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"=~“%-¢~' 6\'\' DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
© EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT®
IT IS AGREED this 2at day of .....August ____ R , 195_2 between the United States of America, acting

through the Department of the Interior, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration, hereinafter called the “Government,”
and ? R..B Lyttle ____________ e e [
2821 Sichel Street .. e
Los. Angeles 31, California ...

hereinaftér called the “Operator,” as follows: .

ARTICLE 1. Authority for contract.—This agreement is entered into under the authority of the Defense Production Act of
1950, as amended, pursuant to DMEA Order 1-entitled “Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects.”

ARTICLE 2. Operator's property rights—With re'spect to that certain land situated in the State of CAalifornia .. ..

, County of ....San--Bernardino................ , described as follows: :The Blew
Jordam,..a.patented.claim, Survey No. 6311 A & B, lacated in ...

________________ Section. 30, T.2N., R.6W., SBM . ,

the Operator represents and undertakes: *

(@) That the Operator is the owner, in possession and entitled to posseséion, and that the property is subject only to the

following claims, liens, or encumbrances as to each of which the.subordination agreement of the holder is attached: ...
None :

(b) Fhat fheOnorntamix % Jexsres HXNSeoss eIk MiKIarK f6 HSHEIRGAXA0H XPE ORI 0 KIKR(E ¥ BEaCKA.

The Operator shall devote the land and all existing improvements, facilities, buildings, installations, and appurtenances to
the purposes of the exploration project without any allowance for the use, rental value, depreciation, depletion, or other cost of
acquiring, owning, or holding possession thereof. .

ARTICLE 3. Exploration project—The Operator, within thirty.  (30).. days from the date of this contract shall commence
work on a project of exploration for® _.Z1ingc.. =_lead :

in or upon the described land; and shall bring the. project to completion within a period of - £ive. _(5). monthsfrom the
date of this contract. The work to be performed is more fully described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto, which, with any maps
o1f' drawmgg télereto attached, are made a part of this contract. The Government will contribute te the cost of this work as here-
after provided. ‘ .

ARTICLE 4. Performance of the work.—(a) Operator’s responsibility. The work shall be performed efficiently, expertly, in
a workmanlike manner, in accordance with good mining standards and State regulations for health and safety and for workmens’
compensation and employers’ liability insurance, with suitable and adequate equipment, materials, and labor, to bring the project
to completion within the time fixed. To the extent specified in Exhibit “A,” attached hereto, the work may be performed by inde-
pendent contractor or contractors; and work not specified in Exhibit “A” for performance by independent contractor may never-
theless be so performed upon amendment of Exhibit “A,” as agreed to by the parties, to state the work to be so performed and
the estimated unit costs thereof, as provided hereafter. :

(b) Independent contracts.—Any independent contract for the performance of work shall be on a unit-price basis (such as
per foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard of material moved), or on some basis
that will indicate the amount due for work performed at any stage of the work to be performed under such independent contract.
The Government shall not be nor be considered to be a party to any such independent contract, and the Government’s right to
terminate the exploration project contract under any of its provisions shall not in any manner be affected by reason of any
such independent contract. If the reference in Exhibit “A” to any such independent contract states that the Government’s
approval thereof is required, the Government may refuse to participate in the cost thereof unless and until it has given its
written approval of the independent contract.

(¢) Government may inspect.—The Government shall have the right to enter and observe and inspect the work at all
reasonable times, and the Operator shall provide the Government with all available means for doing so. The Government may
consult with and advise the Operator on all phases of the work.

ARTICLE 5. Estimated costs of the project.—A statement of the estimated cost of the project is set forth in Exhibit “A,”
attached hereto. Except insofar as any item of requirement or the estimated cost thereof set forth in Exhibit “A” is there or
elsewhere designated as an “allowable maximum,” such items of requirement and of related cost are estimates only, and may be
exceeded to the extent that the Government may from time to time approve for the most economic and beneficial performance
of the work within the limitation of the total aggregate estimate of costs. The Government’s approval of any such excess
over the estimate for an item of requirement or related cost will be signified by its approval and payment of any invoice or
voucher for payment which expressly calls attention to such excess. Items expressly designated in Exhibit “A” or elsewhere as
“allowable maximum,” and the total aggregate estimated cost are limitations, and any excess therein will be for the sole account
of the Operator in which the Government will not participate.

ARTICLE 6. Allowable costs of the project.—(a) The costs of the project in which the Government will participate are
limited to the following:

(1) Independent contracts—Payments to independerft contractors under independent contracts listed in Exhibit “A.”
The estimated cost of any work to be performed under an} independent contract is or shall be included i1n the estimate of
costs in Exhibit “A” in terms of the estimated numbers of units of work to be performed, the estimated amount to be paid
per unit, and the estimated total amount to be paid to the independent contractor, and such estimates shall be allowable
maximums above which the Government will not contribute. Regardless of the provisions of any such independent contract,
the Government will participate in the payments to the independent contractor only on account of work actually performed
and that conforms with the provisions of the exploration project contract, and only to the extent that the Government deems
the unit prices for the work under the independent contract to be reasonable and necessary. No such independent contract
shall have the effect of increasing the estimated total cost of the exploration project contract nor the maximum amount
which the Government will pay as provided in the exploration project contract. -

(2‘) Labor, supervision, cpnsultants.—Labor, supervision and technical services (including engineering and geological
consultants), a schedule of which is included in the estimate of costs set forth in Exhibit “A.” The requirements and related
estimated costs for supervision and technical services are allowable maximums. ' :

(8) Operating materials and supplies—Necessary materials and supplies including items of equipment costiﬁg less than
$50.00 each, and power, water, and fuel, a schedule of which is included in the estimate of costs in Exhibit “A.”

(4) Operating equipment.—Any operating equipment to be rented or purchased, or which is owned and will be furnished
by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or the allowable depreciation, as the case may be, a schedule of
which is included in Exhibit “A.” Any items listed as owned and to be furnished by the Operator, and related imitiel allow-

able depreciation; are allowable maximums.

(5) Rehabilitation and 'repai'rs.—-Ahy necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs of.existing buildings, installations, fix-

" tures, and movable operating equipment, now owned by the Operator and to be devoted to the purposes of the exploration

contract, a schedule of which is included in the estimate of costs set forth in Exhibit “A.” These items are allowable
maximums,

(6) New buildings, i'mproveme'rits, installations.—Any necessary buildings, fixed improvements, or installations to be
purchased, installed, or constructed for the purposes of the exploration work, with the estimated cost of each, a schedule of
which is included in the estimate of costs in Exhibit “A.”" All of these items are allowable maximums.

(7) Miscellaneous.—Repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not including initial rehabilitation or repairs
of the Operator’s equipment), analytical work, accounting, workmen’s compensation and employers’ liability insurance and
payroll taxes. '

(8) Contingencies.—Such other necessary, reasonable direct costs of performing the exploration work, within the limit
of the total aggregate estimate of costs, whether or not included in any schedule of costs in Exhibit “A,” as may be
approved by the Government in the course of the work, as indicated by its approval and payment of invoices and vouchers.

Vgﬂ"lcient space is not provided in any blank, use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in the blank.
e name, address, and nature of organization if any.
\legal description or enough to identify the property, particularly excluding any land or interest therein to which the Government’s lien is not to
e production from which is not to be subject to the Government'’s percentage royalty.
ut the provision not applicable.
ineral or minerals. 16—66328-2






(b) The Government’s payments in cases will be based on actual, necessary co’(including contract unit prices)
incurred not in excess of any “allowable majmum,” and not in excess of the fixed percentage 0f the total aggregate estimated cost.
Costs will be considered to be incurred ohly as they are or become due and payable. ’ S C

. .. (c) No items of general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes) or angr other
indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of this contract, shall be allowed as costs of the Project in
which the Government will participate. N

ARTICLE 7. Reports, accounts, audits.—(a) Progress reports. The Operators shall provide the Government with mdnthly
reports of work performed and costs (including contract unit prices) incurred under the contract, in quintuplicate (five copies),
upon forms provided by the Government. These progress reports shall be certified by the Operator, and shall constitute both the |
Operator’s invoice of costs incurred on the project during the period covered by the report and his voucher for repayment by |
the Government, unless the Government requires the use of a standard voucher form with invoice attached. Progress reports
shall include surface and/or underground engineering-geological maps or sketches showing the progress of the exploration, with
assay-reports on samples taken concurrently with the advance in mineralized ground. - .

(b) Final report.—Upon completion of the exploration work or termination of the contract the Operator shall provide the
Government with an adequate geological and engineering report, in quintuplicate (five copies); including an estimate of ore
reserves resulting from the exploration work. : - :

(¢) Compliance with requirements.—If, in the opinion of the Government, any of the Operator’s reports are insufficient

or incomplete, the Government may procure the making or completion of such reports and attachments as an expense of the
exploration work; and the Government may withhold approval and payment of any vouchers depending’ upon insufficient or
incomplete reports. : ' e -
. (d) Accounts and audits.—The Operator shall keep suitable records and accounts of operations, which the Government may
inspect and audit at any time. The Government may at any time require an audit of the Operator’s records and accounts by
a certified public accountant, the cost thereof to be treated as a cost of the project. The Operator shall keep and preserve said
records and accounts for at least 3 years after the completion of the project or the termination of this contract. Upon the com-
pletion of the project or termination of the contract the Operator shall render a final account as provided in Article 12.

ARTICLE 8. Payments by the Government.—(a) The Government will pay 210) ... percent of the allowable
costs incurred, as they accrue, in an aggregate total amount not in excess of $.4,195.00 _, whichis 50 ._________ per-
cent of § 8 .390,00 : , the agreed, estimated total cost of the project in which the Government will participate;

Provided, that uitil the Operator’s final report and final accounting have been rendered to the Government, and any final audit-
ing required by the Government has been made, and a final settlement .of the contract has: been made, the -Government may
withhold from the last voucher or vouchers such sums as it sees fit not in excess of ten (10) percent of the maximum total which
the Government might have been called upon to pay under the terms of ‘the contract. " . - o

(b) The Government may make any payment or payments direct to independent contractors and to suppliers, for the account
of the Operator, rather than to the Operator. i

ARTICLE 9. Repayment by Operator.—(a) If, at any time, the Government considers that a discovery or a development from
which production may be made has resulted from the exploration work, the Government, at any time not later than 6 months after
the Operator has rendered the required final report and final account, may so certify in writing to the Operator. The certifica-
tion shall describe broadly or indicate the nature of the discovery or development. In the event of such certification, any minerals
mined or produced from the land described in Article 2 within 10 years from the date of this contract, including any mined or
produced before the certification, shall be subject to a percentage royalty which the Opérator or his successor in interest shall
pay to the Government, upon the net smelter returns, the net concentrator returns, or other net amounts realized from the sale
or other disposition of any such production, in whatever form disposed of, including ore, concentrates, or metal, until the total
amount contributed by the Government, without interest, is fully repaid, or said 10 years have elapsed, whichever occurs first,
as follows:

(1) One and one-half (1%%). percent of any such net amounts not in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton.

(2) One and one-half (1% percent of any such net amounts, plus one-half (% )-percent of-such net amounts for each
additional full fifty cents ($0.50) by which such net amounts exceed eight dollars ($8.00) per ton, but not in excess of five (5)
percent of such net amounts. :

(For instance: The percentage royalty on a net amount of five dollars ($5.00) per ton would be one and one-half (1%)
percent; on a net amount of ten dollars ($10.00) per ton, three and one-half (3%) percent.)

(b) As here used, “net smelter returns,” “net concentrator returns,” and “other net amounts realized from the sale or other
disposition,” mean gross revenue from sales; or if not sold, the market value of the material after it is mined in the form in
which and the place where it is held. In the case of integrated operations in which the material is not disposed of as such,
these terms mean what is or would be gross income from mining operations for percentage depletion purposes in income-tax
determination. '

(c) To secure the payment of its percentage royalty, the Government shall have and is hereby granted a lien upon the land
described indArticle 2 and upon any production of minerals therefrom, until the royalty claim is extinguished by lapse of time or
is fully paid.

(d) This article is not to be construed as imposing any obligation on the Operator or the Operator’s successor in interest
to engage in any mining or production operations.

ARTICLE 10. Assignment, transfer, or loss of Operator’s interest.—~Without the written consent of the Government, the
Operator shall not assign or otherwise transfer or hypothecate this contract or any rights thereunder. The Operator shall not
make any voluntary nor permit any involuntary transfer or conveyance of the Operator’s rights in the land described in Article 2,
without making suitable provision for the preservation of the Government’s right to a percentage royalty on production and
lien for the payment thereof; Provided, that mere failuréby the Operator to maintain the Operator’s rights in the land, without
any consideration running to the Operator other than relief 'from the cost of maintaining such rights (as by surrender of a
leasehold, failure to perform assessment work, or failure to exercise an option), coupled with complete abandonment by the
Operator of all interest in or operations on the land for a period of 10 years from the date of this contract, shall not constitute
such a transfer or conveyance. Should the Operator make or permit any transfer or conveyance in violation of this provision,
the Operator shall be and remain liable for payment to the Government of the same amounts, at the same times, as would have
been paid under the terms of the percentage royalty on production. If for any reason the net smelter returns, net concentrator
returns, or other net amounts realized from the sale or other disposition of such production are not available as a means of meas-
uring the amount of the Operator’s liability, the amount thereof shall be estimated as well as may be, and in the event of dispute
as to such estimates, the determination thereof by the Administrator of Defense Minerals Exploration Administration or by his
successor shall be final and binding upon the Operator.

ARTICLE 11. Title to and disposition of property.—All facilities, buildings, fixtures, equipment, or other items costing more
than $50.00 each, paid for or purchased with funds contributed jointly by the Operator and the Government, although title may
be taken in the name of the Operator, shall belong to the Operator and the Government jointly, in proportion to their respective
contributions, and upon the completion of the work or the termination of the contract shall be disposed of promptly by the Opera-
tor for the joint account of the Government and the Operator, either by return to the vendor, by sale to others, or purchase by the
Operator at a price at least as high as could otherwise be obtained, as may appear to be for the best interest of the Government,
unless the Government, in writing, waives its interest in any such item. If necessary to accomplish such disposition, the Opera-
tor shall dismantle, sever from the land, and remove any such item, the cost thereof to be for the joint account of the parties in
proportion to their respective interests. If the Operator, within 90 days after the receipt of written notice from the Government,
fails, neglects, or refuses to dispose of such property, the Government may itself enter upon the land, take possession of, and
remove and dispose of any such property as above provided.

ARTICLE 12. Termination and completion.—The Government may, at any time, by written notice to the Operator, terminate
this contract: (a) If the Operator fails to provide his share of the money necessary to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms
of the contract; (b) if the Operator, in the opinion of the Governfnent, fails to prosecute operdtions pursuant to the terms of the
contract; or (c) if in the opinion of the Government, operations’up to the time of the notice have not indicated the probability of
making any worth while discovery and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justified. Upon the comple-
tion of the project or any termination of the contract the Operator shall dispose of any remaining materials, supplies, facilities,
buildings, fixtures, and equipment in which the Government has an interest, for the joint account of the Operator and the Gov-
ernment in the proportion of their respective interests; shall render to the Government a full and final accounting of his operations
under the contract and his expenditures of money; and shall pay to the Government its pro rata share of any money remaining.

