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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 	 600 


January 7, 1957 
Memorandum 


To:	 Administrator 


From:	 L. G. Houk, Chief, Division of Nonmetallic Minerals 


Subject: Denial of application for exploration assistance and 
a summary report. 


By: 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: 
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 peginatitss 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 u to 1/4 inches wide. Besides biotite staining 
some pattern color staining was noted.	 - - 


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 migmnatized locally. 
Contacts are well-defined.







I	 . 


The mineralogy of both bodies is 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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Re: 


flMU J. ith 


Three 4Ua, rth Caroliee 


'Dear *. Smith: 


P TT1


tMF1A-Form 7	 0	 . 
(12-6)


OFFICIAL FILE COPY 


cw pp1icmtto far aid far an .lartion. .prj.t 
and other reports available to us i Waskingto* relatüg to the 
s*bjeat prop.rt have been reisd. 


Procts approved ' the Dc tens. 1LnsrAls xp1c ration 
4ainistration suet, in its jndajant, ahoy dafinits çrceis. of 


ytelding anterials of acceptable grade in quantities that will 
significantly 1*ovs the aineral supp position for the ticna1 
Defe*se Progra. 


Careiul atudyr of all o iofortion. i*dieates to iza 
that the obability of dieclodug signifteant reserve, of sic. 
is not snfticient3 proateing to Iuettf) Gavernt participation. 
Vs regret to advise jnu, undar tss. circunstasees, that our 
applieal4oa far exploration eadetanca Is denied. 


The ccL*thts in sour letter of Decembe ?, 1956, have 
now been investigated and, in our e4nio*, no evidence of parti-
attt7 has bean tod


$incerely 


Jliopkiue zgad 2/2/57 
Co to: Adar. R. File 


Docket - 
Field Tesa, Region V 
Operating Cceamittee 
)!, 'Kiilsgaard, 5222 
W. Dietrich, 3061 
W. HoUk


)


8623 
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December 17, 1956 
Re: DME 4532 


Hall J. Smith	 /--
Doe Hill #3 Mine 
Avery County, North Carolina 
45,l09.0O Mica 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25. D.C.


Meinoraium 


To:	 L. G. Houk, Defense Minerals Focploration Administration 


From:	 N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of Field Team Report 


The applicant requested assistance in exploring 2 pegrnatites 
by tunnelling and drifting. 


The 2 flat lying pegmatites have been exposed by extensive 
bulldozing. Gte 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 pegxnatite.s 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 deni.ed. 


I concur with the recommendation. 


N. E. Nelson
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


'$ior;h3	 BUREAU OF MINES 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


December 


f ?' Memorandum


Nonmetallic Minerals Division	 6' / 
•	 Defense Minerals Exploration Adxninistratio 


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


Subject: 1EA-J#532 (mica) 


pp1icant: Hall J. nith 


Name and. Location of Property: Doe Hill Mine #3, Avery County, N. C. 


Date of Field. Team Report: 12/10/56	 * 


te Re&d. by Br. of ceramic & Fertilizer Materials: 12/13/56 


Field. Team Recommendation: Recommend denial of application. 


Comments:


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


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.


W. F. Dietrich
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


• DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIQ4 


KNOXVILLE 2, TENNESSEE 7-


Deceniber 14, 1956	 '. i 


V	 •• Memorandum	 7 


To:	 Operating Committee, DMEA - Washihngton, D. C. 


From:	 DMEA Field Team, Region V - Knoxville, Tennessee 


Subject: DMEA-4532 (mica) Hall J1 Smith, Ingalls, N.C. Doe Hill Mine No.3, 
Avery County, N.C. 


Reference is made to your letter of December II, 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 themn 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 appli.nt 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 action, 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 àame "lead" as other mines, it must be a 
godd one. The field examination 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 or5% 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 'nay 
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 especially. likely to be disgruntled if their application 
is denied.







.	 . 


DNEA-4532- Operating Committee - page 2 


4. As Mr. Mittendorf stated in his reply to Mr. Hail, the statement 
that John Phillips and associates "can get loans at any time, or placer 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. H&ik, approals for the, Phillipsgroup have 
been oi.y about 10% higher than. the over-all average of approvals. That 
obviously negates the charge of partiality. It is natural that an active, 
well-informed group employing competent miners will submit applications on 
better prospects than the over-aU average. Further, our records indicate 
that the Smithgrouphas had for,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 
evidence.


