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Mr. W. S. Gouge, Sr. 


Charleston, West Virginia.	
Re: Docket No. DMlA"4553..1 


W. {.• Gouge,, 3r..	 -- 
014 Ice Mica Mine  
Mitchell County, North Caroli 


Dear , Mr * ug:	 ..	 S 	 S 	


- 	 __ 


tour application for aid for an exploration project 
*. other reports available to us in Washington relating to the 


subject property . , have been reviewed. 


Projects approved by the )efenae Minerals exploration 
Administration must, in its Jxigznent, shoiJ definite promise of 
yielding materials of acceptable grade in quantities that will-
significantly improve the mineral supp]y position for the National 
Defense Program,	 S 


S	 Careful study of all our information .indicates to us 
that the probability of disclosing significant reserves of mica 
is not sufficiently . promising to justify Goverment participation. 
We regret to advise you, uner these circumstances, that your 
application for exploration asaiEtance is denied. 


We, wish, to thank you for your interest in the Defense 
Minerals ?rogra* and for bringing your property to our attertion. 


Sincerely yours 
S 	


itt 


Administrator 


WCAnderson:gad 2/7/57 
Copy to: Adinr. R. File 


• Operating Committee 
Field Team, Region V 
Mr. Kiilsgaard, 5222 
Mr. Dietrich, 3061 
Mr. Houk


8623 







UNITED STATES'

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	 600 


Memorandum	 , February 14, 1957 


To:	 Mr. C. 0. Mittendorf, Administrator' 


From:	 lawrence G. Houk, Chief, Nonmetallic Minerals Division 


Subject: Evaluation of Application and Field Examination Report 
Docket No. D4EA-4553-Mica 
W. G. Gouge, Sr. 
Old Luke Mica Mine 
Mitchell County, North Carolina 


Denial of application is recommended. 


Mica: , Very sparse occurrence of scrap mica, greenish-brown, 
flat, predominant] mineral stained, and one by two 
inches and smaller in size. 


Pegmatite: 'Fragmentary exposures over a distance of 150 feet. No 
contacts exposed, therefore, thickness not known. Con-
slats of a xnixure of perthite, occasslonal oligoclase 
and quartz, and rare small muscovite. 


Old workings: A cut 70 feet by 30 feet. 


Past production: None. 


Method of exploring: Applicant proposed to sink 80 feet of shaft 
'and drive 150 feet of drifts. 


Amount requested: $6017.20. 


Recommendation: Since the two limited exposures show little potential 
for production of strategic mica and only a few scraps of 
very small and stained mica were observed and in addition 
a serious water problem exists, the Field Team recommends 
denial. The Nonmetallic Minerals Division and the commodity 
members of the Bureau of Mines and the Geological Survey 
concur.


Walter C. Anderson 
Nonmetallic Minerals Division
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


February 12, 1957 


Memorandum 


To:	 Nonmetallic Minerals Division 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


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


Subject: IEA-4553 (mica) 


Applicant: W. G. Gouge, Sr. 


Name and Location of Property: Old. Luke Mica Mine, Mitchell County, 
North Carolina 


Pate of Field. Team Report: 2/1/57 


Date Rec'd.. by Br. of Ceramic -& Fertilizer Materials: 2/7/57 


Field. Team Recommendation:- Recommend that the application be denied. 


Comments:


1. Two old cuts, one 70 by.30 feet and one 35 feet long, 
expose only fragmentary portions of pegmatite. 


2. A third bulldozer cut made by the applicant revealed 
no more promising exposures. 


3. Geological factors show that this deposit is unlikely 
to produce any sizable quantities of strategic mica. 


Recommendation: 


I concur with the recommendation of 
the application be denied.


1957 


W. F. Dietrich 1A =I ! '	 101 A 0







Memorandum 


-	 To: 


From:


I. 
UNITED STATES 


RE INTERIOR 
URVEY 
5. D. C.


DEPARIIMENT -OF_Il 
©CIAL	 LYAL 


NSHlNGT0N: 


RICEIVEDFEB .11 1957 
DATE	 INITIALS [OD 


J.	 1


IN REPLY REFER TO: 


February 7, 1957 


Re: DI1EA 4553 
W. G. Gouge, Sr. 
Old Like Mica Mine 
Mitchell Co., N. C. 
6,519.20 Mica 


G. }4ouk, Defezjse Minerals Exploration Administration 


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


Subject:	 Review of Field TeainReport. 


The applicant requested assistance in exploring a 4-5 
foot pegmatite exposed in a creek bottom by recent work and in an 
old side hill cut. 


Only a few scraps of muscovite were seen and it was 
of inferior quality. 


Because of the scarsity of muscovite, the quality and 
the environment the examiners and the Field Team recommend that 
the application be denied. 


I concur with the recommendation. 


N.E. Nelson 
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UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTER 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRA 


QC2DL. 
KNOXV I LLE 2, TENN. 


Memorandum 


To:	 Operating Connittee, DM ., Washington, D. -C. 