ARTICLE 13. Changes and added provisions. The_ _Operator's obligation to bring. the project
to._completion continues only. as long as the accumulated allowable costs. of
the project in which the Government will participate. _do not exceed the .
agreed, total estimated. cost. of the project set forth in Article 8.

Executed in sextuplicate the day and year first above written. TueE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

77

R..B. Lyttle Ao A
tOperator) Acting Administrato T
_ - Defense Minerals Exploration
By : Administration
I, : , certify that I am the secretary
of the corporation named as Operator herein; that * , who signed
this contract on behalf of the Operator, was then of said corporation;

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

[ CORPORATE
SEAL

U. 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 16—66328-1
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EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT
R. B, LYITIE =
DOCKET NO. DMEA-1707

EXHIBIT ®A®
Description of the Hork |

Stage I

The work shall consist of digging seven trenches across the
mineralized tactite zone, located as indicated on the map attached hereto
and made a part hereof, and entitled "Blew Jordeam Zinc Prospect, San
Bernardino County, California,"” TFour of the trenches should be spaced
at appraximately 100-foot intervals between pit No, 2 and trench No, 3.
The fifth trench should be approximately midway between cut No, 2 and
pit No. 5. The sixth trench should be approximately fifty feet south
of cut No. 7 and the seventh should be fifty feet north of cut No. 1.

Most of the trenches probably need not be more thaen three or
four feet deep, as the mantle of overburden appears to be thin., The
length and depth of the trenches will necessarily depend scmewhat on
the occurrence of the tactite body and the discretion of the Operator,
but an average dimension should be about 15 feet long and 4 feet wide
by 3 feet deep. If the overburden proves deeper than expected, trenches
No, 6 and No, 7 may be deleted from the program in order that other
trenches may be dug to a greater depth to bedrock.

' Samples are to be cut across all of the tactite explored by
the exploration trenches., At each exposure the samples are to be cut
in approximately 5-foot lengths,

Stage II

Stage II shall be undertaken only if, in the opinion of the
Government the work under Stage I warrants further exploration. 4An
access road mey be necessary to accomplish the work under Stage 1I, but-
the cost thereof shall be no part of the allowable costs of the project,
and shall be for the sole account of the Operator, The work shall con-
sist of 1000 feet of diemond drilling to explore for the lateral and
downward continuity of the ore showings in the trenches. The number of
diamond drill holes to be drilled, their location, direction, inclinationm,
and length shall be determined by mutual agreement of the Operator and
the Government Field Team,

Approval by the Government of any independent contract, for
the performance of work under Stage I or Stage 1I is required,





® B

Estimated Costs of the Proiect
z*Indicates allowable maximum;

AGREED UNIT COSTS

‘Stage I
None
Stage II
1000 fect of diamond drilling @ $6,00
per foot - $6,000,00
Total Unit Costs S $%6,000,00%

The Government will contribute to the costs of diamond dril-
ling in Stage II, as they accrue, for units of work actually performed,
on the basis of the above agreed unit costs per foot in lieu of actual

costs,

These unit costs include all costs of the work except those
estimated below in compliance with Article 6 of the Contract to which
the Government will contribute on the basis of actual costs,

ESTIMATED ACTUAL COSTS
Labor, Sugerv1siog and Consultants

§§§g§_l
35 Man—-days labor @ $16.00 per day 1/ $ 560,00

Stage 11

Suoerv1sor, englneer and geologist
3 months @ $300,00 per month ;/ 900,00%

Operating Equipment
Stage I
None '

Stage II

Depreciation allowance for truck, . o
3 months @ $225,00 per month 675.00%

1/ Including workmen's compensation and employers' liability insurance
and payroll taxes,






Miscellaneous
| Stage I
| Assaying | $  55.00
Stage II
Assaying $ 200,00
SUMMARY
Total Estimated Cost, Stage I & 615,00%
Total Estimated Cost, Stage II 7775,00%

Total Estimated Cost of Project $8,390,00%
Government Participation @ 50% $4,195,00%
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Rierny . ' Docket No. DMA _L7Q7X

Commodity __Z_iIlG:LC.ad

. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Idm E199
' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
- DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT'!

It is agreed this R S day of ....November N , 195-_]:, between the United States of America, acting

through the Department of the Interior, Defense Minerals Administration, hereinafter called the “Government,” and® _______...__.__.
R..B. Lyttle -

2821 Sichel .Street
Los. Angeles. .31, Cal ifornia

hereinafter called the “Operator,” as follows: -

1. Authority for contract. This agreement is entered into under the authorit.y of the Defense Production Act of 1950, pur-
suant to Mineral Order 5, entitled “Regulation§ Governing Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects.”

2. Operator’s property rights. The exploration project shall be conducted on that certain property situated in the State of
California County of ......San Bernardino.......___ described as follows: ® . ..o oo

The Blew Jordam,.a.patented. claim,  Survey #6311A & B, located--in-Section 30y
............... T.AZP)T __R...éw __SBM:J. -

with respect to which the Operator represents and undertakes: *

(a) That he is the sole owner, in possession and entitled to possession, and that the property is subject only to the following
claims, liens, or encumbrances as to each of which the subordination agreement of the holder is attached: ...._.None ______________

3. Exploration project. The Operator, within ____Sixty__(_éo.) days from the date of this contract shall commence

work on a project of exploration for® .. zinc—lead. ores ... ; shall prosecute the work efficiently, expertly, in a
workmanlike manner, in accordance with good mining standards, with suitable and adequate equipment, materials, and labor, all
properly designed to bring the project to completion within a period of five. (5). months from the date

of this contract. The exploration project and the work to be performed are more fu]fy’described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto,
which, with any maps or drawings thereto attached, is made a part of this contract.

4. Performance of the work. The work shall be performed by the Operator, under his sole direction and control: Provided,
That with the consent of the Government and its written approval of the contract or contracts, all or any part of the work may
be performed by the Operator through contract or contracts with independent contractors. The Government shall have the right
to enter and observe and inspect the work at all reasonable times, and the Operator shall provide the Government with all avail-
able means for doing so. The Government may consult with and advise the Operator on all phases of the work.

5. Fiztures and improvements. The Operator shall devote the land and all existing improvements, facilities, buildings, instal-
lations, and appurtenances to the purposes of the exploration project without any allowance for the use, rental value, depreciation,
depletion, or other cost of acquiring, owning, or holding possession thereof. Any additional facilities, buildings, and fixtures, to
be purchased, installed, or erected by the Operator, with the estimated cost of each, to which the Government will contribute
currently its agreed pro rata share, are listed in Exhibit “A” attached hereto. The difference between the cost of such additional
facilities, buildings, or fixtures, and the salvage value thereof at the conclusion of the work, shall be charged as a cost of the
project to which the Government has contributed its pro rata share. .

" 6. Operating equipment. Any operating equipment to be rented, purchased, or furnished by the Operator, with the allow-
able rental, purchase price, or depreciation, as the case may be, is listed under appropriate headings in Exhibit “A” attached
hereto. As to equipment purchased for the project, the Government will contribute its agreed pro rata share of the cost thereof,
and the difference between the cost and the salvage value at the conclusion of the work shall be charged as a cost of the broject
to which the Government has contributed its pro rata share. :

1 If sufficient space is not provided in any blank, use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in the blank.
3 State name, address, and nature of organization if any. .

8 Give legal description or enough to identify the property.

¢ Strike out the provision not applicable. .

8 Name of mineral.

¢ A
Not in excess of 2 years. 16—64066-2





-

[ 4

7. Title to and disposttion of p'ropefrty.. facilities, buildings, fixtures, equipment, ox.er items costing more-than $50
each, paid for or purchased with funds contributed jointly by the Operator and the Government, shall belong to the Operator and
the Government jointly, in proportion to their respective contributions, and upon the termination of the contract, if they hawe any
salvage value, shall be disposed of for their joint account unless the Government, in writing, waives its interest in any such items.
The Government may require the dismantling, severance from land, and removal of any such items in order to realize its interest
in the salvage value thereof, and the cost of any such removal and of the disposal of the items shall be for the joint account of the
parties in proportion to their respective interests, '

8. Labor and supervision. An itemized schedule of labor, by numbers and classes (miners, muckers, millmen, etc.), and of
supervisors, by numbers and positions, with the maximum wages or salaries that may be paid to each as an allowable cost of the
project is set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

9. Rehabilitation and repairs. A statement of the cost of any necessary rehabilitation or repairs to put existing facilities,
buildings, installations, and fixtures into useful and operable condition and which are to be allowed as costs of the project is
included in Exhibit “A.”

10. Allowable costs of the project. The costs of the project in which the Government will participate are limited to the
necessary, reasonable, direct costs of performing the exploration work, including the costs of materials, supplies, engineering,
power, water, analytical work, accounting, and utilities, including items of equipment costing less than $50 each; and the costs
referred to in Articles 5, 6, 8, and 9, and the exhibits annexed to and referred to in this contract. Although the Government may
pay part of the cost of new or additional facilities, structures, buildings, and equipment, only the depreciation on such items,
computed as indicated in Articles 5 and 6, will be charged as a cost of the project. No items of general overhead, corporate
management, interest, taxes, or any other indirect costs not expressly allowed by these provisions, or work performed or costs
incurred before the date of this contract, shall be allowed as costs of the project in which the Government will participate.

11. Accounts and audits. The Operator shall keep suitable records and accounts of operations, which the Government may
inspect and audit at any time. The Government may at any time require an audit of the Operator’s records and accounts by a
certified public accountant, the cost thereof to be treated as a cost of the project. The Operator shall keep and preserve said
records and accounts for at least 3 years after the completion of the project or the termination of this contract.

12. Progress reports. The Operator shall provide the Government with monthly reports of work performed under the con-
tract upon forms to be provided by the Government. Each monthly progress report shall bear the certification of the Operator
and shall constitute the Operator’s invoice of costs incurred on the project during the period covered by the report.

18. Payment to the Operator. The monthly progress report (invoice), to the extent approved by the Government, shall be
processed for payment by the Government. Payment shall be made in the amount of ..5Q___ percent of the approved costs incurred;
Provided, That the aggregate total of all sums paid by the Government under this agreement shall not exceed $..4,025.00_____ ,

whichis .50 _______ percent of the agreed estimated total cost of this project, $.8,050,00..____..

14. Final reports by Operator. Upon completion of the project or termination of this contract, the Operator shall provide
the Government with a comprehensive geologic and engineering report, including an estimate of ore reserves, to the best of his
ability. Four copies of all reports shall be furnished to the Government.

15. Repayment by Operator. If, upon the completion of the exploration project or termination of the contract, the Govern-
ment considers that a discovery or development has resulted from the work from which commercial production of ore may be
made, the Government, within 6 months thereafter, shall so certify to the Operator, particularly describing-and delimiting its esti-
mate of the discovery or the development. Thereafter, if and as ore is produced as a result of such discovery or development, the
Operator and his successor in interest shall be and become obligated to pay to the Government a percentage royalty on the net
smelter returns or other net proceeds realized from such ore, concentrates, or metal produced within ten (10) years from the date
of this contract, until the total amount contributed by the Government, without interest, is fully repaid or said 10 years have
elapsed, whichever occurs first, as follows:

a §)f net smelter returns or other net proceeds not in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton of ore: One and one-half
14) percent. '

zOf net smelter returns or other net proceeds in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton of ore: One and one-half (11%)
percent, plus one-half (14) percent for each additional full fifty cents ($0.50) in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton of
ore, but not in excess of a maximum of five (5) percent.

This obligation to repay from net returns or proceeds shall be and remain a claim and lien upon the mineral deposit which is the
subject of the exploration project and upon any production resulting from such discovery or development, in favor of the Gov-
ernment, until fully paid, or until said 10-year period has elapsed; and this claim and lien and the Government’s right to repay-
ment shall survive any termination of the contract, whether by completion of the exploration project or otherwise. This article
is not to be construed as imposing any obligation on the Operator or his successor in interest to produce ore from any such discovery
or development, o

© 16. No assignment of contract. Without the written consent of the Government, the Operator shall not assign or otherwise
transfer or hypothecate this contract or any rights thereunder. .

17. Termination and completion. The Government may, at any time, by written notice to the Operator, terminate this con-

tract: (@) If the Operator fails to provide his share of the money necessary to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms of the
contract; (b) if the Operator, in the opinion of the Government, fails to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms of the con-
tract; or (¢) if in the opinion of the Government, operations up to the time of the notice have not indicated the probability of
making any worthwhile discovery and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justified. Upon the comple-
tion of the project or any termination of the contract the Operator shall render to the Government a full and final accounting of
his operations under the contract and his expenditures of money; shall dispose of any unused materials, supplies, and equipment
for the joint account of the Operator and the Government in the proportion of their respective interests; and shall pay to the
Government its pro-rata share of any money remaining.

Executed in sextuplicate the day and year first above written.
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

_____________ BB Iyttle

(Operator)

, S .
Production Expansion Division

U 3. coveRnment prNTING ofFics  10—PjiPEnse Minerals Administration
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Docket No, DMA 1707X

EHIBIT "Av

Ixploration Project:

The cxploration to consist of diamond drilling to explore for the lateral and
downward continuity of ore showings in surface cuts on the Blew Jordam claim.
Diamond drilling to consist of nine holes drilled as shown on man attached. Six
holes are ecach to be approximately 100 feet in length and three holes are each to
be approximalely 135 feet in length., Xistimated costs of the Project are as follows:

(1) Diamond drilling, 1,000 feet & $6,00 per foot $6,000400
(2) Supervision, 3 months & 300,00 per month 900,00
(3) Use allowance for truck, 3 months @ (50 per month 150,00 ~
(4) Transportation and camp allowance _1,000,00 =
Total - $8,050.00

(1) The diamond drilling is to be done on a drilling contract which is to be
approved by the Government prior to start of the work.

(2) Supervision is allowable as a cost at $300,00 per month for a maximum of
three months on the project.

(3) The Government will participate in payments for use of the Operator's
1-ton truck as a cost at the rate of $50.00 per month which is based on 60-month
depreciation of estimated value.

(4) As the property is at present accessible only by narrow trail requiring
high transportation cost and camp facilities and as the cost of an access road is
not warranted unless the exploration results are favorable; a fund of $1,000,00 is
included for use, upon approval of necessity by the Government and to the extent
required. for extra expenses involved in transportation of equipment and operating
supplies and furnishing of camp facilities.

No additional buildings, installations, fixtures, equipmenﬁ or improvements
to be purchased, rented, repaired or rehabilitated, except as listed above, are
to be allowed as costs under this contract.
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o | . [ LANDON F. STRCE:,

-~ Los An%eles, Calif.
June 16, I95I.

Mr. James Boyd
Administrator
Defense Minerals Administration
Washington, D.C.
Dear Sirj

I am enclosing four copies each of Forms M.F. 166
and M.F. I03 for an exploratory loan on a zinc, lead
prospect that I own.

The fact that this property (which is in a
National Forest, and close to a Primative Area) went
through to patent without a contest from the U.S.F.S.
And that all the engineers who have examined it have
proclaimed it a pfospect of mefit, and recommended
further developement work; leads me to hope that it will
develope into a mine.