Robert A. Laurence 
ExecutiveOfficer, DNEA 
Field Team, Region V. 


V. J. Lynch, Member 
Bureau. of Mines







UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


h 3 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION ts. e 
ROWASIIINcDIcLDGQ 


KNOXVILLE 2, TENNESSEE 


December 10, 1956


Memorandum 


To:	 Operating Committee, DI€A - Washington 


From:	 DA Field Team, Region V - Knoxville, Tennessee 


Subject: Examination Report - II)MEA-4532, Jibe Hill No.3 Mine- Mica 
Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, N.C. Avery County, N.C. 


Transmitted are four copies of the subject examination report. 


The Field Team concurs with the Examinersdue to the scarcity 


and. poor quality of the observed muscovite. 


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


V. 
Field Team, Bureau of Mines 


z


Review@d by 
OPEEAI CONilXTT 


/ 
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UNITED STATES	


< 


DEPARTNT. OF THE INTERIOR


7T 


DEFENSE MINERAlS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


FIELD EXA1'1INATION REPORT, REGION V 


On 


DMFA-4532 DOE HILL NO.3 NINE 
(mica).. 


AveryCounty, N. C. 


By 


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


and 


L • E. Shirley, Mining Engineer 	 \ 
U. S.Bureau of Mines


ii -?---
November 2, 1956 


Denial


4.







FIELD EXAMINATION REPORT

On.. 


DMEA-4532-Mica, DOE HILL No. 3 NINE, A 


Applicant: Hall J. Smith, Three Mile, North Carolina 


.


/	 '	 : 


ii
)	 'T'	 , 


\ ij 


CountyNQ. 


,,	 I -


Summary 


Two relatively barren, flat lying lenses of feldspathic fine to medium 


grained pegniatites have been exposed by extensive bulldozing. A few pieces of 


green, flat, stained mica were observed in muck. No further exploraion is 


justified, therefore it is recommended that the application be denked. 


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 N 57° W from the bench mark on the crest of Doe Hill Mountain. 


It is 1.4 airline miles S 69° W from the crest of Three Knobs. (NW 1/9, - 


Linville Falls. Quad. N.C. YVA., 1/24,000). 	 - 


The mine was examined November 2, 1956, in the company of Mr. HaUJ. 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 wid and a maximum of 40 feet deep below the 


original surfaced The cut bottoms in the lowermost of two lenses. 







p	
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Pegmatite and Country Rock 


Two relatively barren, flat-lying pegrnat±te lenses appear to join at the 


northwestern end of the deep cut.. The topmost pegmatite (overlying the thinner 


body) 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, 


(as seen in the lowest 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 



plagioclase, orthoclase, some small quartz lenses, sthricite, 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 to 1/4 inch 


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


Conc1usons 


It is. recommended 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 fe1dspa deposit. 


Examined: November 2. l956


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


L. E. Shirley, Mining Engineer 


U. S. Bureau of Mines
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Docket bpy 


Surname: 
a 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON25D.C.


•	 U. #àLL 


Doe 11111 MIne *3 
Avery Goimty, Ncttb Carolina 


Dear	 Smith: 


Beferones is iiade to yoni' latter of £)eceiiber 3, 1956, 
stating that D)A t1e14 sen, aegion IT, denied your loan, that 
you cannot ni rtazi1 vby it was denied, and intimating thab the 


•	 :	 era4xing engiueer8 are snowing partiality, to certain individuals. 


i. lease be advisod that it is not ir4thin the delegation 
of authority of tb field engineer to deny applioatious for 
xploration a a1tnce. he fi24 engineers exaiis th. property, 


present the faet and sake recoaendatiom' to Washington. The' 
applicatio* awi their examination report are nelysad and the 


•	 doision is raadc by the DHE& In WashIngton t p grant' exploration. 
•	 assistance or deny the request. The aerit of the property is •	 •	 • the principal criterion in deternining :wh7 Governant assiatance 


is warranted. inc. th. report of sxaivati* has not been recei,egi, 
•	 • we are not in a position to advise you of our decision. When the 


report is received you will be advisod accordingly.	 • 


!our understanding that John Phillips, San Phillips, 
F. 0. Phillips, Frank Phillips, Eaie 33ean, Sa Thonpeon, aid 


• •	 •	 • S. L. Phillips "can got loans (exploration assistance) at aáy 


	


•	 • tine or any place" is inaccurate. !he r.ccrda show their reqnests 
for explorato* assistance have been denied ' on nierousoocasions. 


