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UNITED STATES '
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 600

January 7, 1957

Memorandum
Tos " Administrator ‘ , .
From: L. G. Houk, Chief, Division of Nommetallic Minerals !Z

Subjects Denial of application for exploratlon assistance and
a summary report.

Bys James Hopkins

1. Docket No. DMEA-4532-Mica
Property: Doe Hill Mine No. 3, Avery County, North Carolina
Applicant: Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, North Carolina
Application: Dated November 1, 1956
Work proposed: S
Tunnelling 75 feet
Drifting 200 feet
Total estimated cost $5,109.00

2. Contract: None. Application denied.

3. Comments:

The applicant requested assistance to explore two
relatively barren, flat lying lenses of feldspathic fine-to-
medium grained pegmatiteées that were exposed by extensive
bulldozing.

Muscovite: :

Very little muscovite was observed in place in these
large feldspathic bodies. A few pieces of green, flat and
stained muscovite two to three inches wide occur associated
‘with small masses of quartz. The majority, however, is
crystals up to 1/4 inches wide. Besides biotite staining
some pattern color staining was noted.

P

Vd

Pegmatites:
Two flat-lying lenses appear to join at the northeastern

end of the deep cut. The topmost lense is about 30 feet thick,

a fine-to-medium grained feldspathic body and is exposed for

a width of about 200 feet. :
The lower body is 10 feet thick and is separated from

the upper body by four to six feet of highly weathered and

contorted mica schist and gneiss that is migmatized locally.

Contacts are well-defined.





- Bt
e ’ i .

The mineralogy of both bodies .i's: about the same; they

are composed of plagioclase, orthoclase, some small quartz
lenses and small muscovite.

Recommendations: :
The Field Team recommends that the application be
denied because of the scarcity and stained quality of

muscovite in what appears to be a large fine-to-medium
grained feldspar deposit.

The Division of Nonmetallic Minerals concurs in the
recommendation.

The Commodity Specialists of the Bureau of Mines and
the Geological Survey also concur in the recommendation.

Division of Nonmetallic Minerals
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Mr. Hall J. Smith | J
th.' ﬁﬁl#, ﬂbrﬁh'elrciimﬁ~

Bet Docket No. DNEL-4532-Miea
Hadl J. Smith

Dear Mr. Suith:

Yowr application for aid for sm explaration project
and other reperis available to us in Hashingtos relating to the
subject property bave been reviaved,

Projects approved by the Defense m.mula Exploration
Muinistration must, in its Judgiest, show definite promiss of
yielding materials of scceptable grade in quantities that wild
significantly improvs the mineral supply poeitfion for the National
Defense Program.

' Careful study of all cur infermation imdicates to us
that the probabllity of disclosiung significant ressrves of mieca
is not gufficiently promising to justify Govermment participation.
Weo ragrot 1o advise you, under these circunstances, that your
&ppnumn for explorstion ausistance 1s denied.

"~ The compleints in your lstter of December 3, 1956, have
20V beens inveatigated and, im our opinion, no evidence of parti-
£lity has been found.

Sim:;;, yours,
| o /C) ™ -
\ ©. 0. Mirendary ( ‘%f/ /ﬂ

Aduiniatrator

Docket

Pield ?eam, Region V
Operating Committee
Mr. Kiilsgasrd, 5222
Mr. Dietrich, 3061

Mr. Houk C/

8623





. : ‘ IN'REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

m\/ WASHINGTON 25, D.C.
VN December 17, 1956
\ Re: DMEA 4532
Hall J, Smith

Doe Hill #3 Mine | 1o
Avery County, North Carolina
$5,109.00 - Mica
&
Memorandum
To: L. G, Houk, Defense Minerals Ixpleration Administration
From: N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geologicai Survey

Subject: Review of Field Team Report

The applicant requested assista‘nce‘ in exploring 2 pegmatites
by tunnelling and drifting.

