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.Memorandum 


To:.	 W. S. MartIn, DMA 


From:	 G. L. Deliuff, Jr., Commodity Specialist, 
Branch of Ferrous Metals & Ferroalloys 


Subject: DA*92, Manganese.. Scherer and Giasiell 


The field Team has recommended denial of 
subject applicatton for aid to explore for manganese the 
Springbrook (or Viola) deposit located near Bromide,, 
Johnston Co., Oklahoma.. 


Applicant estimated total cost of the explo-
ration project to be $0,224. The work was to include 
the opening of six trenches, s1n)in- a shaft to & 
depth of 100 feet, and driving about 200 feet of drift 
and crosscut from near the bottom of the shaft. 


The deposit is reported to have produced 218 
tons of ore In I98, containing from 32 to 4. percent 
**xk9anese and an additional 35 tons In.1942. 


Applicant hat done no work on the property 
or deposit, and has never satisfied the Field Tears as to 
location of'the proposed exploration with respect to the 
manganese-bearing. tone. Although geologically the deposit 
Is believed to have.chances for discoveries of manganese 
ore, the Field team from its contacts with applicant 
doubts-applicant's ablity to conduct a successful explo-
ration project. The Field Team states further, "Acceptable 
Owners' Consents to Lien are not expected to be obtainable 
and the lease Is no longer believed to be in goodstanding".
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Meesr • M. C • Scherer and Ashton 03A *11 
208 Wilder P1*ce 
Shreveport, 'Louisiana


Rat Docket 14o • DMEA 149 Manganese 
Springbrook deposit 
Johnston Count, Oklahoma 


gentlemen 


co:


•	 Your application ftr aid for an exploration project 
and other data available to us in Washington relative to 
the above-noted property have been carefully reviewed. 


•	 Projects approved by the Defense Minerals . exploration 
Arninietraton must, in its judgment, show definite promise 
of yielding materials of acceptable grade in quantities that 
will significantly improve the mineral supply position for 
the National Defense Program. 


Careful study of our information indicates that 
although manganese mineralization occurs on the property, 
the probability of disclosing minable ore reserves by your 
proposed program is not sufficiently promising to justify 
Government participation. We regret to *dvise you, under 
these circumstances, that your application for exploration 
assistance is denied. Such denial, however, is made without 
prejudice • In the event further work on your psrt, discloses 
new and more favorable evidence of ore deposition on the 
property, we shell be pleased to consider a new application, 
ely supportad by sa&1Ogisl mapping, ssiaplin, and assaying. 


We with to thank you for your interest in the )efens 
Plinerals Exploration Administration pxtogr, and for bringing 
your property to our attention.: ' 	 ••	 • ,' 


•	 •	 '	 Sincerely your's,.  


code 400/	 Frank E Johnson 


Adm Reads File	 =	 '	 • •	 '' •' • 
Oper. 'COmmittee	 •	 Mminiatreter' 
T. ICiiisgaard, 138G8 


• 0. DOEUI? Usm 
PT, Reg 4 
SPHolt/ls 


• 9/9/5,5
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$ept.aber 90 195 


*EMORMU


M*dntsbi1ator, DM 


Iron and PerraAileyi Division 


subject 'D.ni. of rquest for exploration aseistanea in 
the **ot*ut of $50 ,fl 


scket 1*. 1111k 392 
L C. k*erer and Aithtcrn (13sesell •	 8prizgbrook deposit •	 Johnstu County, Oklah 
The: denial of the eublect sppl.c*t3os is 


mended by this Division based on the following: information: 
(1) The applicants, M. C. Scheret' and Ashton Glassell, 


208 t2der lscs*, Shreveport, Louisiana, requested 
exploration assistance in the amount of $50,24 for trenching, 
she t . sinking, drifting, and crosscutting in the Springbrook 
agnes.dsposit.	 • 


(2) The applisants control, by lease tram the owners, J. H. 
eM Zass Ntt, the following pare#2s of land  


of IW* of *wj, Section 13 
11 of J* of U, Section 14. 
$ of SO or mL Section 1* 


1* of SO of , lestiom 14, 


all located 1n?. 2 5., 1. 7 L, J*huston County, Okla-
or lists. 


(3) T	 upose4 propea is to explore the cperty by exca 
vating 6 trenes each sppz.xij*t.sIy 12 test wide by 


3 feet den and 60 t* lonj, .1*ing 300 te* of shaft, with 
about 200 1*t of drifting And crosscutting at tour locations 
near the botti 0 the shaft.







I	 I 


(k) AithouØ2 *4*tt*re4 *iber*liaation with a4anese is 
Sound over the area proposed to be .xpor*4, and it 


is reported that 218 tons of sanansse ore aswang from 
32 to 44 perent MR was mined from the property in 1913, 
with an additional 33 tns in 1942w little evidanco is 
furnished by the applicants to indicate that sLinable deposits 
et sianan.s. ore might be dtaaoi'ered by work done under tie 
applicants' proposal. 


(5) The i*d ezuiinatiou reports state that the ohance 
of makiu a sinifiosnt 4tsa4vez' at *anni*e are is fair; 
the chance of tindtn 5,000 tons of ore cental ning 35 to 40 
percent aananese is goodj but conclude that it is impose itle 
to determine from data and maps tUrnished by the applioant 
the location or the mineralized zone in relation to the pro 
posed work and the boundaries of the prOjsctj and, therefore, 
recos*end that tht applicitton be denied, The Comaodity 
Divisions of the CIe*logtu). 3urv*y and the u*'s*u of inas 
concur in this recoaiendatton, 
(6) It the applicants furnish detailed cost etimatec for 


a more practical alt,ernative exploration program sue; 
gestad b the Pield TeanL, together with other data and maps 
equeeted and needed for a proper appraisal of the applica 


l4on and tor*u1st&an of project plans, a new application for 
exploration assistance would be In order.


-) 


W * $. Martin, Chief 
/	 Iron and ?sroAl1o,s Division 


eat Docket 
Code 400 
Oper. Comm. 
Adni, head. File 


SPolt/li 
9/2Q/55	 :
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COPY	 PERATING COMMITTEE 
WAHINGT(, D. Ca 


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


P, ). *a #431 
JOUfl3; 4tes0ui'i


August 30, 1955 


iozancum 


To:	 LKA Gjxlrating Ccmittee, Interior aldg., Wash, 25, 0. co 


From	 CUntcn Knox, eaion IV 1ield Team Executive, JoU, o. 


subject: 1ie1cI Tsai kxwntnation topert 


Appiicaticn Docket 014ZA .3492 (iianarteae) 
• C S(he1S1 and Asbtoti GIUeGII, 


Box #1622, 3bre1veport, Lc*aisiana 
50,22 e439raticn project proposal 
prirbro (Viola) mine 


JOthstcdl County, Qklahcm3 


cone lim And 99IMA&M.Ons' 


rking of a. lO0foot shaft and trenching lcng about 
11000 feet of the hih2 fractured	 rausl.Umestone outcrop-
ping of the SprIngbrock deposit, reportedly in 191 produced 
tons of ore containing fror* 32 to 44 percent manganese, and an 
additional 35 tons in 1942. No fu_erwork had been doneu to 
Cotol*r,j954 the day spent by i!acLaren and I on the field 
eXaminatiOn in the cc*upany of the Applicants. As indicated by the •


	


	 last letter received tz'om Mr. $cher8r dated June 1, 1955, the 
Applicants still neVr had done any work there or de any prepara-
tions to present a reali$tic exploration project proposal. 


Tha pringbro deposit appears to be in the Chimey. 
limestone strata, striking nortmi ftaterly and dipping steeply south-* 
ward toward a nearby vertical-appearing westerly strfldng fault. 
With the exception of manganese-bearing material in dumps and some 
exposures of.


the trench vaiL,, all evidence of the workings was 
obscured by debris, but the deposit was considered to offer a fair 
chance for a conservative well-planned exploration project to 
indicate at least 5,000 tons of fl&rkøtb1G	 See ore. 


field Team suggestions for such a project proposal, to 
be presented by the Applicants as an alternative to their uiréali 
tic exploration scheme and coat estixates in the .cLnting applica-
tions, have brought no response during all the uontha that have







• 


elapsed 3aeed on ths interviews with the Applicants during the 
field exaninaticrt . and' their presentations 'in the application the 
variMs revised data, and the correpondence rceived £ron them, 
tb. Pield 'ream has concluded that 'thA34cants would not conduct. 


	


tijam in an	 rro 


Th.reozi in rence with the recas niaticn b7 •	 "	 MacLaren in his report and letter o tranemtttal to c April 1, 
•	 ':	 • 'copies of which with a print of his sketch map are attached hereto,



the apiation now sb1d be diniad.  


ptZ	 cat: 
Tb. $pringbro* *im is at the disbanded cai of Vió3a, 


• miles. southwest of the crOss-react riilag. or Brcaide, in Johnston • •: ':	 Cmmty, Oklahawa. 	 j5	 Stati HIghway 7 f,ost 
tho town of Atoka on U. S. lliglnvay 69 


The short ter* leaso held by Mr. Scherer, ot which 'a 
copy Was presented with 'the' original sppliOAtion, covered an un 
specified 40 at 	 in section 14, . 2 3. 0 &, 7 E, Jo&*ston County

,Oklhcma, The Springbroo' deposit was ' believed to lie in parts of 
both sections 33 and 14, and the swore advised during the 
examination by the I Field 1.am that an acceptable lease should be •	 ' " ', ,: obtained covering all thw land that might bestit tlu'ougji the 
proposed .q10ration project, The £pplioants havi f'ailed to show •	 •. '	 or furnish the Field Team a proper ti, to any Land lines near the 
deposit. On Marcth 19, 19, however,: they did submit with a re-
vised • application, a copy, of a rmw l.e. to Kr. $tharsr, dated •	 ' ' • February 4, 1955, to continue in effect for 3 y.sm unless no • 


• mining operations are visable, and as Iong thereafter as. manganese 'iij 
ox's is being produced. It covered 80 acres, the W/ UL/4:W/4  
section 13 and the N/2 NW4 3*/4 and 5 N/4 section 14 Thos.4 'Pt • • ' : '	 tr*ota obvioualy were iworroctly . rorevenaoài the TApplioant's	 • , • •	 •	 '• • ". inadequat, sketch maps eubaitt.d with' the revised appLication. 


