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REMARKS 


What we want from each of these dockets, is a folder titled "Final Geological Report" or 
"Final Report." If it is permissible to pull these folders only, this is the information 
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CONTROLLED DOCUMENT 


DMA Docket No.2209 


DO NOT DETACH THIS SLIP 


Action on this document is recorded and 
controlled in Reports and Records Branch. 
Any movement of this document between di-
visions or offices of DMA or movement outside 
DMA must be reported to the Reports and 


Records Branch. Actions taken that affect 
status of the case must also be reported. 


This document has been recorded as 


EXPLORAUON PROJECT 


Any action taken to change the type of 
request for assistance must be promptly 
reported to the Reports and Records Branch. 
Use DMA Form 2 for submitting these reports. 
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/	 STANDARD FORM NO. 64	 1 


Office M!ndum • 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO	 : Administrator, D 
	


DATE: Sept. 10 9 1952 


FROM	 Iron and Ferro-Alloy Division, DMFL 


SUBJECT: Denial of exploration project in the amount of $72,106.00 
Docket No. D}FA. 2609 Tungsten 
Warfield, Incorporated. 
Giant Tungsten, Tungsten View, Tungsten King, Acid Tungsten and 


Black Jack Groups of Mining Claims 
Totyabe Mountains, Nye County, Nevada 


The dental of the subject application by this Division is 
based on the following information: 


1. The rocks in this area are sedimentaries which have been 
metamorphosed along granod.iorite contacts. Scattered 
scheelite crystals are found in this metamorphosed zone. 


2. The only workings are location and assessment trenches and 
pits at and near the contact zones. 


3. The showings on this property indicate little probability 
of disclosing any mineable ore bodies and are not suf-
ficiently promising to justify Government participation 
in the proposed exploration program. 


4, The Field Team of Region III recommends denial. The 
Commodity Division of the U. S. Geological Survey concurs 
with this recommendation. 


W. S. Martin, Acting Chief 
Iron and Ferro-Alloy Division
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


IN REPLY REFER TO: 


G-HD-CF 


September 8. 1952 


Memorandum 


To:	 George C. Seifridge, DMEA 


From:	 D. N. Leinmon, USGS 


Subject: Field Report	 DMEA. 2609 - Tungsten 
Warfield Inc. 
Nillett, Nye County 
Nevada 


Five groups of claims were examined July 29-31, 1952 
by Benjamin H. Sheahan, Bureau of Mines. His report, dated August 14, 
recommends	 of the application because none of the scheelite-
bearing exposures warrant exploration. 


I concur with the recommendation that the proposal be denied. 


, 


D. M. Lemmon 


ri















OF	 .	 •	 IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


8*pteibe' 8, 1952 


Oerp C. $e1fidge, DMA 


Framt	 1). L .Leunon, th3GS 


Bubjeott Field lieport	 2609 Tmgst
1&rtild. Inc. 
lliflett, Nye Coi*rty 


evad* 


Five groupe of claim ware exaitned July $'31, 1952 
by 8.n.jai*In H. 3heal*n, &w*au of Mini. His report,, dated August 14, 
iecorunds denial of the app)lcst$on be*ttse none, of the sebseUte' 
biaring exoiurs warrant sxplaratian. 


I onenr 4th the reoend*tton that the ppou1 be diied. 


'). h. Lez*uon 


DNLeinmon: gt
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C. Miter 
xeeutLYi Officer,	 )MA	 IPiO lIZ . 


•	 1032 flood BUi1di5 	 .	 . .	 S 	
i 	 • 	


; . 


870 Market Street . 
Soo 1'ranctsso2, Ctlitornte .:	 .	 . 


.e*	 ))ockst	 609 - ThnCst,n 
•	 .	 .	 .. •••..	 (.i'm.r)y


 
VU, 2.2091)	 S. 


Giant Towt v et *1. ciaias •	 .	 .	 .	 .	 . 	 . .	
KiUst Misiz*g )i$trtCt 
Nye county, Nevada	 . 


•	 Deer We Mifler: . 


Fletse refer , to your letter . of Xar 2, 1952 , in which :j 
ft&vis.d us that Mr. J. K. .Wrti.1d requested withdrawal of the subject 


On 4UIjV 8 we received a telegr'ss from* arfie14	 Inc., rsu€st. 
tht the *p)1tcation be reactivated, and a field ezaMnation made at 


•	 the prcp.rtl.	 Will ym please arr*xie for a field exeatsation at. y 
earliest oo*Yeaieaoe.. . 	 .. .	 . 