The 2 flat lying pegmatites have been exposed by extensive

" bulldozing. One pegmatite which overlies the other is about 30 feet .
thick. The lower is about 10 feet thick and the parting is 4 to 6 feet
- thick. The pegmatites appear to join at one end, northwestern of the
cut. The pegmatites are exposed for 200 feet. Little muscovite in
place was seen in the large exposures and because of the scarcity and
poor quality the examiners recommend that the application be denied.

—=

I concur with the recommendation.

N. E. Nelson





UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
- BUREAU OF MINES ‘
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

v~

Memorandum

To: Nonmetallic Minerals Division
Defense Minerals Exploration Administrati

From:  W. F. Dietrich, Chief, Branch of Ceramic and FR&{Z]
Materials :

Subject: DMEA-4532 (mica)
Applicant: Hall J. Smith

Neme and Iocation of Property: Doe Hill Mine #3, Avery County, N. C.

Date of Field Team Report: 12/10/56

Date Rec'd. by Br. of Cersmic & Fertilizer Materials: 12/13/56

Field Team Recoirmendation': Recommend denial of application.

Commenfs -

1. Extensive bulldozing has exposed two flat-lying lenses
of pegmatite.

2. Very little muscovite was observed in place by the
field examiners.

3. The amount of mica observed is of poor quality.

Recommendation .

I concur with the recommendation of the field team that
the application be denied.

We F. Dietrich
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR -

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMlNISTRATlON/” -

ROAKsHINGFONOES, lﬁEcBLDG.\ . :>
KNOXVILLE 2, TENNESSEE ;-«;‘;«

December 14, 1956 ‘ N

4

v

Memorandum - _ ’ Q\ﬁi;i
To: Operating Commlttee, DMEA -~ washmngton, D. C.
From: DMEA Field Team, Region V - Knoxville, Tennessee

Subject: DMEA-A532 (mlca) Hall J. Smlth Ingalls, N.C. Doe Hill Mine No.3,
Avery County, N.C. S

Reference is made to yéﬁr letter of December 11, requesting
comments on the allegation in the Applicant's letter of December 3.

The allegations are so ridiculous that it is difficult to comment
on them, but we will attempt to answer them by paragraphs of his letter.

1. His statement that the field men denied his '"loan" is incorrect.
The field men, both Bureau and Survey, are careful to advise applicants that
they only examine and report to Washington. However, it is only natural for
the applicant to ask what their recommendation will be, and it would be
difficult to avoid giving a direct answer. This is usually interpreted by the
Applicant as final actlon, in spite of anything we or the field men tell them
to the contrary

2, Mr. Smith repeats a common misunderstanding of many mica miners,
that as long as a prospect is on the same "lead" as other mines, it must be a
godd one. The field examinabtion report, which was sent to you on December 10,
gives the reasons why denial was recommended, and we think they are sound
reasons.,

3. We doubt if Mr. Smith has talked to 75% of the miners in
western North Carolina. Further, we doubt that more than 4 or 5% of them
would say that there is partiality. We recognize that many who have been
unsuccessful in getting approvals are disgruntled and that these persons may
feel that they have been treated unfairly, but it is our observation that they
represent only a small minority. Those who have already spent a considerable
sum before applying are especlally likely to be disgruntled if their application
is denied.





L Qg

DMEA-4532~ Operating Committee - page 2

4o As Mr. Mittendorf stated in his reply to Mr. Hall, the statement
that John Phillips and associates ™can get loans at any time. or placeﬂ is
obviously untrue. A quick check of our records (not confirmed for complete
accuracy) shows that at least 50 applications of the Phillips group have
been denied. According to Mr. Houk, approvals for the Phllllps group have
been only about 10% higher than the over-all _average of approvals. That -
obviously negates the charge of partlality. It is natural that an active,
well-informed group employing competent miners will submit applications on
better prospects than the over-all average. Further, our records indicate
that the Smlthcgroup'has had four contracts approved out of five applications
submitted-a much higher percentage than the Phillips group.

5, There may well be others besides Mr. Smith who want to make
the same complaint. We have no information on this.