•	 '	 'Authors of publications ' concerning the deposit were not in agree. 


	


• ,	 ment on its exaCt location. Th.z'etore, the proposed exp1àr4tox7 ? :7 • '	 'work has not been established by the Field Team as ))Sing within • 


•	 • :,, • the ,indic*td manganese mineralized zone. Acceptable Owners 


• H ' • Consents to Lien are not expected to be obtainable iuizl the lease 


•	 ,	 ,	 ,	 :
 


An no longer believed to be in good standing.	 .'• •	 '	 • 


The property is rugged, wooded, pasture land; no 


mining facilities resain, and *13. wwIdngs Ary inaccessible.
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.	 S 
In the Vicinity of the $prtugbrock manganese deposits, 


sedimentary beds that range in age from. Cambriab to Carbctitteraus 
are ccnsiderabl folded arid faulted. The tueyfl limestone of' 
Silur	 is the o. bed of sconiic	 oanc. ifliofaras 
the manganese deposits , are concerned, A major fault, apparently' 
an overtbrut3t that .has nved the bide to the south about 2,00Q 
feet upward with respect to the beds to the north, strikes L 70 W. 
to nearly due west and dips r to 80 south. North of the fault, 
the beds, which are overturned, strike N. 	 L. and dip vertically 
to 60' sth,, while south of :the fault the beds, in normal sequence,. 


,..str	 N	 W. and dip 2 to 0' north.. •. faul1 	 e 
1y acted as a dam to circulating ground . waters containing manganese. 
In solution. That ground water	 s' upward along the fault is •	 .	 '.	 '


 
indicated by springs, The langanese has formed replacement bodies 
in the ChirEIs$'4U limestone where I it is in contact with the fault, •	 . '	 and for. some . distance traa the fault along the contact of 
Chi0*7hm.,with the under1ying Sylvan shale (OrdoviOisn). Just 
why this one bed, to the exclusion of several others is receptive 
to replacement is not understood. 


The ore zone, about 1,000 feet in length, has been 
partial 4- plored by eight trenches. The largest trontth is about • •'	 . 80 teat long, 10 to '20. Lest wide, and up to 18 feet deep, while . 
the remaining seven range in length from 10 to 90 feet, in width 
timt 5 to 15 teat, and in depth from 5 to 10 feet. The, ore occurs 
as 1ene1Ot4 masses of mind manganese carbonate and manganite along 
the fault and replacing the Chimie phU3. limestone.. The masses of 
ore range 'in .. size up to 50 :fest lang, 5 feet wide, and $, 'feet thick. 


•	 • ASSay'S of eight samples reported by Hewett . (1921) range 'in . grade . 
from 12.60 percent to 56.8 percent manganese. The ore zone being •	 '•.	 •  
tabular and 'oontroUed by the fault and the base of. , the .Chiithe' .. 
hill limestone, it is quit.possible that it will extmd to ,& 
depth of several hundred feet. Hewett (1921) estimates that about 
• 5,0(X) tone of ore having an average grade of 35 percent to 40 per 
cont, manganese may be found in the first hundred feet of depth.. • ,.	 .	 • "	


•,
 


From the. amount , and the 'quality' of the material seen on the dumps 
near the trenches, this estimat. doss not seem unreasonable, 


OCR pgNs 	 4!1)AtI$ 
Ground Water carrying . , manganese in solution has migrated 


• • upward along a fault and limestone contact forning lens-like z'o-
placement bodies of ore that range in grade from 1260 percent to 


•	 • 56.88 percent manganese. The ore zone extends abótx 3,000 feet • 
lengthwise,, and may extend to a depth of several hurdred teat. 
Therefore, it i. concluded that the chance of 41d.ng a significant 
diacovezy of manganese ore is fair, and that the chance of finding 
5,000 tons of ore containing 35 percent to 40 percent manganese 
is good.
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	 UNITED STATES	 1+



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
4i 3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION


eD 


P.. 0 Box 0431 •	 795 
Joplin, Missouri


June 61 1955 


Mr. Harris C. Scherer 
20 Wilder Place	 Re:	 3492 
Shreveport, Louisiana	 Scherer and (fluseu 


Johnston County, Oklshaia 
Dear Mr.Scherer: 


We have your letter of June 1 concerning the above docket, 
and requesting information on a quicksilver prospect in Texas. 


In the absence of Mr. Knu, who is on veot Ion, I have 
referred to his letter dated April 14, 1955, in which he informed you 
that your revised application was unrealistic and inadequate; and 
made pertinent suggestions for effectively present4ng an alternative 
application. No further data concerning this application has been 
received to date. 


The Field 'learn report and reeociendátioris have been held 
in abeyance pending receipt of your revised application, so we urge 
your prcqt attention In submitting the required data. W. note your 
proposal to clean out one of the trenches before cpleting an ap-
plication on your own account. 


We have no information on th Rainbow Mining Company and 
no application for JR* assistance from it has been received by this 
office*


Tours sincerely, 


J. P. Ryan, Mining Engineer 
Fm': Clinton C. Knox 


Executive Offieer, 
JPB/vks	 DMEA Field L'ean, Region IV 


cc:	 DMEA Field Team file	 • 	


0	 • .	 • 


•DMEA.0perating Committee (2) 	 • 
C. C. Knox	 ••	 •.• 


•	 •	 •	 : .


c10
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Re. DMEA Docket 3492	 20 Wilder Place 
•	 Shreveport, Louisiana 


June' 1, 1955 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox 	 •. 


•	 Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team 
Joplin, Missouri	 •. . 	 •• 


Dear Hr. Knox: 


Have. -had no further word from you regarding the above docket. 
Am ofthe' opinion that Mr. Glassell is no longerntérested and am plan-
ning. on cleaning out one of the trenches on my own account and if same 
looks favorable, will endeavor to secure DMEA loan, 


Have had some .correspondence with Rainbow Mining Company 
with quicksilver prospect in Big Bend of Texas. During our visit to-
gether in Oklahoma, you mentioned a prospective trip down there. Did 


•	 you ever make same?	 •. 


The Rainbow Company has approached me regarding acting as 
consulting engineer ftr them and, therefore, would greatly appreciate 


•	 any information you might be able to afford me. regarding their applica-
tion for loan and progress same has made. 	 . 


• 	 • 	 . .,	


S	 Very truly yourS, 


•	 . ..	 •	 /s/ Morris C. Scherer •	 •	 •	 Morris C. Scherer ., 	 • 


(6/6/1955 - Copies made:	 •	 7. • 	 • DNEA Operating Committee (2) • • • •	
•	 C. C. Knox)	 •	 •5







COFY - U E	 erating Committee 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


Ad •	 ?. . iox #431 
Jopllri,	 iouri


April l, 195 


:. C. •chorer and At	 laBè11 
L3cl622	 : 
b trevport, Louisiana,


	


Lie;	 3i92 (aigarieo) 
ic;erer a 


•	 • •	 3prinbrook deposit. 
1)e4r Jirs. J&ntn Ccwity, 


s In reply to your three	 1etttrs recercrecl 
April 6 L eyindicate	 widrstaxtirig of verbal	 eton ac- 
Laror . and I dade last Cctober for revisin your application; like-


• •	 wise, the written exr1aiations and instructions on the applicaticz 
in IMA Order.l, the booklet oxlaintx the rz-o ,;=r3 ,o mid in 


y vari.ous letters to you0 You certainly rere inforre that te 
Goverent never advances Nnds under any for of D1A project con.-
tracts all are or a reimbursement basis. 


