded to my office
under the circumstances, I would appreciate receiving the same
for purposes of transmittal to the officials of the Mark II
Mining Company.

Also, it would be of assistance to me if you could
provide me with a current status report concerning the OME pro-

____gramon tungiten.
OFFICIAL FILE COPY

Sineeroly yours,

0. M. E.
RECEIVED JAN 277 1959
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Dear Senator Myrse:

Because your letter of January 2k, 1959, to Mr. Frank E,
Jolmson, Acting Di('ector, Office of Minsrals Exploration, concerns
an exercise of judérgent by IMEA that was appealed to the Secretary
of the Interior slig\iijl\:.]y more than one year ago, it has come to
this office for reply.\‘if '

It is noted that, according to correspondence brought to
your attention, an official of the Mark II Mining (., Inc. (Docket
No, DMEA U483 - Tungsten, North Meadow Mines, Tulare County,
California) expressed depp cohcern over the fact that QME had made
a finding of *insufficient mineralization", leading you to believe
that all the Company has is the G‘\I\Ei assertion that insufficient

mineralization is a fact. We do not understand how the matter could

have been thus expressed to you.

What was actually stated in dur letter of denial was that
pro jects approved by the Defense Miner Exploration Administration
must, in its judgment, show definite promise of yielding materials
of acceptable grade in quantities that would\significantly improve
the mineral supply position of the National Defense Program, and
that careful study of all our infomation, altholgh noting the

occurrence of tungsten mineralization on the Company!s property,

A\

indicated to us that the probability of disclosing si@ificmt ore
reserves was not sufficiently promising to justify Government

participation.






o ®

Following the appeal meﬁtioned above, we carefully re=-
viewed the application and all relevant data in our files. We then
informed the applicant!s attorney, Mr, James V. Collins, that the
previous basis for denial was correct and, consequently, that in
our view denial of the appliéation Was proper.

We also believe that, even if our view should be found to
be mistaken, no useful purpose could now be served by suppiying
further factual data to the officials of the Mark II Mining Company.
That is because the authority of IMEA to executé contracts did not
extend beyond June 30, 1958, OME, as successor to DMEA, is liquidating
the IMEA program and is continuing the exploration project contracts
in effect on that date only until terminated according to contract
provisions, ’

Furthermore, tungsten is not one of the minerals eligible
for financial assistance from OME, as liéted in the attached reprint
from the Federal .Register of December 23, 1958, et. seqe For that

reason, no application to ME for tungsten exploration assistance

can be accepted.
Sincerely yours,

Secretary of the Interior

Hong..Wayne Morse
United States Senate
Washington 25, D. C.

Enclosure





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

Dear Senator Mo::x:

Because your letter of January 2k, 1959, to Mr. Frank E,
Johnson, Acting Mregtor, Office of Minerals Exploration, concerns
an exercise of judgmemt by IMEA that was appealed to the Secretary
of the Interior slightly more than one year ago, it has coms to
this office for reply.

It is noted t%t, according to correspondence brought to
your attention, an official of the Mark II Mining Co., Inc. (Docket
Noe DMEA 4483 = Tungsten, \North Meadow Mines, Tulare County, .
California) expressed deep\concern over the fact that OME had made
a finding of ®insufficient mineralization®, leading you to believe
that all the Company has is the OME assertion that insufficient
mineralization is a fact, We\do not understand how the matter could
have been thus expressed to you.

What was actually stated in our letter of denial was that
projects approved by the Defense \Minerals Exploration Administration
must, in its judgment, show definite promise of yielding materials
of acceptable grade in quantities t would significantly improve
the mineral supply position of the National Defense Program, and
that careful study of all our informgtion, although noting the
occurrence of tungsten mineralization\on the Company!s property,
indicated to us that the probability of disclosing significant ore
reserves was not sufficiently promis to justify Govermment
participation.

. Ordinarily, the information confaQ'Lned in our examinerst
reports is considered confidential for Govermment use only. How=
ever, since this case continues to come up fyom time to time, we
believe it proper to furnish the following datas

Out of six channel samples taken of material in place
on one examination, only one sample indicated ore\grade material
and that for only one foot in width, The other fi‘v\e samples
ranged from 0.01% WO3 over a width of 6,0' to 0,21% over a width
of 2.ity Obviously, such results do not indicate the probability
of making a significant discovery, Other sampling and lamping of
exposures by these and other examiners confirmed this conclusione






that the mineralization\occurred in small irregular lenses in
tactite which lacked continuity., Hence, the probability of finde
ing a worthwhile ore depoyit was not favorable, The fact that a
LO ton mill on the property had operated only for a limited time
confirmed that the material\mined was not of ore grade, Under
the circumstances this application weas denied,

Your letter also asks for a current status report on the
OME program for tungsten, Tung%ten is not one of the minerals
eligible for financial assistance from OME, The eligible minerals
are listed on page 2 of the OME regulations attached to the ene
closed copy of our press release of December 23, 1958, Consequently,
no application to OME for tungsten loration assistance can be
accepted, ‘

OME, as successor to IMEA, 'is liquidating the DMEA program
to the extent that exploration p._ro;jec% contracts in effect on June 30,
1958, are being comtinued until terminkited in accordance wWith the
contract provisions; therefore, any tunksten contracts in effect on
that date are being handled in the same mamer, All IMEA applie
cations pending as of July 1, 1958, were theld for consideration
under the new OME program, However, this\group did not include any
tungsten applications, :

Sincerely yours,

Secretézry of the Interior

Hon. Wayne Morse
United States Senate
Washington 25, D. C.

Enclosure






Excerpts from Mr. Mittendorf's diary:vﬁ
Tuesday, Sept. 9, 1958

Bill Broadgate, of Senator Murray's office, phoned for an appointment
to discuss the Mark II case. I thought we had put this to rest after the
applicant appealed to the Secretary, who sustained our previous decisions.
Roparent ly the applicant is still after Neuberger, and Neuberger has turned
to Senator Murray for help. Broadgate has been asked to come over to talk
to me with the hope that I will show him, or read to him, parts of the
docket., We set up the meeting for 3 p.m. Thursday.

Thursday, Sept. 11, 1958

Broadgate was unable to keep his appointment. He phoned at 3:30 and
said he had been tied up in a conference and couldn't get out to phone me.

Monday, Sept. 15, 1958

Broadgate came in at 2330 and stayed here for about an hour. He
seemed to agree fully with the actions we took on the Mark II case,
DMEA=)-!L83 .

Tuesday, Sept. 16, 1958

Broadgate phoned to read me the memo. he had prepared on the Mark IT
case. 1t will be classified "confidential" and addressed to Sen. Neuberger.
T think Bill did an excellent job. He took no notes yesterday, but his rec-
ollection of what I told him about the case was truly remarkable. He sup-
ported our action 100 percent. He gave no quantitative or qualitative data
and protected us nicely. He assured me that his memo. would not get into
the hands of the applicant (Collins). He said that was a definite under-
standing that he reached with Neuberger's office before he agreed to come
to my office to investigate the case,
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United States Senate
Washingten 25, D. C,

Dsar Senator Neuberger:

Your memorsndum, dated iprii 8, 1958, asks for comment oun
Attorney James V. Collins' lstier, dated March 31, 1958, $o you en-
closing an affidavit, a geologistts report, and pages 1l and 12 of
& publication of The 'rungateu Institute (mm}.

My letter dated March 1k, 1958, ssswed you that the 8ppli~
cation of Mark II Miming (., Inc., Docket Ne, DMEA LLS3, had been
thoreughly reviewsd, that a new analysis had been made bssed upon &1l
relevant data available in our files, and that the decision to deny
ths application appeared to be & proper one.

Mr. Collinst letter did not subnit any new geologic ey <

mining data requiring a further svaluation of the merits of the

applicatiom. Mr, Theo. X. Sauwyer's lstter dated September &, 1956,

to Mark II Mining Company is the same report of examination sub- :

mitted with the company's applicatior and was duly considered im owr

deliberstions, On the other hand, Mr. Collins’ latter alleges that,

frem appearsnces, the action of the Washington office has been in-
‘ musmxym:. ¥ . . when in fact the properties inmvelwved show
tMWWeufexthmW’

Our usual procedure provides for sxamination of proparties
by & geologist and & mining enginssy, either joinmtly or ssparetely.
Their reperts are reviswed by 2 Regional Fisld Yeasx of the INER and
submitisd, usaklly with separate comsnis, 3o members of a commodity
group in the Washington office., 7The entire file, including the
application and all Teports and recomsendations, ig then sebmitted
threugh the Operating Onmmittee of the IMEA to the Administrator for
final decision as te whether an application shall be approved or
denied, Of course this determination canmotl be delegated: We assmre
you that the regular procedure was followed in this came.

We find no evidence that the applicant was misled, Although
Mr, Roscoe E. Smith ny bave 1ndicatad to tho applicent that he

8623





peresnally favered m axplomw»n, the jeint nmmu of Yasars,
Altwan and (ollins indicstes, Wy the very langusge in 1%, that the
meamcmmammnmummm
Washington effiocs, We should also point oub that tw prier applie
onrtiens submitted for this ssme property by saother company weve
denieds navertheless, when evidense of additionsl work by the Mk
II Mining Co. Inc. was suhuittnd,tbmpnﬂvmma
egain ovalnstod.

It is trus that the Gowuwnmonﬁ has innurrod,aapannou:uu
conhection with this :pp&i::tig: Howwver, this :::t alone d:;s
not juetify spending more taspayere! motey feor & proje
ggich.eur data and eriteris indicate will ant result 1n 3 significant
covery. :

~ We have not comeented on tungsten pnrahaniac during Werid
War II &3 yepresented by the statementis of The Tumgsten Institute
g:::uao the statements are $00 renstely related to the question at

Tour enclosures are resumsd as requested.
Jsxnnwmﬁnr;nnmnbg
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April 8 | ) 195_8_

Mr. C.0. Mittendors, Administrator

Defense Minerals Explorestion Adminis-
tration

Department of the Interior

Washington 25, D.C.

T have attached recent correspondence
and documents that I have received
from Mr, James V, Collins, attorney

at law, Portland, Oregon, who represent

the Mark 11 Mining Company. Reference
is made to your previous report on
this case, I would appreciate your
comments on Mr, Collinst letter and
documents, and please return to me
the attached correspondence.

RICHARD L. G
United States Ssnavor”
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JAMES V. COLLINS

FR . . ATTORNEY AT LAW

e , . CAriToL 8-9888 1?’*A
Lo 400 LovaLTY BLDe.
+ . , ' PORTLAND 4, Onaeon _ y .
' : Merch 31, 1958 ‘ -
I 4 o _ _ )1

!ﬂiﬁifor'ﬂlcbond Neubergerv/

Senets Office Building .
, lﬁlb{qgfon, 0. C.

bcqr Senator Meuberger:

. In reply to your letter of March 26 and enclosure, | am
- sending an offidevit by Mr. Abe Altman and myself In Re the

stotements made by the Bureav' of Mines principel geologist. —
- for-the Stote of Celifornia, M, Roccb’§njﬁh, . Q\\
: ;’:"R‘-'

| Y eppears that those in cherge of the DMEA loens heve ./
'QgQﬂ;q,biaocd ond arbitrary position In regard to our ap-

- pl ae‘lon.. ! om enclosing the original of & report mede by

~ one of Southern Coliforniats most reputable geologist in order
thet yop moy know that we sre not shooting blanks, 1 do o
w0t believe that the DMEA can produce the field reports from ¢
‘ony aof theli geologists that will support the position thet
they now teke, ; S . .

" - Gm behelf of the stock holders of the Mark 11 Mining -
" Company, 1 hereby request thet you, as o member of the Com- .
ttee on Interior and Insular Affeirs, request o copy of :
any pod oll reports and recommendstions made by any ond gl)' . - o
geotogigts -in regard 4o the four mining claims owned by the ..
.I‘rﬁ;!ﬂ Mining Compeny, We moke this request with the ides’
in aind thet these ‘reports be submitted to en impertisl '
geologicel arbitrator. The expenses of the arbitretion will
be borne by our company, ' -

&
LR
'-” »

SL I8 1, on behelf of the Mork I Mining Compeny appeer to
* sppTRset1un’ froa: the OMEA, s only
vinced thet for some reeson wnknown to me thet the powers: ‘
by within the BMEA setup heve intentionally or otherwise. - -
ot of thelr way to turn down .our applicetion when in .

e, BAX. parsistent in PD'!%Q?Q the o proval of t‘e loon | . .
i+ io&onu ' u;‘ptr“nolﬂrm -

-~

-
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;oﬂ ﬂ\p propsrties involved show more t‘wn cnough prospccn :
or & ¥remendous ore body. It goes without saying thet | - v
om Interested from o finencial standpoint, personally end . -
on behalf of those who hold stock in the company, but equelly '

h:mm'“d because of the tremendovs volue thet ¢ e
B ;‘u unknown deposit of tungsten ore would have -towerd te
the ‘spfaty of this country shouid fore%gn markets ever be closed ;

to us doring the time of an emergency. k.frankly cennot uﬂdcr- ey P

- otend how. thosg in charge of the DMEA con fly in the fece of o5 ,.» ,,;, '
"‘f‘gm oldgists® reports and deny our spplication foF - Syl
. ampll sum of money particulerly in the view of 4he fooh« e
‘ﬂmy hn slreedy expended severa!l thousand dollsrs. {n “z\,‘ “5‘“42 .

. 4o acquire the detsiled informetion which Hwy now h... ) i
, «In ngrrdu to our Proporfy.A . , |

Wﬂ a’oln for 6l of your efforh in our: bohﬂf #" -E?::;,;

‘n »r

ERLE 3

i

Sincerely, - ,‘

' : ' row

-

Jomes V. Collins
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China’s tungsten deposits are the largest known resources.
But in the days of the Sino-Japanese War, forerunner of World
War 11, the flow of tungsten was disrupted. Stockpiles, how-
ever, accumulated in Indo-China. Japan coveted that supply. .
During World War
IT when the Vichy re-
gime came to power
in France, jJapan had
Germany order Vichy
to remove the Gover-
nor-General of Indo-
Chima in faver of an:
other who would co-
operate better in the
matter of-huge tungsten shipments stored in Indo-China and
destined for Japan. But before the shift of Governors could be
. made, the United States quictly and quickly arranged for pur-
" chase of the entire stock, and off went this strategic metal to the
. United States with Japanese war vessels in pursuit. The ship-
ments got to America safely just prior to Pearl Harbor.
In the race for tungsten hung’the balance between victory
and defeat. Germany was paying Portugal and Spain $50,000
& ton for the vital, critical metal. Both Britain and the United
. States entered into this *“preclusive” buying at the same high N o
price on the sound theory that every pound of tyngsten ore R
they bought was vie pound iess (ur Hider. .
‘Tungsten, in times of crisis, serves a nation as well as gold.
Before the era of lend-lease, the Chiang Kai-shek government
used China's rich tungsten ore as security for large loans ar-
ranged by the United States.
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awesome, most destructive armor-piercing missile yet invented
by man.

It was two years — a period to be measured by death and
destruction, fearful costs in human lives, not just a period of
calendar days — before the United Stater nefected suuilar
peojectiles and produced them in quantity sufficient to give
the Allies victory in the Battle of the Bulge.

The tungsten carbide core of the projectile pierces the walls
of armovred tanks virtually as if they were paper and, having
penetrated, scatiers lethal picces of most intense heat and de-
struction. U. S. military requirement of tungsten during the
peak munitions production year of World War 11 was ap-
proximately 30 million pounds of tungsten metal, more than
twice again the production of this country.

Tanks, trucks, guns, shells, armor-piercing projectiles — all
the paraphernalia of war — depend on high-speed steel tools.
The best high-speed steels are made of tungsten alloy. Alo-
gether, tungsten was used in 15,000 different types of war items
in World War 11.

Tungsten in the form of a high-velocity projectile’s inner
core, and in the form of tool stecls helped vastly to bring
victory and an end to World War I1.

It played its part in the horean contlict in projectiles and
machines and in atomic threat.

‘l'ungsten itscli 18 @ cuinponent of BRIV LILITUINENLS OF 13
used in making these instruments, including range finders con-
trolled by radar, and the geiger counters used to find radio-
active materials for nuclear fission.

The nation possessor of a tungsten stockpile posscsses, also,
political as well as military power. '
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We *he undeSTQ”?d, Ahe A'}“pﬂ {SP(fPfqr\ qnd Treogurer Of

fhe Mﬁrk " .‘fl?n;:‘f'\ ("\".r'&n:/\ AN ‘Aanaqg V '.r,l i 'vns (G dirpc§or

of and attorney or Mark 11 Minin: Zoiwary) of Portland, Oreqon,

being each first severally anc Ay swren, each far himself

and on his oath deansec and savs: That or ~r ahout the |5 and

16 of Augus+,7|9‘7,.wé “re atcnmpans Rasen Siith, the supe::
vi;éaé/geolﬂ ist GF the Riireamn nF Mine: Fnr tne S#@fe Of Colif_
ornis, on an ansper+|mn tour of Fair minera! claims knnwn As
North Meadow #!, Noe +h Meadaw «2, Meta A1, and Meta #7. Thege
claims heing located in Tlare “ointy, Taliferniy and heing the
property of the Mark 1l Min'nn i any onf “nrtiand, Oreqon,

At the conclusinrn nf tke *Qn-day examination, e Rascn Smith,

e s-mpki~ng di-actl  tr g

in our presence ard wni , stated as
follows: That the ahave decignated clains avidencad sufficient
showings of mineraiizatisn t2 fustify a inan From the DMEA in
order that they might be core dritled, That Mr. Rosca Smith /
stated to us that he wnuid re~omnand the annrnval bf the DMEA
loan to the Mérk i Mining Cnvpany, nndbfhnf he would person-
ally sell the prescsea oracran fre cnre Jrillica ac annlied

for to the Washinntan nffice,  That Mr Feasco Smith stated

to us ot the conclusinn of our crnversstion that he would see

us back on the mount~in after the DMFA loan was aranted,

s/ APE ALT'AN

3/ © JAMES V. COLLINS

Sworn and subscribed to hefore me +his ond - day of
__April 1938, |

. {{, 8/ d. J.‘,MJRCHISON

Juﬂgc‘ofﬂfhe Municipal Court
?nd fgg the city of Porflond
- OM LI 4
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Hon, Richard L. Neuberger MAR 14 1958
‘I!a:lﬁed Statss Senau ’ - : Z

Dear Senator Neuberger:

By lstier of Jamuary 29, 1958, we promised to inform you
wpon completion of the revisw «f the application ef the Mark I
Mining Co., Inc., for aid in exploring minimg claims in Tulare County,
California, our Docket No, DMEA } ;483 - Tungsten,

rhe proposed project was thoroughly mimmd and 2 new
analysis was made based on all relevant data in our files, JNe
indication was disclosed that the former disapproval was incorrect.
Enclosed, therefore, is copy of a lstier to the applicapnt's attorney,
¥r, Jomes ¥V, Oollina, affirming the denial of Sepilember 27, 1957, of
that company's application for such aid.,

The matters contained in the leiter that Mr. Collins address-
od to you on Jarmary 1k, 1958, which we previously returmsd to you,
were alse lmvestigated, No confirmation was found for Mr, Collinst
several statemsnts that various gevermmemt geelogisis and engineers
infermed him that his application for aid weuld be granted, Oxrdinerily
the field examiners, Exscutive Officers of IMEA Field Teams or
Comsodity Group NMembders herse in Washingten, if they even discuss with
an applicant ths merits of his project, are careful te explain thad
they only make recommendations and have no autherity to approve appli-
cations, We regret that there mey have been any misunderstanding.

| _ Siworoh yours,
WSilertin/foc  3/5/58 .
cc to: Tode L00 B e
TIDM . e TN ((et
MR ‘
DL ' -  Administrater
DCCO ' ‘ :
. REG, II

R, W, Holliday, USBM
T. H. Kiilsgaard, USGS

Secretary's Reading File A , C FRS 51126

8623
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March h, 1958

- MEMORANDUM

Tos Administrator

Froms George C. Selfridge, Special Assistant

Subject: Denial of Docket No, DMEA-}}83 (Tungsten)
Mark II Mining Company, Ince
North Meadow claims
Tulare County, California

The writer has carefully reviewed the subject docket and
Dockets Nos, DMA-18LLX and DMEA-2673, Pacific Star Mines, Inc.,
involving projects on the same property, and can only reiterate and
concur in the justifications supporting the denials, especially that
one in the subject docket dated September 17, 1957, which sets forth
a rather lengthy summary of available data, ,

In the first place, relatively small tactite bodies eccur
in an area of small roof pendants, some of which are as small as
S feet in diameter, Concentrations of scheelite occur in small lenses
in the tactite, these possibly ranging to 2,5 feet in width and 15 to
25 feet in length, Thus, the over-all grade of the tactite is low,
and from the data submitted it would appear that only a few thousand
tons at most of possibly 0,5% "ore" might be mined from the property,
At the present time and probably for some time to come, the limited
tonnage of this grade of ore would not be economically minable, ?j

The first appncation--Paeific Star Mines, Inc,, DMA-18l)iX--
was denied #dmgust 2lj, 1951, withf#’field examination, based on a
poorly prepared application which suggested a limited size of ex-
posures, the maximum strike length being about 50 fest on the Meada
Noe 1 claim,

The second application--Pacific Star Mines, Inc,, DMEA=2673==
was denied on December 19, 1952, based on the information contained in
a Field Team examination report, The report indicated that the small
bodies of metamorphic rocks occurring in granodiorite formed a dis-
continuous band, Small bodies of tactite containing discontinuous .
showings of scheelite occurred in the metamorphic rock pendants, At
the time of this examination, it was estimated that the largest of the
eutcrops contained about 6000 tons of tactite of whieh 10 per cent, or
600 tons, might average 0,5% W03. As the property is in the High Sierras

8623
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" and is rather diffkeult of access, it cannot be worked during the
Winter. S ‘ . .