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


Subject : Field &anthiation Report DMEA4553 - Mica 
W. G. Gouge, Sr., Route 14, Box 158, Charleston, West Virginia 
Old Luke Mica Mine, Mitchell County, North Carolina. 


Enclosed are four copies of the subject examination reports 


The Field Team agrees with the recommendation of the examiners that 


the application be denied,


V. 
Acting  Ex cutive Officer 


CA 


Heiniiuth Wedow, Jr. 
Geologist 
U. S. Geological Survey 


Enclosures Li.


Reviewed by 
DA OPERATUG CO 
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OFFICIAL FILE Copy: 


S D M E A 
RECEIvcE 4 1957 UNITED STATES



DEPARTNENT OF THE INTERIOR


ii 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION 


FIELD EXAIVJIN&TION REPORT, REGION V 


D4-43 (mica) OLD LUKE MICA NINE 
Mitchell County, North Carolina 


By 


S. C. Bergman ,, Geologist 
U. S. Geological Surrey 


and 


L. E. Shirley, Nining Engineer

U. S. Bureau of Nines 


February 1, 1957	 ?T160d by
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FIELD EXAMINATION REPORT
	


@vIEr 4 1957 
ON 


D A-53 (mica) OLD LUKE NICA NINE 


Applicant: W0 G. Gouge, Sr., Route ! Box 18, Cherle stom 


Summary 


Two shallow excavations have been made on opp 
valley floor exposing small sections of pegmatite with very little indicated 
potential for the occurrence of strategic muscovite. The prospect exhibits 
a poor rnineralogic environment and although poorly exposed may be part of a 
very large feldspathic pegmatite. What few scraps of muscovite were seen 
were very small and predominantly mineral stained. The prospect site is 
situated in the valley bottom where water influx would be a major problem. 
The examiners recommend that the application be denied, 


Introduction 


Location


The prospect site is 0,69 airline miles S. 600 E. of Bandana 


Mitchell County, North Carolina, It is in a creek bottom on the nortest 


slopes of Burns Mountain at an elevation of approximately 2850 feet, The 


recently examined Dinkyline prospect (D?A 4497) is about 400 feet southeast 


of this site, 


Examination


The property was examined on January 8, 1957, and again on 


January 22, 1957, after the applicant had done. some additional excavation 


work. During this recent excavation work the bulldozer became hopelessly 


mired in the water saturated valley alluvium. The examiners were accompanied 


on both trips by the applicant, Mr. W. G. Gouges Sr.







DiA4553 Old Luke 1tLc Mine	


. 


A northeast-southwest trending cut 70° x 30 0 from the valley floor 


upsiope has been made by persons I unknown on the southeast edge of the valley 


floor. A considerable amount of erratic dump material exists below the


excavation. About 150 feet N. 400 E0 on the opposite edge of the valley 


floor is a narrow 35 foot long, north-south trending excavation running 


upsiope. Neither excavation exposes more than fragmentary portions of 


pegmatite. The two exposures of pegmatite are probably not related to each 


other. This work was dons before local remembrance, so that nothing is 


known of what commodity was sought. The applicant bulldozed a crosscutting 


northwestsoutheast trending trench across the northeast end of the most 


southerly exposure. A few more strike-length feet of pegmatite were exposed, 


but the new exposure only emphasized the generally poor mineralogic environ-


ment.


No equipment or buildings, were at the site except for a D6 


bulldozer at the time of the return inspection. 


Geology 


In the bottom of the southwestward of the two excavations a 


3 foot thick segment of pegmatite is exposed for about 6 feet along strike. 


Only the hanging wall contact is exposed, its attitude being N'S, 500 E. 


The recent bulldozing exposed about 8 more strike length feet of pegmatite 


a few feet north of the above exposure. The wall rock is a weathered mica 


gneiss.


About 150 feet N. 40° E a few fragmentary exposures of pegmatite 


have been made in limited prospecting operations0 No contacts were exposed 


at this site so that the orientation of the structure could not be seen. 







DA553 Old Luke Mica Mine
	


o 


The exposed pegmatite consists of a mixture of perthite, occasional oligoclase 


and quartz, and rare small muscovite. The few scraps of muscovite seen were 


green to greenishbrown, flat and predominantly mineral stained. What little 


muscovite there was, occurred in sizes 1 x 2 inches and smaller., 


Conclusions and Recommendations 


-	 Two limited exposures of pegnatite in old excavations show little 


potential for the occurrence of strategic muscovite. The few scraps seen 


were small and stained. The site itself is in a difficult position as regards 


water influx. The examiners believe that this application should be denied. 


S. C. Bergman, Geologist 
U. S. Geological Survey 


L. E. Shirley, 1iping Engineer 
U. S. Bureau of hines 


9	 .3















UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOF 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


ROMshI	 cLDG 
KNOXVILLE 2, TENNESSEE 


November 30, 1956


. 