•	 ••	 •.	 •	 •


 


'iVi re.terone to the instruction under application ite• 
6 (a),


 
you dj.d not write rion&, so this I i'.ld Tea.ci cr t c s ntci 
:atr4ll1 ioU have to asui.c that you plarhcC to let lie 


worh to contractors at the unit costs you sot4ted there. ILentiy 
• • I w.-certain you nee. not expect any ar4 'uxent later o those cost 


ost. tes. L? not ftlly justfie( in your revised applicatiu, 
V e dashizigton Qffice siply would not offer a contract I uest, 


•	 t?ieref ore, that you t , uld substantiate your cost estite$ in 
writi wider te.. 6 (b, , d, e, t, a'n'd g) of yoirp1.cat ion 


•	 for submitting to the tiashiton Off ice ?resentin yrsolues 
•	 for dictsien with Field Team :ebers er or in Denver,	 avo 


little avail. 1acLreu m3 I presented otusolveb at t p oety 
o the reek eic you	 esta last uctcber for t oso very bcus-

sior'3aong ot or 


I ic not receive the oriina1	 Vie ecocuted 
• •	 Consent to Lien'1 , is you stated. • I receivud oiily the no carbon 


• •	 • • copy, which ias forwarded to Iashintoii with your revised ap:plica-- 
• •	 tion, atd it did not contain tho insertion requested in j February 
• • •	 7 letter. A diffe'ett _;`Qrm, since has been adopted and the ori4n]. •	 •


 
and Six copies of it would . ave to be uxecited before any contract • •	


• could be let.	 •	 •	 •	 •


_c







S	 S 
I made no firn recoirnoridatjone ir, ny	 rn letter tri at- 


tii'g your revised application to ' 'Washington : 	 save only zy. 
1'irsb unpresszon, furnishing you a copy so that you right huve.Q 


i'tirne to make corrections before the yield Teai t s formal. examina-
tion report is subuattod Preparation of ir section of that re-
port will be delayed yet awhile, but I received that of iacLarents 
on April 5, 


As I feared, we were both unable to reference the geologic 
sketches in any of the available publications with, '-any land linôs. 
I voiced no objections to your use of the gate post as a reference 
point. I mentioned, however, that tfl tie indicated on your sketch 
map: 11 21201 to North Line, 3,ect 13 11 eus to place that *tcattle 
gap" more nearly at the center of sec. 12. MacLaren and 1 discus 
sed that among other things,in a telephone conversation: on i4arch 
30, and we were certain that Mr. Scherer, as a graduate engineer, 
would agree that your sketch map is incorrectly referenced, and 
otherwise unsatisfactory as a basis for.lettihp, a Government con-
tract. We also regretted that he spent tima trying, to reproduce the 
geologic sketch fro .n Bulletin 39, because w you know, we hat a copy 
of t. What we needed 	 was adequate data as required under. 
iten. 5., (b) of the application. Aside fraiL your cost estimates, which 
we do not believe are realistic, we were wable to understand your 
geologic reasoning or the locations for the, proposed trenching or 


Having seen the surface exposures at the deposit* was 
not a bit surprised at the high manganese contents of the samples 
you selected. In factI was convinced last October that. sonie exp].ra-
tion is merited. Actually I was bitterly disappointed that your re-
vised presentation of maps, project plans, cost estimates, etc., 
apparently will fail from the necessary engineering standpoint, to 
favorably demonstrate 'the exploration possibilities of this property, 
and to definitely show that you are prepared to conduct the practical, 


• S


	 realistic exploration program there, and render the accounting, 
•	 enginéèring, and geologic reports ,required under D1EA contracts. Do-


spite the possible reserves that have been postulated there upon 
meager surface evidence wich systematic exploration doubtlessly 
would delineate, I still insist that no reserves in the proven or 
probable category now,an be calculated reliably. If that car be done, 
then I believe your proposed: exploration is difficult to justify. 


The Field Teari discussed sugesting a possible alternative 
•	 which you dt wish to consider, and V. 	 t ich perhaps you ore qffectiv- 


•	 ly could present in a 'less complex application proposal, somewhat as 
follows;	 .	 .	 .	 .'







.	 S 


1 Agree to clean out and coprehensive1y riap and sample 
some of the most favrabie existing trenches entirely at your own 
expense.


2. Request Governient participation in the COQtS of 
• sinking an inclined lOOfoot shaft on the most"-favorable-appearing 


zone of smnganese -mineralization."-the location and dip to be ap- 
proved by the Cove rnont's representatives, and the costs in 
which the Goverment would participate, to be limited to that 
incurred for shaft sinking, 5 x 7-foot in cross seôtion, and in 


•	 any event not in excess 	 50 per 	 , including all operatin 
•


	


	 and equipment costs, engineering, supervision, consultant's fees, 

sampling. and analyses, preparation of all reports ..' maps, etc. 
Thus the Government would participate in the actual costs incurred 
upto 450 per foot, minus that for any excess size that you might 
deem advisable to sink in preparation for ultimate production 


• operations.	 • 


3. No other exploratory, work now appears justifiable but •	 •	 " such a. proposed . contract.poosibly could be amended. if drifting or 
•	 crosscutting from that shaft eventually appeared to be warr4rYbed. 


•


	


	 Please note that this proposal could only be implemented 

by .a "long-form" contract, in fact I understand that the Washington 
Office does not intend to )et any more "snort-fo&' contracts 


The Field
'


eamagreed with you last October that diamond 
drilling would not be practicable in that broken formation.. We 


• understood that you definitely-.desired to determine by prospect 
tr'enching the inferred northwesterly extension of the nanganese-bear-, 
ing, steeply, dipping, ,Ghimneyhill strata. According to your geolo 
gic sketch, however,. I believe that inferred •extension. is not'covered 
by your present lease. 3 agree that significant manganese rninera- 
lization might not exteri' horizontally along that strata farther 
than 500 feet northwest from Its intersection with the faultA, I 
further agree that there is ;no way now to predict that the fault 
definitely cuts out that. strata at 100' feet in depth. Possibly the 


• dip changes below the surface and the manganese-bearing ChLvimey_ 
•	 • bill strata may extend much deeper. 


•	
I believe you can present an application revision more to 


• your 'credit, and which would more. fairly reflect the .merits of,,this 
deposit. I would be pleased, hrever, to receive any support Plata 


•	 •	 •	 T.
 


you ,can prepare and' to submit it to Washington, evaluated to the • 
best of my ability Please bear in mind that recommendatiQnS I will
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•	 '::	 "	 "•• 
P	 THE GENERAL CONSTIJOTION COMPANY 


1417 Daizell Street P O'J3ox #1622 
Shreveport, Louisiana


4 April 1.955 


Mr. Clinton Ce Knox, Executive Officer 
•	 EA' Field Team, Region IV  


P. 0. Box 431	 '	 • 
Joplin, Missouri	 "	 ' '• 


Re: DME Docket 3492 (mangaiese) 
Scherer and Glassell Deposit 
Springbrook, Johnston County, Okla. 


Dear Mr. Knox:  


We acknowledge receipt of your very prompt reply to our letter accompanying the 
•	 application for aid in the-above-referenced project, also the copy of the letter 


•	 from you tQ the DNEA Operating Committee, Department of the Interior, Washington 
•	 25,D.C.	 ''	 ..•	 'f 


To say that I was greatly surprised at the contents of your letter to the Operat-
• ,	 'ing Committee would be putting it extremely mild, in fact I was shocked. We had 


gathered from 'our conversation with you at the site that' there seemed to be at 
•	 least an interest in the possibility of developing this alleged deposit of ore. 


We enclosed in our letter a copy of a recent analyses of two samples which we 
removed from the bottom of one of the trenches, which caused us to become more or 
less excited about the , 11#y of. the ore in place. We thought It would have the 
same effect on you but we notice that there is no comment made in your letter 
about it whatever.	 ..	 .	 ' . .	 .	 . 


We attach hereto, in quadruple, our reply. to your letter of March ?4, 1955 to 
the Operating 'Committee, in accordance with the Items of criticism zmde by you, 
however, from the, contents of your letter it seems that there is no use in Us 


•	 pursuing this matter any. further as it seems to us that your. letter Is a complete 
recomméridation of a thorough: denial of any aid in this exploration..'. 


As stated in our accompanying letter, the application was made with the thought of 
performing this work entirely with our forces using the . . short . form contract as' 
explained by you to the writer when we visited the site,' dividing the work into 
four items and at a unit" price for each item. I am sure that you recall our' 
conversation relative to the entering into a contract for a r'eimbursenient for a 
portion of ,the actual cost. Also .1 am sure you recall . the writer telling you that 
we could not . enter into any reimbursement contract and that if that was the only 


• 'way through which we could'receive aid the project would definitely be abandoned. 
When 'oueplãined to us that the :contract could be on the, unit basis whereas the 
Government would advance to, us 75%. of the units agreed 'upon, we , then attempted' :t0 
• proceed further with our application.	 '	 .	 ,• ' 


• .	 The detailed break-down of cost . for :t'he fOur, items, together with the recap was 
sent to you so that you as a practical man could analyze thoroughly our estimated 


•	 •, cost and become' convinced that the units placed "in our application were reasonable. 

• . Had it not been for our discussion relative to this particular point, we would 


•	 not have made an attempt at this time to send .a breakdown Of the unLt' prices, we 
•	 would simply pñt the unit prices' in our application and expect ar. argument later 


on as to the amounts and our adjustification of same.• '• " " '	 ' '







.	 S 


You state in your. lotter to us that we will have considerable time if there is 
anything further to add or revise in our application, but notice that the letter 
from you to the Operating CoxnYiiittee is, dated the same date that our, letter is and 


•	 we are wondering if it is not entirely too late to even make, the replies which we • 	 are attaching hereto.  


We certainly regret that 'you have seen fit to recommend'denial of this application, 
particularly since need for manganese ore' is áertalrily getting no 'less and the 
samples which we removed from "in place rock" shed a very much higher grade ore 


•	 thananyf us ever anticipated, together with the information publiLshed by Messrs. 
Hamm and' Oakes, there certainly has been nothing developed to show that there was 
any reason to anticipate less than the estimated amount of ore by these eminent 
geologist's, but then on the other hand there has been some small 'indication that 
the ore 'might extend, even over 'a , larger area and the possibility that it extends to 
a greater depth.  