- 6. It is true that the Phillips group has had more contracts than
any other single group, as they have also filed more applications than any
other group. But they have not "“gotten more loans than the whole western
North Carolina district" as their total is less than 70 whereas 226 contracts
have been approved for North Carolina thru October 1956 and most of these are
in western North Carolina.

7. We agree with the field examiners on this point. Mr. Smith is
entitled to his opinion and, of course, he may be right. We can only go by
the geologic evidence as we see it and interpret it. We are always willing -
to have another look, if additional work by the Applicant discloses new

Robert A. Laurence
Executive Officer, DMEA
‘Field Team, Region V

Ve Jo Lynch, Member
Bureau of Mines





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

ROGWASHINGIDIORS| CE BLDG., )ei

KNOXVILLE 2, TENNESSEE
December 10, 1956

Memorandum
To: Operating Committee, DMEA - Washington
From: DMEA Field Team, Regiéh V - Knoxville, Tennessee

Subject: Examination Report - DMEA-4532, Doe Hill No.3 Mine- Mica
Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, N.C. . Avery County, N.C.

Transmitted are fouf copies of the subject examination report.
The Field Team concurs with the Examiners:due to the scarcity

and poor quélitf of the observed muscovite.

‘Robert A. Laurence
Executive Officer, DMEA
Field Team, Region V

V. J. lgnch;, er
Field Team, Bureau of Mines

Reviewed by
DMEA OPERATING COMMIITEY

/12-74-S¢C

(esta),

—





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT . OF .THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

FIELD EXAMINATION REPORT, REGION V

On

-

DMEA-4532, DOE HILL NO.3 MINE
o (mica). ... ,
Avery.County, N. C.

By
A. R. Taylor and S. C. Bergman, Geologists
U..S. Geological Survey
and

L. E. Shirley, Mining Engineer
H. S. Bureau of Mines

November 28, 1956

Denial

0P
DT /j]

e

s





FIELD EXAMINATION REPORT 3 PRt
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/\ ,;:70 D
DMEA-4532-Mica, DOE HILL No. 3 MINE, Avery County,SW3C. = s/J(Q
Ny

/ y A\l
P

Applicant: Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, ‘North Carolina
A | Summary ¥~
Two relatively barren, flat lying lenses of.feldspathic fine to medium
grained pegmatites have been exposed by extensive bulldozing. A fez:pieces of
green, flat, stained mica were observed in muck. No further exploraion is
justified, therefore it is recommended that the application be denied.

sy,

Introduction

Location

The Doe Hill No.3 is approximately 300 feet southeast of, and at the same
general elevation as the Doe Hill Mine (DMEA-3942) on Three Mile.Creek, and 1.1
airline miles N57°W from the bench mark on the érestvof Doe Hill Mountain.
It is 1.4 alrllne mlles S 693° W from the crest of Three Knobs. (NW 1/9, -
Linville Falls. Quad. N.C. YVA., 1/24,000). ‘
Examination )

The mine was examiﬁed November 28, 1956, in the company of Mr. HallJ. Smith.

One hour was spent on the examination. No facilities exist at the site. Water
and electricity are nearby.

Geology
' trench
A large, wide, excavated area has exposed pegmatite. One/trends N 300 W
is 100 feet long, 10 to 15 feet widgy and a maximum of 4O febt deep below the

original surface, The cut bottoms in the lowermost of two lenses.





' ‘

Pegmatité and Country Rock

Two relatively bafren, flatélying pegmatite lenses appear to join at the -
northwéstern end of the deep cut. The topmost- pegmatite (overlying the thinner
body) is about 30 feet thick, a‘finé-to-medium grained, feidspathic body and is
expoéed for a wid%th of about 200 feet.