We are enclosing berwtth	 file .on	 44 Ch inelwiss 
two copies of field referral	 t one copy of the Fox* M6403 


Ploaso note that we hive gi4.n the application a nw nuaber. 


$tac.r.ly	 *wts, 


(signed)	 FRANK E	 JOHNSON 


S. ..	 •	 .	 .	 .,. chat	 Co*mLtt.e	 •	 •	 • 
•	 .	 S Defense Minerals, 


•	
0	 •	 .•	 •.	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 . .	 .: 


'nc1osnrs	 .	 .5	
,S 


5.	 .5 •	 •. .	 .	 .


•	 .	 .	 S	 • 


.J.. H.


 


Hedge	 .	 .	 •	 • .	 . 


•	 GCSelfridge:ls 7/9/2	 .
.


S	 • 
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CC:	 Docket	 .	 .


. 
•or T Ureau of Uine	 . 


Adam. Beading'rile S	 ••	 •	 S 


•	 Yield Teem, hog. 3


S 
.	 T.	 P. : Tbayer	 .	 . 


•	 .	 0.	 '11391f ridge	 . -.	 ..:	 .. 


crating 0oimiittae' or Goo1oa1 SUVey
,	 S	 •. 


.5	 .	 .	 D. N. lezamon, USGS	 .. '	 S	 •	 •	 • 


It	 Geehan,U3M
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WESTERN


UNION 


0.42815  LONG FL PD - OAKLAND CALIF 7 - 


C 0 MITTENDOB' - DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION 


ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, WASH DC'-


REFERENCE DOCKET DMA 2209X	 tJNGSTEN WHICH WAS 


TAKEN OUT OF YOUR ACTIVE FILE BY YOU ON ADVICE THROUGH YOUR MR H C MILLER 


AT OUR BEQ.UEST BECAUSE WE HAD TURNED TUNGSTEN PROPERTY OVER. TO OTHERS FOR 


DEVELOPMENT STOP	 THIS PROPERTY HAS REVERTED TO US AGAIN AND IT WOULD 


BE APPRECIATED IF YOU WILL REACTIVATE THE FILE AND AUTHORIZE MR MILLER OF 


SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE TO PROCEED WITH EXAMINATION OF THE PROPERTY	 STOP 


WEATHER IDEAL NOW BUT IN FEW MONTHS THERE T IILL L SNOW WHICH MEANS A DELAY


FOR ANOTHER VINTER THEREFORE IF THIS MATTER COULD B] HANDLED BY WIPE IT 


WOULD BE APPRECIATED STOP	 PLEASE WIRE US COLLECT IF THIS CAN BE 


ACCOMPLISHED.


WABFIELD INC.







	


•	 STATESUNITED  
•	 DEPART.EET OF THE INTERIOR 


	


•	 D1Y'NSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMIMSTRATION 
WASHINGTON 25 D. Co 


	


•	 Mr. H.C. Miller	 0 Executive Officer, Region. III 
DMA Field Team 
1012 Flood Building 
870 Market Street 
San Francisco 2, California


Re: Docket No. DMEA 2209 


Dear


a attach."Review of Application gor Exploration Acts 
tanc&8 OA 


	


Appi icnt 	 Warfi.eld Incorporated. 


	


JDket N00	 2209  


	


ornnuodtty	 Tungsten


Arnrnt $729106.00  


.'?las3 eapedito consideration of the application with 
pticnar iefence to the points raised in the attached 
"Review". 


APPRO) 


Member, Bureau of Minem 


...embor, Geological Survey -


Sincerely yours, 


/s/ 0. 0. Mittendorf 


Chairman. Operating Commi,tte 
Defense Mineral.e Exploration 
Adrntnjitrat ion 


LHouk/meh 
12/18/51 
cc to: Admn. Beading File 


Mails & Files 
Mr. Mittendorf 
Mr. Houk 
Mr. Moon 
Mr. Geehan 
Mr .Thayer 
Region III 
Docket
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	 ....	 a.


Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


Review of Application for Exploration Assistance 


Docket No 


Commodity UUEt1D 


Total Amount___________________ 


Govt. Participation. 


1. Name and Address of Applicant.. 


370 RMPWA Iø*	 c1t1a 


2. Location of Property 	 @	 tye cty, tevwz 


UIett in	 itrict In ZDyaW t.. 


3. Mineral or metal 	 it listed in Section 9 of M0-5? 


Yet If not, application will be rejected. 