Because of the differences in the experiences of the two: applicants, we deem it 
best that Mr. Scherer answer certain portions. of this letter and Ashton Glassell 
answer certain portions.' With this in mind1 Mr. Soberer addressed a letter to STu 
givin his replies with certain other paragraphs, which should be of interest to 
you, and we are attaching hereto his letter also. However,, the formal reply to 
your letter contains a combination of the answers and in a form whi:ch we hope is 
satisfactory.'	 ,.	 '	


'	 ,	 • • '	 ' 


We trust that you will give our attached letter your serious' consideration and if 
the tine has not elapsed or the, denial entirely completed,we would appreciate 


•	 • any effort you might extend toward bringing this application to a favorable 
conclusion.	 •	 ,	 •	 ,	 '	 ,	 '' 


•	 ' 	 • • •" •	 ' • Very truly yours, 


•	 •	 '	 • Morris C. Scherer and Abhton Gla;ssell 


By._______________________
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P	 208 Wilder Place 
Y	 Shreveport, La 


March 28, 1955 


Mr. Clinton C Knox 
Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team ,, Region IV 
Joplin, Missouri 


Dear Mr. Knox:


Mr. Glassell has handed me carbon copy of your-letter-of March 
24th and, am now replying to portions of. same. 


Referring to 4 (b) of second paragraph, it is my understanding 
that 35 or 40 tons, of ore was shipped from prospects north of Bromide and not 
from Springbrook 


Referring to 4 (c), please be advised that I drew geological 
map from 'that in Bulletin No. 39 (1944) Economic Geology (after Ham and Oakes). 
I admit error in stating that mineralization follows fault zone. , What I meant 
to say was that it is influenced by fault zone but really follows I he Ohimney 
Hill member of the HuntOon Limestone, for about a thousand feet. However, ore 
in the eastern portion of occurance played ont at very shallow depth but remains 
rather persistant in the western 400 feet of same This last 400 feet lies en-
tirely within western half of NWt of SW sec. 13. This is cited and shown by 
Hewitt in U S G S Bulleton 725 (e), when he visited property in 1920 about two 
years after operations had ceased and workings were still open and not caved in 
Strike of the fault makes an angle of 30 degrees to the south of that of the 
Chimney Hill member, as Mr. MacLaren pointed out last October and as shown by 
Ham and Oakes A zone of manganese mineralization 400 feet long and 4-6 feet 
wide is clearly indicated Some little ore remains on foot wall side of trench 
and I broke off a large piece which Mr..Glassell had assayed and found same to 
contain 55% Mn Last April, Mr. W. H McCartney, a mining engineer at Shreve-
port and I sampled rejects from previous operations, 	 s taking five sample which 


we found assayed 28-30% Mn This is worth $40- 00 a ton in Deming and $20.00 per 
ton at Springbrook Some 50 to 100 tons remain If I remember, trenching was 
suggested by either MacLaren 'or yourself, 'as the only 'project .1 had in mind was 
cleaning out existing trenches and sinking shaft following dip of ore zone 


5 (b) You voice objection to use of south post of cattle gap 
on eastern line of western half of section 13 This point was fixed by measur-
ing (chaining with drag chain) a distance of 2120 feet north to-above-mentioned 
south post of cattle gap It is intended to use this point for future refer- 
ence of future work and base lines was laid out due west or at right angles with 
fence which marks the eastern boundary of property of Mr and Mrs J H Petty, 
from whom our lease stems
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In 'a letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr.- 	 E. Ham, Geologist 
for the Oklahoma Geological Survey, the' latter fixed (by means . of airplane 
photographs in the field) the legal descriptions as SA NWJ NW41 SW1k sec. 13, 
T. 2'S., R. '.7 E., Johnston'County,'Okla.: This includes-only the western portion 
of mineralization, which held the only promise of continuing in,depth. This 
letter was dated October 29, 1954-- 1 The above area encompasses 5 acres Lease 
held by Mr. Scherer takes .in entire western half of -NW 41 SW sec. 13,T. 2 S. 
R. 7 Eand taking in 20 acres which includes the above mentioned 5. acres. 


In 5' (d), It is presumed' that you refer to Red' River Iron Co. 
No request was made forthis'information. However., my experience in explor-
ing for,. mining and .beneficiating manganese ore in the Philippines.was cited



	


as it has a distinct bearing on this particular project. 	 .. 


In 6.(a) . you write "that applicants indicate that they intend 
to . let all'. work, to sub-cpntractors". This surely is a misunderstanding as it 
has never been intended for anyone to do this work but ourselves. 


As you pointed out, some of the cost estimates might be high. 
Howèvèr, in your letter of September 10th last'you related that it. wouldcOst 
from $50.00 to $150.00 to sink a 'shaft in Region IV. Considering the possibility 
of encountering caving ground, excess water,' etc., should our figures of $194.00 
be considered excessive?  


We 'are prepared to consider a resubmission of unit price for 
trenching together with 'a relocation of same to delineate ore-bearing Chimney 
lljfl'at surface if you or Mr. MacLaren still desire it or drop it entirely as 
far as Mr. Glássell and I' are concerned.  


In Mexico', Philippines, and elsewhere, 'I have,' seen more money 
spent by old and estab1ihed mining firms on 'far less 'mineralization, under 
far less favorable, economic atmosphere than 'was ever planned to be spent at 
Springbrook. Any experienced miner would know that it is impossible,: to "pin- 
point". location of mine levels, in an erratic, orebody like Springbroo.k until 
shaft has been sunk, therefore only tentative location of proposed shaft was 
shown on map..'  


Mention is made of 100-foot shaft at Springbrook The only 
"shaft" 'that I know anything of is, the "coyote" hole near the top of the hill 
which was dug in fault-gouge. There is no evidence of either shaft in ore- 
body or dump' resulting' from same.' &ir pros'rospeátive location .f or , shaft is at 


least 150 . feet north of this "coypte" hole and in mineralized zone. 


'Plea' e refer to the' fifth paragraph' of your letter of November 
12th last' (second. sheet) addressed to me in which trenching is suggested AFTER 
existing trenches have been cleaned out and: diamond-drilling (I have' always 
'held this to be useless here) ruled out.. Wouldn t t it be'wiser if we submitted 


these items one at a time'























OF	 S	 IN REPLY REFER TO 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
A 3	 t**se *1.a.r*.s xpIerstio*	 nizaiO 


n.ier peatral ce*ter 
De*ver, Colerado


AprL3 I, 1955 


*mm andw
,	 LA.; 


W CUXt4W C. I*cx., Exeeutte	 tcez'	 \F 
DA Yield Te*, Ze$jfl IT 
P. 0. Box Iq33., JapU*, )itss*zrt	 o 


•	
.p?L:T, 


D. R. eL*re* 


3uiJect: 10A Docket 392 (inizese)p Scher.r and GlasaeU, 
•	 ria#rI iaosit, JM1.•. Ci**t, OtI*hcma 


•	 Zn *c a*ee vth WlAr teZephe!* essttea. yostoudskyo, 
X on	 a report on the 
dap1t. AS j1 already bad the rert ivrittes, except tar the 2218t 
r*w lines iilthe sectia On )tec€e*daiiofl*, t *ade ose or two *ipprOu 
ppiate cbaoa aM added the tisal llaee • I bape I have iselMod 


•	 enotaqk
 


A wxwtum to help YOU in raariag a 4oiat ""rt. 


I have gem over -the aplieant'z say "upà" and his pr 
posais. 1 ca*Bt see aiwy Tossm for	 bd 3w north at the U*e at 
aiaeraUzation as they iopoae. Perhaps, instead at deatol vllthoat 


a batter e peadatio* to c*1er vm1d,be that the np. 
pltea*t, sftex aetablishiaj the fact that the land they bave nader 
lease tacl*s the zom at ataer*lizatiou that they shaved us first 
ahold elena a* the tresc to i.hidi they propose to sink and deter 
Kim i,hethez' or net there is evidence to 3azttty a sbatt at that p*iat. 
AetzaUy they have *Ot sheWr. any ganese otlU in place, out I think 
that elseniSt out should, th,eare, be done at their epeoe before 


•	 a iroen is appr .. 1 viU go *loft with. you on *icher recto 
*ewIatio*	 prefer. GeeLøgie.Uy s explarsttaa appears t. be 
nezited, but *ether it can b* dde sensibly sad at * reason*b2e cost 


• by tbeft 40116mu is .cuthi*g else. • 


• •	 •. I ba*e takes the sb of the trenches is abomby )i.ri'itt 
p to the drafting  raftp, but they are a bit loaded at the nosent, sad 


it ney be a couple of weekst beforo it will be ready. Zn the waztlae, 
•	 periwts ivill be at seve hal;.. 	 •	 • 


Donald R. eLarez 


DRNacLaren: arh
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MAR 301955 


Mr • C] nton C. Knox, xacutive Officer 
I42A Field Team, Eegftrn IV 


Joplin, Missouri


Re: Docket No. D)tEA 3k92 Manganese 
M. C. Soberer and Ashton Olaese)l 
Spiingbrook deposit 
Johnson Counts, Oklahoma 


Dear Mr • Knox: 


This will acknowledge your letter of M&rctt 24, 


1955, transmitting a revision of the above-docketed applica 


tion for exploration assistance, with your connent5 and the 


notation that the Flelti team report will be forthcoming. 


We will, therefore, continue holding the uo3ect 


application in abeyance until the complete Field	 report 


and recommendations are received. 


Sincerely yours, 


13eore C Se1ndg 


Chairman, Operating Cormuittee 


Approvedz
cc Docket 


FT, Reg. IV 
odg	 ode koo 


____________	 ,Adxn. Reading i1e 
Menber, BVX'S$U


 


	


or 11111*8	 Operating Committee 
•


	


	 ..	 Gilbert DeHuff, W3B 
Thor Kiilsgaard, USGS 


E L. Newoomb
FARutledge/1 


Member, Geological Survey	 3/29/55







COPT - tli!erating	 ttee Cor]n1i 
C WasHton 25, D. C. 


op 


Re'	 Docket, DUM 3492 (rianganese)	 4 'a 
Scherer & GlasacU 
Springbrook Deposit 
Johnston County, 2O	 i]4er ?lac 


Shreveport ,, La 
February 9, L955 


Ur. Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer  
DMA Field Team, Eegi.on IV 
Joplin, ITissouri 


Dr, 1r. Knox:	 I 


This is to acnilede your Letter of the seventh 


Am pleased to advise that we finally secured renewal of ],easE 
on 80 acres as outlined by yourself • and Mr. MacLaren.	 Have also secured 
signature to "Consent to Lien" 


At this time am planning to go over to Oklahona and map woz'Idngs 
•	 and outline proposed work.	 hen his '.is coixipleted, we will go ahead with 


Our, application. •.	 :	 . 