For that reason I am now making this application

for an exploratory loan.

Very sincerely yours

NP Fyt

R.B. Lyttle

2821 Sichel St.

Los Angeles 31,

Calif. \

-~
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. - U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
‘ o - DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

Budget Bureau No, 42-R1036.

Lorna ~103 v
— Approval expires 6-30-51.

(April $51)

‘DO NOT FILL IN THIS BLOCK

. APPLICATION FOR AID FOR AN .~ | _ <

EXPLORATION PROJECT PURSUANT TO - - | Docket No. Aot LT TNX ..

' MINERAL. ORDER 5, UNDER | Date received G S
DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950 |, AU .

'Participafion L
! O T SR s
) : Co ) o ; . L re] OF THE TTERER .
 R. B. LYTTLE K 1 e 5.35222223-h:li::i:f;k;ﬁ?am Y
WEGEMVED :

JUN T 81951
LAGEON) F. GTROBEL

2821 SICHEL ST.
LOS "ANGELES 3I, CALIF.

Name and
L _ ‘Eneautivo Scorotary ' | ddeese ot
"Dnte_q_‘[_J:NE ;[6, ;[951: _________
FILL IN THIS BLOCK
Date of application __J_uge___l_é’_- 19 ST Estima{ted. cost --_-&6000 .00
Mineral or metal ZING,._.LEAD-,-.-CADMIUM .............. Percentage of Government participation _...__ 5:Q% ..............

Location of mine .__SAN.- RERNARDINQ . COUNTY ...
CALIFQRNIA

Date of filing MF-100 _.._.._. mmz@,xgg _______________

DMA Docket Number, if available
INSTRUCTIONS

Read Mineral Order 5, Regulations Governing Government

Aid in Defense Projects, before completing this application. -

Submit four signed copies of the application to Defense Min-

if you cannot answer it, so state on the form. Where the
space provided for answer is insufficient, answer on a separate
sheet, annex it to the application form, and refer to it in space

erals Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington
25, D. C., or to the nearest field executive officer thereof, with
your name and address on each sheet of the application and
all accompanying papers. If any question is inapplicable, or

for answer. .If the application is approved, you will be pre-
sented with an exploration project contract on Form MF-200,
for your signature.

THE APPLICANT

*1. Is applicant an individual, partnership, or corporation?
*2. If a partnership, state names and addresses of partners.
*3. If a corporation, state names and addresses of officers, directors, and five largest stockholders.

*4, Describe the mining and general business experience of (a) the applicant, and (b) the person or persons who will manage the
project.

*5. Are you the owner or the lessee of the property?
6. If owner, state what claims, liens, or encumbrances, if any, are against the property.

7. If lessee, attach a copy of the lease and state if it is in good standing.

NOTE.—It will be necessary to procure and attach to the exploration project contract agreements of claimants, lienors, en-
cumbrances and lessors subordinating their interests in the property to the interest of the Government under the
contract. '

. Furnish current financial statement, showing assets and liabilities, and a profit and loss statement.

. How much money is applicant prepared to invest in proposed project? Is it sufficient to pay your part of the cost of the
project as detailed in question 23 of this application form, in accordance with the regulations on Government participation
(Section 9 of Mineral Order 5)? '

Qo

*If you have already answered these questions on MF-100, you are not required to answer the questions for this application. 16—64067-1






THE PROPERTY * . PR
10. (a) Give a description of the real property that will be in any way involved in the exploration project, including éﬁy existing
mine or operating property. v :
(b) Give the legal description of the exact parcel, plot, or area upon which the exploration is to be conducted.

NOTE.—If both areas are the same, 50 state. The only obligation to repay the Government is from the net earnings from
any commercial discovery made in the area specified in (b) above in which the exploration is to be conducted,
and the expenditure of funds which may be charged as costs of the project must be limited to that area or to
work necessary to perform the exploration in that area.

*11. State the present and former names of the property, if any.

*12. State, in detail, the location of the property with reference to towns, railroads, roads, shipping points, including distances
and directions and kinds and conditions of roads.

*13. State source and quantity of water available for operations and its sufficiency at all seasons.
State amount of power to be used, rate per hour or other cost, and source.

*14. Describe any existing useable facilities, equipment, buildings, or structure now on the property that will be devoted to the
exploration work.

15. State in detail how the ore could be shipped and how and where milled.
*16. History:

(a) Give a statement, as complete as possible, of previous exploration, development, operation, and production of property,
with reasons for any past suspensions of operations. . o

(b) State briefly the known history and production of adjoining and neighboring propertiés.

- (¢) Furnish any available (private) reports that may apply to this application, including results of mine examinations,
recommended exploration and development, and metallurgical investigations, :

*17. Production:
(a) If mine is in production, furnish the following information:

Grade or Net value
Tons per day analysis Cost per ton per ton

' o

(1) Mining
(2) Milling
(3) Shipped
or sold .
*18. Ore or mineral reserves: (If property is or has been operating.)

(a) Describe the ore or mineral deposits briefly.
(b) Submit available maps and assay data.
(¢) Give estimated tonnage and grade of each class of ore reserves.

19. State any conditions or circumstances regarding the property not sufficiently brought out by the foregoing questions.

THE EXPLORATION

20. For what mineral or minerals and for what types of deposits and ores will the exploration be conducted?
21. Describe briefly, but concisely, the proposed work and the estimated time required to complete it.

NOTE.—The Government will not participate in a project that will require more than 2 years to complete.

22. Furnish statement of the geological basis of the project with particular emphasis on factors leading the operator to expect the
finding of commercial ore bodies. This statement should be accompanied by supporting maps such as geological maps, maps
of the proposed openings and assay maps, sample lists, and other pertinent data.

THE REQUIREMENTS AND COSTS

23. Tabulate in the form of an itemized statement with a sum for each item the estimated requirements and costs of the project so
that the total will give the estimated cost of the project in which the Government will participate, as follows:

(a) Labor, by numbers and classes (miners, muckers, millmen, ete.), with wages of each.

(b) Supervisors, by numbers and positions, with salaries of each.

(¢) Cost of necessary repairs to existing facilities, structures, and buildings.

(d) Cost of necessary installation or construction of additional facilities, structures, and buildings.

(e) Cost of items of equipment, not now owned by the applicant which must be purchased for operations at a cost of $50 or
more each.

(f) Cost of rental for equipment which the operator proposes to rent.

(9) Rental value of items of equipment which the operator now owns and which will be devoted to the work.
(h) Cost of materials and supplies, including items of equipment costing less than $50 each.

(2) Cost of power, water, utilities, and any other items not provided for above.

24. Furnish a time schedule of the project, stated in terms of months after project is approved, showing progress expected to be
accomplished and the money expected to be spent.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned company, and the official executing this certification on its behalf, hereby certify that the information con-
tained in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete to the best of their knowledge and belief.

/ (Date) (Title)
Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully false statement or representation to any department or agency
of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction.

*Same as footnote on page 1. 16--64067-1 U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
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' FORM M. F. 703

BLEWtJORDAM MINE R.B. LYTTLE

Sect. 30-3I, Twp 2N. R6W. 2821 SICHEL ST.

San Bernardine Co. Calif. LOS ANGELES 3I, CALIF.

#I1-8 Refer to Form M.F. 160

#8 “Property and title free and clear of any claims.

#9
I am prepared to invest up to $3000.00 M

This with a similar amount from the Government
should be sufficiant to prove if there are the
proper reserves, and the proper values.

#10
a One patented claim known as the Blew Jordam Mine.
b Situated in S.W. portion of Sect. 30, Twp 2N. R6W. SBM.

#I1 .

Reported by W.B.Tucker as the CUCAMONGA ZINC MINE.

Patented under Survey 63II A&B as BLEW JORDAN MINE
#I2-13-Ik

Refer to FORM M. F. I0O
#15

Ore should be milled and concentrated on the mill

site, and the concentrates shipped to the smelter

best suitef to handle that particular concentrate.
#16-17-18-19

Refer to FORM M. F. IOO
#20

The outcrops carry ZINC, LEAD and CADMIUM
#21 |

Plan of operations is to bull-doze the overburden

off the outcrops, and core drill the indicated showings.
#22 ‘

' This property has been examined by the following
engineers, who have been on the property at different
times and all have recommendedthat developement
work should be continued as the showings warrented it.
W.B.TUCKER----Calif. State Bureau of Mines
A. NORMAN —=-= M 1 i "

T. O. EVANS---Santa Fe Railway N
C.W.THOMAS---~- " " "
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Page 2

It is planned to contract the work out to the
contractor best equipt to do this work. It would
under constant inspection by myself to see that
it was carried on in the proper manner.

Work will be started upon compleetion of- the

access road and a peroid of six months shoujd
be ample for the exploratory work.

°

B Tt






¢ &

. | S . Dooket No. DHA 1707X

| REHIBIT #a”

The sxploration to consist of diamond drilling to exjlore for the lateral and
downward continuity of ore showings in surfuce cuts on the Blew Jordam claim.
Diamond drilling to conaist of nine holes drilled as shown on mas attached. 5ix
holes are each to be spproximately 100 feet in lengih and three hcles sre sach to
be approximasly 135 feat in length. Lstimoted costs of the Projest are as follows:

{1) "iamond drilling, 1,000 feet »» $6.00 per foot $6,000.00
{2} fupervinion, 3 months ¢ $300.00 per month 900.00
(3) Us~ allowanes for truck, 3 months i 250 per month 150.00
(4) Transportation and camp allowance 000,00
 Total | | | {c%,oso."oo'

(1) The diamond drilling is to be done on a drilling contrast which is to be
spproved by the Government ~rior to start of the work.

(2) csupervizicn s allowable ae z cost at &306.00 rer month for a zaximum of
three months on the project. ' . :

{(3) 'The Government will participate in payments for ume of tie Operator's
l-ton truck s & ¢out at the rate of £50,00 rer month which it hased on &O-momth
deprecixtion of estiaited value, - ‘ :

(47 ‘o the property is st present accessibie only by narrew trail requiring
high transporietion cost snd esmp fueilities snd as the cost of an scoess rosd is
notl warranted unleus the exilorstion resu.tis are favorsble; & fund of 51,000,00 is
included for use, upon approval of necessity by the Government «nd to the extent
required for extra srpenses involved in transportation of ejquipment and onerating
supplies and furnishing of camp facilities, - o -

No additional buildings, inatallatibns, ‘fixturn* 'equifment or improvements
to be purchased, rented, repsired or rehabilitated, except s listed above, are
to be allowed as costs under this coutract, AR _
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR < /¢
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION -

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

M, R. B Iyttls L § 198
2871 Bichel Street

los Angeles 31, Califernia

Re

Docket No, IMEA-1707 (Zineo-laad)
Blsw Joxrdan Clatm o
8an Parmardine Coumty, Californda

Dear Mr. Lyttle:

The £1a14d engineers of the Defense Minerals Adnind stration
investigated your epplicstion (deeleet AR-39), in collsbaraticn with
the repregentatives of thoBuumotPnbn.Rond:, and they vencurred
in the belief tutthouuniuunofﬂnpmpmmmm
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be justified on the ore showings in their present state of exploration
and development. You were advised of this conclusion by Mr. Stanley
He Walker's letter to you dated October 16, 1951,

_ The exploration progrms, which is administered under the
Department. of Interior, receives its funds for the cost of the program
under the Defense Production Aet of 1950, The repulations setting
forth the mamner in which Govermment aid is availabls arc outlined in
Mineral Order-5, superseded Ly DM:A Ordsr-l dated lMarch 7, 1952, Under
these repulations the Government will contribute a mercuentuge of the
total cost of an approved project, which in the case of load¢sine, amd
cadmivm is SO percent. There is nmo authority under the regulations to
deviate from thig principle by the Govermment's paying 100 percent of
any part of an approved axploration woject,

Since your application for an socess road under the Federal
Aid Higlway Act of 1950 ocould not be approved, the only sltarnative
methods of performing the explorstiom work were to (1) sndesvor te do
it without firgt constructing a road, and (2) make provision under
the terms of the exploration contract to oconstruct a suitable rosd or
bulldosger trail as an inttial stage of the oroject, Under the latter
method you would be obliped to furnish 50 percent of the total costs
and alsc bear the major responsibility ifor planning the road aligmment
and arranging for the mctual construction worlk, :

T am sorry to lsarn that one of Lie reasons for your ree
Jection of our first contract proposal was because the stated time
achedules, which, whon considered along with the date of the agreement,
would require the work to be done during the winter months, As Mr,
Miller informed you, he has full delegated authority to Jix the gtart-
ing and campletion dates for the work so that they will be matually
acceptable to the Coverrment and the operator., In most cases such
wt;d are nade Ly an amendment to the contract after it has beem
axeocu ¢ .

In view of the foremeing, and of your statement that you
are able to nartisipate in the ocost of the drilling only on the
agsumption that the Govervment will first Luild an acoess road, I
can offer mo constructive sugpestion for & solution of your probleus
at this time, ‘ ‘ v :

Sincerely yours,

G, Q, Mittendorg f / 4

CC tos ~Docket : : L
Adm, Read, File L o
) ol Administrator |

~0p. Comnidtee- ‘
" Base Metals Division :
Region III (2) 4 G’ 9?
Mr, Kinkel 1
Mr, Bishop

Chron,
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SURNAME :
UNITED STATES ’

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - ¢
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION - = [0 AN
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. S )

Hr, R. B. Lyttle | ) O ——
2821 Sichel Street e
Los Angeles 31, Califernta e

Re: Docket Ho, DITA-1707 {Zino-
_ ‘Mev Jordan Claim
™~ Ten Ternardine County, California
5\ .

Deay Mr. Lyttle:

This ic in renly. to your Ietter dated June 19, 1953, regarding
the above vreject.

There ie little I can add tq my letter to you of June 2. As
stated in thet letter, the Defense Hinerzls Rxploration Administration
could only varticinate in the coste of an access roed to the extent of
212ty ner cent, and 1f it was a pert of an‘exploration project.

y / sxncare]?)\{ours,

Adnministrator

sy

CC to: Docket L.
Adm, R, File
Op. Committee
Base Metals Division
Region III (2)
Mr. Kinkel
Mr. Bishop
Chron,
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BEPARTRERT OF Tite i.c‘.n,.n.u. v
Defense [horals Adsiaisiratisn Los Angeles, Calif.

- / M / -

- U : ' AN June 19, 1953,
ot Mr. C.0.Mittendorf W 2 3 652
Administrator; D.M.E.A., vV &< Iy
Washington 25, D.C. . |

Bovin 1707

- This is in answer to your letter of June 2,
and also your letter of June 1, to Congressman Hill, that I
have a copy of.

Dear Mr. Mittendorf;

‘ When I made the first application for the
exploratory loan in 1951; I was told by Mr, Miller that the cost
of the access road would be borne by the government, and that I
must pay 50% of the drilling program.