Memorandum 


To	 Operating Committee, DNEA Washington 


From	 Executive Officer, DMEA Region V Knoxville 


Subject: DMEA44553Mica0 Old Luke Mica Mine, Mitchell 
County, N.C. W. G. Gouge,Sr. Applicant 


The subject application was mailed your office 


November 26, 1956. The attached 3 sheets (sheet #4) were 


inadvertently omitted. Please attach these sheets and 


return to this office our copies of the other sheets of 


the application.


Robert A. Laurence















Sheet # 4.	 Re: GOUGE' 	 G. 
Et. 440 Box 158 
Charleston, W. Va. 


(Td Luke Mica nni 
(Mitchell County N.C. 


Sect, 7 . (b)	 xp1inat1.on Of Operators 25% Participation in Project. 


Applicant will furnish his 25% of the 6519.20 total costs 
•	 of proposed.proect amounting to 1629.88,.byxaeeting that a-


mount of the total 4160.00 payroll incurred. 


ReeapituliioñOf Estimated. Costs Of Project 
By Units----


Labor & 6upervision....9...1...16 Week Work Perio	 -------4 4160900

Materials &Supp1ies..........16 Week Work Period.....,..,.......	 651'.40

Operating Ecjuipinant,......... 0 16 Week Work Period................. 1160000 
Bldge&Installations.........16 Week Work Period,...,.,..,.....,	 115.00. 
Miscellanneous Expenses. • ... • .16 Week Work Period......., •. .......	 433.20 


jj Units	 Week Work Period................ 6519.20 


A GEiERAL SUMMARY OF PROJECT EENSES •	 AND 
TEE GOVEPNMEN & OPEEATORS PARTICIPATION 


Total Estimated Casts of Project, (16 Week Period),....$ 6519020 


Applicants Share Of Above Expenses 0 25% Of Costs,...... 1629080 


Total Amount Of Loan Solicited From Government, 75%- . .... 4889.40 


Respeotfull Submitted, 


- W.G. Gouge, Sr. 
Rt. 4. Box 158	 • 
Charleston' 	 Virginia.







ShGG t # 4.	 e' GOUGE, V1 . 0. 
• 4 BO2 158 


'	 Charleston, c. Va. 


TIN i - ô^ y
l (_Mitchell County N.C, 


	


7	 '5 


Sect. ?-(b)	 ixp1inat1on or Otors2%Participation in Project. 


pp1icant will furnish his 25% or the 651t 20 total costs 
of . proposed project amounting to 162I.8 0 by meeting that a 
mount of the tota1.4i6O.00 payroll incurred. 


Recap^ tulatj.on ± itimad	 ii	 project 


Labor & Supervision. 111.......16 deek 'ori eo--.--..--..--'4 4160000 
aterials &.. 3upplies.. . 4 


	


......14 eek.Jork 	 G6144O 
OperatingEquipiuent...........lbiVeek Work ieriod...............,. 1160.00 
Bldgs & Installations.........16Week Work eriod................ 	 115000 


•	 Misoellnneousipenses.......l6 Week ork.Prio4...,............	 433920 


• 	 __ 


•	 '•. . GEN± LL 3UMMY OF PROJECT 12EN3ES 
• 	 • 	 :AND	 • 


TIDE GVRNMEN & OPERATORS PARTI CIPATION 


(l Total Fstimatd Costs of Proeot,	 6Wek •Ptrio),.,..4651.2O 


• • •


	 Appioants •Sba2'oOf Above xpeses 025 Of Costs,.,.... 1629080 


' T	 Am iount Of Loan Solicited From Government, 	 4889.40 


• Bespeetfully Subxnitted,	 • 


• 	 • 	 • 	


- - 


y	 __	 •	
• 


• 	 •••	 • 	


Rt	 4.	 Box 15$	 • 	 •,	 • 


Charleston, WetVirgthia..







I 
eot	 4.	 Re: GOUGE, I.G. 


itt. 4. 3O* 158 
C1)arleStOfl, W. VL. 


(Old 
Ettohell co-an tN.C. 


zr r 


Sect, ? ('0)


• Applicant wl11 furnish his 2556 of the 651$.20 total costs 
of proposed project amounting to 1529 SID by meting that a-
niowt of the tote.1 4160.00 payroll incurred. 


itecapitu.tion Of Lati.jitd o8ts Of Proot 
-	 - U	 - --	 -_ 


Lebo & Sup4rVi8ion,....,...4.16 Jøek uk	 4160.00 
tc:1a1s&$upp1ies..........18 oek	 6614O0 


uper&tingquipment...,.......,18	 rk?iod....1•...,...... 1160600 
B1dga&Insta11at1ona.,....,,.16weekorkPsjoj....,,...,,..,.. 	 115.00 
1iace11anneous Expenses *	 #16 Week Work	 43.20 


i	 Ilk -- .5-	 _.r-51-----	 -5-	 - 	 T.* -t.	 -r---l---------	 .	 -.	 - 


A GNR$4 SIJL kLIBY O PROJxCT ZXPZ4 NS1S 
• 	


S 	 42trn. 
* 	 OPERATORS	 iCIPATI ON 


Total etirnat1 Costs of Projects (16	 Perioc),....$ 6519.20 


ppUoants Share Of Above xpenses ot 25% Of Costs,..,... 1629.80 


Teta) "oant Of Loan.Solioited. From Government, 76%..... 4889.40
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Memorandum"


I 
UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (( 
BUREAU OF MINES	 /. \ 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	 fl	 \ 
December 4 9 l 


To:	 Nonmetallic Minerals Division 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


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


Subject: DM-4553 (mica) 


Applicant: W. G. Gouge, Sr. 