The lower body is 10 feet (#)& thick and is separated from the upper body,
(as seén in the léwest cut) by 4 to 6 feet of highly weathered and highly con-
torted mica schist and gneiss that is migmatized locally. The contacts are well
defined. | |

The mineralogy of both bodies are about the same;‘they are composed of
plagioélase, orthoclase, some small quartz lenses, séricite, and small muscovite.
Muscovite

Very little muscovite was observed in place in these large feldspathic
bodies. A few pieces of muscovite 2 to 3 inches wide that is green, flat, and
stained occur associated with small masses of quartz in the lower part on the
northwest end of the.deep cut. The majority, however, is crystals up fo 1/4 inch

wide. Besides the biotite staining, some pattern color staining is noted.
Conclusions

It is. recommended that the application beldegged because of the scarcity

and stéinegsquality of muscovite in what appears to be a largéqgine-to-medium

grained feldspar deposit.

Examined: November 28, 1956

A. R. Taylor and S. C. Bergman, Geologists
U. S. Geological Survey

L. E. Shirley, Mining Engineer
- U. S. Bureau of dines
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' A. . o o - & Docket Copy .
- . L o ‘ : ' Surname :

° UNITED STATES gl
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERlOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 600

T e © DEC 111956
%r. Ball J. Smith R
Three Mile, ¥orth Garolina - -
'- _ . . ' Re: Bmht lh. m—4532-mca
 Hall J. Smith
~ Doe Hill Mine #3

SRS 1vary Gomty, Nerth Carolim. _
Dear lk-. Sniths I

: Reference 1s md.c to yonr lstter of Decembur 3, 1956, A
stating that DMEA field men, Region V, denied your loan, tha®

- you cannot understand why it wes denied, and intimating that the -
exanining engineers are shm:ing partiality to certain individuels.

Flease be advised that it is not vithin the dehgation
of authority of the field engineers to denmy applications for
‘exploration acsistance. The field engineers examine the property,
present the faets and make recommendations to Washington. The
applicatiom and their examination report ere amalysed and the
decision is wade by the DMEA in Mashington tc grant exploratiom
assistance or demy the request. The merit of the property is
the principel eriterion ir determining whether Govermaent assistance
is warranted. Since the report of examinatios has mot been received, -
ve are not in a positiom to advise you of our decision. When the
raport is received y(;u will be advised acoordingly. o

Your underatandm that John Phill&ps, Sam Phillips,
!. 0. Phillips, Frank Phillips, Ramey Beam, Sam Thompson, and
8. L. Prillips *cam get loans (exploration assistence) at any
- time or amy place* is inacourate. The records show their reguesis
for exploration assistance have been denied on mmerouns cccasions.

Your implication that partiality is being shown in
- granting exploration assistanee in North Caroliases does not appear
to be Justified. We have full confidence im the fairness and
ability of cur field men. However, since you have made a serious
¢harge against them, we will make an investigatiom of your emphin&.
On eompletion of thc imstigatiw we will write to you tgai.n.

) - _ Simcr‘ly ymzra,
| LGHouk:gad 12/6/56 o o
Copy to: gz:mlx;etR. Fl;l.e I 6.0 Mittenam'f , TR
C. 5
Field Team, Reg. V - Mniltnw

‘Mr. Kiilsgaard, 5222
Mr. Dietrich, 3061 :

Mr. Houk R [ N
Operating Committee - =~~~ -~~~ . L ‘
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Weber, e»wm My .

o , ‘Docket Copy

‘ T S ‘ . Surname:
B UNITED STATES B 1
" DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION »
WASHINGTON 25 D C o m T

» DEC111956 =

k.lobuﬂk. hm ' '

- Exeeutive a!ﬁmr,m ,

Tiold Teas, Regloa ¥~ ~ = -

S MB,MW&O&M .

g .‘-mmoz,tamm :

' m xmm xe. mﬁwﬁu oo
msmmlz -
MW},MW&E&

o mmammmuzamm«mms.
1956.&!:.&!&.&113. Mt&mmmntmnplgat

Plomlﬁuhm»mmﬂamwwm. _
. &mlym R
George C Selfrldgt- E
e mtmm owmin Mtwﬁ"i)
o ':FfaﬁkuD Lamg o "_;:jlgﬁl_yiéiy
 Newber, Buwrean Of!&ul ‘
‘lhor H. Knl@gaard .
)