A Field Team report by Reeves, Taylor and Warne, dated

June 17, 1957, under the subject docket describes four areas of

tactite ranging from 150 to 250 feet in length and averaging about

50 feet in width, The report presented a very optimistic reserve .
figure based on Iimited sampling as shown in the September 17, 1957,
- justification for denial in the subject docket, This fact is ' :
“acknowledged by the Field Team in Mr, Ricker's memorandum of February L
1958, which states that the "Report by Reeves, Taylor and Warne was
rather confusing as the inference on ore reserves was unrealistic

based on data avallable." T

 The property was later examined by Mr. Roscoe Smith who re=-
duced the reserves from 54,750 tons to 11,500, Ten thousand tons of ‘,
this reserve is assigned to Area Nos l. Its grade, oT1% W04, is based /
on a single grab sample taken at the time of the first ex ation,
An 8,6 foot channel sample and a grab sample of coarse material at
the same Iocality assayed 0.08 and 0,08.per cent WO3, respectively,

, Study of the subject docket suggests that possibly

fluorescent calcite was not distinguished from scheelite, and/or

sampling and assay procedures were not goods It is difficult to

understand why one would cut a 2=foot chamnel across a scheelite band

which assayed only 0,01% W03, It is believed that the Iimited diamond

drilling would add little good information when a grab sample of a 50-ton

ore stockpile at the mill assayed 0,02% WO3. As a good part of the

$astite can be mined by open pit, and thus furnish the best test possible, Vk

the only reason one would want to drill to depth would be to see whether ‘
~ higher grade material existed there, There is nothing in any of the

dockets suggegting such a possibility. S R '

GCSelfridge/esf

3/L/58
c&/ Dockets - DMEAMUKS3

n 2673
Admr. R. File
Mr. Selfridge

1/ This 0,5% W05 grade is partly supported by sample Nos GS=3
which assayed 0,51% WO3 ang is described in Roscoe Smith!s memorandum
of August 30, 1957, The sample was a grab sample taken from 75 tons

of ore stockpiled at the mill, This came from a cut from which about .
300 tons of material had been excavatede ’





: ,. | C - FILE COPY
W UNITED-STATES @ .. -Surname
'DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - DMBA

- OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY :
WASHINGTON 25,D.C.

: -4 £X ' Ty . BIORYY™
fer explaration aaa'im Defente Minerals Brpleveidon ”

m...

' mm,wmtwadvhowumnmm
W}demmmum(f/( i
‘

A
/’ . / /
i gl puenene T 4//(« )
. ¥ ‘( ] ,,; v ‘ p R . \.g //j L/; C%«V/ : /i:f/

i-‘l\.;‘\if‘{ g /'_ ' / L
‘ ’C, RN 7c »‘;, RN Wawm

|
' mm-% (b‘.m.u

FT. BE§. II

Messrs. R. W, Helliday, USEM .
- Te He Kiilsgaa.rd, Usas

Sen. R. L., Neuberger - o ‘
o | RS 5353
~COPY FOR THE SECRETARY’S OFFICE |






:’/}'

gﬁﬁigTIN/fpc o o WediAin

2-27=58

Collins:

As we infomed you in our letter of January Z2l, 1958, we

significant ore reserves is/hot sufficiantly oromising to justify
Government participatiop,
". (onsegdently, we regret to wdvise you that our denial of

September 27, 19%7, of your application is rdaffirmed.

e Interior

RQW A\ ’\&A/\ ~ Sdetetaiycofs

Mr, James V. Collins

Attorney for Mark II Mining Company, Inc.
222 S, W, Oak Street

Portland L, Oregon

PRS 5353
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DRAFT '
WRMARTIN/foc .

2=26-58

Dear Mr. Colllns-/f , : L R
S om / now
WL g -ﬁr our letter of January 2L, 1958, we agmeed-to review/ in

its entirety the application of the Mark ITI Mining Co., Inc., 222 S. W,

_Oak ‘%treet, Portland iy Oregon, for exploration aid from Defense Minerals

NP

Exploration Adm:m:.stratlon, our Docket No. DMEA LLi83, Tungsten.

. S Atk
y smot—hrtivTte—te—ue-the
.

Prorrrein, \éénsequently, we regret to advise you that our denial of

September 27, 1957, of your application is reaffirmed,

‘ Na.mely,

that the probability of disclos:i:ng significant ore reserves is not

sufficiantly promising to justify Government participation,

~

Sincerely yours,

cretary of the Interior

%M/ V"\M .

Mr. James V. Collins
Attorney for Mark ITI Mining Company, Inc.
222 S, W, Oak Street
Portland L, Oregon

,m/.'r' - ————
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2-26-58
MEMCRANDUM
To: Administrator, DMEA
Froms W. S. Martin, Director, Iron & Ferro-Alloys, IMEA

Subject: letter of January 17, 1958, to the Secretary from
Mr, James V. Collins, Attorney for Mark II Mining
Company, Inc. Docket No. DMEA L83 - Tungsten
This Division recommends that the attached letter be sent
to Mr. James V. Collins to complete the information given to him in

Vir., Hardy's reply of January 2L, 1958, to the captioned appeal,

The suggested reaffirmation of our previous denial is based
we, now hove ne

on the consideration that the—eppdi-cani.in2 OO=~Baaes

not qvos‘au: \»M w&. wve“‘{
data that were imeluded-i our memorandum of review of September 17, 1957,
with its accompanying map. '
the problem

Mr. Roscoe M. Smith has summarized/in his memorandum of
August 30, 1957, covering the examination he made in response to our
letter of July 23, 1957. That letter questioned some of the conclusions
in the on site examination report of June 17, 1957. Smith's significant
words ares

"Although two former applications have been denied, subsequent
exploration by the owners has exposed ore bodies of sufficient size and
grade to indicate that a small progect is warranted. . Although there is .
no indication that thére will ever be a lirge mine at these dep051ts, there is

a fair chance that small, high-grade ore shoots may be discovered which

will be of considerable significance to the owners. There i1s some
probability Qﬂ duplicating the history of the adjoining properties east

and west of this one along the same contact, where similar size ore

shoots of exceptionally high-grade were discovered."
1 .
\
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We do not agree that in this instance, or any other, a
project is justified solely because it ™will be of considerable significance
to the owners." The Government participation was set at 75% when this
application was being considered. At that rate a project might find
enough ore to repay 100% of the operator's contribution to the project
cost but the royalty payasble to the Government on that amount 6f oré

would amount to 1 3/L# of the Government contribution.

05-% .25 o - 1 1
-:-9? = 005 X 025 [ 00125 —— 75 s ) f) )
.75 75 X .95 7125 . e
Even at a 50% Government participation if an operator found o

just enough ore to repay itself for the project cost, the corresponding

royalty return would be only 5%% of the Govermment contribution.

05 X .50 g
95 = L05x .50 = 025 = 5,26
«50 .50 X .95 RIVES

Our m rule of thumb has been that if we do not seem

cod malciwn @ Siauibec ot dcs&:vu:,
to have % chance of pm&ﬁm

/WWW/
: 3 we should recommend demial of any apphcatlonp -&aﬂ:ess
v\au chwences )| canm kﬂ. Foaken e
the target appears to be of better than average proportions. Here the

A
target is relatively insignificant. "Some probability of duplicating the

better of the two has produced less than LO units per month over the

three years cited in the report. The applicant already has a LO ton

mill installed on the property. At that rate the mill would only have
per month

|
history of the adjoining properties" does not promise much when the
feed enough for about 5 days operation fover the 6 summer months, the
only ones when climatic conditions allow operation.
This is a borderline application. Ordinérily we concur in
and
the recommendation of the field exa.m:.ners,/the Field Team, especially when

-2 -





"
¢S

the commodity‘specialists concur in such recommendations. Her?’accord-

ing to the applicant's letter of January 1lli, 1958, to Senator Richard L.
Neuberger, in excess of $40,000 has already been invested in the im-
provement and development of these claims, We feel that even the limited
program recommended might encourage further unwarranted public participation,
Furthermore, our experiencg/with what we believe were much the same type

of scheelite showings, indicates that the results to be expected from

such a small footage of widely and en'atica.lly spaced drilling would

most probably be indeterminate,

-
W. 8. Martin, Director
Division of Iron and Ferro-Alloys
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UNITED STATES A
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RECENE. FEg 40 1w

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION -—w-’-‘—* P [.,.-»f; :
1605 Evan s Avenue A T S

Reno, Nevada 2 |10 °n

k/;o'{l_‘éo_o f
February 5, 1958

i
'
}
|
Memor.andum“/ E
To: Operating Committee, DMEA, hterioeruiIdir_ ' |
Washington 25, D. C. : { -
R =S i s
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II . /

Subject: Docket No. DMEA-4483 (Tungsten)
Mark II Mining Company, Inc.
North Meadow Mines v
Tulare County, California e

I note that in going through our files in regard to
problems posed in your letter of January 29, 1958 that we
never forwarded copies of the enclosed memorandum from
Roscoe Smith, dated August 7, 1957. This memorandum was
held up due to the fact that we had scheduled a re-examination
which was covered by Roscoe Smith's memorandum to me
August 30, 1957.‘ Copies of this were forwarded under cover
of my memorandum to you dated September 4, 1957, ' The
enclosed memorandum of August 7, 1957 does not add much
pertinent data on the merit of the property exdept to confirm
the opinion of Mr. Paul Taylor that a project is wa‘;ragted.

The recommendation in the preliminary reports on
this property by Ben Sheahan, W. P. Irwin, and J. F. Robertson
during 1951 and 1952 were justified at the time due to lack of
sufficient preliminary prospecting data to justify DMEA aid.

Since that time, additional work had been done. Report by
Reeves, Taylor, and Warne was rather confusmg as the infer-
ence on ore reserves was unredlistic based on data available.
Upon suggestion from Washmgton, the re-examination by Roscoe
Smith, covered by his memorandum of August 30, 1957, cut the
property down to proper size and I believe his recommendations






justify favorable reconsideration of the application.

Roscoe Smith and I are very careful to inform appli-
cants that approval of exploration aid is made by our Washington:
office in accordance with DMEA policy. I am sure that neither
he nor any of our men informed Mr. Collins that a contract was
by any means_assured. Inasmuch as the manner of properly
exploring a property is always discussed with the applicant, it
is entirely possible that he inferred that our Field Team was
favorably inclined toward exploration work if it met the require-
ments of our Washington office. Mr. Collins called.this office
numerous times requesting the status of the application and it
is possible he got the impression that I thought a moderate project
was possible. '

=WV

S. Ricker

Attachment
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| To: 'S. Ricker. Execuﬁve Oft'icer. DMEA Field Team,
Region II .
From: " Roscoe M.' Sraith
Subject: DMEA-4483 (Tungsten)

Mark I Mining Co., Inc.
North Meadow claims
Tulare County, California.
In response to Mr. Martin's lette.r of July 23, 1957

in which qugngionq'ébout ore reserve estimates are raised, 1

have reviewed the application report and have the following

‘comments:

Bob Reeves had ipgg Menio Pazk.on his new assignment
to Brazil é.t the time the rough draft of the reporf was received in
my office. I have not beén able, therefore, to discuss with him his
raethod of calculaﬁng reserves nor his reuons for whhing to
explcre in the low grade areas. I have discussed the prospect with

Paul‘jraylor and, although he was caned back to our office before

- the examination was completed or the property was ‘hm‘ped. his

preuminary obaervatiom confirm that an exploration project is /

warranted in areas No. _71 and flo; 2





Area No, 1. Mr, Martin's letter poiutg out that the
entire tactite mane cannot be mined as ore., Cn page 8 of the

application i'eport. line 7 says that the ore consists of scheelite

in » gangue of {tactite), Lines 11 and 12 state that the ore is

| quite uniformily distributed through the gangue. This sxplaine

why all the tactite was included in the reserve sstimate, The
Iast sentence of this purngriph refexs to faults vmch have & minoy
influsnce on the dinribntion:éf scheslite and states that thess faults

ars on the order of 6 inches to 2 faet apart, B

Ares No, 2 contains lenses of ore 2 to 4 feet %. o
typically 30 inches across, and 15 to 25 feet long. Oniy four such
lenses are mapped on figure 4 but the report states on page 9 that
scheelite-bearing lenses are {rregularly distributed t!irongh the body

" and that the on.clcucty iudmbhu M qt area 1. Because the

ologht inferrad ﬂmt &8 much as cas-tenth of the ﬂcﬁte body may

bc ore it is Mdmt ﬁmt he inferved mox'o hnns than are shown on

the map, Most of the tactite here in. coversd by loil, and even though

‘ore cannot be mapped the inference would appetr to be valid, Hers

the documentation of grade is :cnntj and the only assay is 3.10 percent

WOj4 across a width of I food. The sampling serves principally as a
guide to the visual utimutian of ﬁn grade of the entire deposit, and

is indicative a};o of the mximum grade t@ be npoctcé in inferred
m"o






On puge 12 the concluding paragraph of Ore R&:erﬁa
states that in aress 2, 3, and 4 it may not be possible to
econamically produce ore as material of ore grad¢ is dtmihuted
throughout the tactite bodiu.

in a,r_en No, 3 and 4 samples and visual estimates

confirm that thé h:.imrﬂiaei material is not minable ore.

The last two purégr;pht of Mr. Martin's letter concern
sampling of the stockpile m& the fsasibility of diamond drunng .
I‘htvu 0o pertinent inform;ﬁon on these two subjects,

) { mgest that the propoaed contract be wﬁm in tv;m
stages, the first to cover drilling in areas 1 and 2 where the _
recommendations sre best substantiated. Exploratory wqu in
areas 3 and 4 was presumably recommendesd bacause of the
probability of & aimilarity smong all of the tactits bodies, in spite
of the abaence of similarity in grade at the surface. Additional
exploration in areas 1 and 2 may well yield infofmntim from which
the other areas may bé better assessed, If Stage II is made |
contingent upon the ruultg of Stage I and subject to Government |
approval in advance, we shall have a better control of the project and
be in & better position to detum,im whether work in aress 3 and 4
is warranted, |






1605 Evan 8 Avenue
- Reno, Nevada

February 5, 1958

3 .
- Memorandum

To: Operating Committea. DMEA, Intsrior Building
- ~ Washington 25, D. C.

. From: - Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II |

Subject: Docket No. DMEA—«%S (Tun;ﬂten)
: Mark II Mining Company, Inc, = °
North Meadow Mines
Tulare County, California

I note that in going through our files in regard to
problems posed in your letter of January 29, 1958 that we
never forwarded copies of the enclosed memorandum from
Roscoe Smith, dated August 7, 1957. This memorandum was
held up due to the fact that we had scheduled a re-examination
which was covered by Roscoe Smith's memorandum to me
August 30, 1957. Coples of this were forwarded under cover
of my memorandumn to you dated September 4, 1957. The
enclosed memorandum of August 7, 1957 does not add much
pertinent data on the merit of the property except to confirm
the opinion of Mr. Paul Taylor that a project is warranted.

The recommendation in the preliminary reports on
this property by Ben Sheahan, W. P. Irwin, and J. F'. Robertson
during 1951 and 1952 were justified at the time duw to lack of
sufficient preliminary prospecting data to justity DMEA aid.
Since that time, additional work had been done. Report by
Reeves, Taylor, and Warne was rather confusing as the infer-
ence on ore reserves wis unreslistic based on data available.
Upon suggestion from Washington, the re-examination by Roscoe
Smith, covered by his memorandum of August 30, 1957, cut the
property down to proper sime and I believe his recommendations






juaufy fwora.blc uconsideration of the application.

‘Roscoe Smith and I are very careful to infoxm appli-
cants that approval of exploration aid is made by our Washington
office in accordance with DMEA policy. I am sure that neither
he nor any of our men informed Mr. Collins that a contract was
by any means assured. Inasmuch as the manner of properly
exploring a property is always discussed with the applicant, it
is entirely possible that he inferred that our Field Team was
favorably inclined toward exploration work if it met the require-
ments of our Washington office. Mr. Collins called this office
numerous times requesting the status of the application and it
is possible he got the impression that I thought a moderate project
was ponible. :

S. Ricker

Attachment
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To: 5. Ricker, Executive Officer, DMEA Fleld Toam,
. WeglonIl |

: Frpni: Roucoo 1‘54- Smith
Subject:  DMEA-4483 ('rungmn}'
. North Meadow. chimu o
' vTulare uounty. «u)ﬁoriﬁa ,
"'In reapcnse ta Me. Marﬂn's letter o£ Jnly 23, X957

. ‘in which queatmm a’bont ore reserve e;ﬁmatu are raiud. 1

- have reviewed the gppllcation raport and have the ionowing

’ eommentu. |
Bob Reeveu had left Menlo Purk on his new anignment

to Brazil at the time the zon;h draft of the report was receivad in
may office. Ibave not been able, theuiqre, to discuss with him his

| method o£ calculating resexves nor his reasons for'wishmg to
explore in the lov;r grade areas. 1have discussed the prospect with
Paul Taylor and, although he was called back to our office before
the examination wn camp.letcd‘or the property was lamped, his
preliminary observations confirm that an exploration project is

.vwatrant'ed in areas No. 1 and No. 2. »






Ares No, } . Mr. Martin's letter poinu out m:vm
entire tactite xone annathmé *s ore. Onpage § afth( .
Apéhﬁﬁm report, Line ? Juﬁ ﬂm; the ore consists of scheelite
in a gangue of {tactite}, Lines Il and 12 state that the ore is
quite uniformly disteibuted through the gangue. This explains
why ail the tactite was inchided in the reserve estimate, The
last santence of this paragraph refors to faults which have & minor
influsace an the distribution of scheelite and states that these faults
are on the order of 6 inches to 2 faot spart,

Ares No, 2 contains lenses of ors 2 to 4 fest wide,
typically 30 im:hu acrosy, &m 15 fu 2% fest long, Only four such
lenses are mapped on figure Mmtm report states on page 9 that
- scheslite-bearing lenses ars irregularly dintribmd ﬂ:iou.gh the ho&y
and that the ore closely resembles that of area 1. Bocmn the
geologiet inferred that as much as one-teath of the tactite body may
be ore it is avident that he Inferred more lmnses than are shown ca
the map. Most of the tactite hers is coversd by sotl, and even though
ore cansot be minpped ﬁuinfcmn would appear to be valid, Here
the documantation of grads is scanty aad the an!y assay is 3,10 percent

WO, scross a width of § foot, The sampling servas principally as &
gaide to the visual estimation of the grade of the entire deposit, and
is indicative alsc of the maximum grads to be expected in inferred
bodies. |






On page 12 the conchuding ;umnpu of Ore Reserves

states that in areas 2, 3, and 4 it may not be possible to |
sconomically produce ore u:mtctial of ore grads is distributed
throughout the tactite bodies, |

Inaveas No. 3 and 4 samples and visual extimates

confirm that the mineratized material is aot minable ore.
~ The last two paragraphs of Mr, Martin's Jetter concern
sampling of the stockpile and the feasibility of dlamond drilliag,
X hm}c 00 pertinent Sn!ormﬁon on these two mbjocu.. |
¥ suggest that the wmnd emﬁct bs w?ima in two

stages, the firet to cover drilling in arens | and 2 where the

recommendations ars best substantisated. Exploratory work in

sreas 3 md 4 was prommth!yhcw because of the

probability of & similarity among all of the tuctite bodies, in spite

of ﬁw absence of aimm;»uy in grade at the surface. Additiooal

axploration in aress 1 and 2 may well yiald information from which
~ the other areas may be Mr assessed, If Stage II is made

contingent upon the results of Stage Iand subject to Government

approval in Qma. we shall have a batter control o( the project and

be in & better position to determine whether work in areas 3 and 4

is warranted, ,
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Dd'te Surname Code
2/1) | WeaTein, | 100
| , Ay | (v eLaf] 130
’ d llO
rbp 4 1958
AR MAIL | ¢ 100
Mr. Spangler Ricker’ - B
Executive Officer Al 7 |00
DHEA Pield Team, Regica IT A

1605 Evans Avenue
Reno, Wevada

Re: Docket No, DMEA L83 « Tungsten
Mark II Mining Cowpany,; Ince . |
North Meadow Mines _ 1
Tulare County, California

Dear Mr, Rickers

Enclosed, to avoid any poesibility of confusion, are
thermofax copies of the letters, Items L and 5, mentioned in
our letter to you of January 29 regarding the aubjoct. docket,.