This I was willing to do, and would have done
| so if the road had been in so that the drilling costs would have
been in the $6000, bracket as I had already had figures to go on.
When Mr. Ricker turned down the road with the statement that it
would only cost $1000, more to drill it I would have still gone _
along with that; but; the two drilling companies that I had cont-
acted said the cost without the road would run between $12,000,
| and $15,000. or possibly higher, that was more than I could meet

at that time, On top pf this the contract offered to me called
for this work to be done between Jan.l and April 1, when the
property is burried under 10 to 15 feet of snow, That was another
reason I refused to sign that contract,

‘ Then when Mr. Ricker sent the geologist down

in 1952 to inspect the property, he placed him on so tight a

schedule that the geologist could only spend a few hours on the

claim. At the time I thought this very peculiar, as Imwould think

a through examination would be necessary before making any reccom-

endations on the necessary work. This was proven by the geological

map that the Calif., Division of Mines has now completed. It shows
how far wrong the government geologists demand for trenches was,.

In your letter you state that it is necessary
for me to stand 50% of the road costs. This is something new to me

. and was never offered to me before. At the present time I am unable

to do this, although I could still pay my. share of the drilling
program, If the government is willing to put in the road witk the
understanding that it will be reimbursed for those costs out of the
profits of the mine,(similar to the exploratory Loan) I would be
only to happy to go ahead with this work.

I feel that Mr. Miller has done all that he

could do to help me, and I respect him for what he has done, I

also feel that Mr, Ricker has made some very bad guesses on this

whole project, and I have the proof of those mistakes in my files,

Now Mr. Mittendorf, Just between you and me, what would you do if

you were in my shoes,

Thanking you for your intrest in this

I remain

Very sincerely yours

A

R.B.Lyttle
2821 Sichel St,
Los Angeles 31,
Calif.





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
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a m . -

JUN2 1953
Wr. R. R. Iyttle | bj/ | I
2821 Sichel Street T I

Ios Angeles 31, Californie [ R

Pe: Docket ¥o. DMEA-1707 (Zin ad).......
Blew Jordan Claim :
San Bernardino County, Californis
Contract ¥o. Idm-F199

Dear Mr. Lyttle:

|

|

|

' This is in renly to your letter dated May 19, 1953. I note

that you were not in accord with the trenching recommendations of the
Field Team and did trenching elsevhere, I am, of course, unsble to
state whether or not the Field Team might consider such trenching as
sdequate for their recuirements.

HBovever, regardless of the above, 1 fail to see where the
Government could participate in any exploration project on your pro-
perty unless yov are able and willing to pay 50 per cent of the costs
of an access road and the suggested dlamond drilling. If such should
be the case you should advise Mr, H. C. Miller, Xxecutive Officer,
DMFA Pield Team, "egion 1II, 1012 Flood Building, 870 Market Street,
San Francisco 2, California. I know that he will give your appli-
cation full reconsideration. |

I feél sure that you can realize that this Administration
cannot consider any vroject which is not fully endorsed both by the
Field Team and the Applicant.

Sincerely yours,

s

© C. 0. Mittendorf ( .
WRGriswold/bjl (6/2/53)
Administrator

Copy to: Docket ) :
Admr, R, File :
Op. Committee :
Base Metals Div.
Mr. Bishop '
Mr. Kinkel ‘
Region III (2)
Chron. o
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Ron. ¥illiam S, Hil .
House of Nenresentatives o S - S—
¥ashingten, ». C. _ N

Se: Docket No. TMRA=1707 (7in
R. B. Iyttle
Blew Jordan Clain
Can Bernardino County, California

My dear Mr. hill:

Waferpin: to your letter of Kay 28, 1953, I have revieved
the shove dncrat and the aitoation seems to de about ne follove:

. The s-nlic-rt owne 2 minine clain in & remote zrea upon
which varions onen mite ~nd trenches «how reasonable zine welues.
Due to ite location and lsck of avallrble water eunly, & diamond
dr1lling prosran would first resuire an access road.

An anplicatinn wae made to the Renuirements Divieion of
the Defensze Minerals Administretion for the road construction dut it
vas held that the project, us of that time, vas not sufficiently

i preven to varrant such exnenditure on the purt of the Novernment.
Hence, the only remainine possidility was for this Administration
to participate in an exploration project which included both the
cast of the accers road and tha disnond Arilling,

In order to secure mare drta tn justify the nroject, the
GCovernment geologists had visited the nronerty and recuested the ine
plicant to do additionsl trenching. It anpe:re thot Mr. Iyttle dis~
agresd with the locations specified for the trenchas and »ut them in
at locations vhich he considered wore advisadle, FHovever, thie is
perhaps not a critical matter. Our moin coneern 1s the fact that he
hra st-ted that he cannot particinate in the osst of the access road,
and since thig program is limited to » 57 mer cent varticipation by
the Covernment in zinc and lesd nrojects, we hove heen unahle to or.
rive »t a satisfactory progrom. R

If ot any time the Annlicant feele that he is ~ble to defray .
50 per cent of the cocte of £n eynlorrtiam wralect, inciuding the fo-
cees road and dizmond 9rilling costs, he rhould advige 'ir, i, 0, "idler,
Txecutive 0fficer, NMI¥A Field Team, Rezion T'I, 1012 Moed il ing,
870 Market Strect Sen Francisco 2, Zaliforaia, :






i» . . ; ‘
. . ) \

dp. 1411er vould then recnest the Field Gean to review the
resulta of tie lest trenchine and, if snfficient additlonal data were
available, the project vould most assuredly be given serlous recon-
siderstion. ‘ S

the Pile enclosed with your letter is returned ss requested.

Gincerely ycurs,

C. 0. Mittendorf. ( M

Administrator ié_
“nelneure . A | } é'b
VRGriswold/bjL (6/1/53) \0/\/ |
Copy to: Docket

Admr, R, File
Op. Committee
Base Metals Div,
Mr. Kinkel

Mr. Bishop
Reglon III (2)
Chron.
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WILLIAM S. HILL . : ‘ : COMMITTEES:
20 DisT., COLORADO AGRICULTURE
SMALL BUSINESS
HOME ADDRESS:

o CoLHnS, conenane @Dﬁgt‘t% of the Anited States
TBouse of Representatives
| ' Washington, B. €.

Mr. C. O. Mittendorf .
Administrator, Defense Minerals ‘
. Exploration Administration -
Department of Interior

Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Mittendorf:

I enclose a complete file received from Mr. R. B.
Iyttle. It is Docket No. DMA 1707X.

The letter written to me is as of May 11, 1953, and
through no stretch of the imagination could I pos-
sibly solve the gentleman's difficulties. Would you
check this over and write me the present status of
this case and tell me what we can do to help solve
Mr. Lyttle's difficulties.

Thank you for an immediate reply and instructions as
to how to handle this case.

The return of the enclosed file is requested.

Very truly yours,

WebloaNJHh o

William S. Hill, Chairman
House Select Committee on
Small Business





Los Angeles, Calif,
May 19, 1953.

Mr. €. 0. Mittendorf e i
Administrator, DMEA LAY 01 IEg
Washington 25, D.C. ey

Re; Docket No. 1707X
Dear Mr. Mittendorf;

This is in answer to your letter of Ostober
30, 1952,, advising me that because I was unable to hand trench
my property thatI was being taken off the active list,

I did not answer sooner because the Calif.
State Division of Mines was going to make a geological map of
this property, and I wanted to wait until that was done.

That project is now completed. It waw done
By Dr. Lorin Wright, and Richard Stewart, both of the State Div,
of Mines. They spent a total time of six man days on this project,
and I now feel that I was right in refusing to trench where the
U.S.G.S. geologist demanded that I grench,

You stated that I was unable to hand trench
the property. Were you told that I did trench the property, not
where the geologist had asked for them but, where I thought would
be a more logical place to trench,

Were you told that I put in 11 trenches,( your
man had asked for 7), and that these trenches were completed long
before the loan (that I did not ask for; or know anything about)
was written?

Were you told that of the 11 trenches that I
did put in that in four of them I ran into the same gossan cap
that overlaid the ore .in the shaft. That in three more of them
I uncovered leached ore, and that the other four all gave indications
that deeper work might uncover ore there,

Were you told that after I had completed the
11 trenches, and asked that they senddthe geologist down for an
inspection, that I was told that it would not be done. ind it
was not done,

The two State men that did the mapping,
both were of the same opinion as I was, that the trenches asked
for by your geologist would have proved nothing, and would have
been a sheer waste of time and money. ‘

That is the reason that I attended the hearing
in Phoenix Ariz. on April 30, 1953, and I am enclosing herewith a
copy of the letter That I sent to Congressman Hill, who was in
charge of this investigation.

I am not critieizing your decision because
I am firmily convinced that you have been missinformed om this
whole matter, and for that reason I am sending you this letter,
and the enclosure. ‘

Hoping this may shed some new light on this
matter and hoping it may be of some bemefit for some poor miner
that in the future might have hopes of getting some help from
the U.S.B.M. I remain

Very sincerely yours

e
R.B.Lyttle

2821 Sichel St.
Los Angeles 31,
Califo





e

2821 3ichel Street,
o8 Angeles 31 mi&n.
M3y 11, 3&5}.:

Homorable =« & Hill,

Chatrman Small Susiness Comaitie,
House of hepressstatives,
wasaingron . C.

oy Sir: ‘

I hd the privilege of sppsaring before your comuittes
at Phoenix, Arisoma on iprii 30, g%;’-g o presunt the delays and
difficuities that I encountered in the appiieatics for an explora~
tory loan and an access rosd, _

Your commities asked me to forward to you the evidence
that I was prepared to subsit $o them; Suzether with any further
matter thut hsd & direet dearing on the subjeet. Y,u will find
in the enclosed envolope: 2 history of the properiy, Trom the
tize of laeution. This is 4 very brief outline covering wnly
the most important phasss. Also letters frop the waricus feder:l
offices throush whieh the loan wis pessed buc: and forih.

Below is 2 brief summsry of *he coclosures:

#3  Property 48 the Blew Jordss fine ¥ins, ccasietine of one
patented lode cludm and will eivre; and two adioining unw
patented lode clalws, in Sun Bernovding Gourty . &;;Limmi@,

#3  ippliestion for the exploration loso was Losed on the ,
Recansity of an access roud,. HiLh out She road the proe ,
serty could not be dlamond drdlled ot & rocsonsble Ligare, .
Because ths nesrest wotor was 2% milos Gistant and wiuld have
 to be trucked i fur the diemond drili,

i3 This wus in my report; and in the report of the Usselbeds
engineer thet made the sxumination, and who recommended
that the loan and rosd be granted,

ik The lomn wam for Lg000. and with s road in %o the pruperiy
I could hive had it drilled for that Pigures ¢omplete,
wad the guet estisutes from The contimenzal Upidlitng Co.
of Lo Snpelen, '

€ The road was turned down by Mp. Span rlor Rieer, Yedsiere
van Prancisco, who aaiéd Ehat he adoed S4000, Yo the Swemt ook
10 eover tho adided cost ‘thnt the lack o1 3 poad would
causs, N0 resutsdle drilling eompinies suld the 3665w
tional cost would be 3gn00,. snd SOUG0. respectively.
{5ee letters enclosed),






r

L]

#13

A; o®

I yeeotved the expioration losn on Howe 15, 1951, not dor
the 700U, that 1 hod asved for hut o sum owir Je000, . Iy
was dated Now, 1, gnd s:ipuluted thst work sust start by
Uew, 31, 1951; and be cowdleted Yy April 1, 1952, In other
words 1 must 4o this worx in sid-winter, st an sdeviticn of
7000, fert with no secessidility exeept 13 miles of foot
trail and 13 nilis of Parest Jervies Trusk Troil thast is
sudwhound during those months, {This rosd {8 & aoe wy
maly standard roadway with gradom of 206 on 18},

wen I called M, S LlorY, gttration to thess fmpossibie
dxtes, he told me to sizn the Coutvacts and thon the dates
eould be altered, This I refused to 40, Tirst becauss the
cost without ‘he rousd would run between 313,000, and $18,000.,
second, lst them alter the dates first, ;

I then took us wy problems with my Comressaan Sorris Poulsen
and he did a1l ¢ éé’.’?im eouid de i“gr ae, The result was tohat |
He, Blexer euiled for a geologleal report of Lhe property.
The geolopist that wis scut down advised me €O apply for a
icam to tower Che trenching that he wis going to rocommend,
I told hiw I wouid finanec that tremching a g hawe 1t dune
long before they could start to write up thelr nusercus loan
sontracts, jie asked for ssven more trenches, and I put in
sleven and had the work dons in loss than ﬁﬁiﬂy days.

shen I notifisd ir. Ricker that the trenching wss done and
aaked thot the zeclogist be sent down o oxanine them, I
ws vold that 1t was usnecessary for his 40 exsmine thes,
and-nothing was dong about 4t .

R Septe 2, 1952 I recelved unother eontract, {one thot I
had pot &«& for and ¥n w nothing abour}, i idng or the
Srenehing: that I had already cowpleted niaetr days dolore;
the construction of an aecusw read; {I wos to oay the voad
cost myself) and then th cove ﬁrﬁung prograg. SzaAn
auringq the winter months, the driliing to be cospieted by
Fab, 21, 1553, 1In this contrast you will see that there wis
an sllowance of $300, per month to cover the wagus of &
Supsrvisor, engincer snd geolopist,

Seedlose o s3¥ 1 .gain refused to sign this contracs, aund
Wiz Loter notified that becouse I wouid mot coopuraied with
the buretsu 1 was resoved Crom the attive list,

after alasst two yoars of this kind of tywatmest I finsily

work up to the fagt that ther: was pothing 1 conid do about iv, ang
I am tierefove ?wﬁnggézsg the mutter before your comsiotes dn tle Rope

that something can

dons o briny minning batk in the plesure fo

tnis eountry.

iespacifully yours,

Tz e

TR, B. Lyitie
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR FECE R
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION o

WASHINGTON. 25, D. C. 1012 Flood Bnilding
DMEA Field Tesm 870 Market Street
Region III San Francisco 2, Calif.

November 5, 1952

Ao
a2

1{’1
f e om

Mr. R. B. Lyttle Re: Docket DM'A 1707 (Zine-lead)
2821 Sichel Street Blew Jordan Claim
Los Angeles 31, California San Bernardino County, Calif.

i Dear Mr. Lyttle:
|

' I now have a reply to the memorandum I sent to the Vash-
ington Office of the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
when I returned the copies of your contract which you dasclined to
sign for various ressons.

The Washington Office writes that it reprets thet you
will be unable to do the hand trenching because of the depth of
the overburden, and to get a bulldoger to your vroperty to do
this work would be too difficult and too expensive.

It is unfortunate that you could not compleie ithe work
in Exhibit "A," Stsge I, because if ihis work had proven the
geologic possibility of contimuing the project by doing the work
of Stage II, you tlien could have applied fur an access road to
your property.