*:_*Mumu S

LGHouk.gad 12/7/ 56 R
“Copy to: Admr. R. File o
¢ " - Docket i
i Operating Gommittee
. Mr. Kiilsgaard, 5222
S Mr. Dietrich, 3061
} _Mr. Houk E
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Ingalls, N. C.ﬁ
December 3, 1956

|

|

¢»”

|

’ ] . i [h; 3 M."'" ]

| / y
United States ) -
Deplartment Of The Interior %ﬁmﬁﬁb

Deflense Minerals Exploration Administration

Washington 25, D. C.

|
I
at Three Mile, North Carolina
On October 28, 1956 I filed my application for Exploration
Assistance on the Doe Hill Mine No. 3 On November 26 the Field- =
mkn from the Burgau of mines from Asheville, North Carolina
insnected my mine and denied me of my loam for reasons I do not '

Depr Sir:
In regard to the Loan I applied for on the Doe Hill Mine No. 3

——

This property of mine joins the Sam G. Smith property of

1

know.

Doe Hill No. 1 also Doe Hill No. 2 which the government is super-
I cannot understand why the loan was denied for all

vision.
@trveys show thest the Doe Hill No. 3 mine has the same lead of
mica of the other two mines have. During my bulldozzing from

It showed to be a good grade of clear

/this mine I got some mica.

/

}mica.
My understanding from seventy-five per-cent of the miners

|
of western North Carolina that there is partiaiity being used
from the Fieldmen from the bureau of mines at Asheville, N. C.

I
| My understanding that John Phillips, Sam Phillips, F. O.
Phillips, Frank Phillips, Ramey Beam, Sam Thompson, S. H., Phillips
all of the District edn get losns at any time or any place.
| » )
There have been several miners including myself that want
the office of the Exploration of Assistance also the Department

| of The ‘nterior DBefense Minerals of ﬁashingtom 25 D. C. to know
how they feel about the Field Directors of The Bureau of Mines

[
of Asheville, North Carolina.
I feel that the above men of this District have gotten more

loans than the whole Western WNorth Caroclina District.
3 mine does have all the indic-

!
I feel that the Toe Hill Vo.
ations and as pos ioly good a chence for a good mine as the Doe

f
Hill No. 1 are the Doe Hill No. 2
I hope this letter does not have any reflection on any one.

\ |
A :
z - —*j7§2é§52?%;§i’ : . EYOurs very truly,
i : R :
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might let the matter rest at that point.

4

»

file: DMEA-L4532

Excerpt from Mr. Mittendorf's diary, 12/5/56:

A Miss Mallinson, of Senator Jonas! office (N.C.) phoned in comnection
with Doe Hill Mine No, 3, docket L532.

In checking with Houk, I learned that we had just received a letter
from the applicant in which he had criticized the field team for partiality
in the treatment of applications. He said the field team had denied his

- application, which, of course, they did not do because we ourselves have

not yet received their recommendat:.ons. He also accused us of being partial
to Sam Phillips et al.- _

With this background in mind, I returned Miss Mallinson's calle I
found her a very understandable ard congenial person over the phone. She
had received a letter from the applicant, written the same day as ours;
however, it was cast in a somewhat different mamer. He griped because
the application had been denied and because we had shown partiality to
certain people, although he did not name them, I told her he gave us the
same criticism only that he named men that were shown favors. I repeated
those names, All the persons cited by the applicant were very good friends

of Congressman Jonas and his office personally wWished: to thank us for the
assistance we had given these people.

Miss Mallinson was relieved to find that we were presently engaged in
drafting a reply to the letter we received from him. She indicated that she
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Mr, Hall J. s$piee
Three Mile, W, C.

Uniteq States

Department Of The Intep:

efense Minera]s Explop
Washington, 25, b, ¢,

——t
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o N .‘5/56
Mr, Mittendorf: | - /7//5 /5

Miss Mallinson, Cong. Jonas (N.C.)office,

wants to be called re application of
Hall J. Smith, Spruce Pine, N oCo
DMEA-

Doe Hill Mine No, 3 °

. She read a long letter the gist of which
was that he knows it's a good mine, but it was
disapproved by the field men; that it is well
known that the field men use partiality,

He wants the Congressman to do something about
it.