Your telegram of February 3 atates that the two items
in question were not enclosed with our sawe lstter, It was cwr
understanding at the time we wrote to you that these two items
had already been sent to you under separate cover,

Sincerely yowrs,
meSJﬂﬂaﬁﬁn
acTiNG Chairman, Operating Committes &)

Enclosures

WSMartin/foc 2-4~58
Retyped by HB 2-L4~58
cc to: . Docket
Code 400
Admr. R. File .
Oper. Comm.
Messrs. R. W. Holliday, USBM
T. H. Kiilsgaard, USGS

8623
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y
100
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¥r, Spsnglar Ricker ‘
Exscutive Officer '
IMEA Field Team, Reglonm II

3605 Evans Avenne
R.m, Bevada

Roe Docket Bo. IMEA Ms83 Tng:’un

mmm

Tulare County, California
Dear Mr, Ricker: |

Enclo»&, umidmpasaibiﬁtyafmnfmim, e
thermofax copies of the letters, Items L, and 5, mentioned in
our letter te you of January 29 regarding the subject docket,

Your telegram of February 3 states that the two items
in question were not enclosed with our same letier., It was ouwr
wderstanding at the time we wrete to you that these two itmes
had already bsen sent to you wnder separete cever,

| _—
" Chairmen, Opsrating Committse
. WSMARTIN/foc  @-Li-58

cc to: Docket
Code L0O

Admr. R, File
" Oper, Comn.
FT. REG. IT
Messrs. R. W. Holliday, USBM

I, H. Kiilsgaard, USGS -

8623 -





CLass oF SERVICE

This is a fast message
unl ess its: dcf rred char.

NL=Night Lecter

WF‘STERN UNION (o

A “TELEGRAM _ —
proper ymbol . ,.LT LetctTleg am
W. P. MARSHALL, PRESIDENT
The filing time shown in the date line on domestic telegrams is STANDARD TIME at poin t of ori rigi is ST, ’NDA%D TIME at point of destination

0A 366 CETT A

0 REA408 NL PD ARSRENO NEV 3=
OPERAT ING COMMITTEE= v
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORAT IO ADUN INTERIOR BLDG

|
M
1S58 FEB 3 1 9 14

———

RE URLET JAN 29 DOCKET NUMBER DMEA=4483 TUNGSTEN MARK 11
MINING CO NEITHER ITEM FOUR COLLINS LETTER JANUARY 17TH

T0 SECRETARY NOR ITEM FIVE ROYCE HARDYS REPLY JANUARY
24 ENCLOSED COULD YOU PLEASE SEND A IR MAIL—

S RICKER==

29 DMEA=4483 11 17 2ds..

THE COMPANY WILL APPRECIATE SUGGESTIONS FROM ITS PATRONS CONCERNING ITS SERVICE
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Executive Officer %409

Mr, Spangler Ricker . JAN 29 1958
IHEA Field Tedm, Region II '

1605 Evans Avenus

Reno, Nevada

Be: Docket No. DMEA 4183 - Tungsten
Mark II Mining Company, InC..
North Msadow Mines
Tulare County, California

Dear Mr. Ricker:

{opies have been sent tc you 6.1! the following correspondence
regarding the subject application denied September 27, 1957

1. letter of January 1, 1958, from James V. Collins, Attormey
for Mark II Mining Company, to Senator Richard L. Reuberger.

2. Senator Neuberger!s letter of January 17, 1958, to the
Admini strator.

3, Hr. Mittendorf's reply of Jamuary 29, 1958, to the Senator.
ke Mr. Collinst lstter of Jamuary 17, 1958, to the Secretary.
5. Mr. Royce A. Hardy's reply of Jamuary 2L, 1958, to Mr. Collins,

For this spplication and its predecessors we have a number of
field examination reports available, and the information therein has not
seemed to us to justify Covermment participation in an expleration project
on the captioned clsaims. There also seom to be enough data to form the
basis of our recondideration. We would, bowewver, appreciate having any
remarks you may nov care 1o make on Mr, Collina' statements, or any
other pertinant cuestions. '

: Sincerely yours,

AFFROVED | George C. Seifridge
yF ra ) Chai £ Coﬂit‘h/%)
nk D. Lanb M) rman, Opsrating

_ a—— WSMARTIN/foc  1-28-58
Membar, m . Him:s' cc to: Admr. R. File

Oper. Comm,

Thor H. Kiilsgaard ' é@ . FT. REG., II
R. W, Holliday, USBM

Kember, Geological Survey , T, H. Kiilsgaard, USGS

BEnclosures
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N )10

' v - . /00
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Bon, Richard L. Neuberger

United States Senate
Waghington 25, D, Co

Dear Senator Nenberger:

As suggested in your letter of Jamuary 17, 1958, with its
wbtached copy of a lotter of January 1k, 1958, sent to you by -
Mr, James V, Collins, Attormsy for the Mark II Mining Co., Inc., we
are reviewing in its entirety that company's application for ex- ‘
pleretion aid on its mining claims in the Sequoia Natienal Feresti,
Tulare Ceunty, Califormia, Our file number in this instance is
Docket No. DMEA 1&@83 Tungsten, .

Another applicant, Pacifie¢ Star Mines, Inc., had previously
‘submitted two applications, dated June 26, 1951, and August 19, 1952,
covering the same property. Both of thesa aarlier applications were
denied because it was conecluded that ths ore showings were too small
and too low grade to justify Genmant participation in their explo-
ration,

Subsequently, the Mark, II !ﬁnim (0.5 Inc,, bescame interestsd
in the property and sxplored the surface by open-cul excavations, bull-
dogser trenches, with a mmall amount of undergromund work. On September 20,
1956, that company recuested aid gstimated to cost $16,800,00, for core
drilling for tungsten ore in & tactits occurring along and near the
contact between granodierite and meta-sedimemtary rocks, The property
wag reexamirsd on May 3 and L, and August 15, 1957, By letter of
Septesber 27, 1957, the application was denied bscause the spotty nature,
small size and lack of comtinuity of wineral eccurrences indicated that
the probability of disclosing significant ore reasrves was not sufficient-
ly promising to Justify Governmsnt participation,

We are also i.mt&gating the additionsl information provided
in ¥r. Collins' above-mentionsd letter, which we are returning as you
requestad,

PRS 51,26

8623
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| completion of our rcm, we i)l prompily inform you
whether our rmxm. of Septamber 27, 1957, can be reccasidered and
& project approved, .

smzy YOUrs,
- CoiOOIMﬁ%@n&oﬂ‘ ( c’ Lan

Adnintetrator
Mlom

WSMartin/foc

1-27-58 '

cc to:s Docket
Code 40O
MDM
MR
DL
DCCO

: 'FT. REG, II

Messrs. R. W. Holliday, USBM
Te He Kn.ilsgaard USGS CL
Secretary's- Readlng F:.le‘
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MARK Il MINING COM!ANY INC. ®

PORTLAND 4, OREGON o CAPITOL 2-2894

E_:Z S. W. OAK ST.
ARTHUR E. HOUGHAM—PRESIDENT : JAMlES V. COLLINS—DIRECTOR
ABIZ ALTMAN—SECRETARY.-TREASURER | ' . ’SJ’.S ALVAH C. WARREN., JR.—DIRECTOR
COPY N
AL W
Moo yyite /o
January 17, 1958 INTBRIOR DEPT.
2 & REOEIVED
Mr. Fred A. Seaton : 5"“‘}? JEAN 30 19?8
Secretary of Interior gmgﬁﬁgﬁgéf
Dept. of Interior Bldg OFFIOR

Washington, D. C.
Deat Sir:
In Compliance with the recommendation as
set forth by Mr. C. 0. Mittendorf as of November 18,
1957 to Senator Richard L. Newberger: We hereby
request that the application of the Mark II Mining
Company Inc. of 222 S.W. Oak Street, Portland 4, |
Oregon, Docket # DMEA 4483(Tungsten) be reconsidered

in its entirety and that the loan as requested from
the D. M. E. A. Dbe granﬁed.
Si_néerly
Jemes V. Collins
Attornéy for Mark II Mining Company, Inc.

Copy of letter from C. O. Mittendorf sent to Senator
Richard L. Neuberger enclosed..— not cme losed, T diwl e}‘\,}kw

% “ o v b‘\ C—O\&:V\s C’V‘C \a SQJ






Janvary |4, 1958

Senator Richerd Neuberger
Senste Office Bullding
weshingfon, D.C,

Deer Senptor Neuberger:

In Re our conversation during your recent stey in Oregon
1, on behalf of the Mark Il Mining Compeny, swbmit the fol-
lowing Informetion;

Aporaxinately teo years yga s yrovp of Portlend people
vecywae Intermated in cer~uin vining uroperties lucated in
Southern Galifornia.  Ths ,capcrties ure approxlugtely b5
miles north end eact =f “she=aic!d, They ore more speci’!-
colly located In the Tuio-i¢ aining District, The Propertles
ore known as the North eadars Cialms ond the exoct locution
on the mintng maps '3 ¢.'led Shervnn Feok., 4n Oregon cor-
roretion wor formed ‘cr .ur . urpuga of purchasing wll or a
part o7 fle obove aerscribed sruparties. Ap.roxingtely 250
people Tncivaing an a:tlnrtae L3 suiicemen become atock
halders In the cempin,. Ve jivorajs omount held by each
wos sppron’eately 3./% voroh L wlock, Le o' todoy we Lave
Investad In emgess « 347,000 vowyry the 'wprovement end
development of thes: c¢'ei+s. *u ruve had two geologlsts on
the property ot our own ws.:vit, Lath having given to us
exccllent rejorts on tia pesr tility o lorge fungsten
Jdeyosits. To my own ka. v 4c e the jovern-ant hau hed five
geologists vislt our cpurat un, 1 verasonally talked with
eoch of these five man at tte time they Inspacted the property
and In esch Tnstonce ever) onc of thar wes very wptimlstic
aboul the notentlialit, 7 Tui ster. Jacoslts, The last of
these geoloolists ta exn- i1, *ig oroperty wos Mr, Rasco S.ith
who huacs the Bureau of in:. Gffice for Califoenla and he
in ay presence and the .rrzence of other officers of the
co.:9my stated thot ‘n Vir o . inion cur o, llcatlion for 3
DN, L A, lean should end would he yranted. | have been in






henagtor Nw’-crgor
Page 2
Jonvary |4, 958

contect meny times with Mo, Splengler Richert whe hoods the
0.8.0.A, Western Divisien Offlces In Rene, o Richert. -
formed me thet the Fesomncndetion for spprove! wee sede
threugh hisg o‘ Tees) besed upon findings of the poveranent aon
whe hod eetuelly been on the property, Ne, Richert teld ne
thet he folt sure the property merited the lesn ond thet

It would in foet be grented, | olso tolhed with Be, Mertin
of Weshingten, 0.C. whe hed charge of ewe leen opplicetion

In the D.M,E.A, offices there, and he, oo, seemed very
optimistio sbovut the possibliiity of epprovel, This converse-
tion tuok ploce with Mr, Mortin some five or slia weeks of ter
the fovorable recommendstion Ih.,d gone In from the Reno offlce.
The rest of the actlon token Sy the O.M.E,A, hos olreedy been
colled to your attention an. | believe Is a pert of your flles,

It ls ovur sincere bellef thot these propertles merit the
grenting of o O.M.E, A, loan, and we feel thet the loon wes
rejected for some reeson unknown to ve end certelnly et vpon
the resson stated in the letter of rejection, I belng ime
possible for eur compeny to recelve o copy of the goverament
reports, we ere hereby requeiting you to esk for o oopy of
the reports from the 0,4.C.A. end in the event thet they will
not submit o sepy to you o public inspection O*tQ’Oha' you
request o copy for the private use of your offlices.

Moy | thenk yeu ogein personally end elso on behelf of
oUr compeny for your ef"ort In our behelf.

Sincerely,

Jemes V. Collins,
Attorney for Merk |} Mialng Company

Je/be






*  JAMES E. MURRAY, MONT., CHAIRMAN [
CLINTON P. ANDERSON, N. MEX. GEORGE W. MA

HEIRY M. JACKSON, WASH. ARTHUR V. WATKINS, NUTAH

JOSEPH C. 0'MAHONEY, WYO. HENRY DWORSHAK, IDAHO

AL/N BIBLE, NEV. THOMAS H. KUCHEL, CALIF,

RICHARD L. NEUBERGER, OREG. FRANK A. BARRETT, WYO. ’D c . { b $ f { &

JOHN A. CARROLL, COLO, BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ. I mn fo / y ¢4 t

FRANK CHURCH, 1DAHO GORDON ALLOTT, COLO, t e ez ena e
RICHARD L. CALLAGHAN, CHIEF CLERK COMMITTEE ON

INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS P R s
January 17, 1958 N 211958 5428

'"’/‘v/pM |

REPLY 70 BE | M\ DM

PREPARED BY:

} FOR SIGNATURE /\\DN\
2 . . —‘F____’_’__.————————"‘
Mr. C. 0, Mittendorf, Administrator” ZOPY OF LETTER FURNISHED

3 . . (3 "/
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 4 | .
Department of the Interior MR DL :
Washington 25, D. C. : \"SEND REPLY COPY 10 ABOVE

DLe ALY R& Gl el

' Dear Mr. Mittendorf: - P RS 5353

I am enclosing a copy of a letter I recently received from
Mr. James V. Collins, Attorney at Law, 400 Loyalty Building, Portland,
Oregon, regarding the loan application of the Mark II Mining Company
with the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration.

‘While I am not personally acquainted ﬁit.h the facts Mr. Collins
mentions in his letter, it is my hope that you and your associates can

" carefully review and reconsider the application for a loan by the Mark II

Company. Mr. Collins mentions that the Mark II properties were inspected
by Mr. Splangler Rickert who heads the D.M.E.A. Western Division Office
in Reno, Nevada, and the property was found to have sufficient miner-
alization for a loan,

I would appreciate a report providing me with considerable detail

" relative to the application and why your Administration has disapproved

their loan application, Please return to me Mr., Collins' letter with
your reply. -

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,

A Wﬁﬁé}% Q’@i,\" Richard L. Neuberger

Lv; 1w | mpcenes JAN 21 1998
Encl. WW COBE
¢_
h./'{ 'V? L6 O

United States Senator

__E,
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The Company name appears on application - FT. REG. II

as: “Mark II Mining Co., Ine,* The Company R. W. Hollidey, USBM

nawe on letterhead of 1/17/58, appears as: - T. H. Kiilsgaard, GS

*Mark II Mining Company Inc." ) : _ :
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MARK lI MINING COMQNY INC. .
422 S. W. OAI( ST PORTLAND 4, OREGON ° CAPITOL 2-2894
ARTHUR E. HOUGHAM—PRESIDENT JAMES V. COLLINS—DIRECTOR

ABE ALTMAN-—SECRETARY-TREASURER , ALVAH C. WARREN. JR.—DIRECTOR

PRS
January 17, 1958JAN 201958 §353
) .
Mr. Fred A . Seaton\/ : : : ) 552;1;5%8; MDM
Secretary of Interior FOR SIGNATURE MR
OF:
Dept. of Interior Bldg ' COPY OF LETTER FURNISHED

Washington, D. C. " | l

Dear Sir: | , MR |

SEND REPLY COPY TO ABOVE ~

In Compliance with the recommendation as
set forth by Mr. C; 0. Mittendorf as of November 18,
1957 to Senator Richard L. Neuberger: we hereby
request that the application of the Mark II Mining
Company Inc. of 222 S. W. Osk Street, Portland 4, ‘
Oregon, Docket # DMEA 4483(Tungsten) be recohsidered | i
in 1its entirety and_that the loan as requested from

the DoMoEvo be gr&nted. . -x“”fﬂ

stncekly Q,L @ QQ

Atto né for Mark II Mining Company Inc.

Copy of letter from C. 0. Mittendorf sent to Senator
Richard L. Neuberger enclo.aed.

 OFFICIAL Huz CoPY,
DMEA . 0
RECEWEL JAN 20 1958
DATE | twisials | CODE
tho 1C¢ . 230
/ Wizt 1400 |-
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D, C.

November 18, 1957

‘Honorable Richard L. Neuberzer‘f
United States Senate
Washing’bon 25’ Du c.

Dear Senator Neuberger:

By recent letter, your Assistant, Mr. Lloyd Tupling,
requested a report on the application for exploration assistance
submitted to Defense Minerals Exploration Administration by Mark II
Mining Company, Inc., 222 S, W. Os.k Street, Portland L, Oregen, ocur
Docket No. DMFA L83,

Enclosed 18 a copy of our letter of September 27,
1957, giving the above mentioned company our reasons for advising that
its applieation was denied, The individual reports, however, upon
which our conclusions are based, are for Government use only, and
therefore cannot be made available to the applicant.

With respect to the denial, two procedures are availe
able to the applicant company., If further work on the property has
diseclosed a substantial quantity of mew imfprmation that might Justify
Government participation in the exploration projeet applied for, or
some modification thereof, the request for reconsideration can be made
directly to DMEA, and will have prompt comsideration,

Also, with or without significant new information, the
applicant can address ana ppeal directly to the Seeretary of the
Interior, and no particular form is prescribed for sush commnications,

' Sincerely yours,

Signed - C, 0, Mittendort
Administrator

Encloesure:






A IMr. (Marlcsy
Summary - Only expresses an opinion but does

o

not give reasons for denial.

Spotty mineralization, small size and a lack
of continuity of ore lenzes.

Is ore minable at $30.00 per unit price? That
'is, would this payv cost of mihing‘ and milling?

0
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Hon. Richard L. Neuberger Y
United States Senate
Washingten 25, D. C,

Dear Senator Neuberger:

By letter of November 12, 1957, your Assistant,
Mr, Lloyd Tupling, requested a report on the application for
exploration assistance submitied to Defense ifinsrals Exploration
Administration by HMark II Mining Company, Inc., 222 S, W, Osk
Street, Fortland L, Oregon, our Docket No. DMEA L83,

Enclosed is a copy of our letter of September 27, 1957,
gliving the above mentioned company our reasons for advising that
its application wes denied. The individual reports, however,
upon which our conclusions are based, are for Goverrment use only,
and therefore cannct be made available to the applicant,

: With respect to the denial, two procedures are available
to the applicant company, ~ If further work on the property has
disclosed a substantial quantity of new information thet might
Justify Covermment participation in the exploration project applied
for, or some modification thereof, the request for reconsideration
can be made directly to DMEA, and will have prompt considesration,

Also, with or without significant mew information, the
applicant can address an appsal directly to the Secretary of the
Interior, and no particular foram is presecribed for such comwmi-
cations, .

WSMartin/foc  11-18-57 Sincerely yowrs,
cc to: Docket : |
koo | C. 0. Mittendort 4 | ‘
DCCOo - . ; B
Sec'y . Read. File : :
DL 7 : Administrator
MR
VDI
FT. REG. II
Bnclosure

FROM pOLICITOR -

- BRS 3416
NOV 18 1957

FOR SIGNATURE]
' 8823
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JARY JAMES E. Y, MONT., A .
CLINTON P. ANDERSON, N. MEX. GEORGE W. MAL} EV.