As you are unable to do the work of Exhibit "A,"
Stage I, the Washingion Office will mullify the contract and
withdraw your application from the active file. However, if at
sny time in the nesar future you find that you are able to finance
your share of an exploration project, the Washington Office will
bs pleased to reconsider your applicatiom,

Sincerely yours,

H. C. MILLER

He C. Miller
txecutive Officer
DHEA Field Team, Region III

- 39 S e 9 B .8
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION g5
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ar, Ro B, igttle S 0CT 3 01957,
2821 Sichel ‘‘treet &)‘y : '
Los angelee 31, Celiformis -~ U© o e
| | %e: Uncket lo. Jka 1707¢ (.ine-lexd) |-
#, &, 3-!#‘:10 """"""""""""

San Heynardino County, Celifornia

Lear ir. Lyttle:

e recently recsived a letter from »r. H. C. ifiller, ixecu-
tive Uf Seer of the i. .: Fleld Team of regi-n iIl, with which were re-
turned the unsigned .ro-ased explormtionr .roject eontract on the subject
applicatiom,

e re;ret thnt you are nzble %0 hend tremch y-ur wining clelins
Peoause of the depth of overburden, and thut to ret & bulldozer to fo
~this work woul® be #ifficult and ex ensive because nf the necersity of
congtructing & roal to your cleiis. : '

: 3ince at this tine you feel unsble to eign the rnjosel

| ' gontract and are uncble to finance a revised cuonrret thi b woul® inciwe
the necessary ro&’ work to ¢e% a bulldozer to your roierty, we ore abliged
to withirow the ¢ nirset snd resnve your &, :dicution Iron toe active file.

Sincersly youre, . f\k :
?B 57
»’

C. 0. Mittendorf
‘ o , sdministrator k‘b' o

JWALY/bw

(Written 10/27/52)
Copy to:
~Docket

Adm., R, File

Op. Comm. = . .
H. F. Keller (2)
| J. W, Alt ‘
\ Mr, Bishop

Mr. McEnight

Chron.
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. UNITED. STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION - | 500
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. S

sp. H. C. stiller : 007301952 - - |l
¥xecutive Ufficer, He-inn 111 I S —
1012 Flood Bulldi:g o ' S
870 Market Street ‘ ‘ : : [ O —
San ‘rancisco 2, Californie

Ae: iocket do, ‘irra~l7u7 (uinc-Lead)l ... S
Contraet do. ldm-El- [
R. 3. Lyttle '
-tan Bermardino County, Celifornia

Dear My, Millert

‘Yo have your meworendum of Octoder 7, ..952, with whieh you re-
turned the orixinal and five unsigned coples of the subtject contract.

. ¥e rm-ret that ir. Lyttle will be unutle to do the hand
trenching because - the desth of the overhburden, and to vet a bulle
dozexr to his uvroverty to do this work would be too difficult and too
exyensive, L : S : '

. If #r. ‘yttle had been able %o coiplete the work iu “xhitie “A",
Stace I, and if tihls work had roven the genlogliesl reasibility of con-
timuing this .roject by doing the work of “tage Li, he coull then have
2y lied for an acceas road to hie  ro criy. . This was the reason . or
rewriting the coniract. , - :

VETS Iyttle is uneble to do the work of }thi‘nit Bat, “tape L,

we shull nullify the csntraet end withdraw the soplicsation frou the :
active file. . ‘ o o 6?
_ 1f kr. .yttle at any ti e in the aear futire is sble to ,bb
" finance his shire of an ex. loration roject we sheil be leased %o o’
recunsider his & plication. : ~ ' ~\0
~ Sincerely yours.' SRS o _JWAlt/bw
: : o o - (written 10/27/52)
‘(signed) FRANK E. JOHNSON Copy to:
: Chasrren, Uperating Corrdttes Adm B. File
FEERTI IO ' T Op. Comm,
‘ - . .. H, F; Keller (2)
N T o J. W. Alg
Jo Ho Hodgos M 4L Kbl S (HB) ¥r. Bishop

“vember, Fureau of i ines Vewber, Geological Survey }ér- McKnight
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L THERT OF THE THTERIOR
UNITED STATES fetense Minsrals fdministratiss

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR  ngteived

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION (0T 1 3 %
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

Executive Officer ~ 1012 Flood Building

DMEA Field Team 870 Market Street
Region IIT San Francisco 2, Calif. |

/

October 7, 1952

Memorandum ' V}/
-1

Tos DIEA, Interior Building, i7ashington 25, D. C. L
Fromg Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subjects Docket DMEA 1707 (Zinc-Lead), Contract Idmn-E199, Blew
Jordan Claim, San Bernardino County, California

A copy of my letter, dated September 23, to lir. R. Bs
Lyttle, 2821 Sichel Street, Los Angeles 31, California, was sent
to you on that date. In reply to that letiter, Mr. Lyttle wrote
on September 27 that he expected to be in San Francisco October 1,
2 or 3 and would call on us at that time..

lir. Lyttle called at the office on October 2 and re-. .
turned to us the six copies of the subject contract which had been
submitted to him for his signature om August 27. M. Lyttle refuses
to sign the contract because, as he states, he camnot carry out the
work as specified in Exhibit "A" - Stage I.

Without a road to his property, Mr. Lyttle says that he
cannot carry out the drilling called for under Stage II even if i%
were possible to complete Stage I, which he says he cannot do’ as
specified in BExhibit WA,

M. Lyttle says that owing to the depth of the overburdea
between pit No. 2 and trench No. 3 (see mep accompanying contract),
the four trenches called for cannot be dug. According to a memo-
randum from Mr. We P. Irwin, Geologist, Geological Swrvey, to me,
dated October 3, 1952, there might be a possibility of stripping the
overburden with a bulldozer. Four copies of lr. Irwin's memorandum
with a map of the property are attached herewith. This map is a -
copy of the map attached to the contract with the assays of samples .
taken by Mr. Lyttle at eleven different locations added. ife, Lyttle,
however, believes that it will be too difficult and too expensive to.
get a bulldezer to the property. Also, merely cutting a path to get.
the bulldozer to the property will not be enough if Stage II is to
be carried oubt, for which work a passable road is needed.

i

U






According to the Bureau of Public Roads, and County and
State Highway engineers, a road from the Forest Service road at his.
millsite to his property will cost $8,200. If no road is built,
the best figures lMr., Lyttle has obbtained on the cost of drilling
1,000 feet of diemond drill hole are $12,000 - $15,000. This high
cost is due to the need for packing in the drill and equipment, con-
structing two and one-half miles of pipe line and instelling a pump
to 1ift the water 1,200 feet.

Mr. Lyttle states that he is financially unable to pay
any fractional part of the cost of the road. It seems, therefore,
that unless the Government builds the road wihout any cost to
. Lyttle, his contract may as well be torn up and forgotten.
Your thoughts on this whole matter will be appreciated.

The original and five copies of the subject contract
are being returned herewith.

!

W elter

He Co liller
Executive Officer
DMEA Field Team, Region IIT

Attachments

Copy to E. He. Bailey, USGS






UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR ver W URERT GF THE TATERIER
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY Betense Rinsrsls Administratisn

RECEIYED
102 0ld Mint Building
San Francisco 3, California 0CT1 3 1952

October 3, 1952

MEMORANDUM
To: He Co Miller
From: We Po Irwin

Subject: DMEA 1707, Blew Jordan Mine (Zinc), San Bernardino County,
California

The recent work done by Mr. Lyttle on the Blew Jordan zinc
deposit is not in accordance with phase 1 suggested in my recommendations
for exploration work. The work gives little of the desired information
as to the continuity of the deposit between the widely spaced trenches.
Such information obtained by surface trenching is highly desirable
before doing expensive road building and sub-surface exploration. Samples
taken by Mr. Lyttle in the new workings are similar but of lower grade
than those taken by the Bureau of Mines in the old workings.

According to Mr. Lyttle, the overburden is too deep for
trenching by pick and shovel at the localities suggested. This may be
true at one or two of the seven localities. He reports trenching to a
depth of 15-feet at one of the recommended localities without reaching
bedrocks This locality is probably near a small gulch that crosses the
trace of the ore zone about 200 feet south of pit no. 2, and it is likely
that the overburden at that point is much thicker than at any of the other
suggested localities. Trenching with pick and shovel was recommended
in my report, owing to the difficulty of getting machinery to the
property, and to the difficulty of trenching the deposit with a bulldozer,

In view of Mr. Lyttle's objection to trenching by hand, it
may be desirable to use a bulldozer to strip the overburden. San Ber-
nardino, about 25 miles distant, is probably the nearest place a bulldozer
can be renteds Two days would be required to transport the bulldozer
to and from the beginning of the Forest Service trail and at least two
additional days should be allowed to drive the bulldozer to and from
the deposit. More time may be required if it is necessary for the bull-
dozer to cut a trail along the steep hillsides rather than travel a more
indirect route along the crests of spurs and ridges.

The trace of the deposit angles across a 30-degree slope, and
trenching by bulldozer will be difficult. Iong, road-like cuts will
therefore be required, and the way the cuts are made must necessarily
be left largely to the discretion of the bulldozer operator and Mr. Lyttle.
The work, however, should be concentrated along the line of trenches
proposed in my original reporte.





-

It seems reasonable that if Mr. Lyttle is allowed ten days
rental of a bulldozer including. transportation time, the deposit
should be exposed sufficiently to determine whether sub-surface
exploration is warranted. The total cost of the surface exploration
would be about $1000 if the bulldozer and operator is paid for at
a rate of $100 per day.

/s/ WILLIAM P. IRWIN

William P, Irwin





My, 3, ¢, Hiller, Trecutive Officer

’ o ' . FILE COPY
. [N SURNAME:
'UNITED STATES = 500 - . o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR [ . .~
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION -~~~ | v/
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. |
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DHFA Field Tess, Ragion 11T ‘ S ,
1012 Tlood Puilding o , , R S —
San Franefsce ?, Celifornia ' N . ‘ '

%e: Doelet No, MEA-1707 (Zino-Lesd)
- R. B, lyttle
‘San Bermardino County, Califoraia

Near Nr. Miller:

' ¥e are mclosing the oripiml and five cepie: of the above-
referenged comtract, together with Rxhibit %A% (2 pages) and one map,

, If the contract meets with your approval, ley present it
to the Applicant for approwval and signature, and vhen completed dle-
tridute in the usmal menner. In the event the contract is not satie-
fagtory, return all copies with ya'ar racommendation concernine sny

- modificat for.

1t vill be necessary ta ingert in the centra,ct, in the
sprce provided wnder Articls 3, the nunber ~f days from the dete nf
the contract in vhich thc work shall comawa. '

Sincerely ymzrs, - C/V 4

| (signea) " FRANK E. JOHNSON .-
Chairmsn, Operating Committee

Enelosures 6

r— JWnt/b,jl (writ ten 8/8/52)

Copy to ﬁ)cket

(g A, | | : Admr. R. File
, Oper. Com. .
Wenber, | “ﬁms (-%2) | E F. Eeller (2)

J. V. Alt

Py AR Y
Neaber, Geologleal Survey (1) B S Ch;-onfmight o
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

July 21, 1952

Memoreandum Re: IMA~1707
Blew Jordem lMine
Tos Mr. H. F. Kellar Lytle Creek District
Sen Bernardino Cownty,
Fromz E. L. Newcomb, USGS California
0. M. Bishop, USBM $6,000

Subject: Geological recommendation

The applicent requests Government assistence for exploratory
trenching on the Blew Jordem prospect. He also hes applied for a 1%-
mile access road to the property. A field teem report recommended an
alternative project involving 9 diemond drill holes totaling 1000 feet
and that the access road application be epproved. Drilling would be
done after the road was completed. '

After further review of the access road application by the
Bureau of Public Roads, the applicent was notified that his road eppli-
cation would be held in ebeyance until the exploretion work wes
finished. They based their decision on the following considerations,
(1) the ore deposit hes not been proven, (2) the cost of the access
road would exceed the cost of the proposed exploration work, end (3)
the road is only needed for exploration. An exploration contract for
diemond drilling was sent to the applicent for his signature. However,
he was unable to find a contractor who could do the drilling for the
$6.00 per foot allowed in the contract unless an access roed was com-
pleted. One company estimated the cost of drilling at $12-15.00 per
foot if en access road wes not available.

At this point a field team geological examination of the
property was recommended before any further consideretion of the
access road application was underteken. The field teem geologicel.
report recommends preliminary trenching and sempling as the first )
stage of a two-stage project. In this way the access road and dia-
mond drilling would be contingent upon the results obtained in the
preliminary worke This program has been discussed with the applicant
and he is reported to be agreeable to the two-stage project.

Mineralization on the Blew Jordem is in tactite (mainly
diopside and quertz). The tactite was formed along a contact of
quartz monzonite and limestone during the intrusion of the quertz
monzonite. The general trend of the tactite exposures suggests thet
they are parts of a single zone which may extend for over 850 feet.

- ‘ ' IN REPLY REFER TO:





The attitude of the tactite zone appears to be nearly vertical and
the average width may be about 15 feet. The main ore mineral is
sphalerite which is disseminated throughout the tactite. Present
workings consist of 7 trenches, pits and cuts along the strike of
the teactite zone. However, this work has been irregularly spaced
and has only partially exposed the minerslized tactite zone. Five
samples teken during the earlier field team™s examination averaged
about 7% zinec over en average width of 5 feet. Further trenching
is needed in order to more thoroughly exemine and sample the
mineralized tactite zone. The proposed trenching is shown on the
field team's map.

The field team's two-stage project is & logical approach

to the exploration of the property, in view of the high costs involved

in underteking the diemond drilling end/or the access road and our
limited present geological knowledge of the deposite I concur with

the field team's recommendation that preliminary trenching and sempling -
should indicate significent emounts of ore before the access road and ’

subsequent diamond drilling are underteken.

€ L Wawegmb-

Geologist

I concur with the recommendetion that trenching and
sempling across the vein outerop should be underteken to determine
whether the property justifies en access road and diamond drilling.

[N

0. M. Bishop
Mining Engineer
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- ’ . . A SURNAME:
UNITED STATES |

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. '

Mr, H. C. Miller ’ - MR 7 1950
Executive Officer, Region IIl

NEA Field Team ' S F
1012 Flood Building S ——
870 lMarket Street o ' S
San Francisco, Californie

Re: Docket PIA 1707X
Contract 1dm-Fl99
Hy B, Lyttle
Dear Hr. liller:

#ith reference to your memorandum of February 4, 1952
and the sudbject contract, the difficulties of obtaining a drilling
| contract for this project, in view of the inaccescibility and weter
‘ haulage prodblem, have been discussed with Mr. Stanley . Walker,
‘ Chief, Facilities Section, Mining llequirements Niviaion, Defense
Materials Procurement Agency.

If ¥r. Lyttle was financielly eble to participate, the
construction of a jeep road could probedbly be contracted to a bulle
dozer operator and built for - the $4,000.00 estimoted. The Bureau of
Public ‘wads, however, estimates that at lesst $6,000.00 will be recuired
to construct the road to meet their minirum shecifications.

It is believed that your asugrested plan of & geological revort
on the ,roperty nrior to further consideration will be necessary to
aronerly evaluuate the property. It aprears that if examination indicates
the favorable possibility of a future uroduction of significant amounts
of mineral, a road of Public Loads minirum construction standards would
recelve favorable considerztion under the access roads aporopriation.

It is requested, therefore, thet you meke a éeological exami-

nation of the property as soon as weather will permit and report to
this office as goon sas possible 80 that the matter cen dbe resolved.