•	 Also note what you say, regarding iainerai specimens that I asked 
for on behalf of iq son and both of us oxtend you our thanks.' .	 S 


Very truly yours, 


/sMorris S. Scherer	 S 


COPtS MADE FOR: Morris 3. Scherer	 . •	 • 
LXIEA Ope Corn	 (2)


•. 


D	 R	 tiacLaren, Denver 


•	 .	 . 


S.	 . 5 	


• S 	 •.S • .5 
.5	 S 	


• 	 . 	 . • 	 S • 	 S 	
. 5 	 - 
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fn UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


P.O• Box #431

Joplin, Missouri


February 7, 1955 


Ir. Morris C. Joherer 
208 Alder ?lace 
Shreveport, La.	 He: Docket IXLA3492 (rAanane.EIe) 


Scherer and Qiassell 
'pringbrook deposit 


Dear Xr.Scherer:	 JohnBtan County, Okla. 


with reference to your letter , of January 8, I have been 
expectinj that I or Don Aac]aren, U. S. Geological Survey, Denver 
Federal Center, Denver 2, Colorado, would hear something definite 
from you.


This is to advise that I have just received instructions 
from Washington to require henceforth, under Article 4 of the Cwner1s 
Consent to Lien Forms 17-203, such as I furnished for you to sibit, 
the following insertion (see the attached saiple fora): In paragraph 
2 the words "the period fixed in the contract or any aniendrent there-
of hast pare substituted for "ten years have'. 


In response to the postscript of your letter, I wiU glad.. 
ly send your son any stitable iLineral specimens that ziay be acquired 
in this office. Urifortnate1y for you I had just boxed up all we 
had at Christias time and mailed them to a Boy Scout at Las Aninas, 
Colorado, who had expressed uch interest in rock collectinrj. No one 
has brought any in here since but I will try to get some more by 


• spring.


Very sincerely yours, 


•	 Clinton C. Knoz 
Executive (fficer 


CCK/vks	 DtEA Field Tea, iion lIT 


End. (1) 


cc: DMEA Op. Corn. (2) 1 
MacLaren, w/c Selfridge Letter 
3492 file
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UNITED STATES 
CL	 10	


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


C. 


P. 06, Box #431

Jopli, Missouri


January 5, 1955 


Mr. Morris C. -Schorer	 . 
208 iild.r Place	 as: Docket IX4EA..3492 (manganese) 
Shreveport, La	 Scherer and Glaseell 


•	 :	 Springbz'ook nine 
Dear ,Ur- Scherer: 	 Johnston County, Oklahoma 


This refers to rV November 12 letter to you, froa,which 
no response has been received to date. 


MacLaren arid I are required to complete our field 
assignments in connection with the subject docket, at the 
earliest possible date. We gladly will hold in abeyance the
completion of our respective examination reports, however, if 
you will have prepared the suggssted definite plans for your 
proposed exploratioA project within a reasonable length of i,iie, 
and if those plans can be rfl.cted to your favor in our reports. 


Otherwise, if you ave decided not to supplement 
your application with the Zklaps lease, Cwner t s Consent to Lien 
and information that I suggested might be to your, advantage, 
immediately should submit our reports as they now stand. P]ease 
advise.


Very sincerely tours, 


•	 Clinton C Knox	 H 


•	 Ezecütivs Officer 	 • 
CCK/vke	 DMA Field Team, Region VI 


cc DMEA Op Corn (2)-
MacLaren (USGS) Denver 
3492 file
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UN I TED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
 


P 0. Box #431

Joplin, Missouri


November 12, 1954 


Airmail 
Mr. Donald R MLaren 
U S. Geological Survey 
IWA


-. 
Denver Federal Center EL Docket IREA.3492 (manganese) 
Denver 2, Colorado	 Scherer and Glassell 


Springbrook deposit 
- - -	 -:	 Dear 'Don:	 - Johnston - County, Okla..  


Thanks for your letter of November 5 1 will certainly 
go along with your request.'equest I also am dubious about the location 


-. - of.the subject deposit. Infactd l was. lost worse than Scherer and 
Glassell when down there. 


I have written Mr Scherer (copy attached which £ believe 
you will find self-explanatory) reiterating some of the requess and 
suggestions we made verbally to him and Mr. Criassell. Maybe it will 
bring the desired. information. Until then we will have to lay aside 
preparing the report I believe, however, that the 80 acres you 
described on which they should obtain the lease will adequately 
cover the deposit iri any event. 


I received a letter from Mr. Scherer on October 281 
merely stating that he and GlasseU hoped to maintain an individual 
status rather than a partnership on the project and that he hd 
drafted the new lease and Owner's Consent to Lien, submitting it 
for )fr. and Mrs. Petty's signatures Since-she-is in New Mexico, 
Mr. Scherer expected considerable tizie to elapse before obtaining 
the signatures 


I'll keep you informed of any developments 


With best personal regards, I remain 


Sincerely yours, 


Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 


CCK/vks	 DMEA Field Team, Region VI 


cc Operating Comm (rk1EA) 
Project file
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UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
lQtl, 3 	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIOI4	 r üd. 


L J	 L t4r	 1) 


P. 0 Box #431 
Joplin, Missouri


November 12, 194 
Airmail 


Mr Morris C Scherer.., 
208 Wilder Plate 	 •.	 •1e: Docket 14EA-3492 (manganese) 
Shreveport, La. 	 Scherer and Glassell 


• 	 S 	 S 	 Springbrook deposit 
•	 Dear r. Scherer:	 Johnston County, Okla. 


This relates to the verbal suggestions tacLaren and 
I made to' you last October 23, after examining your manganese 
prospect. One of those sdggestions was that a proper map be pro- 
pared for use in connection with your requested DMEA project 
contract. •. 


We believed that you should prepare that map in 
reasonable detail, ac' curac and scale, to show all pertinent 
features of the surface topography, including existing trenches., 
waste dumps, and other evidences of the work which was done in 
past years to indicate the subject deposit Likewise the explora-
tory work you propose to do under the requested DMEA project con-
tract should be indicated thereon Furthermore, as we then ad-
vised, the zone of the iianganese mineralization is to be covered 
adequately by the revised lease you are obtaining and the 
boundaries of the land described therein also are to be shown 
correctly on your nip We expressed the hope that possibly the 
use of aerial photographs in the Agricultural Agent's Office ill 
the County Courthouse, closed the Saturday we examined your 
property, might serve adequately for constructing much of that 
map, thus obviating a lot of actual surveying by you 


Based on the north-to-south fence you considered a 
the line between sections 13 and 14, we all agreed then that to 
adequately cover the subject deposit, a lease should be required 
on the following described 80 acres: 


The N/2 of NE/4 of SS/4,pthe 3/2 of 5E/4 of 
and the 3/2 of SW/4 of NE/4 in section 14, and the 
W12 of NW/4 of SW/4 in sections 13, T. 2 S., i. 
7 E , Johnston County, Oklahoma.
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•	 However, recalling the difficulty :you and Xi'. Gkassell. 
had in guiding us to the area, and the lndcsmer's expressed wi-
certainty when we mot .him that evening about the above-mentioned. 
fence being on the section line, I becaie thoroughly concerned 
about the description, of the land to be leased yesterday upon re-
ceiving a letter from MacLaren in Denver. During the preparation 
of our respective examination reports, he found disconcerting 
location sketches in the different pertinent geological publiea-
tione that by the Olciahoma Geological Survey in Economic Geolo.. 
Bulletin 39 (1944) indicates the manganese mineralization entirely 
within the NW/4 of SW/4, section 13, whereas another ketch in its 
Mineral Report No 10 (1941) indicates that the deposit is both 
in sections 13 and 14; the sketch map in the U S Geological 
Survey's Bulletin 724 (1921) refers to the looation only as 
"near Bromide" Therefore in order for us to complete our re- 
ports and recommendations, it is necessary to determine end Indi- 
cate clearly on your map whether the above-described 80 acres 
will give the desirable coverage of the manganese minera1izaion 


Our examination of the few exposures of the breccited, 
fractured, and clay-filled manganese-bearing zone now visible there 
convinced us that diamond drilling, as had been recommended to us, 
likely would not/prove to b& a practical exploration method. I was 
impressed, however, with the possibility that if you did a little 
cleaning and examination of the existing trenches, the iiost favor-
able place or places would be indicated where one or more fresh 
trenches could be cut through the manganese-bearing zone wh2Ih 
poaeibliy would justify some prospect shaft sinking 


Repeating another suggestion that we made, your siubmit- 
tal of a segregated uni.t-cost estimate for the realistic e,cplora-
tion program you eventually may plan and indicate on your map might 
enable -drafting of a "unit-cost" tt4F project contract which as 
I explained, you no doubt would find preferable for your proposed 
operations


Witir an earnest desire that the foregoing suggestinns 
may be of assistance to you in this matter, I remain 


Very eincerUy yoirs, 


Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 


CCK/vks	 DMEA Field !eant, Region VI 


cc: E1EA Op Comm (2) 
Donald R )iacLaren 
2492 file
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rn UNITED STATES	 mo 
us


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
c h3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 L	 V8p L 


kill3 


•	 J UV 
• 0. .3ox #431 


Joplin, Missouri


October 29, 1954 
jrmail 


Mr Morris C • Scherer 
208 Wilder Place 


•	 Shreveport, La.	 Aez. Docket DMA-3492 (manganese) 
• ••	 Scherer and GlasacU 


Dear Mr. Scherer: 	 Johnston County, Oklá. 