4. Geologic probability of discovery—based on data in application 
(question #16, 17, 18, 20 and 22)* 


Mines or Survey reports, etc., do you rate chances: 


a) Good 


b) Poor 


c) None 


d) Don't know—needs field examination_ 


e) Is there an alternative and, favorable project? 
(If so, attach an explanation) 	 Vo statemant. triat 


ttc 0.0imu am 


5. Is the applicant's right to the property clearly stated?	 S2L 


(question 5, 6, 7)*	 raw etwom 


6. If applicant is a lessee, is a copy of the lease attached?______ 


Does the lease have sufficient time to run to cover a future 


productive period?	 ..	 .


*question numbers are those of MF-103 


Page 1 of 4 pages







T. Are subordtnatiofi agreements necessary? 


a) MF-201? 


b) MF-202 Yes	 ave %een equetud. of appicnt 


8. From the data presented, does the proposed project appear feasible from 


the point of view of: 


a) Available manpower	 .	 .. 


b) Equipment and supplies  
(question 14 plus general knowledge of availability)* 


c) Accessibility (question 12)*Z 


d) Water (question 13)* .	 .	 . 


e) Power (question 13)* 


Is a field check needed on any of these points? 


9. Does the experience of the applicant appear to be adequate to assure that 


he can properly conduct the proposed project? (question 4)*YE3 


Is a field check needed on this point?" ..	 . . 


10. Exhibit A. (questions 21 and 22)* 


a) Is the project adequately described?O 


If not, are there sufficient data given so that you can describe 


the project?..	 If so, attach a draft. 


b) Is there an adequate map or sketch of the proposed work?_________ 


c) Is the proposed work "exploration" under the definition of 


Section 8, MO-5? !eV  


If not, what part of it is? 


Page .2 of 4 pages







:•


Is this 5árt a worth—while exploration project? 


d) Are the cost estimates detailed? -- 1102S 


Can they be summarized, as on page 2 of Procedural Instruction 5—A, 
ec Lpplicart 


from the available data? 	 If so, attach a draft.t1t 


e) Are the cost estimates reasonable? Yes ut cagimetim nm 	 iSt&i1 
ee 


P) Should more information be requested from applicant?
utP of Lólt 


g) Is a field examination necessary to complete Exhibit A?_______________ 


Exhibit B (question 23_d)* cU1St3?CtIOa of cd tio21 f*ctittiet 


a) Is it applicable?	 applic*ble. 


b) If so, are sufficient data furnished?	 .,,,. If so, attach a draft. 


c) Is a field check needed? 


Exhibit C (question 23—e, f and g)* 


a) Is it applicable? !$,. 


b) Sufficient data?	 1O	 If so, attach a draft. 


c) Are rents and charges reasonable? otdetailedenat. 


d) Is a field check 


Exhibit D (question 23—a, b)* 


a) Are there sufficient data? !( 


b) Is the schedule adequate for the work proposed?_________ 	 . 


C) Is the schedule excessive for the work proposed?_______________________ 


d) Are the proposed wages and salaries reasonable?________________________ 


e) Is a field check needed? _  


11.


12. 


13.


Page 3 of 4 pages
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db 
14:	 Exhibit E (question 23_c)* 


a) Is it applicable?_ ItIO .	 .	 . 


b) Sufficient data?  


c) ReasOnable?	 • 


d) Field check needed? 


15. In your judgment, can the proposed work be done in the proposed 


• time? Yer  


(All exploration must be completed within two years) 


16. If field examination is not needed, attach your recommendation. 


17. If field examination is needed, do you have any special instructions for 


the field team not . indicated by your answers to the foregoing 


question? Thc project ou142se rot up $nataes _starting __with ¶igste.view 


groa : £tiRce A. 14mrvun 	 _Ietc._Controlofngt


cing_ claim ninj ro1eto _ so1 e investgatea. cnc4n,_ and ort 


aft Phase oaczthouieeoIT1etc3oforc diarnond driUng fo 


ctrtion8incpth_cplingofoitcicpc with larjo b1kamp1eF t to 10 


to= rwh nd _ic tordfl in_ prove _the zot effective ceto&. 


cgrdlov	 1in amd =appkkr,7 of Ulm co::_tboud rocede cnj _thaft ein 


Reviewed by:	 _ 


-	 Date 12/13/51 


INT.-DUP. SEC. • WASH.. D.C. 	 Page 4 of 4 pages	 8733
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To 	 D M E A.	 November 28, 1951 


From	 D M Lemmon, Geologist, U.S.G.S. 


Subject Exploration application DMA.-2209	 $72,106 60 
Warfield Incorporated 
370 Rmpton Road. 
Piedmont 11, California 


Property' Giant Tongue, Tungsten View, Acid Tongue, Tough Nut, and Tungsten 
King groups of claims in Sec. 8, T 15 N., R 42 E , Nye County, 
Nevada Millet mining district in Toyabe Mountains west of Millet 
Ranch, Smoky Valley. 