'v v Sincerely yours, 'JZI A
APPROVED: | P 3/2/5 2—
_ i ) (gigned) FRANX E. J’OHK&%
[ H, Hedgoazg (%

Nember, Buresu of liines . Chairman, Operating Committee
< . - m;& é;ﬁg Defense iinerals ¥xj»loration
. = - Administration
Member, Geological Survey DEMoulds/ hmj 3-5-52
‘ cc to: Adm. R, File Docket TFile Copy. -
Mr. Bishop Mr. McKnight o
Mr. Stanley Walker . Mr. Mould
~ Region III '

Lo





HE ADMINISTRATOR . . ' . .
N/ N

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

SEPAASHING TON 257DicG. 1012 Flood Building
Befease Flinerels Adwinistraiion 870 Market Street
Executive Officer RECE(VED San Francisco 2, Calif.
DMEA Field Team FEB 8
Region III 1952 February L, 1952
Memorandum
To: Defense Minerals Exploration Administration, Interior

Building, Washington, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III
Subject: Docket DMA-~1707X - Exploration Project Contract Idm-E199

On November 8, 1951, I submitted the original and five
copies of subject exploration project contract, dated November 1,
to Mr. R. Be Lyttle, 2821 Sichel Street, Los Angeles 31, California,
covering work proposed on the Blew Jordam claim.

On November 26, Mr. Lyttle wrote that it was impossible
for him to carry out the terms of the contract as written, and
requested my advice as to what he should do. On November 29, I
wrote him requesting return of the contract unsigned which he did
on December 18. In his December 18 letter he wrote that he would
call at the office after the first of the year.

Mr. Lyttle called at the office on Januany'31, and on
February 1, at which times we discussed his contract and the
reason why he could not operate under its terms. N

Apparently the denial of his access road application is
the underlying reason why he cannot operate under the terms of the
contract. The Continental Diamond Drilling Company in Los Angeles
is not interested in doing the drilling if the road from the camp
site at an elevation of 6,000 feet to the mine at an elevation of
7,000 feet, a @i¥tance . of 8,800 feet, is not built. The company
has bid to do the work at $6.00 a foot if the road is built — if
no road is built it will cost $6,000 to build a pipeline 2-1/2 miles
long, install pumps to 1ift the water 1,200 - 1,400 feet, and to
establish a camp at the mine. On account of the rugged country it
takes a fast walker one hour and ten minutes to go on the trail from
the camp or mill site to the mine.

Process Diamond Drill Company, San Francisco, will not

drill the property for less than $12.00 to $15.00 a foot if the access
road is not built.






If the cost of an access road is included in the contract,
Mr. Lyttle says he is not interested in the exploration loan as the
1/2 cost of the road is more than he wants to assume. The road,
he believes, will cost at least $L,000.00.

The access road, says Mr. Lyttle, would be of great
advantage to the Forest Service for fire protection purposes, and
if it were built he could get a drilling contract for probably -
$..00 a foot. If the road were built He would plan to haul the
water himself in his truck. He figures the cost of operating the
truck at 15 cents a mile, hauling 250 gallons of water per trip.
He believes 10 round trips of 5-miles, or 50 miles a day, would
solve the water situation. At 15 cents a mile the cost of hauling
water would be $7.50 a day.

George H. Holmes, mining engineer, in his access road
report AR-39, dated July 16, 1951, recommended that an acess road
be constructed. However, no geologist to my knowledge has ever
examined the property so that unless Holmes' report is accepted,
it might be well to have a geologist report on the property before
further consideration is given to the Government building an access
road. In any event, the property is snowbound at the present time
and will probably continue to be inaccessible for at least another
two months. Maybe by that time there will be some new access road
regulations which would make it possible to build the road.

In the meantime, the unsigned contracts will be kept in
our file, awaiting any suggestion that the Washington Office may
have concerning the further handling of the project.

H, C. Miller

Executive Officer
DMEA Field Team, Region III

Copy to A. C. Johnson
E. H. Bailey, USGS
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

‘ Executive Officer ' 1012 Flood Building
. DMA Field Team 870 Market Street
Region III San Francisco 2, Calif.

December 5, 1951

Memorandum

Tos De Eo Moulds, Defense Minerals Administration, Interior
Building, Washington 25, De C.

Froms Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subject: Docket AR-39 - DMA-1707X
(Your telephone call November 29)

Relative to above subject you will find our thoughts on
the access road expressed in our letter of October 10 to the
Defense Minerals Administration, Washington 25, D. C. A copy of
this letter is attached.

A copy of letter from Stanley M. Walker to Mre Re Be
Lyttle of October 16 expressing our view is also attached.

HeCe Miller
Executive Officer
DMEA Field Team, Region III

Attachments

L,
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Octéber 10, 1951
Memorandum
To: Defense lMinerals Administration, Interior Building,
Washington 25, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMA Field Team, Region III

Subject: DMA Docket AR-39 — Blew Jordam Zinc Mine,
San Bernardino County, California

Relative to above subject road we are enclosing copy of
letter from the Bureau of Public Roadse.

The estimated cost of road is $8,200 and we believe con-
sideration of building it with Government funds should be held in
abeyance pending results of proposed exploration. This is in accord
with our letter of August 2 regarding DMA-1707x.

He Co Miller
Executive Officer
IMA Field Team, Region III

Attachment





MINISTRATOR . '. . . .

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

October 16, 1951

COPY

Mr. Re Be Lyttle Re: Application for Access Road,
Blew Jordam Mine AR-39 = Blew Jordam Zinc Mine,
2821 Sichel Street San Bernardino County, Calif,

Los Angeles 31, California
Dear Mr. Lyttle:

We have received a report from the Field Engineers of the Defense
Minerals Administration together with the recommendation of representa-
tives of the Bureau of Public Roads and they concur in the belief that -
the excessive cost of the road is not justified on the present ore
showing. They recommend that this application be held in abeyance
until completion of the proposed exploration project and if the antici-—
pated ore is proven then the access road could be built at that time,

In the meantime, it has been suggested that $1,000 be added to the
cost of the exploration project to cover the transportation of drilling
equipment and supplies to the site of the work.

Sincerely yours,

Signed 10/18cc

Stanley M. Walker

Acting Chief

Housing and Utilities Branch
Requirements Division

SMWalker:ik
Copies: Admin Redding File
Reports & Records
Mre Tom Lyon, Rm 3612
Mre HeC. Miller, Region III
Mr, Speaker '
Mr. Walker -





PITENSE Min:g
ADi NiSTR4 fOf' ‘
WASHINGTOY, .
’ - ) 1 neoa Buildiog -
: UfC d I 4O urt '3l 81%2!0:&“ Strest

San Franciscoe 2, Oelif.

Hr. X. B. Lyttls

2821 Sichel Sireet

Jos Apgeles 11, Califomia
S Re: Docket DMA-1T07TX

o | Contract Idm-E199

I note in your letter of November 26 that you doubt wery
mach that you will be able to start werk mpdet the above-cited pom-
tract bafore the middle of April, dus to sdverse weather conditions
mumwuehutm mmsadopﬁhafmrntmyourpm

- ‘Itnmmum%niehmwmuﬁulmltrw )
¢ompanies shows that the cost per mile for oparating a one-toa trukk
would be at least 15 cents per mile and thai based om a minimum wile~
‘age ef 1500 miles, a menthly allowsmos ¢f $225 is nesded in place ef
Qmanm“:hmmmmtmt. :

‘ Imunchuituwndbhformuwryontm
mu of the sontrect as presemtly prepared, and that oertain revis-
ions are neededt, I suggest you rewuira the six copies of the contract
to e so that I osn return them %o the Washington Office dong with
the pryoposed changes for omiﬁw&tm

Siumly yours,
E. C. nn.r

Exesutive Officer '
o Field Team, Region III : 7

Copy tOv"C. O. Mittendorf, Washlngton, D, Cs
Edgar H. Balley, UsGs
A. C. Johnson, Heno, Nevada

o S
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. SURNAME:
: UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION S
"WASHINGTON 25, D. C. o

le¢. H, C. #iller

Fxecutive Officer, kegion III nov 6 1951
Defense linerals idminigtration

1012 Fiood Building

870 Market Street

San Franeisco 2, Califernia

Re: Docket lNo. DiiA 1707X
Contract Ho. 1dn-E199%

Dear ¥r. iiller: e TS

Please find herewith the original and five coples of the
contract for the subjeet exploration. The eontract has deen signed
by this office for the Government and bears register number and ef-
fective date as shown,

The contract is to be signed by Er. Lyttls without any changes
to its contents. If any provisions are unsatisfsctory, the contracts are
to be returned to this office aleng with the proposed changes for consider-
ation, -

After signing the contract, one copy is to be given to the
Operator and one copy retained by your office, The remaining copies
including the original, are to be sent to thisg office as soon as possible.,

A eopy required dy the Regional Finance (ffice will e for-
warded directly dy the Washington Finamce Section.

Sincerely yours,

(signed) FRANK E. JOHNSON (7&,4/&

Acting Director,
Enclosures ~ 6 Production Expansion Division. ll
APPROVED:
DEMoulds/hmj Typed 11/2/51
ec to: Reports and Records
Chairman, Coordinating Comittes éi,;';' Reading File
. v Mr. Moon
Kember, Bureau of Hines Mr., Billings
Mr, Mote
_ Mr, McKnight
iember, Ceological Surv Mr, Moulds
g 4 Region III
Docket






‘ ’ ' ' ’ FILE COPY

SURNAME:
UNITED STATES ud
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR [ :

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION -

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

October 31, 1951 |

Memorandum ' : -

4y

Lot Pirector, Prodnction Ixpansion Division = Lbeooeooo

Frogs General Co-msel
Subjeets R. 3. Lybt‘le exploration contract -- locket No. IMA-1707X

3 e et Tkl

‘ihe proposed exploration contract ia bthis case, submiited to
us on October 26, 1951, is approved as to legal form and sufficiency
for signature on behalf of the Government, subjeet to:

1. Proper sigmsiure Ly the applicant.
2, Prozer dating prior te delivery.
3. overnment gprovel of subesntracts. JEE AN

Your file is returned herewith. G

J. L. Wofflups

J. Le 95finae
Genersl Counuel

~ttachnent

RRGuthr/ema

Copy to: Reports & Records
. - J. L. Hofflund

R. R. Guthrie
Chrono

v
W
.






.. .‘.ggm OF THE INTEMIOR

RECEIVED ‘
UNITED STATES 0CT 2 21951 550
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Minerals. Administraten,
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION Preductien Espansian Bivisien,

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. i N
0CT 2 21951

Memoran dum ’a | }Z/}W Z - /7@7

Tos Product:.on Expansion Division .
Throughs Reports & Records Unit

Froms Lead-~Zinc Branch

Subjects MAccess road application submitted by R. B. Lyttle
in conjunction with epplication for exploration loans

Mr. Re. Be Lyttle of Los fngeles, California, submitted an
application for an access road to be constructed over a distence of
epproximately 8,400 f£t. from a U. S. Forest Service Road to & deposit
for which he had requested an exploration loen.. fpproval of the
exploration loan is recommended by the field team. :

The access road application was referred by Mr. Stenley
Walker to the Bureau of Public Roads who estimated that the cost of
construction of the road would be $8,200, In view of the fact -
that the deposit is not yet. proven end that use of the road at the
present time would be only for exploration work, the cost of which
is less than the cost of the road, the Bureau of Public Roads ~
recommended that approvel of the road be deferred until the explora-
tion was completed. If the exploration is successful and the deposit -
contains sufficient tonnage to warrant construction of the road,
approval of the application would be recommended.

Mr. He Co Miller, Executive Officer of the Field Team,
Region III, recommended in a memorsndum of August 2, that if the cost of
the road is excessive $1000 be added to the exploration loan to cover
excessive costs of transporting diamond drilling equipment over the
present trail. The Bureau of Public Roads, Mr. Stenley Walker, and the
Lead-Zinc Branch concur with this recoffmendetion.

-

’
G Jdhnson, Acting Chief
Lead-Zinc Branch






Defense Minerals Administration

Review of Application for Exploration Assistance

Docket No. _DUA 1707

- Tos Production Expansion Division

Commodity _ %inc,lead,cadmiunm
$6,000 requested
Total Amount_ 98,050 recommended

Froms Director, Supply Division

Govt. Participation_50% ($lL,025)

1. Name and Address of Applicant__R. B. Lyttle, 2821 Sichel Street, Los Angeles 31,

California

2. Location of Property Blew Jordan Glaim., SW Part Of SecC. 30, T. 2 Nc’ R. 6 .W,a,

San Bernardino County California

3; Mineral or metal Zinc,lead,cadmium Is it listed in Section 9 of M0O-57? Yes

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_ See attached field team report

b) Poor

c) None

d) Don't know—needs field examination

e) Is there an alternative and favorable prOJect? No
(If so, attach an explanation)

5. Is the applicant's right to the property clearly stated? Yes
(question 5, 6, 7)*

6. If applicant is a lessee, is a copy of the lease attached? Does not apply

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

productive period?__ Does not apply

*question numbers are those of MF-103

Page 1 of 4.pages





10.

@ oo

Are subordination agreements necessary?__ O

a)

b)

MF-2017?

MF-202

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

the point of view of:

a)

b).

c)
d)
e)

Is

Available manpower Yeos

Equipment and supplies__ Y¢S
(Question 14 plus general knowledge of availability)*

Accessibility (question 12)* See attached memoreandum

Water (question 13)*__ Yes

Power (question 13)*__ Yes

a field check needed on any of these points?__ Has been checked

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

he

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

Is a field check needed on this point?_Has been checked

Exhibit A. (questions 21 and 22)*

a)

b)

Is the project adequately described?__ Yes, see field team report

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

the project? If so, attach a draft.

Is there an adequate map or sketch of the proposed work?_Yes, see field team

reporte.

Is the proposed work "exploration” under the definition of

Section 8, M0-5? Yes

If not, what part of it is?

Page 2 of 4 pages






11.

12.

13.

e)
f)

g)

Is this part a worthwhile exploration project?

Are the cost estimates detailed? Yes

Can they be summarized, as on page 2 of Procedural Instruction 5-A,
from the available data? _ Yes If so, attach a draft.

Are the cost estimates reasonable? Yes

Should more information be requested from applicant? No

Is a field examination necessary to complete Exhibit A? Hes been examined

Exhibit B (question 23-d)*

a)
b)

c)

Exhibit C (question 23-e, f and g)*

a)
b)
c)

d)

Exhibit D (question 23-a, b)*

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

Is it applicable?_ No

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

Is a field check needed? Has been checked

Is it applicable? Yes

Sufficient data? Yes If so, attach a draft.

Are rents and charges reasonable?_ Yes as amended

Is a field check needed? Has been checked

Are there sufficient data? Y©S

Is the schedule adequate for the work proposed? Yes

Is the schedule excessive for the work proposed?  No

Are the proposed wages and salaries reasonable? Yes

Is a field check needed? Has been checked

Page 3 of 4 pages






14, Exhibit E (question 23-c)*

a) Is it applicable?__ No
b) Sufficient data?
¢) Reasonable?
d) Field check needed? 1as been checked
15. In your judgment, can the proposed work be done in the proposed

time? Yes

(All exploration must be completed within two years)

16. If

field examination is not needed, attach ydur recommendation.

Concur with field teem recommendation for approval

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?

