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. . IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES G-HD~IIN
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

Bamorzjmdum
NEVIEY OF FLULD TEAN (EPGLT ON APPLICATLION DMEA-2295 (lMica).

To: Non-detallic Minerals Diviaion, DMKA,
Froms J. J. Liorton, U. 3. Oeological Survey.

Comodity: Mica.

Applicant: Dixle Hinerals, Ine,

kame of property: Shell sidge.

Location of nroparty: &.3 miles S.16 W, of Sylva, torth Carolina.

Field team's recomaendationt Field team states that "Ko pesuatite
is at nresent exposed,” and in tha absence of adejuate
data, the field team offers two alternative racommenda-
tions: (1) denial, or (2) a $4,800 project consisting
of bulldogzsr work and a shaft on the northwest negmatite.

Comments: Field team's indecision seems to reflect uncertainty on
DNEA policy. It sesme to me that the burden of oroof
should 1ie on the anplisant, and he should be exnaectad
to show that the exploration is worthwhile and has a
reasonabls chance of resulting in a simificant discovery.
Inasmuch as thw applicant has not nrovided evidence of
this sort, I reccmmnd denfal. If the applicant cleans
out the old workings and exposes the deposit, and by so
doing obtains evidence that further expenditures are

’ worthwhile, the project should be reconsidersd.

ACTION SUGGLGTED: ‘ :

Deny the application, but notify anplicant that the
project will be reconaiderad if ho opens up the de-
posit and shows that further axploration is warranted.

Jo J- Norton

JJNorton:hhp

G-4/16/52 . *

ce: Dir, liead, f£., 4212
Bra, lead. f., 4212
DMA ‘
JINorton, G-230, G3A Bldg., USGS
extra
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'Defense Minerals Administration

Review of Application for Exploration Assistance

Docket No . mgpgg
Commodlty B !ﬂé&l

Total Amount ‘ag,gggioo

Govt. Partlclpatlon 682,00

Name and Address of Applicant Dixie Hinerals, Inc.l
-——-;3_;!B1n_3i2ﬁﬂﬁ;_Hh&naanille,_nhrth;CEroliaa
Location of PrOperty_&mmmaﬁ_wmmere__

(Shell Ridge Mine.) _ \\
- IR
. s N
. Mineral or metal___ Miea _ Is it listed in Sectioﬂ§9 of MO-5?.

If not, application will be rejected. ;‘
Geologlc probablllty of dlscovery——based on data in appllcatlon\
(question #16, 17, 18, 20 and 22)*

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

a) Good
b) Poor
" ¢) None

d) Don't know—needs field examination Yos

e) Is there an alternative and favorable project?__ gq
(If so, attach an explanation)

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

Iﬁ applicdnt is a lessee, is a copy of the lease attached?__ Yes
. / '
Does the 1ease'have sufficient time to run to cover a future

productive period? Yes

\l»
*que$tion numbers are those of MF-103

j& Page 1 of -4 pages
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10.

.a). Is the prqject‘adequately described? No =~

~ Areée subordination agreements necessary? Yes
a) MF-201°?_ O
b) MF-202 Yes

From the data presented, does the proposed project appear feaéible from
the point of view of:

a) Available manpower _ Yes

b) Equipment and supplies__¥es

(question 14 plus general knowledge of avallablllty)

.¢) Accessibility (question 12)*__ Yes

d) Water (question 13)*_ Good
e) Power (question 13)*  'Use Gasoline powered machines
Is a field check needed on any of these points? ~ No «@

’

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?

Exhibit A. (questions 21 and 22)*

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

the project?_To a fair extent If so, attach a draft.

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

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

Section 8,:M0-5?__ Yes

If not, whé} part of it is?_

.
[

Page 2 of 4 pages





11..

12.

13,

Is this part a worthwhile exploration project? _ Yaes

d) Are the cost estimates detailed? Yes

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

from the available data? Yea If so, attach a draft.
Some regt and purchase itens
——appear to be low

e) Are the cost estimates reasonable?

f) Should more information be requested from applicant?