Name and Location of Property: Old bike Mica Mine, Mitchell Co., N. C. 


Date Application Rec'd. by Br. of Ceramic & Fertilizer Materials: 11/27/56 


Comments:


1. Applicant states that good quality book mica is 
visible in pits and old dumps. 


2. Applicant states that a considerable amount of good 
mica was recovered during past operations. 


3. Exploration proposed by applicants is consistent with 
local practices and somewhat under unit-'cost estimates for L4EA 
projects.	 - 


Recommendation: 


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. 


2-z2• 
W. F. Dietrich
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25. D.C.


/ I


-p	
LYREIER TO: 


k 
November 29, 1956 


Re: DNEA. 4553 
W. G. Gouge, Sr. 
Old Luke Mica Mine 
Mitchell Co., N. C. 
6,519.20 - 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 exploring a Li.- to 
5 foot pegmatite on which, by hand methods, pits have been sunk 
and from which mica was recovered. The proposed work consists 
of sinking 80 feet and drifting 15 0 feet. 


Probably the work cannot be done within, the estimate 
of the applicant. 


Referral of the application to the Field Team for 
appropriate action is recommended.


N. E. Nelson







0 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


roveiber 28,. i96 


r. W. G0 Gouto, SD,	 Subject: 


it. #l, &x 18 
Chariston, W. V. 


Dear !fr. Gouge 


Your application for exploration assistance, dated 


Novcmber 21., 19 6	 submitted to our office at 


has been assigned Docket Number D43 and referred to the 


oneta11ic Minerals D1thiofl	 in the Washington office. 


Kindly identify all future correspondence relating to your 


application by this Docket Number. 


Sincerely yours, 


(C^fl /!!- ( r,, ..:;	 . 
Allen S. Dakan, Director 
Operations Control and 
Statistics Division 


Copy , to:


Region V 4 Knozille, Tennessee 


ode 600


6416







OF 0 
UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	 6 


4 3 is	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 - 


KNOXVILLE 2, TENN.	 cP 


November 26, 1956 


Memorandum 


To:	 Operating Committee s, DMEA Washington 


From:	 Acting Executive Officer s, DMEA Region V 


Subject:	 App1qatton from W. G. Gouge s, Sr., Route #4 
• Charleston, West Virginia. Old Luke Mica Mines, 


Mitchell County, N. C. 


Enclosed are 3 copies of the subject application. 


The fourth copy is being retained in this office for our use. 


/1







DESCRIPTION OF T (5) ACRE TRACT 
OF W. 0. GOUGE, Sr LAND AS CUTOFF 
THK ORIGINAL () ACRE TRACT AND 
TO BE CONSIDERED A PART OFTEE LOAN 


- APPLICATION SUBMITTED BEREWITL 


at a stake corner 
Begining axksx±t 220 feet Southeast of the 


old Chestnut Corner of the old 44 acre tract, and 
runs st, 500 feet to a stake corner; thence a 
South course 450 feet to a stake corner; thence a 
West course 500 feet to a stake corner; thence a 
North course 460 feet to the begining stake oor-
neri Containing 5.1 acres more or less. 


(see attached map of 44 acre tract) 


Note: For a full detailed description of the old 
%9 acre tract from which the above 501 acres was taken, see attached map and also see a 
Deed Registered Nov. 11th, 1907 9 as recorded 
in Register of Deeds office for Mitchell Coux 
ty, N. C. in Book # . 7.01n^M^ 


1-	 Xd 
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(EeviA 1952)	 UNITED STATEEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 	 eNo 42-R1035 2 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN

EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO 

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE 



PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED


Not to be filled in by applicant 


Docket No. _.: --------- --- 	 3 
Metal or Mineral -------- 
Date Received ------- LI-- 
Estimated Cost-----
Participation (Government %) --------------------


INSTRUCTIONS 
1. Name of applicant.—(a) State here	 n i 


	


your . full legal name,	 the form in which you will wish • to contract, and your 
mailing address: ------------------------------W.G.--Goue,Sr. ---(Ixidividua11	 -=-- 


	


Rt. 4. Box 18	 i	 f? [j 
Charleston, West Vir&inla. 


(b) If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, partnerslip, etc., 4dJie 6ieW6e State 
in which incorporated or otherwise organized' * 


(c) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. 	 j.
Dvb (d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partner. 


2. General.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects," 
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. 
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. 


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


---- ------------------------------------------------(s hedahoroty_itiQ 


(b) State any mine name by which the pld Luke Mica Mine' 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether 	 ' l'	 urchaser under contract, or otherwise ................................. 