Comment' No geologic map or assay map is submitted to show distribution of 
mineralization and location ofproposed trenching and drilling Applicant 


•	
submits a 'number of assays which obviois1y are of picked samples rather
than of cut samples representative of ore that could. be  mined.. 


•	 It is claimed that 40 tons, per day of ore* containing 3.0% W0 could 
be shipped from open pits 	 If this be true, ,.,or even if the material con-
tains only 0.5 to 1'w ' 0 percent WO , the cheapest sampling procedure might 
involve shipment of  few thousad tons to U S Vanadium Corporation at 
Bishop. Distance about 200 miles; cost '$12 to $16 per ton; payable on 
100 percent of assay value at rate of $36 per unit of W03 contained 


The proposal contains no provision for assaying or geologic mapping 


With'-the exception of 3,000 feet of drilling and considerable trench-





ing, most of the expenditures proposed cannot he considered to be exploration 


The lease agreement between Thomas, Meyer and Meyer as lessors and 
W J Loring as lessee states that the Tungsten King group of claims were 
held. July 10, 1951, by another lessee No statement is-included-in the 
docket to show that the claims are now held by Warfield. or Loring. 


No examination of these claims has beeii made by the Geological Survey 
or Bureau of Mines. On October 31, DMA requested the field team 1rom 
Region II (San Francisco) to examine the Mersam claims (DMA 1964) located. 
in Spanish Canyon north of the Millet district. 


Recommendation' 
A field examination should be made by a geologist before any proposal 


made by the applicant can be evaluated.,Whether snow conditions will per-
mit exainintion during December, or before next spring, is problematical 
It is recommended that the docket be referred to the Field Team, Region II, 
San Francisco, with time of 'examination. left to discretion of the Team.' 
Possibly the exposures at lower, levels are. still accessible.' 


DM1A has requested additional information from the applicant, by letter 


Signed. Dwight.Mi, Lemxnon
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CALLING ALL INTERIOR EMPLOYEES 


Send In Your Posters Now 


First Prize ...	 $15.00 
Second Prize	 50.00 
Third Prize	 25.00 


Also 10 Prizes of	 5.00 each 


'DEADLINE FOR TIft 


INCEN . IVE AWARDS, POSTER CONTEST 


I S JUNE 2O 1955 


Send Yours To: 


Incentive Awards Staff 
Room 6012, Interior Building 
Washington 25, D. C.
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UNITED STATES 


DEPAR1MENT OF ThE INTERIOR 
Defense Minerals Administration 
Washington 2, D.C.


July 10, 192 


Mr. H. C. Miller 
Executive Officer, INEA Region III 
1012 Flood Building 
870 Market Street 
San Francisco 2 0 California


Ret 


Dear Mr. Miller-.


6P 


Docket No. U4EA-2609 - Tungsten 
(Formerly rlvIA_?209)  
Giant Tongue, ft al. claims 
Millet Mining District 
Nye County, Nevada 


Please refer to your letter of May 20, 192, in which you 
advised us that Mr. J. M. Warfield requested withdrawal of the subject 
application. 


On July 8 we received a telegram from Warfield, Inc., request-
ing that the application be reactivated and a field examination made of 
the property. Will you please arrange for a field examination at your 
earliest convenience. 


We are enclosing herewith the file you returned, which includes 
two copies of field referral and one copy of the Form MF-103. 


Please note that we have given the application a new number. 


Sincerely yours, 


/s/ Frank E. Johnson 
Chairman, Operating Committee 
Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration 


/s/ J. H. Hedges 
For Bureau of Mines 


Enclosures 


GCSelfri dge :ls 7/9/52
/5/ T. P. Thayer 
For Geological Survey 


MATERIAL IN DOCKET FILE 1}IEA-2209 TRANSFERRED TO INEA-2609.
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SS	 6/5/51 


Defense Minerals Administration 


Review of Application for Exploration Assistance 


Docket No. DItIA 22.i? 


Commodity 7riyJIeri  


Total Amount  


Govt. Participation 7s;2 
1.' Name and Address of Applicant _tS'arfi9/d'. Z1?c.2,-eJ-h'c/ 


370 /a W 70 


2.. Location of Property	 C f 7 ' çf E 
0^ / 1 7_0 a e, 


,f7 
3. Mineral or metal 7D ' 7j i i i'i	 Is it listed in Section 9 of M0-5? 