HENRY M. JACKSON, WASH. ARTHUR V. WATKWS, UTAH
JOSEPH C. O'MAHONEY, WYO. HENRY DWORSHAK, IDAHO
ALAN BIBLE, NEV. THOMAS H. KUCHEL, CALIF.
RICHARD L. NEUBERGER, OREG. FRANK A. BARRETT, WYO. S
jomx CamRoLL coLo. | panm soLoWATER, Az WYlnifed Hlates Denate
RICHARD L. CALLAGHAN, CHIEF CLERK COMMITTEE ON
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS
November 12, 1957 P R S
nov 131057 3416
TO: | )
/(DM
Y TO BE
v ?’ER?I-PYARED BY: MEN\
Honorable C. 0. Mittendorf FOR SIGNATUREl - M DM
Administrator, COPY OF LETTER FURNISHED
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration | |
Department of the Interior MR | DL :
Washington 25, D. C. : SEND REPLY COPY _TO ABOVE

Dear Mr. Mittendorf:

Senator Neuberger's Portland Office has been
informed that the loan application of the Mark II Mining
Company of Portland, No. 4483, has been denied. The |
Senator would appreciate having a copy of the report on
this application, and would also like to know if any appeal

procedure is available to the applicant company.

Sincerely,

A=

LT:cag Lloyd Tupling
Assistant to
Richard L. Neuberger,U.S.S.

T CEBICIAL FILE @@\/?
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0% yielding materials of acceptable grade in quentities thet
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Farz II Uining Company, Ine.
222 S, YW, ©ak Strect
Portlend &, Oregon

Re: Docket Fo. DIBA 4483 « Tunssten
HTorth Hezdew [iines
Talere County, Celiformia

Gentlemen:

Your ennlicotion for exploration assistance and other
date oveilable to us in UVashington concerning the referenced
nroperty hrve been reviewed.

“rojects approved by the Defense [linerals Bxploration (\\\
Ldninistretion rmst, in its judgement, show definite promise )
vill sigrificantly irprove the mineral supply position of the |
Tetioncl Defense Procram. o
Cereful study of 2ll our informstien, 2lthough noting
the occarrence of tungsten nineralizetion on your property,
indicates to us that the probedility of disclosing significant
ore reserves is not sufficiently promising to justify Govern-
nent perticination, {Under theoe circunstonces wve regret to . P |
inforn wou that yeur opvlication is denied, ) Q ‘

Ye vish to thaak you for yeur interest im the Defence ‘
iinerols Imploration Administration nprogron cnd for bringing
this prorerty to our attention. ‘

Sincerely yours,
“C. 0. Mittendorf / /(ﬁ S ‘
, -

TLChepmen/dlm 9-17-87 . Administrotor
cc to: Code 400 -

Admr, R, File

* Oper, Comm,

¥. REG, II
Messrs. R, W, Holliday, USBM

T. H. Kiilsgaard, USGS
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To: - Administrator, DMEA

From: Division of Iron and Ferro-Alloys, DMEA

Subject Three spplications for exploration assistence on
the same property.
Docket No, DMA-184iX~Tungsten, denied
Docket No, DMEA 2673 ~ Tungsten, denied
Docket No, DMEA 4483, Contract recommended.
Pacific Star Mines, Inc.
Tacific Star Mines, Inc.
Mark II Mining Company, Inc.
Tulare County, Californie

On June 26, 1951, the Pacific Star Mines, Inc., mede &n
application for exploration assistance %o build access roads
and drive tunnels to cost $80,000,00. The application was
denied without a field examination, Data in the epplication
itself indiceted that the ore bodies were too smell and low
gr&de. )

On Mugust 19, 1952, the Pacific Star Mines, Inc., made
another epplication for exploration assistance to explore
for tungsten ores with sbout 250 feet of drifting end

. crosscutting at an estimated cost of $18,900,00. After &
field exemination the Field Team recommended deniel beceuse
of indicated smsll ore bodies and low grade of ore,

On SSeptefibér 20, 1956, the Mark II Mining Company, Inc.,
made an application for -exploration assistance to diamond
drill in four arees at an estimated cost of $16,800,00
A Field Team report of June 17, 1957, recommended the bulle
dozing of access roads and drill sites and 7 diemond drill
holes in four areas at an estimated cost of $13,063.00
Work by the Applicant hed shown ore in four area%éétimated
by the Field Team &s follows:
: Average grade

Area Measured Indicated Inferred Total welighted,percent
No. 1 800 tons 6,250 tons 20,000 tons 27,050 Tons 0,70

. No. 2 200 tons 7,000 tons 7,200 Tons 0.53
No. 3 8,000 tons 8,000 Tons 0.15
Yo, & 12,500 tons 12,500 Tons 0,10

The wéighted averagé on Areas 1 and 2 is 0.%7‘§ercent WOB’ and of
Areas 3 and 4 is 0.12 percent WO, .

8623
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On July 23, 1957, a letter was written to the Field Team

réquesting further date on the ore bodies. The Applicant
advised the Field Team of further discoveries end snother
examination was scheduled, On August 15, 1957, an exami-
nation wes made by Roscoe M. Smith, Geologicsal Survey,
accompanied by members of the Applicent's compeny, The
Field Team on this re-exemination recormend & small drilling
program es followsg

Bulldozing for access roads and drill sites and diemond
drilling as follows:

#res No, 1, Diamond drilling, 2 holes 375 feet

#Area No. 2, Diamond drilling, 1 hole 125 feet
Area No, 3, Diamond drilling, 1 hole 125 feet
Total drilling 625 feet
Estimated cost of project $7,955425
Government participation : 5,966,444

While the measured, indicated and inferred ore bodies may
be significant to the Applicant, this Division does:not
believe that significant ore bodies of a tonnasge and grade
could be developed to warrant Government participation,

Applicent:
Merk II Mining Company, Inc.
222 S, W, 0Oak Street
Portlend 4, Oregon

Property
Ownership:
"~ The property consists of four unpatented lode mining claims
recorded at Visalia, Tulare County, California, as follows:

Claim Book No, Page No,
Meta No. 1 1525 ' 337
Meta No, 2 1525 339
North Meadow No.l 1525 343
North Meadow No,2 1525 345

Geology: Along the crest of southwestern flank of Shermen pesk the
ridge bedrock is conceeled by e thin soil cover, but on
, the eastern flank the rock is well eXposed, The area is
underlain by sedimentaxry rocks of the Kernville series of
iPaleozegt: age that haveJhtruded and metamorphosed by
Isabella granodiorite of upper Mesozoic age, The tactite
bodies formed along the contact contain mineralized zone,

(2)






The rocks of the area are cut by steep dipping, north-trending
fractures which serve locally as structurel control in ore
deposittfn%f_mhe ore congists of scheelite in a gangue of
garnet.'&pigﬁﬁég.qnartz, clinopyroxenes and amphibole. The
main ore showings are in four areas.

Development ‘ ) ‘

Area No. 1,M6%% No. 1 cleim, Open cut about 40 feet long,

25 feet wide 'amd 1 to 25 feet deep, with a 20¢ foot adit
driven northeastward to the hanging well of the tactite zone,

Area No. 2, North Meadow No. 2 claim, adit 66 feet northward
along the mineralized tactite zone, with & 35 foot winze at
47 feet from the portal; 60 feet of open cut trenching &across
the tactite zonme at the portal of the adit end several smell
test pits above the adit.

Area No. 3, North Meadow No. 1 claim, open cut pit zbout

30 feet long, 15 feet wide end from 1 to 20 feet deep, with
open cut exposures of the tactite zone along the road at 50
to 60 feet lower elevations.

Aree No., 4, North Meadow No. 2 cleim, gshallow bulldozed area
and road exposing tactite zone near the southern portion
of this claim,

Ore Values
and Tonnege:

On the examinetion of May 3 end 4, 1957, by R. G, Peeves
and P. P, Taylor, Geological Survey, and J. D, Warne,
Buresu of Mines, 8 samples were taken with the following

results: :
Percent
Sample No, Description W03.
l. 1.0 ft. channel &t top of 35 ft, winze
North Meadow No, 2 claim : 310"
2, 8.6 foot chenngl from NE side of open
pit. Meta No. 1 cléim 0,08
3. Grab of broken meterisl from open cut,
Mete No. 1 claim 0.71--
b, Grab of cosrse material from open cut,
. Meta No. 1 cleim . 0,08 :
5. : 2.4 foot channel across scheelite band,
middle of face in open cut, North Meadow
No. 1 claim - : 0421
6. , 2.0 foot chennel across scheelite band,
middle of face in open cut, North j
. Meadow No. 1 claim ) 0.01
7. 2.5 foot chennel across SW side of face . )
in open cut, North Meadow No. 1 claim 0.07 -
8. Gred of %p ton ore stockpile at mill o.oz.«/}( V'\‘

(3)





GS=1
GS=2

6S-3
Gs-Ls

Area No, 1,

Area No, 2,
Area No, 3,

Comments
and ,
Conclusions:

P. S,

On the examination of Agggg§~}§£_}957. the following
samples were taken.

Channel, 9 i.nchesi East side open cut,

North Meadow No. l clzim , 0.
Channel, 2 feet, same place &s BM-< 0.56
Grab 75 ton stock pile ' 0.51 -
Channel, 7 inghés, East side open cut -
North Meadow No, 1 claim 1.10

Roscoe M, Smith, Geological Survey, estimates the
following tonnages,

Measured 500 tons, indicated 500 tons and inferred

9,000 tons averaging 0,71 percent WO

Inferred reserves 500 tons ameragingBZ.Oo percent W0z,

Inferred reserves, 1,000 tons averaging 0.5 percent 03

Grab of 75 tons from Gpen cut. in this area, 0,51 » — X p. 4
percent W03. ’ ®

The Fi21d Team on examinations of May 3 and &, 1957, and
of August 15, 1957, recommends small drilling programs,
This Division believes that the application should be denied,

Bureau of Mines concur in the conclusions end recommendations

The Commodity Specialists of the Geological Survey and
of the Field Team,

W. S. MARTIN

W, S, Martin, Director
Division of Iron and Ferro-illoys

J
ThefgigyﬁééZ§zrgn spotty and irregular lenses, which lack ’ |
continuity and have a lerge variation in grade, There is
little indication that there would be a significant tonnage
of mineble ore, '

With a $30.,00 per unit price on tungsten trioxide, the tonnage
that could be mined economically would be relatively small,

An ore with a recoverable grade of 0.50 percent WO, would have
a value of $15.,00 per ton, Indications are that thé tonnage
that could be mined and milled for $15,00 per ton would dbe
relatively small,






\ - S   _ a-é;.sap'fbemper 26, .1957
\ Y . tollins calisd from Los A}ééles asking about
 Mark IT Mining Conpany, Inci 3ﬁe.;wgs advised that
applicatién was bgai;ig ‘rervtjle‘y‘ed' and we could not give

him an answer.

i
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,__J-’/"\i@ | | D355 __September 19, 1957 ..

— [ TVEA Dowle® Koo 4483 ,
4__—._—————““"'_'_ . o e e s
DN Comsrash Moo ~ -y v .
B Comodly Pungsten . . ... |
| ¥ows off cypldernt Mark IT. Mining Co, Ince....

Home off property North

Meadow_Claims.

== =D

‘-———"““’"’/ Losatien of Proporty Tulare County, Calif. .

e Ran Bptimaesdd eo0® of PEOJCes 4 -
o3 We S. Martin, Chief, Iron and Ferroalloys Division-DMEA

Through: - Chief, Br, of Ferrous Met Ferroalloys
72673 Re We Holliday, Commodity Specialist, Br..of Ferrous Metals & Ferroalloys

e s P |

Erefosbs UG ef _ Memorandum report . S
T (Uenildectilon, rickd Woom Repost, OClo ) !

¢

1
Ao L1206 DJoeh desinbs  Aug, 30, 195720 B3t rocodved by soviGURs Septe 15,157
8o Luler 5350 €n W0 proporty lmewm to wevicuars Yoo [x/ o[/

So ULER OO0 R uoasty repeselen kuewn to savicuer: o8 /7 o [X]
5o Iflomaen evedlobic ea past produetions Yes [ Fo X/

,

6o G0 posbipent Costers luom o revievers Yoo /] ¥o [X]

To T30 eens moszed yon choves
Two former applications have been denied.

mo. -

8. Lostero rocdies grosiol. ceenddorabiens
Qo Loecien / 7 : Qo EBropesct crplergtlen mrthed
Bo Craosildp _ ) Lo [Oornnte egplerablea rythed /
g Bvddomes of minowtlizckien [/ @ Ceots [ _J -
Qo Goolezy [/ B 7
Clo CCBLEETY o /)

p—

9o [eblon covisods
Co Outndn daerriien fxen copldennt [/ o Dicomree wAth Hold Fomm 7
90 Roflow o IAClE Borm [ ] £o Svganct cltore s plon [/
8o D2atcd [/ 8o Roquact coothor axfncticn /)
8o Mmoo vl AAIQ Boon /2 Bo Approval B
%o Conould AR Lt % 026 o839.600

e
(=

200 o (Uo Bosls of gags 42 DOCEBCASY) pssupiin g ‘that the subject memorandum

report is to be considered as an application I agree with the Field Team : ..
that the modest project outlined is warranted.,
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DMEa . ‘ . IN REPLY REFER TO:
\E@SEP 16 .

, 1557
6108 | cobE UNITED STATES -
- @‘“‘“—*B:PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

‘4 -—-——--_2?\_Q;LL GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
-‘—W"f ';»LOD WASHINGTON 25, D. C.
September 12, 1957
Re: DMEA 4483

- Mark II Mining Company, Inc.
North Meadow Claims :

Tulare County, California

é

Tungsten
T Vemoramtumr———-—1u :
To: ¥ W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey

Sub,ject: Review of Field Team Report

The referenced tungsten property has been the subject of

tially diemond drilling:-

three spplications for assistance in doing exploratory work, essen- |
Year Applicent DMEA No. Recommendation
1951 Pacific Star Mines 184hx Denial
" " " Access road loan o7
1952 " " " 2673 Denial
1956 Mark II Mining Co. 4483 Conditional |
approval

Between applications work was done that cheanged conditions and
varrented re-examinations.

The examiners under the present application, L4483, recom-
mended & drilling program, the estimated cost of which is $13,063.00.
I concurred with the recommendation as to work, but not the reserve
estimate. T o S

On re-examination, prompted by a letter concerning reserves
signed by the Acting Chairman of the Operating Committee, & new recom-
mendation is made involving somewhat less drilling. The revised estimate
of cost is $7,955.25. . -

Sampling recently done supports the grade estimates whereas
the sampling in 1956 did not, but the tonnages appear to be out of line,
as the material of the greatest width sempled, 24" (sample GS-2), as-
sayed only 0.56% Wo3. -

I assume the faces, which look good to the examiners, cannot
be sampled so as to justify the tonnage figures, but in the opinions
of the examiners, drilling is werranted, the drill cores to be in part






substitutes for cut samples. The odd good grade samplé and the mill
test, as reported by the applicent and accepted by the examiners,
tend to support the opinions.

If a cheaper sampling job cannot be arranged, I concur with
the latest recommendation, that is 625 feet of drilling.

N. E. Nelson
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UNITED STATES RECEIVEDSEP O 1957
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ["BaTE T Tirials T CODE™
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION f (1
1605 Evans Avenue | e 9/\?()(3
Reno, Nevada y
943| & 220
September 4, 1957 2/4_;_ bz |00
1
Memorandum
To: Operating Committee, DMEA, InteriOFﬁﬂﬂiirag
Washington 25, D. C. v
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II

Subject: Docket No. DMEA-4483 (Tungsten)
Mark II Mining  Company, Inc.
North Meadow Claims
Tulare County, California

Enclosed are three copies of a memorandum of Aug-
ust 30, 1957, which is in reply to your letter of July 23, 1957 in
respect to subject docket.

Due to illness, J..D. Warne could not accompany
Mr. Smith during the supplementary field work. He and I con-
cur in the suggestion outlined in the memorandum.

. S. Ricker

‘Attachments. =






' . T . ) IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES OFFICIAL FILE COPY,

- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR|. DMEA -
- GEOLOGICAL SURVEY - | RECENVEDSEP @ 1957
Mineral Deposits Branch ° | DATE INTTIALS | CODE
4 HOMEWOOD PLACE : 730 >
MENLO PARK, CALIFORNIA D‘F‘
. 2220
August 30, 195
Memorandum"”
To: " S. Ricker, Executive Officer, DMEA Fielld-Feasp; ;
Region II :
From: Roscoe M, Smith
Subject: DMEA-4483 (Tungsten) — Revieved by -
Mark II Mining Co., Inc. DITEA OTZRATICG CUiTTREES

North Meadow claims

Tulare County, California. - f,Z:;(q/j_-s;{:r-f -
A ”/\’«‘?', e

" In response to Mr, Martin's letter of July 23, 1957>
in which questions about ore reserve estimates in the application
report are raised, and also in response to a telegram from
J. V. Collins informing us of new developments at the mine, I
examined the property Al;.gust lé 1957, accompanied by
A, E, Hougham, Abe Altman, and J, V, Collins, Four samples
were cut, three from the new development at Area 3, and one
from a 75-ton stockpile which was also taken from Area 3,
Although two former applications have been denied,
subsequent exploration by the owners has exposed ore bodies of
sufficient size and grade to indicate that a small project is
warranted, /‘ Although there is no i'ndic‘ation that there will ever
be a large mine at these deposits, there ié a fair chance that {
" small, high-grad;gre shoots may be discovered which will be c')f

1






<., considerable significance to the owners, There is some probability

of duplicating the history of the adjoining properties east and west
of this one along the same contact, where similar size ore shoots
of exceptionally high grade were discovered,
The ore bodies that have been exposed are in Areas 1, 2,
and 3, The largest ore quy is ip Area No, 1, but all of them
“ are typically_composed of alternate layers of ore and waste, The
ore layers contain scheelite uniformly distributed throughout the
tactite, These layers are bounded by parallel fractures which :
separate them from the layers of waste which commonly contain
only specks of scheelite, but which must be mined with the ore.
The ore layers compose about half of the ore shoot and contain
one to two pérceg_xj_; WO3. In a few places the ore layers contain

as much as 3 percent WO3 for lengths of a few feet,

In Area No, 1 the :)r‘e body is 470 feet iong and 25 feet .
wide and consists of eight layers of ore each about 20 inches wide,
separated by layers of waste also 20 inches wide, \The layers
strike northwest and dip 60° NE, The owners report that the

combined ore and waste from this deposit was milled at the property

9
¥ |

‘and that a recovery of O.Qépercent was made, The mill was found

. to recover 70 percent of the total values, On this basis the head

values would have been 0.7 percent WO3; and the individual ore layers,
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assuming 50 percent waste, would have a‘veraged 1.4 percent WO3.
Because the ore cannot be mined selectively, all of the tactite
within the ore shoot is included in the reserve estimate, I estimate
the reserves to be 10, 000 tons averaging 0,7 percent WO3, usinga - e |
strike length of 40 feet, a width of 25 feet, and a depth of 100 feet.
Of this 500 tons is measured ore to a depth of 5 feet, another 500 tons
is indicated ore to a depth of 10 feet, and the r'emaiﬁing 9,000 tons
is inferred, It is assumed that the grade will be about the same as
that of the ore milled,
Area No, 2 reveals four small ore shoots _exposed on
the surface and one ore shoot exposed underground., All of these
ore shoots are cut by falJ:lts but it is inferred that other ore shoots
will be found along the strike of, and between, the faults, In the
application report the examiners inferred that one-tenth of the
volume of the tactite is ore averaging 0.5 percent WO3, but this
estimate appears to be generous, The largest or;shoot at the surfaé-e
is inferred to contain 230 tons averaging two percent W.O3 in a block
10 feet long, 4 feet wide, and 50 feet deep. The ore ;shoot exposed
underground contains indicated reserves of about 50 tons in a block -
10 feet long, 1-1/2 feet wide, and 30 feet deep. A sample, BM—I,

contained 3,1 percent WO3, but the applicant's estimate of all of the

material from the winze is two percent WO3. It is inferred that at

3






at least two other ore shoots may be discovered in this area

and that the total inferred reserves for Area No, 2 are 500 tons
= e

&y
K

containing two percent WO3,
Area No, 3 is the site of the most recent exploratory

work, A new cut has been driven under the site of the original

" 10-foot cut., The new cut is 10 feet wide, 15 feet deep, and

Loy

Syt e r~ A TS

20 feet long, Seventy-five tons of ore from this [‘cut is stockpiled
at the mill and a grab sample, GS-3, assayed 0.51 percent WO3
and 0,015 percent Mo, The ore body is localized between two

faults which strike northerly and dip 70° W, It is about 15 feet

long, ifeet wide, and is inferred to continue to a depth of 50 feet,

Reserves of 1, 0007.tons averaging 0.5 percent WO3 are inferred. < Ce

Samples GS-1, GS-2, and GS-4 from ore layers 7 inches to

24 inches thick near the face of this cut c;ntained 0.41, 0.i6, and

1.10 percent WO3. Here the ore layers are between fractures |

which are at right angles to t};e trend of the ore body and dip southerly ‘

opposite to the dip of the bedding.
Area No, 4 is the largest of the tactite areas, and contains |

a swarm of inclusions of tactite 2 to 20 feet across in granite, ‘

Near the center of the area about 90 percent of the body is tactite

of ore grade in this area and no ore reserves are inferred,

-~

S

and near the edges about 50 percent is tactite, There are no outcrops
PSSR N AR ;
|
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The applicant wishes to test the downward continuation
of the ore bodies in Areas No, 1, 2, and 3 as cheaply .as ‘pos'sible,
and has proéosed the following program of drill holes from the
surface:

Area No, 1--Drill two flat holes underneath the ore

- body (fig. 3), the first 30 feet below the open pit, and the second,

contingent upon the results of the first, 100 feet below the open pit,
The location, direction, and inclination of the second hole should be
subject to Government approval in advance,

Area No, 2--Drill one hole inclined -40 degrees to
explore the tactite 30 feet south of the ore body in the winze, No
drill station is required,

Area No,. 3--One hole drilled at ~30 degrees to test

the downward continuation of the ore body exposed in the open cut

“Tata depth of 30 feet below the cut,

Area No, 4--The applicant does not want to do any
drilling in this area at the present stage of development,

A somewhat better drilling program could be _de.vised
by orienting the drill holes to cut the ore bodies more nearly
at right angles, but because of the steepness of the terrain, the
preparation of drill sites would be exceedingly costly, The principal
ore shoots are large enough to provide a reasonably good target for
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the proposed drill holes, In view of his wish to keep costs at
a minimum, the applicant's program is well designed,

Proposed Exploration

Area No, 1 DDHolel. ... . 125 feet
DD Hole 1A, . ., . 250 feet

Area No. 2 DDHole2. ... .125 feet
Area No, 3 DD Hole 3, .. . ',125 feet
Total diamond drilling ., , , , . . 625 feet

‘Exploration Costs

(1) Independent Contracts
(2) Bulldozing-~to prepare drill sites,
to be performed by the operator,

Movingincost . . . v «'s v s o . o $165,00

Prepare 2 drill sites,
1 day @ $125.00/day, . ., . . . . 125,00

Movingoutcost. ., . . . + . . . s . 165,00

(b) Diamond drilling, AX or larger,
625 fto @$7025/ft¢ e« ¢ o o o o o o c45531025

Moving in and moving out cost, , . 500,00
TOtal L] . . L] [ L ] . 'C . L] L . L] . L] L] . . L] L] L] L L] . * L . $5’ 486.25

(2) Labor and Supervision
Supervisor-Engineer,
zmos. @$550.00/m°. . L] L] L ] L] . [ ] L L L L] L] L L] $1’100‘00

(3) Operating Materials and Supplies
zmoS. @glzs.oo/mo. [ ] . L] . L] L] . L] L] [ ] L] L] L . $ 250.00






(4) Operating Equipment
Total Value [ ] ] . L ] L ] L] L] * . L] L[] . e $7’ 600 L] 00 (\
Depreciation, 2 mos, @ $127,00/mo, .. ... . ! $ 254.00

(5) Initial Rehabilitation
None . L] * L] L] .. L ] L ] L] L] L] L] [ ] . L] ° L ] . ] L] L] L] . L] L] L] $ 0 L ] 00

(6) New Buildings, etc,
None L] L] L L] L] L] . . L] L . L L] L] L L] . L] . L] . . L L L] $ 0.00

(7) Miscellaneous
15 samples, to be assayed for WOs3,
@$5000/ea’0 e o e o o o @ o ¢ o @ $ 75.00

Coreboxes, etCo v v v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o & 125,00
Payroll taxes, 15 percent
of $1,100,00 . . . . . ... ... 165,00
Transportation of labor and supplies,
2 mos, @ $200.00/mo. . . . . . 400,00
Repairs to trucks and operating
equipment, @ $50.00/mo, . . . 100,00
Contingencies . .+ v ¢ 4 o v o ¢ o o & & None
Total v o v v v v e et v it e e esea. $ 86500

Total estimated cost of the project . . . v ¢« v ¢ o o o o $7,955,25
Govermﬁent participation at 75 percent , ., , .., ., ... $5,966,44
The bid for diamond drilling, dated May 9, 1957, by the
Continental drilling company and the moving costs were orally
confirmed for 625 feet of drilling by Mr, K, F. Thies, manager,

/?ﬂ%]f/ M

August 30, 1957,
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MF-200 .
(Revised June 1964)

UNITED. STATES OF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT

; It is agreed this day of // , 195_..., between the
United States of America, acfh\gilirough the Department of the }ﬁterior, Defense Minerals Exploration
¢ .

Administration, hereinafter call he “Government,” and *Marpk -II-Mining -Company:y--Ine -
A, E, Hougham, Presidend, Box 157, Kernville, falifornia .

Abe Altman, Secretary a_nsi\'lg:ga,mmr,__zzz__su.

/.éak-ﬁtreet.,_.Eorhland,..Qregon.--..;--.:

ARTICLE 1. This contract is entered intq ynder the authority of the Defense Production Act of
0), the attached Exhibit “A,” Annex I, and -BaPe-----

consent of the Government. V.

/ '
ARTICLE 2. Operator’s property wl,é/hts.—— (a) The land which is the subject of this contract (here-
inafter called ‘““the land”) is in the State;ﬁf California .. .. N......._. , County of ... Tulare --oeeeeen ,

and is described in Annex I.? J
(b) The Operator represents and undertakes that:
(1) The Operator is the + /Owner See Annex I Nof 5 I
in the land, in possession and/entitled to possession for all of the purposes of this contract, under
and by virtue of a ¢ 4 ., ".....recorded in Byok ... ... , PALZE . ,

1

official records of said Count&; and :

:If sufficient space is not provided in any blank, use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in the blank.
t Inser’gc n;u‘ne, and if an organization, its nature (corporation and place of incorporation, partnership with names of

partners, etc.). ,

? State on a separate sheet marked “Annex I” the legal déscription or enough to identify the property, particularly
excluding any areas from which the preduction is not to be subject to the Government’s percentage royalty.

* Insert “owner,” “lessee,” “contract purchaser,” “locator,” etc.

® Insert “the entire interest,” “the mineral rights,” “an undivided one-third,” etc.

° Insert “deed,” “lease,” “contract,” “location notice,” “patent,” etc.

* If not recorded, so indicate by inserting “un.”
16—70617-1






of the land (lessor, seller, optionor, etc.), are attached, as foHowS: ;

(d) The Operator shall preserve and maintain his right, title, and interest in the land and his right
to the possession thereof for the purposes of this contract, and shall devote the land and all existing
Improvements, fac111t1es,' buildings, installations, and appurtenances to the purposes of this contract.
Until the lapse of the time within which the Government may make a certification of discovery or
development without any such certification having been made, and after any such certification has been
made, the Operator shall neither transfer, convey, nor surrender the land nor any right, title, or interest
therqln_, nor permit nor suffer any claim, lien, or encumbrance thereon, without expressly referring to and
providing in the instrument of conveyance, lien, or encumbrance for the preservation of the Government'’s
right tq a pqrcentagg royalty on production and lien for the payment thereof. If the Government makes
no cer_t1ﬁcat19n of discovery or development within the time limited in Article 8, it shall thereafter have
él(()bc)l%llrgx against the land or any production therefrom except for any production referred to in Article

[

ARTICLE 3. The exploration project.—The projectisa searéh for indicated or undeveloped deposits

of ... Tungsten - S , . The work to be performed
is described in Exhibit “A.” The Operator on or before -... T ... shall commence
the work, and on or before ... December_ 31, 1957 .. (unless the Operator’s obligation to prosecute

the work is terminated—see Article 10) shall either have completed the work or shall have incurred

aélo}ms;t}%lg AC(’),StS (see Article 6).in a sum not less than the estima;ted total allowable cost set forth in
xhibi . .

ARTICLE 4. Performance of the work.—(a) Operator’s responsibility.—The work shall be per-
formed with reasonable diligence, efficiently, expertly, in a workmanlike manner, in accordance with.
good mining standards and State regulations for health and safety and for liability insurance covering
employment; and with suitable and adequate equipment, facilities, materials, supplies, and labor, to
bring it to completion within the time fixed. ‘

. (b) Independent contracts.—To the extent that the allowable costs are estimated in Exhibit “A”
with express reference to performance by independent contractors on a unit-price basis (such as per
foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations), the work may be so performed;
but if the reference in Exhibit “A” to any such independent contract requires the Government’s
approval thereof, payments under such contract will not be allowable costs unless the Government gives
its written approval of the contract. Any such independent contract shall refer to some specific and
identifiable part of the work, and shall be subject to all of the pertinent terms and conditions of this
exploration contract; but the Government shall not be considered a party thereto, and its rights under
this contract, including the right to terminate its contributions, shall not be affected thereby. Regard-
less of the provisions of any such independent contract and regardless of the Government’s approval
thereof, the Government will participate in payments to the independent contractor only on account of
work performed in accordance with the provisions of this exploration project contract, and only to the
extent tll)llat the Government deems the unit prices for the work under the independent contract to be
reasonable. , .

(¢) Government may inspect.—The Operator shall consult with and inform the Government on all
phases of the work as it progresses. The Government may enter at all reasonable times to inspect the
work under the contract, and also after a certification of discovery or development to inspect production

operations and underground workings. The operator shall provide the Government with all reasonable
means of access for such inspections. J

ARTICLE 5. Contribution by the Government.—The estimated total allowable cost of the project,
set forth in Exhibit “A,” is the sum of $.11,400.00....... ;
The Government shall contribute ..75.. percent of the allowable costs as they are incurred in a total sum
not in excess of $.8,550000. o : Provided, That until the Operator has

rendered to the Government his final report, and any final auditing required by the Government has been
made, and a final settlement of the contract has been made, the Government may withhold from the last
: : 16—70617-1






voucher or vouchers such sums as it sees fit not in excess of 10 percent of the estimated total cost of the
work or not in excess of the amount of the Government’s contribution to the cost of property which is or
may become subject to disposal as provided in Article 9(c), whichever is greater. The Government will
make its contribution on the basis of the monthly vouchers referred to in Article 7(b), but all payments
by the Government are provisional only, subject to audit, until the account between.the Operator and
the Government is finally audited and settled. “Costs. incurred” mean costs that have been paid or have
become due and payable, or that in the opinion of the Government have become an obligation. The Gov-
ernment may make payments directly to independent contractors and supphers for the account of the
Operator rather than to the Operator.

ARTICLE 6. Estimated costs.—(a) Categories of costs.—The allowable costs of the work to which
the Government shall contribute are limited to those that are direct, reasonable, necessary, and that are
estimated in Exhibit “A” by categories as speclﬁed in thls article. If any category or subcategory is
omitted from the estimate of costs, or if the word “none” is annexed to the listing thereof, costs under
such category or subcategory are not allowable. Any excess over any estimate which is indicated as
the maximum of any category, subcategory, or item, either as to requirement or related cost, and any
excess over the estimated total allowable cost of the work, shall not be allowable. Any excess over the
estimate of any category, subcategory, or item, either as to requirement or related cost, not indicated
as a maximum shall be allowable within the limit of the estimated total allowable cost of the work. To
the extent that excesses over maximums other than the estimated total allowable cost of the work may
be necessary for the performance of the work, the Operator shall incur such excesses for his own account
without coritribution by the Government; but except for any such necessary excesses in categories, sub-
categories, or items thereunder the Operator is not obligated to incur more than his agreed perecentage
of the estimated, total allowable cost of the work.

To the extent specified in this article or in Exhibit “A” the following categories, subcategories, and
elements thereof are maximums; but if not so specified either here or in Exhibit “A” they are not maxi-
mums, and may be exceeded within the limit of the estimated total allowable cost of the work:

-CATEGORY (1) —INDEPENDENT CONTRACTS.—Work to be performed under independent contracts
(see Article 4(b)). The estimated total amount of this category and the estimated cost of each unit of
work for performance under an independent contract are maximums. : >

CATEGORY (2) —PERSONAL SERVICES.

Subcategory (a)—Supervision.—All elements of this subcategory (number of supervisors,
periods of employment, rates of pay, and total) are maximums.

*Subcategory (b)—Technical services.—All elements of this subcategory (number of technicians,
periods of employment, rates of pay, and total) are maximums.

Subcategory (¢)—Labor.

CATEGORY (3)—OPERATING MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES.—Includes such items as drill bits and steel,
explosives, fuel, pipe, power, small tools costing less than $50 each, timber, track

CATEGORY (4)—OPERATING EQUIPMENT.

Subcategory (a)—Rental—The number of each object to be rented [6 mine cars, 1 truck], the
rate of rental [$100 per month, $5 per hour], and the total of this subcategory are maximums.

Subcategory (b)—Purchases.—The estimated total of this subcategory is a maximum.

Subcategory (c)—Deprecwtwn —All elements of this subcategory (time periods, rate of depre-
ciation, and subcategory total) are maximums.

CATEGORY (5)—INITIAL REHABILITATION AND REPAIRS.—Estimates under this category include all
requirements and related costs, such as labor, materials and supplies, and supervision at a rate not higher
than provided for in Category (2), and shall not be duplicated under any other category. The estimated
total of this category is a maximum.

Subcategory (a)—Initial rehabilitation and repairs of existing buildings, fixtures, and installa-
tions (exclusive of mine workings) .—The estimated total of this subcategory is a maximum.

Subcategory (b)—Imtzal rehabilitation and repairs of operating equipment.—The estimated
total of this subcategory is a maximum.

16—70617-1






CATEGORY (6) —NEW BUILDINGS, FIXTURES, AND INSTALLATIONS (EXCLUSIVE OF MINE WORKINGS) —
Estimates under this category include all requirements and related costs, such as labor, materials and
~supplies, and supervision at a rate not higher than provided for in Category (2), and shall not be dupli-

cated under any other category. The estimated total of this category is a maximum.

CATEGORY (7) —MISCELLANEOUS.—Repairs and maintenance (other than initial) of operating equip-
ment, analytical work, prints and other reproductions, accounting, Operator’s share of payroll taxes,
liability insurance covering employment, travel, communications; and any other items of requirement or
cost that do not fall within any of the first 6 categories. '

THE ESTIMATED TOTAL ALLOWABLE COST of the work is a maximum. ,
(b) Nonallowable costs.—The following costs are not allowable for contribution by the Government:

‘' \’ .
(1) Costs of the land, such as rental, depreciation, depletion, or other cost of acquiring, owning,
or holding possession; . :

(2) Indirect costs, such as general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than
payroll and sales taxes), insurance (other than liability insurance covering employment), damages
to persons, damages to property (other than necessary repairs or replacements of equipment or
other property used in the work) ; ‘

(3) Previous work performed or costs incurred before tfle date of this contract; and A

(4) Deferred payments.—Any costs incurred by the Operator under any rental-purchase agree-
ment, installment-purchase agreement, or any agreement for the purchase of goods under the provi-
sions of which payment of the full purchase price is deferred more than 90 days from the delivery
of the goods; unless the purchase agreement is approved by the Government in writing.

(¢) ‘Reductions in costs.—The Operator shall account for and give the Government credit for any
incidental benefits, credits, or money received in the ordinary course of business in prosecuting the work
(as by salvage or sale of materials or equipment, furnishing of room or board, furnishing of power or
services to third persons, rebates or discounts on purchases, etc.), in the same ratio in which the Govern-
ment ‘contributes to costs; and such amounts shall be treated as a reduction in costs incurred so that
they are available for use within the limit of the original estimated total cost. This provision does not
apply to receipts from production which are subject to the Government’s percentage royalty under the
provisions of Article 9.

ARTICLE 7. Reports, accounts, audits—(a) Operator’s records.—The Operator shall keep suit-
able records and accounts of the work performed and of any production in which the Government may
have an interest; and shall preserve those with respect to work performed for at least three years after
final payment by the Government, and those with respect to production for at least three years after any
obligation to pay royalties to the Government has terminated. The Government may inspect and audit
said records and accounts at any time, either by itself or by a certified public accountant. If the Gov-
ernment elects to audit said records and accounts relating to the exploration work by certified public .
accountant, it may do so as a cost of the work to which the Operator shall contribute. The Comptroller
General of the United States or his representative, until the expiration of said three-year periods, shall
have access to and the right to examine any pertinent books, documents, papers, and records of the
Operator. All of the Operator's vouchers and records and accounts relating thereto and the Govern-
ment’s payments thereof remain subject to adjustment until final audit by the Government. If work
under this contract is carried on in conjunction with any other operations, or if labor, supervision,
services, materials, supplies, equipment, facilities, or other requirements for carrying on the work are

also used in connection with other operations, the costs shall be segregated and accounted for on a basis
- and by methods and accounts that are satisfactory to and approved by the Government.

(b) Progress reports and vouchers.—The Operator shall provide the Government with five copies
of monthly progress reports in three sections as follows: (1) Operator’s Monthly Report and Voucher
showing detailed costs incurred during the reporting period; (2) Operator’s Unit Cost and Progress
Report showing the various types of work performed during the reporting period and costs incurred for
each type of work; and (3) a Narrative Report of the work performed during the reporting period includ-
ing adequate engineering-geological maps or sketches, drill hole logs and locations, and assay reports on
samples taken concurrently with advance in mineralized ground. (Forms for reporting under (1) and
(2) above will be provided by the Government.) \
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. (¢) Final report—Upon completion of the work or termination of the Government’s obligation to
v contribute to costs, the Operator shall furnish the Government with five copies of a final report (in
addition to the final progress report and voucher). This final report shall include a geological and engi-
neering evaluation of the results of the work performed under the contract with an estimate of the ore
reserves resulting from-such work, complete assay data, adequate geological and engineering maps or
sketches, and a summary of the work performed and related costs incurred. - ’

(d) Report of sales.—The Operator shall provide the Government with suitable accounting and
documentary evidence covering all production to which the Government’s percentage royalty relates, such
as copies of smelter or concentrator settlement sheets, and certified accounts of production and sale or
other disposition of production. :

(e) Compliance with requirements.—If in the opinion of the Government any of the Operator’s
reports, records, or accounts are insufficient or incomplete, or if the Operator fails to make them, the
Government may procure the making or completion of such with suitable attachments as an expense of
the work to which the Operator shall contribute. The Government may withhold approval and payment
of any vouchers relating to insufficient or incomplete reports, records, or accounts. ’

ARTICLE 8. Repayment by Operator.—(a) Certification.—If the Government considers that a
discovery or development from which production may be made has resulted from the work, the Govern-
ment, at any time not later than six months after a sufficient final report and final account (see Article
7) has been rendered, may so certify in writing to the Operator. Such certification shall describe broadly
or indicate the nature of the discovery or development. ‘

(b) Royalty on production.—The Operator, as principal if the Operator is the producer, or as surety
if the Operator is not the producer, shall pay to the Government a royalty on all minerals mined or
produced from the land, as follows: (1) regardless of any certification of discovery or development,
from the date of the contract until the lapse of the time within which the Government may make such
certification, or until the total net amount contributed by the Government without interest is fully repaid,
whichever occurs first; or (2) if the Government makes a certification of discovery or development, .
within a period of ten years from the date of the contract, or until the total net amount contributed by
the Government without interest is fully repaid, whichever occurs first.

(¢) Basis for computation—The Government’s royalty shall be a percentage of the gross proceeds
(including any bonuses, premiums, allowances, or other benefits) from the production sold, in the form
sold (ore, concentrates, metal, or equivalent), at the point of delivery (the f. 0. b. point) ; except, that
charges of the buyer arising in the regular course of business, and shown as deductions on the buyer’s
settlement sheets, on account of the cost of treatment processes performed by the buyer, sampling and
assaying to determine the value of the production sold, and freight paid by the buyer to a carrier (not
the Operator), shall be allowed as deductions in arriving at the “gross proceeds” as that term is used
herein. Any costs of treatment processes, sampling or assaying, or transportation, performed or paid
by the Operator or by anyone other than the buyer, are not deductible in arriving at the “gross proceeds”
as that term is here used. The term “treatment processes,” as here used, means those processes (such as
milling, concentrating, smelting, refining, or equivalent) applied to the crude ore or other production after
it.is extracted from the ground, to put it into a commercially marketable form; excluding fabricating or
manufacturing.