-------------------------------------------- -QWflGof 
(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 Ian consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded 


location notice.	 one	 .	 . 


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. see attached sheets 


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


(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shippig, supp]jadresidence 
points, do	 .	 . 


(e) State the availability of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power. ".40 
CP 


LO 


co 


	


• '
	


--	 7<'	 -r	 -, •	
-	 ): 


\\







..-.	 .-.. 


5. The exploration p ect.— (a) State the mineral or minerals for w ich you wish to explore 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


(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 	 300 QttQ0hQd . 01400 to 


(c) The work will start within	 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 cayy out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will supervise the operations.	 lt 


6. Estimate of costs.—Furnish a detailed estimate of the costs of the proposed work (you will have to use a sepate 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 material moved, etc.). 	 . 


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


(c) Operating materials and su)5lies.—FurnisE an itemized lit, including items of equipment-costing less than $50 each, 
and power, water and fuel. 	 . .	 ..."..-


(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an -itemized list of any operating equimentto 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 repairs.—Furnish. a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs 
of existing buildings, installations, fixtures, and movable operating equipment, now owned by the Operator and which will be 
devoted to the exploration project. do. 


(f) New buildings, improvements, installations.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary bujl4ngs, fixed 
improvements, or installations to be purchased, installed or constructed for the benefit of the exploration project. 


-	 (g) Miscellaneous.—Furnish a detailed list sliowing thcost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not 
including initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operatoi'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 sharef the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on 
Government participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)? 


(b) How do you propose to furnish your share of thecosts? - 


	


Money	 Use of equipment owned by you
	


LI Other 


Explain in detail on acompañying' 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 accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 


.	 . 
Dated -------------------------------------------------


44 --------- ------------------------------------- 
A H	


...-


-	 , -	 By


C-


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 jurisdiction. 


U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE	 16-66651-1







Sheet No. 1	 Re: GOUGE 	 Sr. 
Rt.4. Box 158 
Charleston, W. Va. 


o1 Luke Mica Mine' 
(__MitchelL.	 N.C. 


JI	 ( 


SUPPLEMENT,8EiET , 1 • 	 /	 4 
- FORM M1-103,(Revised)


IT Sect. 4(a)	 Ph sioal Description Of Pppertg. 


The mica prospect hereinafter referred to as the ' 024 Luke 
mica Mine', is looeted about 5/8th ot a mire Southofthe, Ban. 
ca&, N.C. postoffice in a woo4ed flat between two branches and 


.	 1ys a few hundred feet Southeast or the old roada. It is reaokedd, 
over the gravel road leadj.ng South off Ii.C. highway 80 at a 
point direct], acroes from the Bandana , N.C. postoffice bldg. 
There is no current operation of mine89 Very little mining has 
been done on the main body. The work previously done as by the 
hand method and consists of a few shallow pits opened on the vein 
as test pits. The main pegmatite body strikes a course approxiso


 NR,-SW with the dip of the body to the South. The applicant 
being the owner of this property and knowing the history of previ. 
ous mining done on the property, is anxious to develops the prop. 
erty for mica by use, , , of modern macbinary. 


Sect. 4..(b) . _Past and Current Production Data. 


There is no eurrect operation of mines thus no current producu. 
tion. The property has layed 41e for several years due to fact 
that the owner was residing out of the state. The owner has had 
several opportunitiea to lease out the property for mining purse, 
poses but has declined to do so desireing to mine the property hni 
self, During the past operations (tests) on this property there 
was a considerable amount of good. mica recovered.. The mica being 
green and Of good grade in medium to large books. There is every 
indication of there being a large reserve of mica unmined. 


Sect. 4-(c) .	 Geoloio Data Of Property. 


The main pegmatite body crosses the property 6u 'a course that 
runs approximately Northeast-Southwest. The dip of the body is to 
the South-Southeast. The thickness of pegmatie body appears to be 
4-5 feet but may be in excess of this at some points. Only the top 
or hanging wall slate is exposed in some of the old pite.xemina-
tion of sidewalla of pits and old dumps show mica formation that 
is common in this county,--- * feldspar,L quartz, rich mica rook and 
granite pods. Due to the small amount of work previously done and 
present caved condition of old works it is impossible to give much 
accurate geologic data of the formation but there is good indica-
tion that mica of good grade has been recovered during past op-
ertions. The indleatlonS are good for futher tests of the prop- 
erty for mica production by modern equipment.







!L,kt No..	 Re; GoUGk, ft,G. Sr. 
flt.4. Box 158 
Obarleston, W. Vs. 


(5d Lk1 ice Line 
1tcbe11 Countp LC. -*-- Jr	 IU* 


U?2T SRT No. 1. 