If not, application will be rejected. 	 91S 


4. Geologic probability of discovery—based on data in application 
(qustion #16, 17, 18, 20 and 22)* 


Mines or Survey reports, etc., do you rate chances: 


a) Good______________________________________________________ 


b) Poor_________________________________________________________ 


c) None_________________________________________________________ 


d) Don't know—needs field examination_______________________ 


e) Is there an alternative and favorable project?_________________ 
(If so, attach an explanation) 	 4/ J 4 XV 	 4 


5. Is the applicant's right to the property clearly stated? 	
C//'nJ 


(question 5, 6, 7)* 


6. If applicant is a lessee, is a copy of the lease attached?__________________ 


Does the lease have sufficient time to run to cover a future 


productive period?	 __25 


*question numbers are those of MF-103 


Page 1 of 4 pages







7. Are subordinatiA greements  necessary?


	 S 
a) MF-20l? 


b) MF-202	 P	 .	 a 


8. From the data presented, does the proposed project appear feasible from 


the point of view of: 


a) Available manpower, 


b) Equipment and supplies_________________________________ 
(Question 14 plus general knowledge of availability)* 


c) Accessibility (question 12)*______________________________ 


d) Water (question 13)*______________________________________ 


e) Power (question 13)* 


Is a field check needed on any of these points?____________________________ 


9. Does the experience of the applicant appear to be adequate to assure that 


he can properly conduct the proposed project? (question 4)* 6/a 


Is a field check needed on this point?__________________________________________ 


10. Exhibit A. (questions 21 and 22)* 


a) Is the project adequately described? /110 


If not, are there sufficient data given so that you can describe 


the project? 	 If so, attach a draft. 


b) Is there an adequate map or sketch of the proposed work? /iVO 


c) Is the proposed work "exploration" under the definition of 
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I	 . 
Is this part a worthwhile exploration project?_________________________ 


d) Are the cost estimates detailed?___________________________________ 


Can they be summarized, as on page 2 of Procedural Instruction 5—A, 


	


from the available data? 	 If so, attach a draft. 
J 


e) Are the cost estimates reasonable? q,i L,'	 rp_ru///ici 
/	 /1qI1 


f) Should more information be requested from applicant? f€S dri/f,, .ii.c 
g) Is a field examination necessary to complete Exhibit A?_______________ 


	


11.	 Exhibit B (question 23_d)* Coi	 a 


a) Is it applicable?___________________________________________________ 


b) If so, are sufficient data furnished? 	 so, attach a draft. 


c) Is a field check needed?________________________________________________ 


	


12.	 . Exhibit C (question 23—e, f and g)* 


a) Is it applicable?_____________________________________________ 


b) Sufficient data?	 VO	 If so, attach a draft. 


c) Are rents and charges reasonable? KI(17L
0-/-" 1're e /" (t/ "0 1,1,0 V 


d) Is a field check needed?_  


	


13.	 Exhibit D (question 23—a, b)* 


a) Are there sufficient data?_______________________________ 


b) Is the schedule adequate for the work proposed? C/J 


c) Is the schedule excessive for the work proposed?________________________ 


d) Are the proposed wages and salaries reasonable?________________________ 


e) Is a field check needed?_______________________________________________ 
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S • H 
14. Exhibit E (question 23_c)* 


Is a)	 it applicable?_______________________________________________________ 


b)	 Sufficient data?___________________________________________________ 


c)	 Reasonable? - 


d)	 Field check needed?__________________________________________________ 


15. In your judgment, can the proposed work be done in the proposed 


time? cZ42 
(All exploration must be completed within two years) 


16. If field examination is not needed, attach your recommendation. 


17. If field examination is needed, do you have any special instructions for 


the field team not indicated by your answers to the foregoing


psleo..'.M
	


Reviewed by: 


1-1 
A141 '-^"'z ,, a-' 


;Lew


aw:4110'


Date___ 
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WARFIELD INCORPORATED 
370 HAMPTON ROAD


PIEDMONT II, CALIFORNIA 


HUMBOLDT 3-9710 


J.M.WKRFIELD	 4' 2 EMk 
PRESIDENT


*nZ 


ts WL


&gc 


o d;Eg ig g Ex
 dw 
 


VIP tlmr 41W 11 v4a-urotlbo -
a	 c21 


;v&a b	 & 


	


b;	 th(	 a
lrv-


un


t 


p14t 


) t t 
a ziP


ts JA 


*tt2t	 -cy 4c	 bc 


P fl 


-


*
TE1 


is


ME 
DfC3C ?dineraI /thnhijsfr3 


flECEIER	 - 


N 0 V 1 19511





		00000001

		00000002

		00000003

		00000004

		00000005

		00000006

		00000007

		00000008