Your inplication that partiality is being shown in 
granting exploration assistance in North Carolina does not appear •	 to be justified. We, have full confidence ii the• fairness aid 
ability of onr field non. However, since you have nods a serious 
charge against then, we vii). noke an inYeatigation of yc*ar ecaxplaint. 
On eo.pl.tion of the investigation ii will write to you again. 


Sincerely yours, 
•	 '	 LGHouk:gad 12/6/56	 •	 '	 •	 •	 '	 ' •P 	 '	 ' '	 ' 


Copy to. Adnir R. File 
•	 Docket	 '	 •	 •	 • 


Field Team, Reg. V • $*tnistratc"	 • •	 • 


	


• • 'Mr. Kiilsgaard, 5222 	 •	 ' •	 '	 '•	 • 
Mr. Dletrich, 3061 '. 	 •	 '	 '	 •

Mr Houk 
Operating Committee
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Ingalls, L C. 
December 3, 1956 


/	 / 
Unied States 
Dep/artment Of The InterioT 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Wahington 25, D. C. 


De.r Sir: 


I In regard to the Loan I applied for on the Doe Hill Mine No. 3 
a Three Mile, North Carolina 


On October 28, l9S6 I filed my application for Exploration 
Assistance on the Doe Hill Mine No, 3 On November 28 the Field-
mn from the Bu±au, of mines from Ashevill, North Carolina 


1s y )ected my mine and denied me of my loan for reasons I do not 
n ow. 


I	 This property of mine joins the Sam G. Smith property of 
oe Hill No. 1 also Doe Hill No. 2 which the government is super-


vision. I cannot understand why the loan was denied for all 
sLrveys show that the Doe Hill No. 3 mine has the same lead of 
mica of the other two mines have. During my bulidozzing from 
this mine I got some ñaica. It showed to be a good grade of clear 
mica.


My understanding from seventy-five per-cent of the miners 
of iestern North Carolina that there is partiality being used 
from the Fieldmen from the bureau of mines at Asheville, N. C. 


I	 Mt understanding that John Phillips, SamPhillips, F. 0. 
I Phillips, Frank Phillips, Ramey seam, Sam Thompson, S. L. Phillip 


/ 


all of the District an get loans at an* 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 1nterior Defense Minerals of ashirigton 2 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 North Carolina District. 


I feel that the oe Hill No. 3 mine does have all the indic-
ations and aspos.iOly good a chance for a good mine as the Doe 
Hill No. 1 are the Doe hill L'Io. 2 


/	
I hope this letter does not have any reflection on any one, 


1	
very truly,
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file: DMEA-L532 


Excerpt from Mr. Nittendorf's diary, l2//S6: 


A Miss Mallinsón, of Senator Jonas' office (N.C.) phoned in connection 
with Doe Hill Mine No. 3, docket 1i532. 


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 recommendations. He also accused us of being partial 
to Sam Phillips et al. 


With this background in mind, I returned Miss Mallinson 's call. I 
found her a very understandable and 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 manner. He griped because 
the application had been denied and because we had shown partiality to 
certain people, althou 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. AU the persons cited by the applicant were very good friends 
of Congressman Jonas and his office personally wishéd: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 
might let the matter rest at that point.
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Three Mile, N 0 C0


-	 ,	 -	 --	 -----=-


/'-i ' '	 /	
/	 •uIIuII!I 


United States 
Department Of Th Defense TtIj7 era3 Az 1 ashington 25, D0	 oration Adnunistration







. 
Mr. Mittendorf: 


Miss Mallinson, Cong. Jonas (N.C.)off ice, 


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


T. 190, X2263
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


•	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 •, 


WASHINGTON 25 D C	 600 


NV 30195b 


Thre	 liii., %oTth Caroltaa
is	 Doek.t No.	 t4532tca 


flail J. Bith 
Do.JiU!Ø3 
ber County, Jortb Carolina 


Dear	 '. Stth: 


Tour applicatiot fc assistanee in exploring the 
subject property has been rsviwsd. b7 the Jota1lie )iin.ra].s 
Divtsion of the Detoi*	 ia.ra1s xp1oraticn £4*1nistiatio* a*1 
has been r.terr.d to *. flobsrt 4. aur.ne,, Zzecutiv Off i*r, 
D)L Pi1d	 ogioa V,	 ooz 13, Poet Office 1ui1ig, 
noxvtUe 2, Tenáee,' for further coid.Ifatioft. *	 pouibly 


& fi.id erniftjo. 