(His father is Sam G. Smith who owns
Doe Hill No. 1 and Doe Hill No., 2 Mines.)

Mr., Houk has 'just drafted a reply to a
letter from applicant complaining about the

field tean,

T. 190, X2263
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: UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERlOR
- DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION .
' WASHINGTON 25 D.C. 600

!xmtivc orfiw, ma
" Meld Team, Region ¥ =
"~ Room 13, Post Offies Elds
Knoxville 2, hmam B

ziiov 301955

Re: Décket lm 9&&-&532-!&0&
Hall J. Smith .
, . .. Dos H111 Mine #3
L ’ cL Aury comty, llearth cmliu
'Doar xr. Zmrom: o :

,a tioid ’omimtion i you doem 1?; necessary. _
copin of memcrends dntod mm 7 apd 21, 1956, _by

' ?Im m.’mr the subjoet nppl:lntioa and u‘mngt faz'

¥c. N. B. Felsom, 2GS, and Nr. ¥. 7. mmm, pSE, mp-etmly. '

. rohting te m mjoet are cmlam '
. J s s ;

iy ﬁeorgé C %‘“ﬁf

;:, g

- cmimm, (mm.m cmztm ‘.

*"“ﬁu. ! L@Iﬂ@j
S (%
m, m of

Thor E. Knlsgsarif L |

| _unm, Mog_iul

| Mloams &

' JHopkins:gad’ 11/28/56 - SR
Copy to: Admr. R.. File S
' Docket ST -
.Operating Commi'l,tee Co
" - Mr, Kiilsgaard, 5222 :
Mr. Dietrich,. 3061
Mr. Houk

" Docket Copy -

‘ -',‘ :; S : ‘ o - Surname:






w UNITED STATES L
' DEPARTMENT OF ‘THE INTERIOR

.~ ‘DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION *
R WASHINGTON 25,D.C. ~ 600

. Fall 7. Sudth

three lilc, !oz'th G&rolm

A R neem: Eo. mw.ss;z-mcu

\ ' o : ‘ »1very ﬂmmty, larth carolina
E . n@” !h". mth’ . )

E ' Iom* applicaua f’w gs:istance in exploring the :
S subjoct property has been reviewed by the Nommetallic Mimerals
~ Division of the Defonse Mimerals Rxplarﬁim Administration and
" 'has been referrsd to Mr. Robert i. lauwrence, Executive Officer,
- DMEL Fisld Team, Regior V, Room 13, Post Office Building,
- Kaoxville 2, Tennesses, for further omid'ratim ani pmsibly
N ﬁold cnnimtian.

- . Tha Hagioml Gﬂice wz.ll contact y«m at an early date
o if an exsminatien is to be made. Amy sssistanmce you may giw

" the members of the !‘iold ‘!’m during the omimtim 1:111 he

_ :ppreeiatod. . . ,

Sineeroly yours , .

T -mznptrctew

_JHopklns.gad 11/28/ 56 )
Copy to: Admr. R. File o
. . . Docket . - - -
. Field Team, Region V
' 'Operating Committee -
- Mr. Kiilsgaard, 5222
S - Mre Dietrich, 3061
. Mr.Houko





UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

[I31]
November 21, 1956

Memorandlm%
To: . Nommetallic Minerals Division
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

From:  W. F. Dietrich, Chief, Branch of Ceramic and Fertilizer
Materials _ . , :

Subject: IMEA-4532 (mica)
Applicent: Hall J. Smith

Ngame and Location'of Proper'by; Doe H»i.J,l_Mine. #3 » Aye;fy _@@ty,wm, 'C,

Date Application Rec'd. by Br. of Ceramic & Fertilizer Materials: 11/5/56

Comments ¢

1. Applicaent states he has located a mica vein on his
property. ‘

2. Prosposed exploration is not explicit and the estimate
of expenditures. should be made on a ggit_—_co_st basis.

‘3. Although it would be desirable for the applicant to
furnish more complete information, it appears that a visit by an
examiner would furnish more useful data. , :

Recommendations N

" It is recommended that the field team visit this mine when’
in that vicinity to ascertain if an exploration project is justified.
If so, the field team and applicant should agree on a definite plan
of exploration on a unit-cost basis.