(d) Unsold production.—If any production (ore, concentrates, metal, or equivalent), after the lapse
of six months from the date the ore was extracted from the ground, remains neither sold nor used by
the Operator in integrated manufacturing or fabricating operations (for instance, if it is stockpiled),
the Government, at its option, as long as it so remains, may require the computation and payment of
its royalty on the value of such production in the form (ore, concentrates, metal, or equivalent) it is in
when the Government elects to require computation and payment. If any production is used by the
Operator in integrated manufacturing or fabricating operations before the Government makes its elec-
tion, the Government’s royalty on such production shall be computed on the value therof in the form in
which and at the time when it is so used. ‘“Value” as here used means what is or would be gross income
from mining operations for percentage depletion purposes in Federal income tax determination, or the
market value, whichever is greater.

(e) Percentages of royalty.—The percentages of the Government’s royalty shall be as follows:

One and one-half (11%) percent of amounts (“gross proceeds” or “value’) not in excess of eight
dollars ($8.00). per ton of production in the form in which sold, held, or used, plus one-half (14)
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@
percent for each additional full fifty cents ($0.50) by which such amounts exceed eight dollars ($8.00)

per ton, but not in excess of five (5) percent of such amounts.

(For instance: the royalty on an amount of five dollars ($5.00) per ton would be one and one-
half (114) percent; on an amount of ten dollars ($10.00) per ton, three and one-half (31%) percent.)

(f) Time for computation and payment.—The Governmént’s royalty shall be computed and paid
curflently upon each lot sold, held, or used in integrated operations, as the case may be, as above provided
in this article. ‘ ‘

(g) Lien for payment.—To secure the payment of its percéhtage royalty, there is hereby granted to
the Government a lien upon the land or the Operator’s interest in the land and upon any production of
minerals therefrom, until the royalty claim is extinguished by lapse of time or is fully paid.

(h) Notice to purchasers.—The Operator shall give notice of the Government’s claim for royalty
to any purchaser of the production, and shall authorize and direct such purchaser to pay the royalty
directly to the Government and to furnish the Government with copies of the settlement sheets. If the
records of any production and sales or other disposition of production, whether the productionis by the
Operator or by others, are not made available to the Government, the amount of the royalty may be
estimated by the Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration, or his successor, and his
estimate thereof shall be final and binding upon the Operator.

(i) No obligation to produce.—Nothing in this contract is to be construed as imposing any obligation
on the _Operator or the Operator’s successor in interest to engage in any production operations.

(3) Government not obligated to buy.—Nothing in this contract shall be construed as imposing any
obligation on the Government to purchase any minerals mined or produced from the land. '

ARTICLE 9. Interests in purchased property.—(a) Title and ownership.—All costs under this
contract shall be inciirred by the Operator in the Operator’s own name and for the Operator’s own
account; but any property acquired to the cost of which the Government contributes shall belong to the
.- Operator and the Government jointly in proportion to their respective contributions, although title thereto
shall be taken in the name of the Operator. ‘

(b) Preservation of property.—Until the final disposal of any property in which the Government
has an interest the Operator shall preserve and protect same for the best interest of the Government, any
reasonable and necessary costs thereof to be treated as an allowable cost of the project. After the com-
pletion of the work or termination of the Government’s obligation to contribute, or when such property
is not in use for or needed for the work, the Operator shall neither use it without the written consent of
the Government nor without paying a reasonable rental to be fixed by the Government for its interest.

(c) Disposal of property.—Upon the completion of the work or termination of the Government’s
obligation to contribute to costs, or when the property is no longer needed for the work, the Operator
shall promptly dispose of salable or salvageable property in which the Government has an interest for
the joint account of the Government and the Operator, either by return to the vendor, by sale to others,
or purchase by the Operator or the Government at a price at least as high as could be obtained from
others, unless the Government in writing waives its interest in any such property. Without advance
approval of the sales price by the Government the Operator shall not sell at any price any item of property'
the cost of which was more than $500, and shall not sell at less than 25 percent of the purchase price any
item of property which cost $500 or less. The Government, in lieu of approving the sales price for any
such item, may itself purchase the item at the best price which the Operator is able to obtain or himself
cares to give. Property remaining upon any termination of the work shall be considered in groups or
categories (such as drill steel, or explosives, or pipe, or rails), and if the original cost of the remaining
unexpended portion of any such group or category is less than $50, the Government waives its interest
therein. If necessary to accomplish the disposal of any item the Operator shall dismantle and sever it
from the land, the cost thereof to be treated as a cost of the project.

(d) Default of the Operator re disposal~—If within 90 days after the completion of the work or ter-
mination of the Government’s obligation to contribute to costs, or after the property is no longer needed
for the work, or after such further time as the Government may in writing allow, the Operator has failed
to sell or otherwise liquidate or dispose of any property in which the Government has an interest, the
Government, at any time prior to final settlement under the contract, may pursue one of the following
two courses: (1) the Government, by written notice to the Operator, may place upon such property what
in its opinion is a fair valuation thereof, not in excess of the cost less 1.66 percent per month from the

16—70617-1
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; date such property was purchased under this contract to the termination of said 90-day period ; and such

property shall thereupon be considered and accounted for as having been purchased by the Operator at
the valuation so fixed by the Government; or (2) the Government may enter and take possession of such
property wherever it may be found, and remove and dispose of it for the joint account of the parties.

ARTICLE 10. Termination of the Government’s obligations.—(a) If in the opinion of the Govern-
ment operations at any time have failed to achieve anticipated results that indicate the probability of
making a worthwhile discovery, and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justi-
fied, the Government may give the Operator written notice thereof, and thereupon: (1) the Government
shall be free of all obligation to contribute to costs not then incurred other than such as may be allowable
under the provisions of the contract as necessary and incidental to winding up, reporting, and accounting;
and (2) the Operator shall be free of all obligation to prosecute the work other than such as may be
necessary and incidental to winding up, reporting, and accounting. '

(b) If in the opinion of the Government the Operator is in any manner in default under the terms
of the contract, the Government may give the Operator written notice of such default with a specification
of reasonable time within which the default must be cured; and if the Operator fails to cure such default
as required, thereupon: (1) the Government shall be relieved of all obligation to contribute to costs not
incurred when the notice was given, other than such as may be allowable by the provisions of the contract
as necessary and incidental to winding up, reporting, and accounting ; and (2) the Operator shall be free
of all obligation to prosecute the work other than such as may be necessary and incidental to winding up,
reporting, and accounting. The remedy provided for the Government in this paragraph “(b)” is in addi-
tion to any other remedy provided in this contract, and in addition to any other remedy the law may
provide for breach of contract.

(c) The giving of any notice by the Government under the provisions of this Article 10 shall not
affect the Government’s rights as provided for in the contract with respect to a percentage royalty, and
such rights shall be fully preserved.

ARTICLE 11. Notices to be given by the Government may be delivered to the Operator, or may be
sent by registered mail addressed to the Operator at his mailing address stated in this contract. If
mailed, notices are deemed to have been delivered five days after the date of mailing.

ARTICLE 12. Officials not to benefit.—No member of or delegate to Congress or resident commis-
sioner shall be admitted to any share or part of this contract or to any benefit that may arise therefrom;
but this provision shall not be construed to extend to this contract if made with a corporation for its
general benefit.

AR(TI)CLE 13. Changes and added provisions.—

a) In Article 3, the words following the reference to Article 10 are deleted.

__________ beginning after the semicolon is _deleted.

_____________ (). In_Category .l of Article é(a), the phrase " the estimated cost._of each

it of work" shall be construed to mean, for the purpose of this. contract:
" the average cost per foot of drilling."

(d) Categories 2 through 7 of Article 6(a) are deleted. 16—70617-1

(e) In Article 6(c), the words "Article 9" are changed to "Article 8.

(f) In addition to the cost 6f the work estimated in Exhibit "A" by eategaries
bfiractualséosts, the cost of work requirements specified in Exhibit "A" as
"Fixed Unit Costs" are allowable costs of the project. The Government will cont-
ribute to the fixed unit costs as work units are performed. A "Fixed Unit Cost"
is an agreed price for each unit of work to be performed regardless of costs
incurred by the Operator, Costs set forth in Exhibit "A" include all allowable
cpsts of the work to be performed under the contract.






Executed in sextuplicate the day and year first above written.

v

. THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

By e e
(Operator)
By .
T e e e V‘;
S N v 1 '

) , certify that I am the
...... rerteeeeseeeeeeeeeee. S€CTEtAry of the corporatmn named as Operator herein;
that e e who signed this contract on behalf of the

Operator, was then

___________ ] of said corporatlon that said contract

was duly signed for and in behalf of said corporation by authorlty of its governing body, and is within
the scope of its corporate powers.

[ CORPORATE

U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING CFFICE  16—70617-1






- EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT

A MARK II MINING COMPANY, INC.
NI DOCKET NO. DMEA-AABB

- f?'"f*:AMMNOL

are County, Caliﬁornla.

. The land- referred to in Mrticle 2 of the cij§9€t form is shown on
y T

attached flgure 25 Property Map, No\ h Meadow Mlne,

k4

The property consists of four unpatnted lode minifg claims, recorded as follows:

Claim Name
Meta Noé, 1
Meta No. 2
North Meadow No. 1
North Meadow No. 2

Book No,
© 1525
1525
‘1525 -
1525

- Page No,

337
339
343
345

The Mark I1 M1n1ng ‘Company,/Inc. is thevowner of the property.

2&:&1}? 2523 E., M,D.B & M,

. sections
The claims are in the California-Kernville Trlangle

Tulare County, California.
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EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT

MARK II MINING COMPANY, INC.
DOCKET NO. DMEA-4.83

EXHIBIT "A"
Description of the Work

Attached maps are as follows:

dex Map of Kingsand Tulare Counths Callfornia
Figure 2, perty Map, North Meadow Mine, Tulq e County, California
Figure 3, Geéplogic Map and Section, Area No. /, North Meadow Mine,
: - Tulare County, California
Figure 4, Geologic Map and Sgption, Area No/ 2, North Meadow Mine,
- Tulaye County, California :
Flgure 5, Geologic Map and Section, Area No. 3, North Meadow Mine,
- Tulare\ County, Callfornia. //
Figure 6, .Geologie Map and Stction, Arep No. 4, North Meadow Mine,
Tulare 0 unty, Califernia.

Figure 1.

The work will consisy of bulldoz1ng é/cess road and drill sites, drilling
and,blasting where necessary. This work sh?il be carried out by the Operator
with company owned or rented equipment. grill 7 diamond drill holes by

Independent contract7 ~

7 drill éites for diamond driiling with
a D-8 bulldozer or equivalent o;ﬁ;ﬁéthe make. Estimated time 32 hours.

1. Bulldoze access road s

2. Drlll and blast accegs roads apd drill sites as necéssany.

\

3. Diaménd drill 7 holés not less t AX in size approximately as :

follows and as 1nd1cated on attached maps 3, 4L, 5 and 6, The total drilling
not to exceed 1,000 feet. |
Area No. 1.

Meta No. 1 claim, drill one hole approximately 125 feet in length to
exﬁlore below the scheelite mineralized zone exposed in‘the open cut. The dip
and course to be approximately as shown on figure 3, |
Area No, 2 ‘

North Meadow No. 2 claim, drill 2 holes aggreéating aproximately

300 feet to expigre below the scheelite mineralized zone exposed in the adit,

. winze and surface trenches. The dip, course and ‘length of each hole to be /

approximatley as shown on figure 4.






North Meadow No 1 claim, drill 3 holes aggregating approximately

Area No. 3

| 425 feet to explore below the.scheelitg mineralized zone exposed in the opén
cut.kThevdip lengtﬁ and,pourségofséach'hole io be.apﬁréximaﬁeiy_;s-showﬂ on
figure 5. - L
Area No. 4. B
North Meadow No. 2 claim., drill onevhble approximately 150 feet in
length to sxplore Below the mineralized iactitg éone expldred by tleroad and
bulldozed area near the soﬁthefn end of thisﬁclaim. The dip and course to bé
approximately as shown on figure 6. | : |
The work;can,bebcarriéd'onvconcurrently. Estimated time 3 months.
The diamond dfill cores to be stored in wooden core boxes.
Sample mineralized zones in dismond drillﬁholes and assay for mercury.
ESTIMATED COST OF THE PROJECT
Actual Costs. o ,
Caﬂegorj No. 1. Indegendent'Cogtrabtsyl
‘Diamond drilling, 1,000 feet at $7.25/1¢.
Includes cementing and redrilling and/op .
' peamirig and casing. T - $7,250.00
Fixed ﬁnit Costs. : o -

Incidental allowance ;/ for each foot of g
drilling compketed, 1,000 feet at $3.90/ft. $3,900.00

Assaying 50 samples for WOg at $5.00 each 250.00 .

$4,150.00

Total estimated unit costs?
~ Estimated total cost of the project  -$11,400,00
Government participatioh' ; o o - 8,550.00

1/ Inclides all costs whatsoever that are riot included in the estimates

- for Category 1, Independent Contracts and for chemical analyé@s under Fixed Unit

Costs and is in lieu of of.all othervcosts, such as supervision, fxmrswiciugx

¥ .

;Ei;aii«taXGS, core boxes, materials and supplies, transportation, depreciation
on Operatorsequipment, etc. which would otherwise be allowable under Categories.
v 2 through 7 of the contract. _ _ _ 5
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OFFICIAL FILE COPY

?4?52)0113 7 ‘ . Date | Surname Code
12~
~ | 9.712 .
L 2 | Meatin, [Foo

?/7 Mg/‘:‘;\ AN

1/7.4 /30]

o 4//

_ 4
AUG -7 1857 /| At

SPERICR

DIFRA

WELHOL (01) ITVCLVING
PUVD, DEPSNSE SrODUCTICN ACR, INTTRICR,

.\ _' |
| 7/7 - /3
(TRAUSFER 10 OFPICE OF SECTETATY) ‘

: v4
SOANGLTR RICTT, STRCUDIVE OFFICER
DMEA PIFLD 9B, BRGION IX
1605 BVNS AVENDS
reNe, NEVEDA

OIS V. COILING, DT TMOTOR MLRT LT MINIUE COMPANY, RLETELTD
FIY 20 BSMEDLIC 500008 /PRLICSPLCN DoCTRE U0, MMM 4483,

QULISTAN,  PeSSTELY YOU HAVR ALSRIDY ESPLITD T (UR LT OF ;
JUIY 23, IP UED TIOASH TTLMSRODI COMNENTS,

. B. Martid
7/

W.S. Martin & TLCha;pman /dlm 8=7=57 ACTING CNETTI0, CURTARING CornIT

ce to: Code 400
A Admr, B, File
Oper. Comm,
FT. REG. II
Messrs. R.W, Holliday, USBM

?,H, Kiilsgaard, USGS

Y
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IVEA Forn 7
(1.2-56)

OFFICIAL FILE CC

Surname

C.

. ' Date

' 74 'l%é.z—‘fﬂﬂ
7-L8] MaTim | 400

/3o

JUL 23 1957

//0

/oo

do o]

¥r. Spenslor Ricker, Hrecative GfficerY

!

rnh Field Tern, Ferion II

1605 Dvens Svenue
Teno, Vevede

Pe: Doctet Uo, ITIA 4833 « Tuncpten
- Yert: I Uining Comminy, Inc.
lioxrth "erdow clrins
Talere County, Colifornic

Lery f{r. TVieer:

T eference is nede to your memorendunm of June 21, 1957,
covering /mplicction Tevort of J. U, Werne, Buresu of ines, cnd
Tobert . Peeves cnd Ceal Y. Teylor, Geolozicel Survey, recommende

ire o dlemond drilling controct on the above-noted property.

fwo forcer tmplicetions for exnloretion casistince on
te cbove -pronerty hove deen denied ¢né, £s the exominers! rérort
dnes not indicote & significent tonncge of ore of 2 minadble grade,
we sre inclined to believe the new apniicetion should siso de
denied. ¥e would copreciate your commenim on the following obser-

yotions:

{nfer Cre Denosits the exeminers|report stetes: *Pour

medn ond severel snrll tectite dodies occur (fig. 2)3 within

the roin dadies ore found lemges snd irregyler bodieg of scheelite-

berring rotericl.®

In_Swen Do, 3, Fete Tlo, ) cleim, the tactite sone is
deserided zs chont 150 feet long end SO to 60 feet wide cnd cut

by ons=cucrter to one-hrlf inch querts veinleis, 7The last

gentence on nroe 3 states, regarding thie area: “(wing to exten~

sive frroturing resulting from heevy blesting of the

exiosures the mumber snd spscing eould not be definitely ascertcined

but eonerrs to de on the order of 6 inches to 2 fest.," This

does

not owmenr to justify usizg the full volume of the trctite in
crlenlcting the recsured, indicrted cnd inferred tommege of ore

rmountin: to 27,050 tons cvercging 0.70 nercent UC3.

8623





Tesults of sermles toren from this oven are as follows:

: Percent
Semole o, ‘ Description LX)
2 8,6 £t. chennel from UE gide of nit 0,08
3 Gred of broken riixed materiel from
b Grod of cooree motericl from cpen cut 0,08

Dets on ore milled and stockpiled do not indicate thet
entire tcotite gone cen be mined a,n ors,,

report stetes: PThe tmtite; bodar at area No. ‘Z F a armeat-
sheped lens shout 150 feet lonc cnd 60 fect wide of its widest
pert (£12. L), Uithin the body are lenses cnd frreguler massed
of scheelite~bearing meterials The lenaes are fipm 2 3o & feat

wide =nd 15 to 25 feet longz.®

o, } garmmle fren this cres, 1,0 ff;. wide ot top of
35 foot winze, eopayed 3,10 percent 19793

" Ue cuestion wiother there ere sufficient dzcte to Justify
ccleuleting 7,200 tons of indiceted end inferred ore avercsing
@.53 nercent W03,

Pho remrt atatea concerning {rea ﬁ@. 3. z‘:’orth Headow

X?o. 1 cleim: "ihe tootite by et ervee To. J 16 about 200 feot

Ions in 8 noptherly direction end 50 feot wide.. Lamping indicetes
thot ot the surfece the northern part of the hody contains more
echaente than the southern nart, - ‘

Samoles tﬂm cgeayed as followss

o ) L L Dercent
Samie Ho. Description Yieq
-5 2.6 foot chennel ceross scheslite )
bend, niddle of face in onen cut .21
6 2.0 foot chennel ccrosg acheelite '
drnd, niddle of foce in omn cut 0.02
7 2.9 foot channel across SW side of

fece in open cut 0.07






Under Ore locerves, the 5,000 tons of inferred ors.cvercg-
ing 0.15 percent W63 i definitely not minebdle ore.

Uith resnect to Azes Mo, b, North lfe Nee 2 cleim, the
renort gtotesr ¥ /n drresmlorly shrped tactite body surrounded by
grenite on three cides 18 exnosed ot the southwestern end of o lerge

aendent of motosediments (fig. 6). Maeh of the tretite is concenled
by s0ild; lormping of curface exmauree 2isclosed only © snoll amount

of crretieslly distritnied schenlite,®

e 12,500 tous of infeorrefl ore averss infr 0.10 percent
Vo4 i9 definitely not ninedle ore,

Serple He, 8, Grad of 50-ton ore stocipile ot mill, 0.02
porcent ‘&3@3, inGlectes thet eny ore would hive to be selectively
mined end shows thet (he ore lennes ere irreculer ond erretic,

Tor the $yne of ore bodive descrided in the Wenort it is
doubtful 32 ddemond driilimy vould be suceeasful in eﬂoﬂing whetheyr
there is contimiity of the oro lenses,

Sincerely youvs,

W. 8. Martin
APPTOVED ACTING Chefrmen, Goeroting comit%.e!g% j
Frank D. Lamb M TLGhapman/dlm 7-18-57 7-22-57
r”ember. Bux-o 0% f’iines ce to: Docket
Code 400

Admr. B, File
Oper, Comm,

3 | | FI. HEG, II
S »ho'r H. Kllisgaard , [ )ﬂ’) MessrsS. - R. W, Holliday, USBM
Nember, Geologieel Survey - T, He Kiilsgeard, USGS
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Undey 'Ore Toserves, the §,000 tons of infewoe/asé:;emg-

ing 0:15 nercent W03 is definitely not ninoble ::;/
, Uita respect to fzvoe Vo, &, torth Meeddw No. 2 clrdm, the

renort atotes: ¥ fn drregulerly sheped toctity
cranite Bgé:mea sides is ewposed 2t the sow
1l

sendent of\motosedincnts (£is, €), Much pf the tectite s conceoled
by »11; ning 0% surfece exposurea difclosed only a snall smount
b7 erystion hite scheelﬂ.to. 7

The 18,500 tons of i.nfer 4a ore avve;sggng 0.10 percent

‘ / .-
Sarmmle Ho, 8, Gred of 50~tan m stockpile et mill, 0.02
porcent UC3, indicotes thot e |
mined snd shows thot the ore¢ lenses ara 1rrcgu3.ar end ervatic.

in this mothans "xeg on vithv long heyd winters would probadbly
heve to averege et lesgt one percent W03,

“e of o:b’odiea deseribed in the Renort it ia
érilling would be succeseful in ehowin whether
of the ore lynees.