The Igiona1 Office viii contact	 at ** ear1 date 
t an eminatt.* is to be zde.	 £y aesigt*no. 70* ij 'iv. 


the iaa*beis of the lield 1'Ma	 ring tbe wnate* tU be 
appreciatod.


Sincerely	 øur, 


0	 (i	 ) 


i t	 *iriistratci 


.JHopkins gad 11/28/56 
Copy to.	 Admr. R. File 


Docket 
Field Team, Region V 
Operating Committee 
Mr	 Klilsgaard, 5222 
Mr	 Dietrich, 3061 
Mr • Houk
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES	 \-


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 	
9 


November 21, 1956 


MenlorandumV' 


To:	 Nonmetallic Minerals 'DivIsion 
Defense Minerals cp1oration Administration 


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


Subject: ]XEA- 1i532 (mica) 


pp1icant: Hall J. nith 


Name and. Location of Property: Doe Hill Mine #3, Avery County, N. C. 


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


Comments:


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


2. ProsposOd expiOratloü is not O±pliàtt and the estimate 
of expenditures should be made on a unit-cost basis. 


3. AlthOugh i t wOuld be dOsi±'ábIO 'for' the ápIIcánt to 
furnish more complOtO infOrmatiOn, it appears that a visit by an 
examiner uld furnish more useful data. 


Recommendation: 


It is recommended, that the 'field team isItthi mliiewhOn 
in that vicinity to ascertaIn if an è plo±'atIO±i rOjOct is. juétifiéd. 
If so, the field team 'and. 'áppl'icánt should agree on a definite plan 
of exploration on a unit-cost basis. 


W. F. Dietrich
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25, D.C.


--INREPL-YREFER TO: 
Ir) 


\	 -	 t\ 


'(	 TI 


November 7, 1956 


- -	 * I '	 ,',--. 
r; JJ1'lJIAt 473 


Hal]. J. Smith 
Doe Hill Mine #3

Avery Co., N. C.

5,1O9.00 - Mica 


Memorandum 


To:	 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,


1T fr N. E. Nelson







UNITED STATES 
DEPARTHENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Defense Minerals Exploration AdministratiOn

Washington 2, D. C. 


November , l96 


Mr. Hall J. Smith'	 Subject: DLEA4532 
Three Mile,	 Re: Exploration Assistance 
North Carolina	 Doe Hill Mine # 3 


Dear Mr. Smith 


Your application' for exploration assistance, dated 


October 31, 196	 submitted to our office at Knoxville, 


•	 has been assigned Docket NumberDMEA4S32 and referred to the 


NonmetallIc Minerals Division	 In the Washington office. 


Kindly identify all future correspondence relating to your 


application by this Docket Number. 


•	 Sincerely yours, 


Allen S Dakan, Chief 
Operations Control and 
Statistics DivisiOn 


Copy to: 


Region V. Knoxville, Tennessee 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 1 2 


F33LDG. 
OXVILL! 2, TEO	 \


Némoranduxa 


To:	 Operating Committee, DMEA, Washington, D. C, 


From:	 Executive Officer, Th€A. Field Team, Region V 


Subject: Application from Hall J, Smith, Three Nile, 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. 


Enclosures 3
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UNITED STA DEPARTMENT OF THE 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINI 


-I


42-R1035.2. 


ATI


; 


• APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN
	 Not te fiI inplicant 


EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE 



PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED 


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


mailing address ----------


in which incorporated or otherwise organized.	 I 
(c) 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 par4ners. 