The following material is attacheds

A& copies’
3 copies

2 copies

2 1t

from H. C. Miller to Tom Lyon

Reviewed by:_ Erwin J. Lyons GS

of Form MF=-103%
" ®  MF-100

" Field team report
" Memorendum dated August 2, 1951 Date 10-17=-51

Page 4 of 4 pages  oren2
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DMA-1707

EXHIBIT "A"

Exploration projects

The exploration project consists of diamond drilling to explore
the lateral. and downward extensions of the deposit. Nine holes spaced over a
distence of 1200 ft. sre to be drilled. Six of these holes will explore the
deposit at a depth of 50 ft. below the surface and three at a depth of 100 ft.
below the surface. The total footage will be 1000 ft., six holes being each

100 ft. long end the remaining three being each 135 ft. long. Total estimated
cost of the project iss

1000 ft. of diamond drilling at $6.00/fte.ese.s..$6,000
Supervision, 3 months at $300/M0.ececessersascess 900
Rental of l-ton Ford truck at $50/montheceecesess 150
Transportation of diesmond drilling equipmentessse 1,000

$8,050.

NOTE: The rental charge for the l-ton Ford truck owned by the applicant
was recommended at $150 per month by the field teem. This charge
_ was considered excessive and reduced to $50 per month.

The charge for transportation of diamond drilling equipment is
explained in the attached memoreandum

Fixtures and improvements - None

Operating equipment

1000 ft. of diamond drilling by contract at $6.00 per foot. «$6,000
1-ton Ford truck for % months at $50 per montheecessecseseses 150

Labor and supervision

1 Supervisor for % months at $300 per montheeceesceeseecessd 900

Rehabilitation and repairs - None
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.. UNITED sm‘?‘ﬁﬁﬁgg N’NERAU

DEPARTMENT OF THMNTN@
8 53 ﬂM 8]

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

W; Air Mail 1012 FLOOD BUILDING .
m&&é}g@%‘fhg — 870 MARKET STREET
ice o ‘

Lo . SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
Executive Officer

DMA Field Team

Rezion III October 8, 1951
Memorandum
To: Tom Lyon, Chairman, Coordinating Committee, Defense

Minerals Administration, Washington, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMA Field Team, Region III

i Subject: Docket DMA-1707X - R. B. Iyttle, Blew Jordam Zinc Mine,
San Bernardino County, California. Exploration loan,
$7,350 — Zinc, lead, cadmium.

Reference is made to your subject letter dated
September 28, 1951.

Attached are three copies of a report, "Access Road AR-39,
Blew Jordam Mine, San Bernardino County, California®, by George H.
Holmes, Jr., Mining Engineer, U. S. Bureau of Mines, dated July 16,
1951, together with a copy of my covering memorandum to you dated
August 2, 1951, to replace the copies that failed to reach your office.

The original docket also is being returned herewith. It

was through an oversight that the docket was not returned to yo A
| earlier. A . \
He C. Miller
Executive Officer
DMA Field Team, Region III
Attachments

Copy by regular mail

Copy to:s E. H. Bailey, USGS






UNITED STATES
TEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR
OBGAR L., CHAPMAN, SECRETARY

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY PIELD TEAM
REGYON IXI

ACCESS ROAD ARe39
Blow Jordam Mire
S Bernardine County, Calif.

George He Holmes, Jr., Vlﬂning Enginesr
‘ U. 8. Burem of Mines

July 16, 195}






ACCRSS ROAD -~ AR=3
W@m DITERION - BUREAU OF MDES

' mmm
S Barmardine Comiy,; Calif.

SWOMARY

 The Blew Jordem xins property has bwen partislly explored by
¢mmmmmum¢umcﬁmmmmwuw
determine the width and latersl extent of the contact deposis,
Tnacosssibility of the dlaim frem the nesrset U, 3, Forest Service
roed prevents trensportetion of wine mschinery nocessery for furbber

~ Ore reserves indicated hy the mmall emount of waploratiom; the
grade of are, e geclsgic svidenoe indieating the possihle existence
af a large ore body justify constructicn of the 8,400 foot Access Roed,
%0 the deposit. The mibsaquemt propossd axploration pregrem, to
cost $6,000 and consisting of diamond drilling to determine lateral
and dowoward continuity of the minerslised some, is also recoumonded.

| ~ INYRODUCTION

mmsimpmwmmm, Calif., was |
mwmmgmuayortummofnmesonmez. 1951,
sscompenisd by the owner, R. B. Iyttle, inoomtmntith his appli~
mafmz,fwmamm. Priorexmmuumbyamm |
of Mims engineers®/ wers mede during Mareh and July 1943 also in ‘
osaneotion with Acoess Road miuﬁm This suwlmblry roport

&y '
gwﬁ.mmmn.w. Butam-.






Y . @

13 to be used in conjunction with D. We Butner's Wer llihé:ﬂ.s Mewow
randum of Septesber 1943, entitled *Blew-Jordss Claim, Ssn Bernardino
County, California," |

" e omar, R B. Lyttle, sdvised the writer that he hed slso
filed an spplication for a $6,000 exploration loans This rcport,
mnfm,ﬂll&ﬁritmwmbothmﬁommew
stion Loan spplications, ;

The location and physioal features, history, description of the
deposit sa described in Butner's repart remein inchangeds Changes
in ownership, mevmpmﬁmﬁeeadmmﬁmunbcm
tained in this report. ’ |

OWNERSHIP |

The Elew Jordsm claim was formerly owned by R Be Iyttle end
three partners. This partnership was leter dissolved snd the oledm
was petented with R, B, Lyttls as sole omer, The millsite, located
in se0s 31, Tv 2 Noy Re 6 Woy sbout 1-1/2 miles south of the lode
olaim 1s owned bty Mre Iyttle. There are no liwns, claime, or encom

| SNPLING

No work, other than clemaing out old cuts and the shaft, has
been done sinoe Mr, Buther's sxmination in 1943, Check smples weve
taken with the following analysess '

- Sample  Os, Plpmt
No W % td  location

T 180 13,0 Ok 0,12 Seft. cut, face pit Ne, 3.
Tr 040 77 . Ol 0.10 bOeft, 6\1“;, face pit Noe 3.

8o
81
82 Tr 0,75 1.5 0.1 0,05 5-1/2% cut, N. side pit No. 2.
gg T 390 L3 0s9 0,08 2-1/2' cut, face, pit No. 2.

™ 1.0 9.7 0a1 0,10 &t cuty bottom of shaft.
PitNo.bhndcmdandmamlﬂawuldbeobtaimds o

2e






ORE RE&‘IRVES
Work on the property has not mdiuted con‘binuity batwean the

Pits and with the exoeption of the PLt No. 1, or shaft ares, the width

of the mineyalised zouchunotbmestabnm nwm»m tonw
muatimhshmbmcmmduﬁthemmhmmntﬁth

~tbae¢ﬁmteof2,000tmamragin38pomentzim. h o

Further development may indicate oontimiity of the mineralized

_ wone and -the possible sxistence of a large ore bodys

ACCESS ROAD

The deposit is reached by a narvow trail which extends north
spproxinately 8,400 fest from the millsite on U, S. Forest Service
Road TN 6l and which rises about 1,050 feet in this distance (fig. 1).
It is inadequate for trsnsportation 'of_ mining machinery and equip-
ment nscessary for explaration of the ore bodye

According to Mr. Lyttle, the U, 5. Farest Service estimate of
& acoses romd to the property 1s $12,000, with grades not in emness

of 7 percent. Mr, Lyttle eatiaaha that by inaressing the maximum

grade to 12 peroent, the cost of the road can be reduced to $8,000,
ﬁnmatarpurhofmmd'mmmmhomhwdmthmth :
slope of the mmmf.am and oan be built by bulldozers However, some
rook excavation and timber removal will be necessary in aweral areas,
The estinated sost of the road appsars reasonuble,

Exploration of the depowit camnot be undertakm until a road is
built to the property, Estimated ore reserves are mall bub it 18
miirely possible that the contastetype ore body extends 1aterany
beyond prasant work:mga md to a considersble dap'bh; ‘rha grada of

3¢
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ore indicated by ampliiig and the possible éndstanoe of avlarge

ore body Justifies ﬁmmf'wmlorttion. To expedite this work cone |

struction of the acoess road is recommended. |
 PROPOSED RXPLORATION

The exploration project application is for $6,000 in which the

~ Governwent participation will be 50 percent. Proposed exploration
oonsists entirely of dlsmond drilling to axplore for the latersl

snd downward contimilty of the deposit. Nine holes have been sug-
gested (fig. 2)3 sixof-hiohmduignedtouutmmm S0 feet
down dip, ad 3 holes which will croes the deposits 100 fest down

dip. Total footage will be 1,000 feets six 100+ md uweo 135-foot holese
This work will cover a strike length of 1,200 feet which should be
adequate to determine the Vain and grade or the mrdiied':one.

The owner states his willingness to participate on an equal-
share besis and axpend $3,000, Estimated cost of the dismond drille
mgia&é'mpcrfootonaowtmtbwiamwﬂlmmml,ow :
feat of proposed Work.

- Adequate water is aveilable frem Dy Canyon about om-fmn‘ﬂ!
nile west from theminsite. Wnter for drillingmldbohmledby
the ocontractor. ‘

No untmuel drilling difficulties m'fom;‘drm will be
through a Limestans, the tastite ore sone, and bottomed in gramite.
Estinating & mimimum progress of 15 feet per shift, inluding mowing
mdmﬂ;l.ngup, ﬂwmnommldhrmimdformpmgmm

Asiughﬁift,ornixmksmammn.

ke






mnxmmmmcosrs

mmmmammmumw.mmum;
W,mmrvmwtmuwmtmdﬁllm.

mmmufum,uwwwumwm
Mdmmmucmummmtm.

Mﬁnmmmwmmofm_mer,a.m 1yttle,
atamﬁof&)%mnthly '

Use of Mfr. \Io'ttle's 1~ton Fordtmckwillbeatamm rete

- A resume (~coste 11

drilling, 1,000 feathat 36.00 e ess s $6,000
sianmon $300w¢.......‘900

atal, thsm:l. cvaeeeee  h5o
Above costs =X bg.ed onf}-lnutha projectg ’

; MILLING c
uo'nuuxgrfacmties‘uv on, or neary the property. If the
 proposed exploretion is outacésqml, the owner will build & concentrator
nmmmﬂmuwmmﬁu the ore, Water will be piped
 from Dy Cenyonj power will be supplied by Diesel-generator wnits) and
concentrates will be trucked to the rallrosd at Devore, 16 miles to
tho east. |

CONCLUSTONS
The  Buresu of Mines conolndes thatt
. 1. Ore reserves, grade of ora, and geolegic evidence that
inticates the existence of a large ore body justify oonstxuction of

an access rosd frau the millsite to the property, an estimted distance
of 8,1@ M






] ' - . . .
~ o . : -

[

2. The es’o:lmated cost of $8,000 is reasonable; 'the road A
showld be tuilt with maximm sliowable grades of 12 pervent. /,,

3¢ The pwposad sxploration .program, to be started upon
ocmpletion of the access road, is recommended. Dlamond drilling is
considered the best method of exploring this deposit. ,

Ly Cost of the exploration program ($6,000) is reasonabl-
in view of the possible tonnage that may be indicated by this work,

€.
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR A

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMlNlSTRATlON \\vj\&
WASHINGTON 25 D.C.
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; Rd Bo Ly .
Mr. B. Co Miller - Blew Jor&n ZInc| Mine
Exeeutive Offieer, Dik Field Tean Sen Bernardine Cpunty, Celif.
Region III Exploration loen| $7,350

1012 Flood Building Zine, lead, cadufium
870 darket Street _ .
. 8an Franciseo 2, California

Dear Wr. Millers

With referensce to your memo of August 2 concerning subjeet
dooket, the cupy of the report whioh was forwarded on July 20 wes
received and referred o Mr. iialker who has charge of the secess
rosd applieations. 7The remaining three copies wi.ich you state were
forwarded July 24 have not been rceeived in ithe Reportis and Reeords
Unit. un the presumption that the three copies previcusly sent
have been lost, we would eppreciate reeeiving additional copies of
the tield team report, and partisularly of the illustrations. I
it is not convenient to have the text reproduced, we can have
copies mide here Ifrom ilre. iizlker's sopy.

We will also need the originml docket {0 be iresented
with our recommendation to the Produwetion Expension Diviszion.
According to our records, we forwarded the docket to you July 27,
and it hes not been returned to us.

Yery h’ﬁly"yo.urs,

e\
' |

Yom Lyon, Chairmsn
Coordinating Committee

I it
DA

Por Bareau of dines

molegeal Survey

EMicKnightsemp

G 9=-25=-51 .

Copies to: Chief, Lead-Zinc Branch
E. T. McKnight L2204 GsA
0. Bishop
Directors r. files L2l G8A
Br. r. files 1,21 GSA
Administrators r. file

~_DiA docket file






UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENTOF TH ll;lTERlOR

DERENSE » MINERAEEWEbMTNIS TRATION

G 6 1951
Office of AU
Executive Officer 1012 Flood Building
DMA Field Team : 870 Market Street
Region ITI San Francisco 2, Calif.
August 2, 1951
' Memorandum
To: Tom Lyon, Chairman, Coordinating Committee, Defense
Minerals Administration, Washington 25, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMA Field Team, Region III

Subject: DMA-1707X - R. Be Lyttle - Blew Jordam Zinc Mine
San Bernardino County, California
(Letter A. B. Parsons July 25)

Relative to above subject the Blew Jordam mine was ex=
amined by Roy Elliott in 1942 and again by D. W. Butner in 1943.
Both engineers, in the Bureau of Mines California District Office at
the time, thought the prospect had some merit but Mr. Butner thought
that the expenditure of the estimated access road cost of $12,000
was not justified until more exploration work was done. Copies of

these reports should be in the Washington files. . <,
o
A recent report of July 16, 1951 by George H. Holmes, Jr. L
of the Mining Division, Region IIT, relatlve to both access road | Wy$% - AL
and exploration loans was forwarded to the Defense Minerals Admin- y e P

—_—N
N
<~

istration in Washington on July 20. Three additional copies of the oh
report were sent to the Defense Minerals Administration on July QhJ

Both Mr. Holmes and A. C. Johnson, Chief of our Mining
Division, approve of both access road and exploration loans. iie
believe the exploration loan has merit but that the access road
approval should be held in abeyance until we hear from the Bureau
of Public Roads, who was requested on July 20 to give us a cost
estimate. If the cost of road is excessive we would recommend that
$1,000 be added to exploratlon loan in lieu of road to cover ex-~
cessive handling costs of packing by trail the diamond-drilling
equipment.

The cost of and plan for proposed work is included in the
report by lir. Holmes. Total cost is estimated $7,350 for 1,000 feet o
of diamond drilling. We will give you our recommendation relatlve
to road upon receipt of report from the Bureau of Public Roads.

He C. Miller
Executive Officer

DMA Fle%d Team, Region III

Abbachment
Copy to: E. H. Bailey (wlfe—atbeechment

AUG 7 1851
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& | SURNAME : 350
~ UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR %‘%—l—y/j

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

| /-
Jup. 271951 AL

Res Dik=170 N
Ite a;“£§%¥%§zi‘“ ......................

ew |-

Mre Harold C. Miller Cucamonga [¥lue Jorsan)....__.
Executive Officer, DA Field Tesam rine mire

Region III Sean Bernardime Cde, Calif. ..
1012 Flood Building Zinc, lead, cadmium ...
870 Market Btreet fixploration loan |$6,000 ...