For the
doubtful 1f diemond
there is continuid

Sincerely youre,

LTIV Chegrd n, Cperating Cormittee

I — cc to: Docket
lember, Bureen of fiines , ° Code~ 400

Messrs., R, W, Holliday, USEM

Merber, Geologleri BUEVey . T, H. Kiilsgaerd, USGS






IMEA Form 7
(12-56)

SUMMARY
To:

From:

Subject:

OFFICIAL FILE COPY

. . Date Surname Code
' - § M”_"'
July 18, 1957 /e

DGl WeaTn |0
yix,
/00

Administrator, DMEA

Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division, DMEA

Estinated Cost of .a Propésed Contract.
Docket No, DMEA 4483 - Tungsten

Mark II Minimg Company, Inc,

North Meadow claims

Tulere County, Californie

Category No. 1, Indemendent contract
Actual Cost,

Diemond drilling, 1,000 feet at $7.25/ft. $7,250400

Categories I to VII inclusive

Fixed Unit Costs, Incidentals

Supervising Engineer, 3 months at $550,00/mo, $1,650400

Bulldozing 32 hours at $12,00/hr, Includes

Operator at $3.00/hr. Bulldozer,gas, oil upkeep 384,00

Drilling and blasting, 2 men 10 dsys at _

$18,00/day, supplies and compressor rental 355,00

Gasoline, 01l aend upkeep, 3 months at $125,00 |

ARNON T0s 375400

Operating equipment owned by the Operator

value $7,600.00, 3 months at $127,00/mo . 381,00

Payroll tex, Bulldézerr operestor, 4 days at

$3.,00/hr. (96,00) 2 miners, 10 days each at

$18,00/dey (1804DD), Supervisor ($1,650,00)

Total payroll $1,926,00 at 15 percent 259,00

4o core voxes (wood) at $4,00 each and sampling

equipment 200,00

General expenses, accounting, etc, 296400

Total incidentels, $3.90 per foot for 1,000 ft D.D, $3,900,00

Asssying 50 samples for W03 at $5,00 each $250.00 i NET)
Total for core boxes and assays ‘ 250,00

—

Total estimated cost ¢ project | $11,400,00
Government participation, 75 percent $8,550.,00
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. . IN REPLY REFER TO:

_ ~UNITED STATES

FFICIAL m%ﬁ‘ﬁRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DWE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
RECTWET JUN é0£3 WASHINGTON 25,D.C.
Ve TGRS CODE

Jgiif;‘__ﬂﬂ_,__.iL 0 - - June 28, 1957
C. 2220 . Re: DMEA 4483
f%fl%" C:__,ifflﬂ:1j : Mark TII Mining Co., Inc.
P E ' North Meadow Mines
\ — Tulare County, Calif.
“""’T’/_,_,_.,‘ Appl. Est. $16,800
. Rec'd Est. $13,063 - Tungsten

Mem¢randum v —%«>~r
To: . :‘ﬂ?itin} Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey

Subject: Review of Field Team Report

The applicant requested assistance in testing, by diamond
drilling, four areas underlain by tactite in a meta sediments-granitic
rock contact zone.

The property was the subject of two previous applications,
184k and 2673, filed in 1951 and 1952. Both were denied. Exploratory
work has since been done by the owners and in the opinion of the ex-
aminers, the four tactite bodies, formerly considered small, are
large and good enough to justify the recommended proposed work.. A
small quantity of ore has been produced, 300 tons, plus or minus.

The grade of the ore produced is about 0.5% W05, but the sampling
suggests there is little of such material remalning, and the > _sampling
L e lends little support to any part of the ore reserves estimate.

I concur with the recommendation of the examiners and the

A Sihtoa”

N. E. Nelson

Fleld Team.
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BME Ex
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOF ;
. .AT g L‘ 0 £ \\.Ne) ' @@D&;
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION+

1605 Evans Avenue b 35S )
Reno, Nevad 47/ ﬁ wg«m»—-
o vada A H 0 ;%f

June 21, 1957 :; / ;’z: —
une 21, j
00 |

Memorandum’ j ;
|

. h

To: Operating Committee, DMEA, Interior Building ‘J i

Washington 25, D. C.
| From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region II

Subject: Docket No. DMEA-4483 (Tungsten)
Mark II Mining Company, Inc.
North Meadow Mines
Tulare County, California

Pursuant to your letter of January 11, 1957, we
are enclosing a report on subject property by Robert G.
Reeves, Geological Survey, and J. D. Warne, Bureau of
Mines, in which an exploration project, costing $13, 063,00,
is recommended. '

Roscoe Smith and I concur in the recommendation
and suggest that a contract, if approved, be drawn up on a
unit cost basis,
c0Sst ba ——

Attached are copies of a diamond drilling bid
from the Continental Drilling Company which would be the
logical firm to do the work on such a small job in the vicinity
of the property.

Field examination had been delayed on account
of inaccessibility of the property during the winter months.

e,
S. Ricker

Encls: Reports.
Attachments. .=~
Revisueq py

DMEA OPERATING CO xRy

G- 2P-5
(da?,@) Z“““
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FRED A, SEATON, SECRETARY

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY FIELD TEAM

REGION 1I
OFFIGIAL FQLC CORY T
DPNMEA
» . WES o 1 \//‘
APPLICATION REPORT - RE@E__‘_ bl .ok
) I/5d:x(&
2.20
o ,| T
DMEA-4483 (Tungsten) _— ‘
Mark II Mining Co,, Inc, | __ S ‘
North Meadow Mines P _
Tulare County, California N H‘nuﬁﬁ
by “
J. D, Warne Robert G, Reeves
U. S. Bureau of Mines Paul ¥, Taylor

U. S. Geological Survey

June 17, 1957
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INTRODUCTION S
. //,/1 ‘.’\’“ R ‘ o
Mark II Mining Co., Inc,, 222 8, W, Oak Street, B

Portland 4, Oregon, applied to the Defense Minerals Exploration
Administration, docket DMEA~4483, for Government assistance
in a $16,800 program to explore for tungsten at the North Meadow
Mines, Tulare County, C‘alifornia. The applicant proposes to
explore by surface diamond drilling to determine the extent and
grade of the scheelite ore bodiés in order to plan future mining
and milling .ope rations, “

A field examination was requested by thg Operating Committee
and was made by R. G. Reeves and P, F, Taylor, U. S. Geological
Survey, and J, D, Warne, U, S. Bureau of Mines, on Mayj and 4,
1957 accompanied by A, E, Hougham, president of the corporafion.
Previous applications, dockets Nos, 1844 and 2673, for exploration
projects by former operators during 1951 and 1952 were denied;
also an application for an access road, AR_:?B, was denied m 1951,
In the meantime an appreciable amount of pertinent exploration has
been done by the owners, The mine is being reactivated and new

milling equipment is being installed,





CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Four major and several minor bodies of scheelite~-bearing
~ tactite occur along and near the contact between granodiorite and
Kernville series metasedimentary rocks, Also considerable
prodtiftion has already come from the adjacent Sill Embree
property. '

Exploration by open~cut exc;.ava.tions.,. bulldozer trenches,

and .a small amount of underground work has been confined to
the four areas, This exploratory work indicates that these tactite
bodies may be sufficiently large and high grade to mine profitably;

but further exploration by diamond drilling is essential to determine

the extent, attitude, and grade of the deposits,

It is recommended that the Government enter into a contract
with the applicant to perform an $13,063,00 diamond drilling
project, The present operator is qualified to properly conduct
the proposed project,

LOCATiON AND ACCESSIBILITY

The North Meadow Mines property is in Sequoia National
Forest about three~fourths of a mile northwest from Sherman
Peak in secs, 15, 16, 21, and 22, T, 2285,, R, 33 E,, M..D.B..l&M.,
Tulare County, California (fig, 1) The claims are at an altii:ude of

about 8,200 feet,






The property is reached from Kernville, California, by
paved hj.ghway 20,7 miles northward up Kern River Valley, then
10.9 miles of unimproved mine access roads leading northeastward
up Brush Creek from the Kern River, A four-wheel drive vehicle
is required to travel the last 2;;7 miles of road to the mine, The
property is generally inaccessible from about December through
Ma?ch, due to heavy snows at the higher elevations,

PROPERTY AND OWNERSHIP

The property consists of four unpatented mining claims

(fig. 2) recorded at Visalia, Tulare County, California, as

follows:
Document
Claim Book Page Date No,
Meta No, 1 Vol.,1525 337 6/12/51 16957
s " 2 " 1525 339 6/12/51 16958
North Meadow No, 1 nm 1525 343 6/12/51 16960
" " w2 " 1525 345 6/12/51 . 16961

The present owner of the property is the Mark II Mining
‘Co., Inc, (the applicant), 222 S, W, Oak Street, Portland 4,

Oregon, Officers of this Oregon corporation are:

Arthur E, Hougham, president, Kernville, California
Abe Altman, secretary-treasurer, 222 S,W, Oak Street,
Portland, Oregon
James V. Collins, director, 5340 N, 32nd Place, Phoenix,
Arizona
Alvah C, Warren, Jr,, director, 1211 Vine Ave.,, W. Covina,
California






~ sales receipts appi'oximating‘$5, 000,00, The preseht operator

HISTORY AND PRODUCTION

'The group of four claims, now known as the North Meadow
Mines, was originally located by Arthur E, Hougham on April 21,
1951; mining and exploration work has been intermaittent under
three separate names or ownerships since that time: (1) Pacific
Star Mines, Inc, (1951-1954), (2) North Meadow Mining Co.
(1954~1955), and (3) Mark II Mining Co,, Inc., (1956 to present),

During 1954 the final 2,7 miles of mine access road was

constructed from the privately~owned Gill Embree mine road,

—

and a 40-ton~per~day mill was erected on the property,
Total production records for the mine are not available; )
]
but the applicant estimates that an aggregate of 100 units of

WO3 have been produced from 200 tons of ore milled, with total

stated that one_ton of concentrates was sold during 1956 to Wah

Ché,ng Mining Corporatidn, Bishop, California, fbr approximately
$3’,&500. About 100 tons of ore is now stockpiled at the mine and mill |
and is estimated by lamping to contain 0,5 ~ 0,75 percent WO3. B |
The neighboring Sherman Peak (Gill Embree) mine has

produced 1, 073 units of W.O3 from an estimated 1, 500 tons of ore ¥ "

in 1954 and 1955, and 325 units of WO3 from an unknown amount






" of ore in 1956, The neighboring Brush Creek (Crotsenburg) mine
produced 4;3 units of WO3 from 1,098 tons of ore during 1953-56, - e
| ﬁﬂ@ N  DEVELOPMENT
The following mine development work has been done (see
figures 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6):

Area No, 1

o
&
&

A

Meta No, 1 claim~~-open cut about 40 feet long, 25 feet wide, iy
v

and fro;31 1 to 25 feet deep; with a 20-foot adit driven northeastward
into the barren hanging wall of the tactite zone (fig. 3).
Area No, 2

North Meadow No, 2 claim~-adit ¢ 66 feet northward along
the mineralized tactite zones, with a 35~-foot winze at 47 feet from
the portal; 60 feet of open cut trenching across the tactite zone at
the portal of the adit; and several small test pits in mineralized

tactite above the adit (fig, 4).

Area No, 3

North Meadow No, 1 claim~=open cut pit about 30 feét long, 4“2/ "
15 feet wide, and from 1 to 20 feet deep; with 6pen cuts exposures
of the tactite zone along the roé.d at 50-60 feet lower elevation than
the open cut (fig. 5).
Area No, 4

North Meadow No, 2 claim--shallow bulldozed area and road

exposing tactite zone near the southern portion of this claim (fig. 6).

A /a"‘;g\,






The main mine plant installations and equipment are:

1 20-ft, by 60=ft, combination bunk and cook house

40-T/day gravity-type mill with complete crushing
plant (good condition, value about $50, 000)

10 k,w,., 200 v,, 3-phase Kohler light plant

12,5k,w,, 220 v,, 3=-phase Kohler light plant

D-8 Caterpillar bulldozer - :

D-2, 3/4-yd, Caterpillar skip loader

105-~c.f.m, Ingersoll-Rand compressor

6 by 6 type, 10=wheel, Army dump truck

1953 Willys pick-up truck, 4-wheel drive

1953 Jeep, 4~-wheel drive .

75-1b, (each) Ingersoll-Rand jackhammers

Miscellaneous electric, pneumatic, and hand tools

—

I e e R S

GEOLOGY

The mine is on a south-trending ridge on the southwestern
flank of Sherman Peak; along the crest of the ridge bedrock is
largely concealed by thin soil cover, buf along the eastern flank
of the rvidge the rocks are well exposed, The area is underlain
by sedimentary rocks of the Kernville series of Middle Paleozoic
age that have been intruded and metamorphosed by Isabella
granodiorite of upper Mes.oz:oic age (Miller and Webb, 1940), The
contact between metamorphosed Kernville sediments and the granitic
rock meanders through the property (fig, 2), The tactite bodies
that contain the ore are along the contact,

At the mine, the Kernville series consists of interbedded
calc~silicate hornfels, mica schist, quartzite, and marble, They

strike generally northerly and dip generally from vertical to






60 degrees West; locally, however, they are highly contorted and
strikes and dips vary widely, Along and near the contact with the
granitic rock the limy members of the series have been converted
to tactite consisting of garnet, epidote, clinopyroxenes, amphibole,
and quartz, For thé most part, the contact and bédding are
conformable,

, The Isabella granodiorite in the area surrounding the mine
is a medium~gray, coarse-grained rock composed chiefly of
large crystals of plagioclase feldspars, some orthoclase, and
quartz, and minor amounts of biotite and hornblende, Near the
contact with the sedimentary rocks the granodiorite is contaminated
with large partly assimilated blocks of the sedimentary rocks,

The Kernville rocks and their metamorphic gquivalents
and the Isé,bella gr‘a.nodiorité are cut by steep dipping north~-trending
fractureswhi?:h have served locally as structural control in ore
deposition,
ORE DEPOSITS

Four main and several very_small tactite bodies occur (fig. 2);

within the main bodies are found lenges and irregular bodies of

scheelite~bearing material,





Area No, 1
The tactite body at area number one trends slightly north

of west and dips abouf 40° N (fig, 3). The body is about 150 feet

long and from 50 to 60 feef_\x;ide. In cross section it api)ears to

be a wedge thickening to the north, The northern border is

considgred to be in part at least a fault that strikes N 75° W,

and dips 70° N; most of the northern border is concealed by soil,

The ore consilstS' of scheelite in a gangue of coarse brown almandine

garnet and epidote in about equal proportions, quartz, clinopyroxenes,

and amphibole. The tactite is cut by one-quarter to one=-half inch

wide quartz veinlets that trend N 50° W and d:;Lp 25° to 50° NE,

The scheelitehc’:rystals are from 0,1 to 0,4 inch in diameter, and

quite uniforml;;c}istributed through the gangue, Faults and fractures

parallel to the N 75° W fault bounding the tactite body exert a minorl

influence on the distribution of scheelite; the tactite for a few inches

adjacent to them contains more scheelite than the intervening rock,

Owing to exter'xsive fracturing resulting from heavy blasting of the

only good exposures the number and spacing could not be definitely

~ ascertained but appears to be on the order of 6 inches to 2 feet,

Area No, 2

The tactite body at area number two is a crescent-shaped
lens about 150 feet long and 60 feet wide at its widest part (fig, 4).
Within the body are lgses and irregular masses of scheelite~bearing

8






material, generally oriented a.i:out N 10° ~ 15° W and vertical,
The lenses are from 2 to 4 feet wide and 15 to 25 feet long,
A fault that trends N 15° E and dips 70° W is exposed near the
northern end of the body, in a short adit and winze. The
svcheelite-bearing lenses are irregularly distributed through the
body; a stratigraphic control of this distribution is suggested,
The distribuiion of scheglite is also controlled by faults; the
adjacent tactite on eithér side of the N 15° E, 70° W dipping
fault contains more scheelite than that farther from the fault,
The ore closely resembles that of area number oﬁe, but the
scheelite is much finer grained, and very few crystalsv of 0,1
inch were observed,
Area Nov. 3

The tactite body at area number three is about 2350 feet
long in a northerly direction and §0 feet wide, Lampingc indicates
that at the surface the northernc‘part of the body contains more
scheelite than the southernﬂpart; and a small open pit has been
dug near the northern end, Within the body, bedding of the original
sediments trends northeast and dips 25 degrees north, The
western side of the body is bounded by a northerly~trending
fault that dips 75° W, Scheelite is locallized by northerly- and

northeasterly~-trending fractures that dip steeply east and






southeast, The tactite and ore closély resembles that at area
number one, except that the scheelite crysta.ls" are slightly
smaller,
Area No. 4

An irregularly shaped tactite body surrounded by granite
on three sides is éxposed at the southwestern end of a large
pendent of metasediments (fig., 6), Much of the tactite is concealed

' by soil; lamping of surface expoéure's dis-c;ose.d, only a small amount.
of erratically distributed scheelite,
SAMPLING

Eight samples were taken from both surface and undergrouna

locations, shown in figures 3-6, Analyses and de.scriptions of

samples are as follows:

Sample Percent
No. Description W3, .
1 1.0 ft, channel sample at top of 35-ft, winze, 3,10,/ -~ -
' North Meadow No, + 2 claim, ;a
T2 8,6 ft, channel from NE side of face of pit, 0,08
‘ * Meta No, 1 claim (Area No, 1). '
3 .. Grab of broken mixed material from open cut, 0,71 -\
‘ " Meta No, 1 claim, \
- 4 Grab of coarse material from open cut 0.08
Meta No, 1 claim,
5 - 2,4 ft, channel across scheelite band, middle 0.21
; of face in open cut, North Meadow No, 1 claim,
6 - 2,0 ft, channel across scheelite band, middle 0,01 ~

of face in open cut, North Meadow No. 1 claim. !

10
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N

Sample Percent

No. : Description W03

7 2,5 ft, channel across SW side of face in 0,07
open cut, North Meadow No, 1 claim, ;

8 Grab of 50~ton ore stockpile at mill, 0,02

ORE RESERVES

Grade,
weighted
Area Measured Indicated Inferred Total average
No. 1 - 800 6,250 20,000 27,050 0.7—
No., 2 200 7,000 7,200 0.53
22
No, 3 8,000 8, 000 0.15 ¥ ,
No, 4 12,500 12,500 0,10 ./
800 6,450 47,500 54, 750 0,46
PO N T \
Area No, 1 v.. .

v O

The tactite body at Area No. 1 contains 800 tons of measured /,;519,;:5'?%“

fiat Lt
=

ore in a block 40 feet long, 20 feet wide, and 10 feet deep extending -: gy

A

15 feet southeast and 25 feet northwest of the short adit; 6,250 tons ¢
in an adjacent block, wedge=-shaped in section, 100 feet long,
50 feet wide, and 25 feet deep; and 20, 000 tons of inferred ore in

ar
7 73

a third block 120 feet long, 80 feet wide, and 30 feet deep (minus 9& . -

‘the measured and indicated ore). The grade is about 0:{9 percent

WOz,
Area No, 2 Naait Moo bz e, - ,g,[.,i‘
The tactitg body contains 200 tons of indicated ore averaging
1_._5 percent WO3 in a body 2 feet wide, S&feet deep, and Zg feet o
long on either side of the winze, Assuming that one tenth is ore,
the body, which is 160 feet long, 45 feet wide; and 100 feet deep,

-

11,





is inferred to contain 7,000 tons of ore averaging 0,5 percent

WO;.

Area No, 3 N evi “iteia o LS 06d

Assuming that one tenth is ore, the tactite body, which is

200 feet long, 40 feet wide, and at least 100 feet deep, contains
| J |
8,000 tons of inferred ore.that may average 0.1 to 0,2 percent

0

wO,.