Tn P Gre e S

W. F. Dietrich





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY h[
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

<

- —‘lN:REP%:Y\R\EFER TO:

November 7, 1956

Re: DMEA 4532
Hall J. Smith
Doe Hill Mine #3
Avery Co., N. C,
$5,109.00 ~ Mica

Memorandum
Tos L. G. Houk, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From:  N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey

Subject: Review of application.

The applicant requests assistance in doing 75 feet of
tunnelling and 200 feet of drifting. Presumedly the work will
cross cut to and drift in a pegmatite, but such is not said.

Referral of the application to the Field Team is re-

commended.,
VA flgane L

for. N. E. Nelson





. UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
' Washington 25, D, C,

November 5, 1956

Mr, Hall J, Smith - Subject: DUEA-L532
Three lile, Re: Exploration Assistance

North Carolina Doe Hill iHine # 3
Dear Mr. Smith - |
A | Your application for exploration}assistance, dated
October 31, 1956 submitted taM;un office at Knoxville, ‘
has been assigned Docket NumberDMEA=4S32 and referred to the
Nonmetallic Minerals Division 4 ‘ in the Washington office.
. Kindly identify all future cgrrespondence_relating to your

application by this Docket Number.,

Sincerely yours,

Allen S, Dakan, Chief

Operations Control and

Statistics Division
Copy tos

Region V., Knoxville, Tennessee

Code 600

3571





N\

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR /.

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION v','

ROASHINSTON GFrREBLDG. |
KNOXVILLE 2, TENN,

Memorandum
To: Operating Committee, DMEA, Washington, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region V

Subject: Application from Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, N. C.
Doe Hill Mine No. 3, Avery County, North Carolina

Enclosed are three copies of the subject application,

received here today. We are keeping the fourth copy for our use;

Rober . auréﬁ55%164/\sztﬁh—‘—*L-_‘—

" Enclosures 3





proved
Bureau No. 42-R1085.2.

.UNITED STA'IQ DEPARTMENT OF THE
. DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINI

" APPLICATION FOR ‘AID IN AN ; ke

EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO B D& I

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE A ey i
PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED Eatimatea Cost g 5 7.5.2

.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applwant—(a,) State here your full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to contract, and your

mailing address: .........H a, ___l__sI.__-Smith,---l‘hrea-_Mile-,___N;___Q.

(b) If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, part ﬁni ai\} ! E(n Sthte

in which incorporated or otherwise organized.

(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. ‘ NOV 2 - 1956

(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partiners. L

_ . U. S. uwoionicui Survey

2. General—Read DMEA Order 1, “Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projec is applica
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), : address 0n$4
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for a :
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number.

Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officer thereof.

,” before

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 exploration, and excluding any land or interest in land which is

not to be included in the exploration project contract . BEGINNING _on a.7 inch walnut and runs_south
40._east 9l feet to.a 7. inch hickory; thence south 40 east 550 feet to_a stake
thence south 72 west 520 feet to a _stakes thence.-north__30._me§t___50_Q-_feet___:l;g
a.stake;. thence north. 62.--easil-.‘{-QQ_-ﬁeet--_'to-_BEfi.,---cobtaining_-S___agres. _________________
(b) State any mine name by which the property is known, Doe Hill Mine #3 -Toe River TWp. 9
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise __AYQII-_CQ,__NC__
Owner

(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.

(e) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it
None .

(f) If the land consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded
location notice.