San Fransiseo 2, California
Dear iir. ¥Millers

This dooket is being referred to the field for invntigai‘-
tion and advise.

The deposit is desqeribed by Tuocker in California Journal
cf ifines mad Ceology, Vol. 39, pe LB, #s & replasement deposit in
limestone along a granite contast, and from mention of garnet-epidote
rock snong the contaet sone, deposit must be & contset metamorphis
deposit. Asseys cited by applioant isuggest » prospest worthy of
further exploration provided the chdnnels for asssy wers cut in such
& way 88 to be representative. Applicent has gziven no details s to
relation of sample ohannels to distribution of ore.

Applieent proposes "to bulldoze ths owverburder off the
outsrops #nd core drill the indicated showings®. 7There is no indie
ealion &s to how the drilling will be dons =» whether downward on the
dip of the outerop or several long holes angling into the igneous
eontaet st dépth. In answer o question 2% on expenses, applicant

ST
A

states that he plans to contraet the work cut to the contractor best >
equipped to do the work, but thet it would be under sonstant inspeo~ <
sion of the applicant to see that it was carried out in the proper. &

mannere ‘

vWe believe that, in time, an acceptable deseription ol
what the applicent proposes to do and how he intends to sllecate
his costs as bstween drilling and bulldesing might be worked out
through correspondence with him, but that a field team examination
would be necessary in the end on acsount of the aesess road problem.
He implies thei 1 1/2 miles of roed hes to be eonstruoted before the
exploration san take ylace. This, with the Californis Journal of .lines
and Geology report that the mine is on the slepe of Cucamongs Peak,
suggests nat the cost of the aceess road might be out of proportion
to any tangible advantages “het might be expecsted to ensus to the
country from only $6,000 worth of exploration. We believe uhat any
great expense Lowsrd construstion of an access road in advance of






-

A4
v,
‘A‘,

sxploration is 1llo isel snd to be disecursged unless the prospest
is an exseptionally ;oed one and there is souu roeéorn o Ixpeot
furher developmwnt siter the sxploration is conuleted.

I the lieid tenm descides thei thia uxjyloration siwuld be
spproved, we would like te kewe them furaish evvugh informetion ox
the proposed plen of expleration nnd zests au what the contraei,
with sppropriste exhibits A (o 2, oan be drewn up with applieent.

$luo, the nesessary iaformation shsuld be skirlned as to
the “ouedsi:y for sn acwess road befors explorsiion, what will be
involved in sonstrusting i, end the estimsied eost. This might wmeld
usve » bearing on the decisiom as o whether the exploretion ia worth
whiles ‘ . . o C

4 uncerstmud ihat che agpliostion for ccooss rord wes
reforred to the Pisld temn under dete of Juwe /e

‘ %ryv truly yours,

Eoul@gbn_ |

T o L irman oo v
70k B, Loox] - | Chordineiing Cormittee |

Tor fureau of Hines

Olaf N. Rove -

Tor @ole Lot ;,:srm;y"

ETMeKnighteemp:

G 7-25-51 R

Copies tos Chief, Lead-Zinc Bre -

- B. T. McKnight 420, GSA

Re. H. Mote ’ o
Reports & Records
Directors r. file 421, GSA
Bre r. file 421l GSA :
Stanley Walker
Files

i

AN .
( PREERAN
/ -
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\ - N y SURNAME: 2
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

we]
Re: Docxet Duk=ljf
o1 cXe h=1l707X DM

ire Re B. lyttie
2821 Sichel Street
Los Angeles 31, Californis
Dear ire Lyttle:

Your application (Docket LMA-1707X) for an explorasion loan
under the provisions of the Defense Prcdtic,tion Aet of 1530 ﬁas been
reviewed by the Lsad-»Zinc Braﬁch of the Iie_fense iinerals Administra~
tiom. 3Before finel decision ean e imkem on your requcsi', it will be
nesessary to cbtain sdditionsl information on your property. Your
-applieation, thoréi’ore. ﬁu ‘boin referred to ir. Ho Co Willer, Ixecutive
Officer, DA Fisld Vesm, 1012 Flood Building, 870 Market Ltroet, San -
Franeiseo, Celifornia, . ith the request that the nesded ini’otngtion ba

| supplied 4o us.

~ Very truly yours,

ETMcKnight:emp .
7-25-h1 G o = Tom Lyon, Uirestor
Copies to: Chief, Lead-Zinc Bregupply Division

He Co Miller, Region IfI FZ?

E. T. McKnight L20OL GSA

R. He Mote

Reports & Records

Directors rl file L2l GSA

Br. r. file )421)4 GSA

Files
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“’ - by ¥ SURNAME:
UNITED STATES '
DEPARTMENT OF THE ]NTER[OR ’
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMIN-ISTRATION
’ WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

June 22, 195% |

Mr. R. B. Lyttle : subject: IMA=ATOTX

72621 Sichel Street Be: Exploration Lcan
los Angeles 31, Califormia - Blew Jordam

My dear Mr. Lyttle:

Receipt is ackbovledged of your appiication and
attaclments of Jme{é; 19Si for an exploration loan under the
Defense Production &ct of 1950. | |

© The application was assigned Docket Number TMA-1707X
and was referred to Mr. Qtto Herres, Chief, Lead-Zinc Sranch on
June 19, 1951. S |

P
B

-

‘{‘, .

In any future correspondence relating to0 your appiica»

A
e

tion, kindly refer to DHA-1707X.

Sincerely Yyours,

L gl i

LANDON F. STROBEL

o
Landon F. Strobel ﬁﬂ ,
Executive Secretary

LFSTROBEL: js
cc:  Strobel-2
>Files
Herres

Lyon
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) UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

Office of WASHINGTON 25, D. C.
Executive Officer ' 1012 Flood Building
DMEA Field Team 870 Market Street
Region III . San Francisco 2, Calif.
June 30, 1952
Memor andum
To: Frank E. Johnson, Chairman, Operating Committee, DMEA,

Interior Building, Washington 25, D. C.
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subject: Docket DMA-1707X (Zinc-Lead), Exploration Project
Contract Idm-E199, R. B. Lyttle

Reference is made to your subject letter to me, dated
March 7, requesting that a geologic examination of the Lyttle prop-
erty be made as soon as weather will permit.

The property was examined on June 12 and four copies of a
report - DMEA 1707 (Idm E199)} Blew Jordan Mine, San Bernardino Co.,
California by W. P. Irwin and H. L. Sobel, Geologists, U. S. Geologi-
cal Survey, dated June 26, 1952, are attached.

The geologists recommend that Mr. Lyttle be given an
exploration contract to consist of two stages: (1) the first stage .
to consist of surface trenching as outlined, and (2) the second stage
as proposed in contract Idm-E-199, but dependent on both successful o
completion of the first stage and accessibility of the property. In 2
addition, the geologists recommend that an access road be built to
the ‘property from the Forest Service road if the results of the
first stage indicate the desirability of performlng the second stage
of the exploration.

The six unsigned copies of Contract Idm~-E-199 are returned

herewith.
H. C. Miller
Executive Officer ::~‘"
DMEA-Field Team, Region III
Attachments

Copy to E. H. Bailey, USGS






‘UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR
OSCAR L. CHAPMAN, SECRETARY
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLCGRATION ADMINISTRATION

REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY FIELD TEAM
REGION III

JDMEA 1707 (Idm E199) Blew Jordam Mine

'.Séh~Bérnardino Co., California

We Po Irwin, Geologist
He L. Sobel, Geologist
U. Se Geological Survey

June 26, 1952






Introduction

The owner of the Blew Jordam zinc prospect in San Bernardino
County, California, Mr, R. B, Lyttle, requested Government aid to explore
the prospect, and to build a 1 mile access road to the property from
a Forest Service road. As the result of an examination by George H.
Holmes of the Bureau of Mines, who recommended a program to consist of
1000 feet of core drilling, an exploration contract for $8000 was sent
to Mr. Lyttle by DMEA. Mr. Lyttle declined to sign the contract on the
basis that he cannot find a drilling company to do the work for $8000
unless the road is built to make the property more accessible.

At the request of DMEA, W, P. Irwin and He L. Sobel of the
Geological Survey examined the property off June 12, 1952, to determine
the possibility of a future production of a significant tonnage of
zinc ore. The prospesct is at an altitude of 7000 feet in sec. 30,

Te 2 Noy, R. 6 W,, SBBM, and is near the crest of the precipitous

east end of the San Gabriel Mountains. - A steep Forest Service road
winds about 15 miles along a high ridge on the south side of Lytle
Creek to Mre. Iyttlets cabin at the bend of the south fork of Lytle
Creek and at an altitude of 6000 feeb., The prospect is about h600
feet N.L4°E. of the cabin, and is accessible from the cabin by a 13
mile foot~trail that skirts the head of the south fork of Iytle Creek.

Geology

Seven small cuts, pits, and trenches, spaced irregularly for
850 feet along a north line expose zinc-bearing tactite (see plate 1).
In general, quartz monzonite lies west of the line, and crystalline
marble lies to the east. The tactite, which consists mainly of diopsile
and quartz was formed along the contact between the two rocks during
the intrusion of the quartz monzonite. The contacts between the rocks
appear to be nearly vertical, but in general they are so poorly exposed
that their attitudes can be observed only locally. Sphalerite is dis-
seminated throughout te tactite, and is the only zinc=bearing mineral that
was seen,

Cut no. 1 exposes tactite between quartz monzonite and limestone,
and is the locality of Holmes! samples nos. 80 and 81, The contact
between the guartz monzonite and tactite strikes N,20°E anddips 70
degrees northwest with tactite forming the footwall., At the north end of
the cut the tactite body is hg febt wide, at the south end the contacts
are not exposed, but the tactite ppears to be wider. Pit no. 2 is only
a few feet southwest of cut no. 1 and discloses no geologic information
other than that it is near the contact between quartz monzonite and tactita.

Trench no. 3 exposes 3 feet of tactite in the eastern part and
quartz mongonite in the remaining 7 feet to the west. The exposure is
poor and the attitude of the contact could not be determined. The
tactite has been weathered, and is heavily stained by manganese oxide.,

1.





Cut no. L is about 28 feet southeast of trench no. 3 and is at
the same level., It cuts a tactite bodynearly normal to the strike.
The easternmost 3 feet of the trench are in limestone, ard the re-
maining 12 feet are in tactite. The contact between the two rocks
is not exposed, but a vague structure that may represent bedding in
the tactite strikes N.10°E. and dips steeply west. Holmes' samples noS.
82 and 83 were taken from this cut, - _ ' .

Pit no. 5 is about 15 feet deep and entirely in tactite, Holmes!
sample no. 84 was taken across the bottom of this pit. The attitude
of the tactite body could not be determined, but about 20 feet east,
trench no. 6 exposes an irregular contact between tactite and quartz .
monzonite that strikes north and dips moderately to the west., Note
that at this locality the eastern wall of the tactite is quartz monzonite
rather than limestone. If the tactite exposed in trench no. 6 is part
of the tactite body exposed in pit no. 5, the tactite body 1s at least
4O feet wide. A shallow trench 30 feet north of pit no. S is in over-
burden,

Cut no. 7 is 15 feet long in an easterly direction, and is in sheared
rocke Quartz monzonite is exposed at the west end of the cut, but most
of the cut is in tactite. For a width of 3 feet adjacent to the
quartz monzonite the tactite contains sphalerite. The remaining part
of the tactite is too highly weathered to determine whether it contains
sphalerite.

Ore Reserves

According to Holmes the deposit contains 2000 tons of ore with
an average grade of 8 percent zinc. This tonnage and grdde seems reasonable
if it is classed as indicated ore.

The general alignment of the tactite exposures suggests that they
are parts of a single tactite body that extends from cut no. 1 through
cut no. 7, a distance of 850 feet. If this is true, and if the deposit
extends to a depth of 100 feet with an average width of 5 feet,it would
contain approximately 40,000 fons of inferred ore with a grade similar
to the indicated ore.

Exploration
Exploration contract Idm E199 was for nine diamond drill holes
spaced along the line of cuts to prospect the deposit at depth. 1In
addition to the $8,050 to be spent for exploration, an access road
costing about $8000 would need to be built, making an actual total cost
of $16,050 to explore the deposit.

Surface exploration done on the property has been indufficient to
prove the continuity of the tactite body, particularly between cuts no. 1
and trench no. 3. Between these two exposures for 500 feet along the
inferred tactite body no work has been done. At thib stage of the prospectts

2e






development, a relatively small expenditure for surface prospecting

would greatly reduce the risk involved in the more expensive subsurface
program proposed by H lmes, :

. The writers® propose an exploration program to consist of two
stages. The first stage would consist of a small amount of surface
trenching. The second stage would consist of the core drilling program
proposed by Holmes, The access road would be contingent on the results
of the first stage, and the second stage would be contingent on the
results of the first stage in addition to the butlding of an access road.
The second stage would be inadvisable without an access road, as the
cost of comtracting the core drilling would be prohibitive.

The first stage should consist of digging seven trenches
across the inferred tactite zone., Four of the trenches should be
spaced at approximately 100=foot intervals between pit no. 2 and
trench no. 3. The fifth trench should be midway between cut no. R and
pit no. 5. The sixth trench should be fifty feet south of cut no. 7,
and the seventh should be 50 feet north of cut no. 1.

Most of the trenches probably need not be more than three or four
feet deep, as the mantle of overburden appears to be thin. The length
and depth of the trenches will necessarily depend somewhat on the
occurrence of the tactite body and the discretion of the applicant, but
an average dimension should be aboub 15 feet long and L feet wide by
3 feet deep. If the overburden proves deeper than expected, trenches
no. 6 and no. 7 could be deleted from the program in order that the
other trenches could be dug to a greater depth to bedrocke.

Samples should be cut across all of the tactite exposed by the
exploration trenches, At each exposure the samples should be cut in
approximately S5-foot lengths in order to determine any zonal distribution
of the sphalertite. ‘ '

The proposed first stage was discussed with Mr. Lyttle, who seemed
favorable to the ideas He could give no estimate.' of the amount of
time required to perform the first stage, nor the amount of money
required. The trenching will require a longer time than would normally
be expected, owing to the difficult accessibility of the prospect.

Tt seems reasonable to the writers, however, that the first stage could
be performed at an average rate of 5 man=-days per trench, making a
total of 35 man days of work. Assuming that Mre. Lyttle employed a
helper, the work could be accomplibhed well within a one-month periode

The estimated total cost of the first stage is $616.00, assuming
35 man days labor at $16 per day, and assaying 2 samples for each of the
seven trenches at a cost of $li per sample,

Recommendétin

It is recommended that Mr. Lyttle be given an explar ation contract
tp consist of two stages: (1) the first stage to consist of surface trenching
as outlined above, and (2) the second stage as proposed in contract Idm E199, |
3 T






but dependent on both successful completion of the first stage and
accessibility of the propertye Tn addition, it is recommended that an
access road be built to the property from the Forest Service road if the
results of the first stage indicate the desirability of performing the

second stage of the exploration.

Bk
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Figure 2- Proposed exploration, Blew Jordam mine
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