Ceo t • 4­(4) 	 script ion 


The mica proepeet reintter referred to as the ' Old Luke 
Lice kine f , is located about /8tb of a mile QUtb of the Ban.. 
dance- ,Q * postoffice in a wooded t1et between two branches and 
lye a few hundred feet Southeast of the old road. It is reached 
our the gravel road reading Soutb oft N.C. highway 80 at a 
point directly across from the Bandana , N.e * postotfice bldg* 
There is no current operation of uthes. Very little mining has 
been dons on the main body. The work previously done was by the 
hand method end coasiats of a few shallow pits opened on the vein 
as test pits. The math pegmatite body strikes a course epprozi-
ately	 with the dip of the body to tLs youth. The applicant 


bolng the owner of this property ead-kDiowing the history of previ-
ous miziiig done on the property, Ic aZIZIQUS to devei.ope the propsa 
erty for mica by use of modern machinery. 


eot. 4.(b) 


30t• 4(o)


,. £est and Currett jIg4uqtIon Date. 


'here is no currect operation of mines thus no current produolm
 The property has 1aye4 Idle for several years due to feat 


that the owner was residing out of the state.'T-be owner has bad 
36v5r11 opportunIt1ee to lease out the property for mining puraio 
poses but has deolinec to do so dosireing to mine the property bm 
self	 Durin the past operations (tests) on this property there 
wa a considerable amount at good mica r.c0ered. The mica being 
green and Of good grads In medium to Large books. There is every 
indication of , there being a large reserve of nice uniuinedo 


Goo	 _aggazt 


The main pegcttite body crosses the property bn a course that 
rune approximately ortheast . 3outbwest. The dip of the body is to 
the Goutb ..GQutbeast. The thickness of pematIe body appears to be 
4' .5 teat but may be In ezces.s of this at aoie points. Only the top 
or banging well slate is exposed in some of the old pIte.zamina-
tion of stdewaUa of pits and old dumpa show mica formatioza that 
is common in this oounty,..teldsper, quartz, rich mica rook and 
granite pods. Due to t1e sill amount of work previously done and 
preent cavea condition of old loorks it is impossible to give much 
accurate geologle data of the toriation but there is good Indies. 
.tio'ns that mica of good raUe has been recovered during past op 
eratione. The Indications are good for father tests of the prop. 
arty for mica production by modern aquipzante
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SUPPLEMENT ST No.2.
(S\(	


\ 


FORM MFi.1031(Revlsed) 4


/ 
Soot. 4.'(d)	 Accessibility, Ship1ng PointE, Supply Pointst 


To reach-the-site of the proposed exploratory project, take 
N.C. highway # 26, either ftozn Spruce Pine or Bakersville, N.C. 
to-point where it inte'sectswith the Mine Creek road on top of 


	


•	 •	 a bill some 3* miles South ofJakersville. Take theMIne Creek • 
road West about 2 miles to intersection-of N.C. highway # 80.9. 


• •	 Turn South on # 80,3 miles to Bandana, N.'C * postoff ice. Turn 


	


• • S	 •	 left in front of postoff ice on a gravel road about 5/8 mile to 
• • • • proposed mining site.	 The nearest railway shipping point is at 


Isaa, N.Co about 5 miles distance. ' Nearest mining supply. point 
• • •	 •	 is Spruce Pine., N.C. about 13 mileafromprojeot site. Nearest 


•	 •residence is about * mile from mining site. 


Sect. 4.(e) .	 Man Power, Supplies, Water & Power. 


Experienced mica miners are available in vicinity of proposed 


	


•	 •. project or:ajaoent oommuz4tiee.. Ample mining. equipment, materials 
•	 and supplies can be Obtained at SprueePineor Penland, N.C. There 


is an:eleotrio power line running within 1200 feet of the proposed • •	 mining project and ample water supply nearby the project. 


Sect, 5-(b) . •Proposed Exploratory Work At Project. 
S	 •	 •	 • •	 •	 •	 • •	 •	 •	 tract 


	


•	 Begining at a 0jt approziate1y . in center of the (5) aoreAee 
• •	 •	 set out in the attached map of W. G. Gouge property (see map) it is. 


	


S	 • 	 proposed that a 5' X 7' shaft be . sunk to a depth of 80 feet down •	
with the dip of main pegmatite body. • Upon reaching the 80' lower 


S • • level of shaft, it is proposed that a 75' drift be driven each may 
?S'NE,and 75' SW,with the general strike of the main bodybringing 
the new exploratory workings some 60feet below and under the deep-


S	 S	


eat of the old worksi No direct contact with any of the old works 
would be made under this proposal. 


Sect. 5 .. (d). •Qualifications, of Workers.. 	 • 	 S •	 • 


	


• • • •	 The proposed (5) Man Creww for this project would consist of all 
fully qualified and experienced mica miners with a mine supervisor • in charge of all. phases of the operation who has not had less than 
10 years actual mica 'mining experience with a portion of that appli 
ed in a supervisory capacity. There are plenty of fully experienced 


•	 miners in this sect ion of the county available for this project. The •	 •	 ap11cants participation in the project would be strictly that of 
the landowner and activities confined to clerical phases of project. 


Sect. 6 .'(b),	 Labor. Supervision & Consultants. 