This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter on 
October 26,which was awaiting uy return here iosterday. 


I am not qual.tied or permitted to furnish legal 
counsel,but for OMEA purposes, my opinion is that the Washint,on 
Office naturally would consider you and Mr. (lssell as partners 
for all practical purposes, since you both signed the application. 
Therefore, I assume that the 'new lease you are negotiating should 
be in both your names or should designate a part of the property 
to each as individuals. I do not kn, however 5 Whether you each 
legally can maintain an individual status in your proposed opera-
tions on that property, or whether that arrangement would furnish 
ample protection if you did. I suggest that you consult a lawyer. 


I an glad th t you found it a pleasure to examine 
your property with us 3. st Saturday, and tiut you had the unexpect- 
ed opportunity to visit again with MacLaren after your xtnxbual 
Philippine and Los Banos experiences. Meeting MacLaren at the •	 airport last Friday afternoon, was my first acquaintance with him 


•	 but I was favorably impressed. After he took the bus back to 
•	 •	 Tulsa Sunday morning to catch his plane for return to the U.S.G.S. 


Office in Denver, I proceeded to southwest Arkansas. 


• ..• •	 •	 ie thinking over our conversation there I au. 
•	 • • not sure that we answered all of your questions; : iron is not on 


the list of minerals eligible for a MA , project contract; neroury 
Is on that list
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	
( 


OLx 
P. U. Box #431



J oplin, Kissouri
October 7, 1954 


Mr. Morris '04 Scherer 
..208 Wilder Place	 .	 . .	 . .	 . . . 
Shreveport, La. 	 Re:. Docket. 3Ifl-3492 (iranganese) 


Scherer and (lassell . 
Dear Mr. Scherer:	 Johnston County, Okla. 


This is in rePi to your October. 5 letter r'euesting that 
the proposed Field Team examination of , your property be started the 
morning of Saturday October' 23 when you and Mr. G1asel1 can be there. 
As you suggested, I am tentatively planning to meet you in Atoka, Okia., 
that morning about 9 A.M. (I will park along the Main business block 
there upon arriving in a black Bureau of Mines ?or'd, 4-door. license 
No. 1-22255). 1 do not know of any necessity for me to come to 
Shreveport.


11 for any reason these plans must be . ..changed, please 
notify my Office here 'well beforehand 50 that word can z'eah me where 
I expect to be then on a southwestern Arkansas exanination; I will 
likewise give you such notification. 


As yet I am riot in possession of enough data on your 
proposed project to determine that a geologic investigation is manda-
tory but it de&tec o, I expect a geologist from the Knoxville o 
Denver Of.tice of the U. E Geological Survey .will be assigned as-the.- 
other Pield 'eau meiber- also to meet with us at Atoka that norning. 


I have been advised that in the event the Field Team 
exai.ination does indicate that the proposed exploration project is 
warranted, yourlease should be revised to identify all the Land that 
will benefit through the exploration. Also Owner's Consent to Lien 
(original and 6 signed copies) will be needed, forms for whL.h are 
enclosed herewith. .	 . .	 .	 . .	 .















OCT 1.1954 


Mr, Clinton C. Knox, Executive Officer 
D* P±é34 Teams Region Vi 
P. 0. Box 431 
Joplin, Missouri


Res Docket No • DM.. 349244ariganese 
•	 "' ''	 ,•	 M. C. Scherer	 'sht 


• priugbroók deposit 
Johnston Counts, Oklahoma 


.1.00 


Dear Mr Mr. lCnoxx 


The above-docketed application for exploration 
*saistance..isbeiflg referred 'to your'offlce for a field 
examination of the property.'	 , .•• 


A øopjat the lease attached to the subject- 
application indicates that the exploration is to be con" 
fined to an area not exceeding fot (0) acres Loc*ted 
in Section 14# T. 2 ,S** R. 7 E • The map attached to the 
application, however, indiostes. the exploration: is to be 
performed. in Sections 100 13, ik, and 1.5k T • '2 S,, R • 7 Bo 


• •,	 it it appears as a result of the field team exasiination 
• .' that an , exploration project is' warranted, a lease should 


be secured that 'identities all of the land that will bene-
fit	 ough the exploration. Owner a Consent to t4 en V111 
also be needed. 


Review of the application indicates that 
Mr. Scherer is apparentl not aware of the method by 


H :'	 • • which the Government cOntributes its áb.are of the explora 
tion costs. it would be appreciated, therefore, if dur1n 


• ' the field examinat1on the examiners would inform • Mr Scherer •	 •	 ..	 '	 .
 


that the' Operator is not reimbursed for. the Oovern*mt' a 
•	 share' until approximately 30 days after the .c.os1 of the 


completed approved work are submitted.
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C : DNEA Operating Committee 

Washington 25, D C 


ffiittr 1z 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	
str 


RECEIVE 


S
UNITED STATES 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION	 131954 
P. 


Joplin,,


September 10, 1954 
irmail 


Mr. Morris C. Scherer 
Red River Iron Ore Company 
208 Wilder Place	 Re: Application for a manganese 
Shreveport, La.	 exploration project contract 


Johnson County, Okla,, 
Dear Mr. Scherer: 


As requested in your August 31 letter, all u2pja-. 
tion mate'ial in returned herewith for revision by yojidr. 
Glassell. -'---'	 - 


Wage scales for mine labor in this Tri-State district 
vary slightly in accordance with the different union contracts 
separately with what few mining concerns now remain in operation 
here. The average, however, for machine men and general'unskilled 
underground laborers (muckers as such are no longer employed here) 
is about $1.40 and $1.30 per hour respectively. 


Practically all shafts in the Tri-State were sunk single-
compartment, mostly untimbered, 5 x 5 or 6 x 6-foot in the clear', and 
virtually none have been sunk in the past 2 years. Cost of' shaft 
sinking elsewhere in this Region VI, comparable to that you propose, 
have varied from $50 to $150 per foot, depending on labor , and manage-
ment efficiency, character of the ground, timbering and drainage 
requirements, etc. The most satisfactory way to obtain such cost 
eatimtes under' present economic circumstances, I believe is to ask 
for bids from shaft contractors. 


Regarding your third inquiry about a guaranty in lieu of 
the "Owners s Consent to Lien" for the possible repayment of the 
proposed Government loan, I am of the opinion that such can be 
negotiated with the aid of the D4EA Legal Counsel, if the othera 
in the Washington Office of the D.M,E.A. are receptive to your 
application when presented to them in the revised form.











COPY


208 Wilder place 
Shreveport, La. 
August 31, 1954 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team-,Region VI 
Joplin, Missouri 


Dear Mr. Knox: 


Have your letter of the twenty-seventh last before me 
and note contents with detail. Kindly return all forms submitted 
so that Mr. Glassell and I might revise same. 


Will you also kindly supply me with wage rates Paid 
miners, muckers, etc., in the Tn-State district? . Would also 
appreciate some idea from you regarding the cost of sinking a 
compartment-and-a half shaft and also running say 6 x 7 x 8 foot 
drifts and crosscuts per foot.. 	 ;1 


Looking forward to calling on you again'ánd thanking you 
for valuable suggestions, I beg to remain 


Very truly yours, 


/s/ Morris C. Scherer 


P.S. Should we agree to mine and ship any developed low grade ore 
to depot at Deming, New Mexico or sell any 40% plus ore under "Carlot 
Program" of the GSA . within the 12 months stipulated in our applica-
tion; wouldnt t this obviate our necessity for obtaining ownerst 
consent to lien, etc. I am of the firm opinion that we could easily 
do requisite exploratory and development work. and mine the expected 
five or six thousand tons of 35-40% ore and ship same. We have 
freight rate of 17 . 00 per gross .ton to Deming and we could show a 
fair profit with even 30% ore. Nearly two carloads of rejects from 
former operation samples average of 30% . MCS.


I
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S	 . 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 


-P. 0.' . Bcz #431 04;


 PSeptember


Joplin, Miesourt
	 l, 1954 


Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Docket and Control Branch 
Department of the Interior	 Re: M. C. Scherer and A. Glaseeli, 
Was*1ngton 25 D. C.	 Application for manganese 


exploration project contract 
Dear Sirs:	 Johnson County, 


Forwarded herewith are the original and two eopies of the 
subject application as revised recently by the applic=t4t The applica-
tion as first received by this Field seam Office on August 20, 1954, 
was returned for suggested revisions in accordance with IKEA Circular 
23 (copies of my August 27 letter were sent to Washington then). A 
fourth cow of the application is being retained in the Field Team 
Z tie awaiting your assignment -of a docket zrnTxther and possible reviews 
or suggestions by the coimiodity group In Washington. 


Al]. the pertinent information so far obtainable in this 
office is summarized Dully under Manganese" an page 67 of a- July 
1951e report entitled "Metallic and Nonuietaliic Mineral Resources of 
the Washita River Sub-Basin", prepared by the Rolla Office of the 
Bureau of Mines for administrative use of the Ad nes-White.Rsd River 
Basins Inter-Agency Cosiitt-ee, quotes 


"Manganess occurS along a fault zone in an area about 4000 
feet long and 8 feet wide near Springbrook in the Bromide 
district of northeast Johnston County. The deposit is one 
of five in the district, the other four being in Coal County, 
north of Bromide. The Johnston County ore occurs as cocLdes 
and carbonates in irregular masses in the icUy of the fault. 
-scne. 