4. Physical description.—(a) Describe in detail any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being
conducted upon the land, including existing mine workings and production facilities. State your:interest, if any, in such
operations. Also describe accessibility of mine workings for examination purposes. Have located mica vein-

(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. None

(c) 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 it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each
whether you require its return to you. eln

(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the pro%ect Access roads, distances to shipping, supply and residence
points. Easily accessible-7 miles east of Spruce Pine, NC

State th ilabilit;
() Sl R SOWer " R LB R4 H R FLS A BT &N ET1 available,





5. The exploration pro,n.—(a) State the mineral or minerals for whi,you wish to explore .
Clear Mica ..

(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed)
of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed exploration work as related to such features as contacts,

veins, ore-bearing beds, ete. 75 ft. tunnelling-200 feet of drifting '

(¢) The work will start within _30_ ..... days and be completed within _.___ ,:l- ... months from the date of an exploration
project contract. .

(d) State the operating experience and background of the applicant with relation to the ability to carry out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will supervise the operations. Several years

6. Estimate of costs.—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:

(¢) Independent contracts.—(Note.—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
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in
terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard
of material moved, etc.). See attached sheet for cost estimates.

(b) Labor, supervision, consultants.—Include an itemized schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees
" for necessary labor, supervision and engineering and geol{()glcal consultants; N

(¢) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish an 1tem1zed list, including items of equlpment costing less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuek== :

(d) Operatmg equzp(nentﬁvlFurmsh an itemized list of any operating equipment to be rented, purchased, or which is owned
and w111 be furmshed by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present
value, as the case maybe. ¢ v

(e) Rehabzl’atatum and repairs.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs
of existing . bulldmgs, installations, fixtures, and movable operating equipment, now owned by the Operator and which will be
devoted to the exploration project.

(f) New buildings, improvements, installations.—Furnish a detailed 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) Misceltandous —Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not
including initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operator’s equipment), 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.

NoTte.—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.
. 7. (¢) Are you prepared to furnish your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on
Government partlclpanon (Sec. 7, DMEA "No. 1)?

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

o E Money . "Use of equipment owned byl'you D Other

Ex%)la,m in detail on acompanying paper.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, whether as an individual, 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 accompanymg papers is correct and complete, to the best
of his knowledge and belief.

Dated Qctober 31 195 6

(Appllcant)

By

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 Unlled States as to uny matter within its jurisdiction.

- - . .- . - -

. “Us 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 16—686651-1 5 .

<)
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COST ESTIMATES

Rent on ¢ompressor-4+ mos. @ $125

Drill, steel, jack

Dump ear

Piping fixtures

Tracking

3 laberers -$1 per hr, 40 hrs week for 16 weeks

Tool House

Cap House

Dynamite House

Gasoline & 0il
pairs

Explosives

Contingencies

Bull Dozing

$5709.00 g&/
TOTAL ’

7/0 y ﬂe_//"y’ 7
»vo! Dra/ff""?
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U. §. Government Messenger Envelope @i o

Standard Form No. 65 (Rev. 1/46)

NAME OR TITLE OF PERSON, DEPARTMENT, ADDRESS, AND ROOM

3. Write clearly.

NAME OR TITLE OF PERSON, DEPARTMENT, ADDRESS, AND ROC

RUN RUN
STOP ‘ ST;;
RUN nuuj
STOP STOP
RUN RUN I
STOP s—m:
RUN RUN
STOP . ;;
RUN ‘ nuud
STOP —sr—n:
RUN mm-J

| sTop —;u;
RUN nou
STOP . _S_T-;
RUN o RURN l
STOP st
RUN RUN |
STOP 31;
RUN ) mmg
‘ STOP . sms;
\ - . -

Send surplus envelopes io
supply room for reissue.

Use other side

Bse RUN and STOP only when messenger service befween Government buildings in Washington is required.
Your mail room fias RUN and STOP information.





		00000001

		00000002

		00000003

		00000004

		00000005

		00000006

		00000007

		00000008

		00000009

		00000010

		00000011

		00000012

		00000013

		00000014

		00000015

		00000016

		00000017

		00000018

		00000019

		00000020

		00000021

		00000022

		00000023

		00000024

		00000025

		00000026

		00000027

		00000028

		00000029

		00000030

		00000031

		00000032