•	 •	 • • • Hr. • • Mthly 16 we period rate No. Class Rate Rate Hate 640 Wkg Hra. per man (I) Supervisor 0 1.76 7,O0 280,00 1120.00 ' 
(1) Drill Optr. 1.50 6000 240.00 960000  


•	 (1) oistOptr. •	 1925 • 50.00 .200.00 800.00  •	 ,	 (2) _:Muckers 0 l.00'ea2.00 •80:.00 320.00 1280.00 fl	 • 
($ Man Crew 6.50 260.00$ 1040.00 4160.00 3260 Wkg Hrs.







Sect. 4-(d)	 Access1bi1iyinFo1ntQSujp11 Pointssot. 


To reaoi the site of the proposed exploratory project, take 
N.C. b1hway 26, either from Spruce . Pine . or F3akrBv111e, N.C. 
to point where 1tnterseots with the Mine Creek road on top of 
a hull some 3* miles 3outb of akersv111e. Take the Mine Creek 
road vest about 2 miles to Xnterseetlofl ofbihay # 80., 
Turn South. on 80,3 miles to Bandana, NO. postoffice. Turn 
left In frost or postoffice on a gravel road about /8 mile to 
proposed mining site. The nearest railway shipping point Is at 


N.C. about S miles distanee * nearest mining supply point 
1.8 Spruce Pine, N.C. about 13 miles from proje3t sits. Neareet 
resdenoe is about AL


, mile from xnkzalng site. 


Se 0 to 4- ( e) .	 Manoer 3uppiie	 "water&Pow 


Experienced mica miners are available in vicinit
y of proposed 


projoet or ajacent oominunities.mp1e mining equ1pnent, materials 
and supplies can be obtained at Spruce Pius or Penland, N.C. There 
is an eleotrio power 'line running within 12Q0 feet of the proposed 
mining project and ample water supply nearby the project. 


3egt. 5(b ) .	 Proposedpjoratory iork At Projee te 
.	 '	 .	 . 	 .	 :	 •	 tract. 
BegInj n  at	 I approximately, in center of th (5) aoreAae 



set out In tTie at%a1 map or W.. Gouge property (see map) it"ie 
proposed that a 51-1 rt shaft be sunk to a depth of 80 feet down 
With the dip of main pegmatite body. Upon reaching the 80' lower 
level of shaft, it is proposed that a 76' drift be driven each way 
75'N,and 75' S,witb the general strike of the main body bringing 
the new exploratory workings some 60 feet below and under the deep 
est of the old works. No direct c3ntact with any of the old works 
would be made uider.this proposal. 


Eeot. 5(d)	 ualifioationsot orkers, 


The proposed (6) Idlan Crelew for this project would consist of all 
fully qualified and exp'erien'ced nloa miners with a mine supervisor 
In charge of all phases of the operation who has not bad less than 
10 years actual mica mining experience with a portion of that appli- 
ed in a supervisory capacity. There are plenty of fully szperienced 
miners in tbiov section of the county available for,this project. The 
aplioants partiolpatlon in the project Would be strictly that of 
the landowner and activities confined to clerical phases of project. 


Sect. 6'-(b) •	 Labor , :Supervision &Qneu1t 


	


Hr.	 rky	 i4tbl 16 leek period rate 
No.	 Class	 Rate Rate	 Rate	 840 Wkg lire, per man (If Supervisor	 1.175 ?0.00 280000	 1120600  
(1) Drill Optr.	 1.60	 60600	 240.00	 960.00 
(1). Hoist 0ptr.'	 1.26 ' . 50.00	 200000	 800600	 'I	 ft 


(2) Muokers	 1.00 ea2.00 ' 80,00 	 320600	 1280600	 " ' It	 It


J Man_Crew _$_6.50_280.0O4.00_416a,003aoo_Wkg_Hrs
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8UPPLkENT 8EJT No. 3. 


.	 ,. :	 • • : -Y°	 . (Revised) 	 \;\ . \
 . 


Sect. 6 .. (o)	 Operating U&terials & Sup1ies. PurohaSe Bast3Ut 


	


No.	 'Unit	 Eat, .eriod Cost 
Units.	 Items.	 Units. Cost.	 16 Weeks.	 Totals 
LTals. Gasoline	 560	 i,.24	 134140	 V134.4 


too	 1otox' CU.	 160	 .20	 32.00	 32.00 
35.	 Line Lubricator	 1	 25.00	 25.00	 25,00 


	


Lft. 1*" Air I4ne Pipe 200	 .18	 36.00	 36.00 
Lbs. 40 Dynamite	 500	 .25	 125.00	 125000 
Es.	 ]1. Izplodexs	 400•,	 .16	 64.00	 64.00 
Ut. Air Hose	 50	 .80	 40600	 40.00 
Ut. Tungsten Steels	 24	 6.40	 153.0	 153.60 
3*.	 31. Blasting Box	 1	 2540	 2540	 25.00 
Lft. 31. Lead Line	 100	 .10	 10000	 10.00 
Es.	 Letalining Bucket 1.	 6.00	 6.00	 8.00 
TOTALS -	 öbL.QO	 61000 


onth1y. 
Sect. 6-(d) .Operating Eq1uipxnent. (Rental Basis ) 