The Springbrook deposit,. in sees. 13 and 14, T. 2 .8.-, L 7 E. 
(35, fig. 25), was mined in 1918 trcmi shallow cuts and 
foot shaft. The output in that year- was reported to be .215 
tons of ore ranging in manganese content from 32 to 44 percent. 
In 1942, an additional 35 tons of ore was produced. There is 
no record -of production since that time.











,


DOCKET 
nam 


No sar* • II. C leberer sn4 A"ten 63ssU 
208 w114r PZso. 
$*eveport • tutS1en


t900kO t I. 1& 3q92	 nnse 
$prtajbr	 4.poait 
Zohnatèi County, OkIbbom 


Uut1eiz 


Your SogisatIAM tor *id for en exot*tion project 
j	 t',aiI&g. 0 W 1* eh14G* ZS1 V* to 


the abownote4 pz'operty )*v* 1peon saftftl3j riwi.w40 


roecta eppvo*ed y th* sf,ns. Mmmli tpIor*tion 
Adatnistratton eust Ln its *4.nt, s. da1in3e paosiae 
or JiS 	 of søoept*is	 in quantities that 
stU. a	 y I r'ave the i4tar*1 supply position for 
the tioaa1 Detsne t,eVa*, 


Careful stuy Of our tnt.risetion indisetes that 
slthoui inian.s. aisriili**tien OC*UP* as the ropery, 
tIW. probabittty of d.tsc losing mtnsbie ore reserves by your 
propo* progrsa Is not *uftto$aotli PrOMAX444 to juotity 
overn*ent prttotpstLcm. I* regret to adirts, you, under



thee. cfrout**.s. thet your spplio*tlon for eip1oration 
ist*n is *D.i.d, Suob snial, keer, is lieu without 


prejudice. In ths ew*nt tuUaz' work on your pert discloses 
new and *we faterib] * .vi4*M* of Moo depoSit,1011 on the 
property we shsll e pleese4 to eoiauidsr a new application, 
saply supported by geolete* sapping,	 ing, snd usajing. 


We iØs to tiwmk you (or yourinterest in the Defense 
Ii.rels Ezplarttion MaXnietztion progr**, and for bringing 
your prep.rty to our attention* 


Sincerely yours, 


ec: Docket ''	 Frank E Johnson 


Cod* 400 
Mm, *a*4. Pile 
Oper, Coiiait tee ACTING Adainistz'stor 
T.Eiilsgaard, P013 


•	 G. Lethiff fl)( 
PT, R.g	 • 
SPH01t/18	 Q	 --
9/9/55	 -
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S. 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


September 22, 19 


Memorandum 


To:	 W. S. Martin, DMEA. 


From:	 G. L. DeHuff, Jr., Commodity Specialist, 
Branch of Ferrous Metals & Ferroalloys 


Subject:	 DIVIEA_3492. Manganese. Scherer and Glassell 


The Field Team has recommended denial of 
subject application for aid to explore for manganese the 
Springbrook (or Viola) deposit located near Bromide, 
Johnston Co., Oklahoma. 


Applicant estimated total cost of the explo-
ration project to be . 10,224. The work was to include 
the opening of six trenches, sin.ktn. a shaft to a 
depth of 100 feet, and driving about 200 feet of drift 
and crosscut from near the bottom of the shaft. 


The deposit is reported to . have produced 218 
tons of ore in 1918, containing from 32 to 44 percent 
manganese, and anadditional 35 tons in 1942. 


Applicant has done no work on the property 
or deposit, and hs never satisfied the Field Team as to 
location of the proposed exploration with respect to the.. 
manganese-bearing zone, Although geologically the deposit 
is believed to have chances for discoveries of manganese 
ore, the Field Team from its contacts with applicant 
doubts applicant's ablity to conduct a successful explo-
ration project. The Field Team states further, "Acceptable 
Owners' Consents to Lien are not expected to be obtainable 
and the lease is no longer believed to be in good standing".







. 


In view of the fact that applicant has had 
sufficient opportunity to assist the Field Team in working 
out the answers to their questions and arriving at a 
reasonable program, and has failed to do so, I concur with 
the recommendation that the application be denied. 


2
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Sap ab*r 9, 1955 


flEMOR&NDUPJ 


To:•Administrator.,  DNEA 


From:	 Iron and ex o4lloys. Dt*ision 


Subject: Denial of request for exploration assistance in 
the amount of $50, 22k 


Docket No .. DMA 3492. - Manganese . 
N, , C. Seherer and Ashton QlasseU 
Springbrook . deposit 
Johnston Counts, Oklahoma 


The dental of the subject application Is eoom-
mended by this Division based on the following information; 


(1) The applicants, M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell, 
208 Wilder Place, Shreveport, Louisiana., reqiested 


exploration assistance In the amount of *50*P24 for trenching, 
shaft sinking, drifting, and crosscutting in the $pringbrook 
manganese deposit.	 . 


(2) The applicants control, by lease from the owners, J. E. 
and Lena Petty, the following parcels of land.: 


Wi of NW* of SW, Section 13 


• J(	 f 24 of ZE*-, Section 14	 . .. 


af of 81* of NZ*, Section 14 


31 of swk of N*, Section l, 


all located in T. 23., .L7 it Johnston County, Okie- 
horns, and QontaInin 80 acres, more or less., 


(3) The proposed program is to explore the property by axes'-
vating & trenetes, eoii approximately 12 feet wide by 


3 feet deep and 60 t.,t long, sinking 100 teat of sbafto with 
about 200 f•,t of drUttmg amd eroescutting at four 1ocat Ions 
flear the bottom of the shaft. 	 ..'	 .







(4) Although s*atere4 *tnersflzton with ntangsneso is 
found ever the area proposed to be explored, and it 


is reported that 218 tons of manganese ore assaying from 
32 to 44 peroent Mn was *ined from the property in 19150 
with an addItIonal 35 tons in 192, little •i4.nøe is 
furnished by the applioants to indicate that minable deposits 
of manganese or* might be diaoøvered by worc don* under the 
applicants proposal., 


(5) The fi.4 ozamin*tton reports stats thit the ehanOt 
of making a signifloent diseovery of manganese or'e is taiz'j 
the ehanos of finding 5,00* tons of ore containing 35 to kQ 
percent manganese is good; but conclude that it lip impossible 
to detx'min, from data and maps furnished by the applicant 
the location of the mineralized zone in relation to the pro 
posed work and the boundaries of the project; and, thrrefore, 
recommend that the applicatiøn 'be denied, The Coamodity 
Divisions of the Geoogi,al Survey and the Th.ire*u of Mines 


Onot1' in this reCo*2n*fld*UQfl. 


(6) U the applisants furnish detailed coat estimates for 
a more praGtioal alternative exploration program eug 


geated by the Yield Team, together with other data and maps 
requested and needed for a proper app'aioa1 of the applica-
tion and formulation of project plans, a new application for 
exploration assistance would be in order.


1I 


W, S. Martin, Chief 
Iron *nd ?*rro-Alloys Division 


cc: Docket	 . 
Codeko0 
Oper. Comm. 
Adm,, Read File 


SPHolt/is	 . 
9/20/55
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


September 9, 1955 
V 


MEMORANDUM 


To:	 Administrator, DMEA 


From:	 Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division 


Subject: Denial of request for exploration assistance in 
the amount of$50,22k 


Docket No. DMEA 3492 - Manganese 
M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell 
Springbrook deposit 
Johnston County, Oklahoma 


The denial of the subject application is recom-
mended by this Division based on the following information: 


(1) The applicants, M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glasséll, 
208 Wilder Place, Shreveport, Louisiana, requested 


exploratiQfl assistance in the amount of $50,224 for trenching, 
shaft sinking, drifting, and crosscutting in the Springbrook 
manganese deposit.	 -	 0 


(2) The applicants control, by lease from the Owners, J. H. 
and Lena Petty,, the following parcels of land: 


of 


of 


of 


of 


T. 
in 


W- of NW*



N* of NE 


S1 2 of SE 


of SW 


all located in 
homa, and cont


SW, Section 


SE, Section 


NE, Section 


NE 4 . Section 


2S., R. 7 E 
ing8O acres,


13 


14 


14 


1k, 


ep Johnston County, Okla-
more or less. 


(3) The proposed program is to explore the property by exca-
vating 6 trenches, each approximately 12 feet wldeby 


3 feet deep and 60 feet long, sinking 100 feet of shaft, with 
about 200 feet of drifting and crosscutting at four locations 
near the bottom of the shaft.







.	 S 


(k) 'Although scattered mineralization with manganese is 
found over the area proposed to be explored, and 'it 


is reported that 218 tons of manganese ore assaying from 
32 to kk percent Mnwas mined from' the property in 1918, 
with an additional 35 tons in 1942, little 'evidence is 
furnished by the applicants to indicate that miñable deposits 
of manganese ore might be discovered by work done under the 
applicants' proposal., 


(5) The field examination reports state that the chance 
of making a significant' discovery of manganese ore Is fair; 
the chance of finding 5,000 tons of ore containing 35 to ko 
percent manganese is good; 'but conclude that it is impossible 
to determine from data and maps furnished by the applicants' 
the location Of the mineralized zone in relation to the pro-' 
posed work and the boundaries of the project; and, therefore, 
recommend that the application be denied. The Commodity 
Divisions of the Geological Survey and the Bureau of Mines 
concur in this recommendation. 