A | N N N
Area No., 4 Noew iy “F 0 «{.*,“J‘:‘.‘f&‘,f‘ /\/Co ¢

Area No, 4 may contain an i.nferred 12,500 tons of
scheelite~bearing material in a body 100 feet long, 50 feet
wide, and 25 feet deep. The grade is estimated by lamping to
be from 0,1 to 0,3 percent WO3,

In areas 2, 3, and 4, it may not be possible to economically P

e N A
s APTRUNNTT
[T

produce ore, as material of ore grade is distributed throughout
the tactite bodies.,
PROPOSED EXPLORATION
The applicant proposed to fulrther explore the tungsten
zones by diamond drilling several holes at each of the areas
where exposures of scheelite mineralization have already been
explored near the surface by open cut and shallow underground

excavations, The directions and lengths of holes were not

12






specified and the applicant's cost estimates were incomplete;
however, 1,500 feet of drilling of one-inch cores was requested
at a total cost of $16, 800,

In conference and agreement with the applicant a program

JE

was planned to explore the scheelite mineralized zones (shown
in figure 2) on the North Meadow No, 1 and No, 2 claims and
the Meta No, 1 claim as follows:
Area No, 1

Meta No, ‘ 1 claim=-=~drill one hole approximately 125 feet
in length to e:xplore below the scheelite mineralized zone exposed
in the open cut (see figure 3),
Are_;a No, 2

North Meadow No, 2 claim=-=~drill two holes aggregating
approximately 300 feet to explore below the scheelite mineralized
zone exposed in the adit, wmzé, and in s‘urface~trenches (see

figure 4).

Area No, 3

North Meadow No, 1 claim=~~drill three holes aggregating
approximately 425 feet to explore below the scheelite mineralized
zone exposed in the open cut (see figure 5),

Area No, 4

North Meadow No. 2 claim~-~drill one hole approximately

150 feet in length to explore below the mineralized tactite zone

13





explored by the road and bulldozed area near the southern
portion of this claim (see figure 6),

The terrain within the proposed drilling area is extremely
steep and inaccessible, a.nd the choice of access roads and |
drilling sites is limited, Considerable flexibility should be
allowed the operator in the choice of drill sites and in the
locations and lengths of holes requisite to explore the deposit
subject to prior Government approval,

Estimated Cost of the Recommende.d Project

Diamond drilling cost estimates are based on a tentative
verbal bid furnished to the applicant by the Continental Drilling
Company, Los Angeles, California. The drilling cost to include
all equipment, labor, tools, supplies, etc,, required to drill
1,000 feet of surface diamond drill holes of AX size or larger;
with the operator to prepare sites, furnish water, and move drill,
Other estimated costs submitted by the applicant are used where
applicable in the recommended program, Estimated time to
complete the program, upon which costs are based, is four months;
however-a contract period éf six months should be allowed to
complete ﬂle work due to possible delays which ﬁxay result from

road conditions, inclement weather, etc,, .

14






Independent Contracts

“Labor and Supervision

(2) Bulldozing, to prepare access roads and
drill sites (to be performed by thé operator),
Operation of D~8 size bulldozer to prepare
8 drill sites, 1, 000 feet of accgss road, or'

approximately 800 cubic yar.ds of excavation,
' -« ' £
3 days @ $125. OO/day.(. c et e e e S 0 $375 00
’[f,"! [lfﬁ’)‘ @L /f/\ l/i—* Wg"‘bvﬁ';é/ j’?? ﬁ’g/
(b) Dia.mond dr1111ng, 1 000 fe? $7 25/foot '$7,250,00
pnedcdiy ;&mvr&xu ] g7z Qlvatitiy ~ e lnd -

TOtalt Iteml LI o'o e ¢ @ 6 o ¢ o o o s o o o $7)625000

o

[
L et

Supervisor-Engineer, 4 months @ $550,00/mo, $2,200,00

Ope rating Mate r1als_ and Supplle s

ro ,WM;W , ¢ s » L eed
Diamond drilling, preparatmn of dr111 sites,

moving drill, water supply to drill, etc,
Gasoline for compressor, electric power

generator, trucks, etc,,.

4 months,@?lzgloop/month- o o o o o 0o s 0 o oAjESsQOQOO

Ope ratir&Eauaimmenx {to be furnished by operator)

Army type, 6 Ey 6 ten-wheel truck $3,000,00
Pick~up 1,400,00
Electric power generator 2,500,00
Air receiver 200,00
Water tank ' 300,00
Msc, electric, pneumatic, and

hand tools ' 200,00
Total value me=memcecncecaaa—-" ~=~ $7,600,00

Depreciation (5 yrs.) of $7, 600,00=$126,67/mo,
(use $127,00)

Total, 4 months @ $127.00/month. « « « « « « « $508,00
15






\
5, Initial Rehabilitation
None ' =0~

6. New Buildings, Improvements, etc,

None } "y

T Miscellaneous

50 samples to be analyzed for
WO, @ $5.00/ea, Wew?»;/,) $250, °0@%
Core boxes and sazﬁlple supplles
Payroll taxes,--insurancej—etc,
(15 percent of $2,200,00) 330,00
-Transportation-of-Tabor-and
-supplies;~4-moss@$200/mo., - 800=00""
Repairs to trucks and operating

equipment @ $50,00/mo. 200,00
?Q Zas @f&
8. Contingencies
Delays-due-to-inclement-weather,
road-repairs;-ete; " - - ~$=-400, 00

Total estimated cost of the project ¢ o « o o o « o $13+063,00
The estimated cost of diamond drilling is based on a bid

to the operator by Continental Drilling Company using the

) -3 0B
following quantities of work and quoted prices: S 287 e
’ _ 280, e
200 ft, BX drilling @ $7.00/ft.  $1,400,00 2.7 7

800 ft, AX drilling @ $6.,00/ft,  4,800,00 fuy. by, [ 2€%.90

310 ft, casing@ $2.50/ft, 775,00 27 o o/ ﬁ‘%’x
50 ft, cementing @ $5,50/1t, 275.00 £, 4- trig A or e
Total est, cost, 1,000 ft, $7,250.00 g ¢

%’ﬂfﬂéﬂ4> /Z‘@ﬁ& Ol
")

; -'C'Z. = N

D ,(,;,siaw/'w/w 9156 -

16
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Summary of Costs.

Bulldozing (to be performed by operator)
3days @ $125/day ¢« ¢ v v e e e o o e o oo oo $375,00

' Cost/ft,
Diamond drilling 1, 000 ft, -
Contract cost $7.25 - $7,250,00
- Operating Mtls,&Supplies 0.50 500,00 -
Operating Equipment 0.51 508,00
Labor and Supervision 2,20 2,200,00
Miscellaneous 1.83 1,830,00
Contingencies 7%9} ‘40'0_. 00 |

Total estimated cost of project 4 « o « o o o « « $13,063,00

Government participation at 75 percent ., ., . . $ 9, 797.25
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OFFICIAL FILE COPY
Date ﬂ,ﬁurpnme Cede
1/10 e |00
/7 %“130
7 /4 120
P / 110
AR 11 1957 2%
_ [Easus
1r, Spangler Hicker
Executive Officer
DA Field Team, Region II
1605 Evans Avenue
Reno, Nevada v o ,
Be: Docket No, DIBA LL83 - Tungsten \, .. [ _
Mark II Mining Company, Inc, R
North lleadow mines P
Tulare County, California A
Dear Mr, Ricker: = o . o

The above docketed application for exploration assistance
| is being referred to youwr office for a field examination of the
| property. o

Copies of memoranda dated October 9 and 11, 1956, by
R. W, Holliday, Burecau of ifines,and T. H. Kiilsgaard, Geological
Survey, respectively, relating to the project are enclosed. Also
enclosed are two copies of a letter from the applicant in reply to
our lstter of October 16, 1956, and an extra copy of the application
for the use of the Field Team,. .

Sincerely yours,

George C. Selfridge

. Chairman, Operating GomitteM
APFROVED:

o ' TLChaprian: foc / 1/10/57
Frank D. Lam W cc tos Docket .

liember, Bureau of iines Code th R
' Admr, Rea . )
' o Oper, Comm,
Thor H. Kiilsgaard ' FT, REG, II
S | W Messrse Re W, Holliday, BM
liember, Geological Survey T. H, Kiilsgaard, GS

Enclosures





IMiZA Form 7

OFFICIAL FILE COPY
Date urpame Code
1/‘10”%“ 100
1 % 130[~
/ 1201

/2 %ﬁ«« 110
o s

: JAN 11 1357

Hark II Mining Compsny, Inc, /”
222 S, W. Oak Street /4
Fortland k, Oregon o —~

Res Docket o, DMEA. 4183 - Tungsten sty —
°  Horth Headow Hines :
Tulare County, Californie : 45—()

Céntlemens

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter answering
.the questions submitted in our lstter of October 16, 195, and
also summarizing the work now being carried on.

The above docketed application for exploration assiste
ance for tungsten ores has been reviewed by the Iron and Ferro-
Alloys Division of the Defense ifinerals Exploration Administration
and referred to iir. Spangler Ricker, Rxecutive Officer, DiEA Field
Tean, Region II, 1605 Cvans Avenue, Reno, Nevada, for a fisld ex-
apination of the property.

Any assistance you can give the members of the Field
Team will be appreciated,

Sincerely yours,

TLChapman:foc ‘

ACTING Admirdatrator
1 /10 /57 | Adm] mtor

cc to: Docket
Code L4OO .
Admr, Read, File
Oper. Comm,
- FT. REG. II
Messrse R. W, Holliday, USBM
T, H. Kiilsgaard, USGS






MARK 1l MINING COMPAN C.

222 S. W. OAK ST. —=PORTLAND-4+~OREGON

CAPITOL 2-2894

ARTHUR E. HOUGHAM—PRESIDENT

OFFICIAL FILE COPY,

JAMES V. COLLINS—DIRECTOR

ABE ALTMAN—SECRETARY.-TREASURER ‘ Decemb@lng,A 1956 ALVAH C. WARREN. JR.—DIRECTOR

| RECEIVED JAN 7 1957
["DATE | INiTIALS | CODE

United States, RE: Docket No, DMEA-4483

Department of Interior,. I/7/57’ M/:"VI L{'O’O Tupgsten,
Defense Minerals Exploration Adm;ﬁlstratlon, North Meadow Mines,
Washington, D.C. ; Tulare, County, California.

Attn: C.0. Mittendorf, Administrator?/

Gentlemen: i AJ

Reference is made to yo@r_ reguist for ii+iangf information on the
above noted property. '

1. A sketch map showing the location of cuts, showing tunnel and
winze, was sent in with the original appllcatlonc There are no assays avallable
from this work. -

However, since this appllcatlon has been made, we have mined and

Francisco.
2. No Assays abailable.

3. Since this application has been made, we have mined and milled
fifty tons of ore from NORTH MEADOW # 1, from a full twenty foot face averaging
1.15%. Concentrates were sold to the Government stockpile at San Franc1sco. The
ore was not hand sorted.

4, Estimated total cost of proposed work is approximately sixteen
thousand eight hundred dollars.
Estimated footage will be fifteen hundred feet of one inch core.
The consulting Geoligist is to be employed for approximately four
days at one hundred dollars a day.

5. The ome thousand ton jlgure of stockpiled and measured ore that
would average 2% of W 03 was definitely a typographical error or misunderstanding

- between our Portland office and the mine. At the time application was made,

approximately one hundred and fifty tons of ore was measured and stockpiled, of
which we still have one _hundred tons mined and stockpiled. The fifty tons of
measured ore has sdnce been nined, milled and sold to the Government stockpile.

You must also realize that a great deal of development and ore mined
and milled and sold, was_done by previous owners, and we do not have access to
their assays and sales.

Sincerely yours,

MARK T ining Compar Inc,

AEH/ ro . K E. Hougham,

sevMdeaceco0enocoon

resident
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\ MARK Il MINING CON’A& INC.

'22 S. W. OAK ST. PORTLAND 4/ ( . CAPITOL 2-2894
5y LEE]

ARTHUR E. HOUGHAM—PRESIDENT e D JAMES V. COLLINS—DIRECTOR

ABE ALTMAN—SECRETARY-TREASURER P@ QT 735@ ALVAH C. WARREN, JR.—DIRECTOR

BV A

Mre C. O Mittendorf, Administator
United States Uepartment of Imterior ‘
Defense Minerals prlorntion Adminstration P
Washington 26, D. C. ‘\/"‘”W\
Re: Dooket No, DMEA Mas-ﬁ'ungsten
North Meadow Nos, 1 & 2 and
Meta Nos, 1% 2 claims
Tulare County, Californis
~ Dear Sir:
In reference to your Letter of October 16 and December
10, 1966 asking for details on the sbove=docketed upplivoation, I have
sent our President your letter and he informed me that he is preparing

the needed inormation and will foward them to you.

Very truly yours,

Secretary






BET 101856

JEre Il ?iwxng LoveBny, inc,
LE2 Ge ¥e ek treet
Cortieng L, {regon - .
: Cer Locket ho. s LO03 - Lun sten
 Morth ¥eadow Tos, 1 ¢ 2 and
¥eta Yo#, 1 & 2 clxirme
Talsre County, Califnrnia

Lent enen:

nufersneg ls rado o the shove~docketed ruplication for
avpiorsaiion Sseigbance snd our letter of Oatober 10, 1996, which
requested thet you sudbnit additional detaiis of your nroposed pro-
1 rhm, ' ' ‘

| e fre unghl € Lo procesw the soplicttion untii & reply (v

| z'eweiveé t3 our #unve nentioned letter and vould sppreeinte your
nroviding us promptly with za much of the sdditionel 1nfomum TEw
tuested g you now have awilahw. ,

- Hincorely yours,

. Q0. Mitteneard |

fdsdnistretor

TLChepman:am 12-10~56

cc to: Docket i
Code 400
Admr, Gead, File
Cper, Comm,

Messrs. R, Hollidey, USBM
T4 Hy Kiilegacrd, USGS
e, REG, II






P ‘ ‘ - . Docket N
o

Mark II Mining W, Inc.
- R«a: Dockst o, DPEA-BL83, Tungsten

' North ¥sadow Mines

| Tulare Gomty,'camm
&M: ' . -

wcram is m&a to your roqmst for mqaloratian usim:am
on the above~-woted property, BReview of ;sur application imdicates
that in order to determine whether a field sxunimmtion is justified
we should have further informatioa as followsz ‘

‘1. A sketch map mmingtheloentianaf m,ml
indigeting the amcunt of ore that has been mined
from each cut, and showing turmel and winse, with
assays from any minerslised sone cut by tk.‘a mk
as well as width of samples, '

2. If available send us aseays ef unplsa Trom pnsmb
4 faces of cuts with width of semples,. .

3. wuteﬁwtomgs ummmmmmm
percentage of in the mill heads and in the eon=
gentrates. A if ore was ham!wmrhd

h, Estimate total cost of propos-ed explomtion work, :
ineluding an estimie of the length and size of each
drill hole and the total foctege. Adwise how many
days your suggested consulting geolagist is to be
employed at 100,00 per day.

5. Pease rapor’t spoeys with gorvesponding aupla widths

- %o show how you obtained your sstimats of 1,000 tons
, of stockpiled snd messured ores that will
2 percent W04, We note that the asesys suimiisted with

your application represent only specimen swmplee.

We also note your reported vosd ani mill onstructicn, but, 2s

you will appreciate, such development uork cannot be uwsed tlm in re-
mluting the propetrty,

B _‘&mml; ym,

TIChapmanfesf - 10/16/56 - - Q.O.Mittendoﬂ (
cc tos Dockez N T : ;
Code 400 ) - ’ :"
 Admr. R, Fi33i ‘Wﬁ“ﬁ‘w

THKiilsgaard, UsGs, RWHolliday, USBM, FT, Reg. II

FIze

v





UNITED STATES |

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : o
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY T L
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. S

October 11, 1956

Memorandum%

To: W. S. Ma._rtin, Defense. Minerals Exploration Administration

From: T. H. Kiilsgaafd; U. S. Geological Survéy ///
Subject: Review of application, DMEA Docket 4483 (tungsten), Mark II /0

Mining Co., Tulare County, California

The applicant proposes to explore tactite bodies for scheelite
by diamond drilling. Drilling is to be done from four sites with three
holes to be drilled at each site. No estimate is given of the length of
the holes; hence it is impossible to determine the estimated cost of the
program.

! The applicant's property was previously brought to t}ie

attention of DMEA by applications docketed as 1844X and 2673 iTo chron-
ologically summarize the order of events pertaining to the property )
insofar as DMEA is concerned, application 1844X was submitted on June 26,
1951, by Pacific Star Mines, Inc. The application proposed the expenditure
of $80,000, although no definite exploration program was presented.

Pollowing correspondence with the applicant, an indefinite program of
dozing and drifting was proposed. The application subsequently was denied
without a field examination on the grounds that meager information sub-
mitted by the applicant suggested very limited exposures of tungsten
ore, which did not warrant mining. =

In 1951, Pacific Star Mines, Inc., also made application for
an Access Road Loan, although our files do not contain a copy of that
application. As a result of the application Mr. B. H. Shea.ha.n , Us S.
Bureau of Mines, examined the applicant's property.

In 1952, Pacific Star Mines, Inc., submitted another DMEA
application, this one docketed as No. 2673 Referral to the field for
an examination was made and subsequently a geologic report by Irwin &
Robertson, U. S. Geological Survey,was submitted. An engineering report
by B. H. Sheahan was also submitted, the latter report being based on
Sheahan's examination of August 1951. Both of these reports recommended
denial of the application, the recommendations based on:

1. Limited size of the tactite pendants and contained ore
bodies.

2. Low average grade of the ore.





3. The fact that proposed exploration would be so shallow
it would not expose sufficient ore to justify the project.

4. Difficult accessibility of the deposit.

On the basis of these valid reasons presented by the Field Team,
the application was denied. .

In the present application it is stated that a road has been
built to the property and to the tactite deposits to be explored. Two
open pits have been developed, along with a 30-foot winze and 100 feet
of drifting. A mill has been built and approximately $5,000 recovered
from tungsten salés. Further, there is reported 1,000. tons of 2 percent
WO, ore blocked out or stockpiled. These reasons given as justification
for the proposed exploration tend to nullify some of the reasons used
by IMEA in denying the previous applications. It is therefore believed
that a reappggisal of the property is not only warranted but necessary.

I recommend referral of the application to the field for an
examination of the geology exposed in the recent workings and for an
eppraisal of recent mine plant development. Field examiners may find
the deposit is still too small to warrant exploration but the new mine
management at least should be offorded an opportunity to discuss their
proposals in the field with representatives of DMEA.

T. H. Kiilsg
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UNITED STATES I

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF. MINES
WASHINGTON 25,D. C.

October 9, 1956

Memorandudyl .
To: W. S. Martin, Chief, Xron and Ferroalloys Division-DMEA
. Through: Chief, Branch of Ferrous Metals

& Ferroalloys

Froms R. W. Holliday, Commodity Specialist, Branch of Ferrous Metals
& Ferroalloys

Subject: Application

DMEA 4483 (Tungsten) . uﬁé
Mark ITX Mining Co., Inc. dﬁ\
222 8. W. Oak Street ’
Portland 4, Oregon

Subject application indicates a change in management and
. considerable development subsequent to previous DMEA denials (DMA-1844X,
1951 and DMEA 2673, 1951). - o —
Although previous DMEA examinations and recent production
($5,000,00 in sales) verify the presence of mineralization more informa-
tion is needed on reserves and on feasability of proposed exploration.

Referral to the Field Team for appropriate action is re-

commended ,
= / )
R H .

Ro I‘Io Holliday
Attachments 2 ”

4}aatzeu”3nd 409
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR :
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
Washington 25, D, C,

October 3 , 1956

Mark II Mining Co.,Inc. Subject: DMEA-LLB3

222 S. W. Oak Street Re: Exploration Assistance
‘Portland L, Oregon North Ueadow Mines
Gentlemen '

Your application for explorétion assistance, dated
Septenber go; 1956 submitted to our office at Rero, ‘
has been Assigned' Docket Number piEA-LLB3 and referred to the
Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division in the Washington office.
Kindly identify all future cqrrespondence relating to your

application by this Docket Number,

Sincerely yours,

[

|

\ -

\ _ _
Allen S, Dakan, Chief

Operations Control and
Statistics Division

Copy tos ,
Region II. Reno, Nevada

| \/ée 100

3571
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