	


No.	 litbly Unit	 Total Costa For 
Unit,	 Item	 Units.	 Costa.	 16 Week Period. 
2a. 105 Air Compressor	 1	 f150.00	 10000 


	


Ea. , #' 10 Jackhammer Drill 1 	 50.00	 200000 
a. 1 Ton Gas Hoist 	 1	 50600	 200.00 


3a. Water Pump-2" disc.	 1	 254,00	 100000 
Es. Mine Jaokleg	 1	 15.00	 60000 
!QTALS"	 ------------ =5.2 'k 290000	 1160.00 


	


Sect. 6-(f	 NewBui1dings..Instal1atjon. (Purchase Basis) 


	


Nö.	 Unit	 16 Week Period 
tTnit.	 Item	 Units	 Cost.	 Costs, 
31	 Tool House	 1	 75000	 75 • 00 
Ea.	 Pdw. Magazine	 1	 25000	 25.00 
Es.	 Bip. kagazine	 1	 15.00	 15000 


-..-$ lis.00	 115.00	 - 


Sect. 6-(g) . miscellaneous Expenses. 


Federal PayroLL Taxes 0 2% of .'to tell 416040 Payroll	 83.20 
Employer's Liability Ins. (5 Man Crew) Estd-- 	 150000 
Employee's Group ins. (Estimated.,) 	 200.00 
Totals -- - ------ ------.	 433.20 


Sect. 6'. (b) . Contingencies. ----None.. 


	


Sect. 7-(a)	 Applicant is prepared to furnish his 25% of costs of Project.







StJPP[4NT SHEET No. 3. 
re-


FORK MF103, (Revised,) 


Sect,	 6 ..(o) (Pchase Basis) 


- tJni t	 1st •	 t od C it 
Units. Items, Units, Cost.	 16 Weeks, Totals 
ualao,_in------ "aoTni i	 - 140 14 ,40
ts. Itotor 011 180 .20 3240 32900 


Ea, Line Lubricator 1 25.00 25.00 25.00 
Lft. 1" Air LInG Pipe 200 .18 36000 36000 
Lbs. 40% Dynamite 500 .25 125.00 125,00 
Ea. 91.Exploders 400 .16 64.00 64.00 
Lft. Air	 iose.	 . 50


. 
. .80 .40.00 40.00 


I$'t. Tungsten Steels 24 6.40 153.60 153.60 
•	 Ea. El. Blasting Box I	 . 25.00	 .. 25.00 2540 


Lt t. El. Lead. Line	 . 100	 . 010 .	 10000 10000 ia. Leta1 1in1ng Duo et 1 6.00 6000 8000 
To TAM-=-	 -	 ---- 61 • 00 - 651. 00 


Monthly 
Sect,	 6- ( d). 	 _-^^ting--,Ecqqi-Dmento 	 (Rental Basis Y- 


- 4h1FUnir For 
T3rut. Item	 _Units* Costs. 16 Week Period, 
Ea *	 105 Air Compressor 1	 1O40Oo 000 
Ea. 10 Jackhammer Drill. 1 50000 200.00 
Ea.	 1 Ton Gas. Hoist . .. .50000 200.00 
Ea.	 water Pump-2" disc. 1 25.00 100.00 
Es.	 Mine Jaek10 1 15.00 60.00 


---4	 1160.00 


Sect. 6-(f)	 Now	 urchase Basis) 


Noe ,	 Unit Week Period 
Unit. Item Units Cost. 0ost. 
UTool House 15,00 -T7 75,000 Eta.	 Pdw, Magazine 1	 25600 251000 


Es.	 Ex p Ma&azine .	 15,.00 15.00 
156 OU


Sect * 6 ( )	 miscellaneousEpenss,.	 .	 .. 


	


Federal Payroll, Taxes 2% of total, 4160.00 Payroll	 83.20 
Employer's Liability Ins. (5 Man Crew) 	 std ------- -	 150000 Emp1oee's Group	 200.00

To
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Re: W. G, Gouge, Sr. A	 Rt.4. Box 158 
Charleston, W.Va. 
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Note: The shaded area inside 
land lines rep-resents the 
5 acres cut off the 44 acre 
tract and made a part of 
the application. 


f Old Luke Mica Mines 
Mitchell County, N.G.
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U. S. Gover	 ent	 nger Envelope *u,, se blocks conseentively i one at 
oid previous block. 


Standard Farm No. 65 (Rev. 1/461 	 3.	 rite clearly. 


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


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP *7--.


RUN	 S	 RUN 


STOP 	 STOP 
sump P


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


0	 RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN RUN 


STOP	 STOP 


RUN	 RUN 


STOP	 .	 STOP 


Send surplus envelopes to 	 Use other 
supply room for reissue, 


Use RUN and STOP only when messenger service between Government buildings In Washington is required. 

Your mall room has RUN and STOP information. 
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