I	 S.	 Sure 


2. General.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projeci," before 	 •s applica on. 
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), nnax a dress on ch 
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form fora1rTe -ed 
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 
A dministration, 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 exploration, and excluding any land or interest in land which is 
not to be included in the exploration project contract 	 &1 IflCh. w1nUt arid------south 


______________ 
(b) State any mine name by which. the property is known. Doe Hill Mine #3 -Toe River Twp 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise AYeCCNC. 


-----------------------------------------üwrier 
(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 
•--------------------------------------------------


(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 descriptin.—(a) Describe in detail any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being 
conducted upon the land, includfng existing mine workings and production facilities. State your S 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, etc.), 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. 	 Vein 


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


(e) State the availability of mannawe. materials s1pDlies, eauipment water an&powe	 16-66551-1 Manpower, materiaLs, supiies ana euient au available. 


Metal oiMii 1..	 -.-
Date Received ------
Estimated Cost 
Participation (Government %) -:------------------







5. Tke exploration pro).. .—(a) State the mineral or minerals for whi you wish to explore ----------------------------------
--------------------------------------1ria------------------------------------------------------------------------


(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, etc. 75 ft. tunnelling-200 feet of drifting. 


(c) The work will start within .3Q------days and be completed within ------ 	 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: 


(a) 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 materialmoved,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 anc geolgiaal consultants. 	 - - 


(c) Operating 'materials and supplies.—Furnish an itemized list, includiuig items of equipment costing less than $50 each, 
and power, water andfuel 


(d) Operatvzg equpçinentFurnish an itemized list of any operating equipment to be rented, purchased, or which is owned 
and will b,e? furnished by tle Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use allowance based on present 
value, a the case ma lie. 


(e) Rehabilitation and repairs.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs 
of existing biildings 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. 


(g) Miscéltanéous.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not 
including initial rëhábilitation or repairs of the Operator's equipment), analytical work, accounting, workmen's compensation 
and employers' liability insurance, and payroll taxes. 


(h) 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. 


7. (a) Are you prepared to furnish your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on 
Gdvernment participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)?	 0 


* (b') HOW do you propose to furnish your share of the costs? 	 - 


	


' O 	 ' 


Moiiey	 Use o equipment owned by you	 LI Other 


' Exlin in detail on acompanying paper.


CERTI FICATION 
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 accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 


Dated ------------------Qto)er3i---------------------------, 195	 6 


	


-.	 -	
B	 -: 


Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes ita criminal offense to make a willfully 'false statement or.representalion to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to ar?y matter within its jurisdiction. 


- -	
-	 U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE	 16-66551-i







• 


COST ESTIMA.TES 


Rent on compressor ...1 - mos. @ $125 
DriU,steel, jack 
Dump car	 100. 
Piping fixtures	 7.00 Tracking	 100.00 
3 laborers -$1 per hr. f0 hrs week for 16 weeks	 1920.00 
Tool House	 75.00 Cap House	 15.00 
Dynamite House	 2'i-.CO 
Gasoline & 011	 500.00 Repairs	 200.00 
Explosives	 oo.00 
Contingencies	 300.00 
Bull Dozing	 200.00 


$5109.00 - 
TOTAL 
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U. S. Goverunient Mesnger Envelope	
lSse blocks consecutively, one at 


Standard Form No. 65 (Rev. 1/46)	 3. Write clearly. 


NAME OR TITLE OF PERSON, DEPARTMENT, ADDRESS, AN!) ROOM	 NAME OR TITLE OF PERSON, DEPARTMENT, ADDRESS, AND flOG 


	


RUN	 RUN 


	


STOP	 __________	 STOP 


	


_________________________________ :::	 ________________________________ :: 


	


RUN	 RUN - 


	


STOP	 -	 STOP 


	


RUN	 RUN 


44'	 __ _____QL	 __ 


___________________	 RUN	 RUN 


________________________ ____________________ STOP 


	


4*^ P7'< 
R!	 - 


L'( L4'2cE.	 STOP	 1.OP 


____	 RUN	 RUN 


	


STOP	 STOP 
------w- - ----___ 


	


RUN	 RUN 


	


STOP	 STOP 


	


RUN	 RUN 


	


STOP	 I	 I STOP 


	


RUN	 PUN 


	


.- STOP	 STOP 


Send surplus enveopes o	 Use other side 
supply room for reissue, 


Use RUN and STOP only when messenger service between Government buildings in Washington is requireti. 

Your mail room has RUN and STOP information. 
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