'g) Is a field examination necessary to complete Exhibit A?__ Yeg

Exhibit B (question 23-d)*

a) Is it applicable?_ Yes

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

¢) Is a field check needed?_¥es

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

a) Is it applicable? Yes

b) Sufficient data? No If so, attach a draft.

c) Are rents and charges reasonable? _ Appear to be low

d) Is a field check needed? Yes

Exhibit D (question 23-a, b)*

a) Are there sufficient data? No

Not sufficient data om
b) Is the schedule adequate for the work proposed?__ work proposed

c) Is the schedule excessive for the work proposed?

d) Are the proposed wages and salaries reasonable? Yes

e) Léia fiela check needed? Yes

Page 3 of 4 pages
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14,

15.

16.

17.

Exhibit E (question 23-c)*

a) Is it applicable? No

b) Sufficient data? Ro

¢) Reasonable?

d) Field check needed?_Yes

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

time?__ Insufficient data on proposed work.

(A1l exploration must be completed within two years)

If field examination is not needed, attach your recommendation.
If field examination is needed, do you have any special instructions for
the field team not indicated by your answers to the foregoing

question?__ Needs

exploration and check on costs. Rentals and purchases

_appear to be low.

Reviewed by:Theomas L.,ﬂhagggg _

DateoFebruary 6, 1952

INT.-DUP. SEC., WASH., D.C - Page 4 of 4 pages - 10748






‘ . , ‘ ‘ IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES G-MD-DHK

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHING'I;ON 25,D.C.

January 3, 1952
Memorandum
REVIEW OF APPLICATION DMEA-2295

To: - DNon-Metallic Minerals Division, IMEA.

From: Donald H. Kupfer, U, S. Geologioal Survey.

Commodity: Mica. _

Applicant: Dixie ¥inerals, Inc,

Rame of prbperty: Shell 5Hidge (Shell Branch) Mine.

Location of property: 14 miles 8W of Sylva, Jackson County, North Carolina.
Applicant's requests: 90 percent of §12,980.

Swemary of applicent's proposal: Explere the pegmatite in the upper levels.

Sources of information on applicarnt's property: Brief report in files
of Ro H, Jahns,

Brief description of deposit: Three cuts about 80 feet X 80 fest or
larger with two shafts in the middle eut. Strike, dip, width, and
soning of pegmatite unknown. The mica is generally ruby-colored,
but some is green. MNost of the mica is sorap grade as the books
ars not free splitting. The property produced 1,226 pounds of
sheet and punch mica in World War II wvalued at §2,323.

Additional information needed from field team: Applicant's proposal is
incomplete, and may be unworkable. The deposit may be mined out.
Working eonditions may be unsafe. - The mica may be green.

RECOMMENDATICN: Send to field team.

Reasons for recommendation: 21) Applicant"u data is incomplete.
: 2) The property has produced a moderate
amount of good mica in the past.

Donald H, Kupfer

DHKupfer: jeh

&-1/3/%2

copy to: Director's Reading file 4212 GS Bldg.
Branch reading file 4212 " #
DMEA /
Kupfer G-228, GS Bldg.






. ‘,

Rec.'d. 7/3/52, L copies of memo. of 7/1/52 to Operating Committeé from field team,
subject supplemental report. Memorandum states that "we recommend that this appli-
cation be reconsidered and that a contract prepared along the outline given in the
original field team's report". Three copies of memorandum to Oper. Committee and
1 copy of memo. to Non-Metallic Minerals Division 7/7/52. IMEA-2295 was denied on
L/21/52. Mr. Feitler, Non-Metallic Minerals Div., on 7/8/52, requested that a new
number be given to IMEA-2295 and treated as a new applicatione All material in
IMEA-2295 transferred to IMEA-2610,

DIXTE MINERALS, INC. mea-2295 7
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