(6) If the applicants furnish detailed cost estimates for 
a more practical alternative exploration program sug 


gested by the Field Team, together with other data and maps' 
requested and needed for a proper appraisal'of the'applica-
tion and formulation of project plans, a'new application for 
exploration assistance 'would be in order. 


W. S. Martin, Chief 
Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division







AID .	 IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 


September 9, 1955 


Re: DI'IEA-31192 
Norris C. Scherer and 


Ashton Glassell 
Springbrook (Viola) Manganese 


Deposit 
Johnson Co., Oklahoma 
$50,224.00 - Manganese 


Memorandum 


To:	 W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


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


Subject: Review of Field Team report 


The application concerns a manganese property from 
which ore has been shipped, reportedly, in 1918. Geologic reports 
on the deposit are favorable and the chance of developing a small 
reserve of 35J40% manganese ore is considered good. 


For reasons not stated, the applicants have failed to 
satisfy, routine D)'EA stipulations and accept a revised work 
program, at realistic unit costs, outlined, by the Field Team; 


The applicants appear to have lost interest in the pro- 
posed project and the Field Team now recommends denial of the 
application. 


I concur with the reconunendation.


N. E. Nelson







OF


is


:e;7	 7 
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August 30, 1955 


S
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


P. 0. Box #431

Joplin, Missouri 


Memorandum 


To:
	 DI1EA Operating Committee, Interior Bldg., Wash. 25, D. C. 


From:
	


Clinton Knox, Region IV Field TeaxnExecutive, Jcplin, Mo. 


Subject: Field Team Examination Report 


Application Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese) 
M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell, 
Box #1622, Shreveport, Louisiana 
50,224 exploration project proposal 


Springbrook (Viola) mine 
Johnston County, Oklahoma 


Sumrnary conclusions and recommendations: 


Sinking of a 100-foot shaft and trenching along about 
1,000 feet of the highly fractured manganiferous limestone outcrop- 
ping of the Springbrook deposit, reportedly in 1918 produced 218 
tons of ore containing from 32 to 44 percent manganese, and an 
additional 35 tons in 1942. No further work had been done up to 
October 23, 1954, the day spent by MacLaren and I on the field 
examination in the company of the Applicants. As indicated by the 
last letter received from Mr. Scherer dated June 1, 1955, the 
Applicants still never had done any work there or made any prepara-
tions to present a realistic exploration project proposal. 


The Springbrook deposit appears to be in the Chirnneyhifl 
limestone strata, striking northwesterly and dipping steepl;fr south


-ward toward a nearby vertical-appearing westerly striking fault. 
With the exception of manganese-bearing material in dumps and some 
exposures of the trench walls, all evidence of the workings was 
obscured by debris, but the deposit was considered to offer a fair 
chance for a conservative well-planned exploration project to 
indicate at least 5,000 tons of marketable manganese ore. 


Field Team suggestions for such a project proposal, to 
be presented by the Applicants as an alternative to their unrealis-
tic exploration scheme and cost estimates in the existing applica-
tions, have brought no response during all the months that have 


Revieved 1b7 
DIEA OPERATING C!OX1 


!i 
(date)


-







.	 .	 . 


elapsed. Based on the interviews with the Applicants during the 
field examination and their presentations in the application, the 
various revised data,, and the correspondence received from them, 
the Field Team has concluded that the Applicants would not conduct 
any exploration program in an acceptable manner, particularly from 
a proper engineering and geologic standpoint. 


Therefore, in concurrence with the recommendation by 
MacLaren in his report and letter of transmittal to me on April 1, 
copies of which with a print of his sketch map are attached hereto, 
the application now should be denied. 


Property rights and location: 


The Springbrook mine is at the disbanded camp of Viola, 
5 wiles southwest of the cross-road village of Bromide, in Johnston 
County, Oklahoma. Bromide is 24 miles west on State Highway 7 from 
the town of Atoka on U. S. Highway 69. 


The short term lease held by Mr. Scherer, of which a 
copy was presented with the original application, covered an un-
specified 40 acres in section 14, T. 2 S.., R. 7 E.J. Johnston County, 
Oklahoma. The Springbrook deposit was believed to lie in parts of 
both sections 13 and 14, and the Applicants were advised during the 
examination by the Field Team that an acceptable lease should be 
obtained covering all the land that might benefit through the 
proposed exploration project. The Applicants have failed to show 
or furnish the Field Team a proper tie to any land lines near the 
deposit. On March 19, 1955, however, they did submit with a re-
vised application, a copy of a new lease to Mr. Scherer, dated 
February 4, 1955, to continue in effect for 3 years unless no 
mining operations are visable, and as long thereafter as manganese 
ore is being produced. It covered 80 acres, the W/2 NW/4 SW/4 
section 13 and the N/2 NE/4 SE/4 and 3/2 NE/4 section 14. Those 
tracts obviously were incorrectly referenced on the Applicant's 
inadequate sketch maps submitted with the revised application. 
Authors of publications concerning the deposit were not 'in agree-
ment on its exact location. Therefore, the proposed exploratory 
work has not been established by the Field Team as being within 
the indicated manganese mineralized zone. Acceptable Owners' 
Consents to Lien are not expected to be obtainable and the lease 
is no longer believed to be in good standing. 


The property is rugged, wooded, pasture land; 'no 
mining facilities remain, and all workings are inaccessible,







S	 . 
To complete this, intended as the Field Team's joint 


examination report, copies of MacLaren's report, his sketch map, 
and his April 1 letter of transmittal to me, follow: 


CCK/vks	 Clinton C. Knox 


cc:	 DMA-Op. Corn. (3) w/3 end. 
MacLaren (1) 
34.92 file
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTEtIT OF THE INTERIOR 


C	 GEOLOGICAL . SURVEY 
0	 Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
P	 Denver Federal Center 
Y	 Denver, Colorado


April 1, 1955 


Memorandum V 


To:	 Mr. Clinton C. Knox, Executive Officer

DA Field Team, Region IV 
P. 0. Box 4311 Joplin, Missouri 


From:	 D. R. MacLaren 


Subject: DMEA Docket 3492 (manganese), Scherer and Glassell, 
Springbrook deposit, Johnston County, Oklahoma 


In accordance with our telephone conversation yesterday, 
I am forwarding a report on the geology of the Springbrook, Oklahoma, 
deposit. As I already had the report written, except for the last 
few lines in the section on Recommendations, I made one or two appro-
priate changes and added the final lines. I hope I have included 
enough information to help you in preparing a joint report. 


I have gone over the applicant's new $tmaps t and his pro-
posals. I cannot see any reason for trenching north of the line of 
mineralization as they propose. Perhaps, instead of denial without 
prejudice, a better recommendation to consider would be that the ap-
plicants, after establishing the fact that the land they have under 
lease includes the zone of mineralization that they showed us, first 
should' clean out the trench in which they propose to sink and deter-
mine whether or not there is evidence to justify a shaft at that point. 
Actually they have not shown any manganese still in place, and I think 
that cleaning out should, therefore, be done at their expense before 
any program is approved. I will go along with you on whichever recom-
mendation you prefer. Geologically some exploration appears to be 
merited, but whether it can be done sensibly and at a reasonable cost 
by these applicants is something else. 


I have taken the sketch 'of the trenches as shown by Merritt 
up to the drafting room, but they are a bit loaded at the moment, and 
it may be a couple of weeks before it will be ready. In the meantime, 
perhaps this will be of some help. 


/s/ Don 
Donald R. MacLaren


Revio%7ed b 
DEA OPEITIG COiIMX 


(date)







SPRINGBROOK MANGANESE DEPOSIT 

JOHNSTON COUNTY, OKLAHOMA 


C	 DA Docket 3492 
0
P
Y	 INTRODUCTION 


Morris C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell of Shreveport, La., 
have applied to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
for assistance to explore for manganese in Johnston County, Okla. 
The applicants propose to open six trenches, to sink a shaft to a 
depth of 100 feet, and to drive about 200 feet of drift and cross-
cut from near the bottom of the shaft, at a total estimated cost 
of 450,224. (Government's share 75 percent or 37,668.) 


Known as the Springbrook (formerly Viola) manganese de-
posit, the property is about 5 miles southwest of the town of 
Bromide, Okla. It is reached from Bromide by a good county road 
that passes within about 500 feet of the east side of the area 
leased, or to be leased, by the applicants, and is passable through-
out most of the year. 


An examination was made October 3, 1954, in the conpany 
of C. C. Knox, of the U. S. Bureau of Mines, and the applicants. 
The bottoms of the trenches were covered by a foot or more of 
debris consisting of material washed in from the sides mixed with 
fallen leaves, branches, and twigs. However, manganese minerals 
in place could be seen on some of the trench walls. Small stock 
piles of sorted material taken from the trenches several years ago 
contain a mixture of manganese carbonate and manganite. It is 
concluded that the chance of making a significant discovery of 
manganese ore is fair and that the chance of discovering up to 
5,000 tons of 35 percent to 40 percent manganese ore is good. 


The applicants' present lease expires September 13, 1955, 
and does not include enough of the mineralized zone to be sufficient-
ly attractive to the Government. The applicants were so advised, 
and on March 19, 1955, submitted a new lease dated February 4, 1955, 
which will continue in effect for a period of 3 years and as long 
thereafter as production may continue. 


GEOLOGY 


The geology of the Springbrook (Viola) manganese deposits 
is described in U. S Geological Survey Bulletin 725-E by D. F. 
Hewett (1921), inOklahoma Geological. Survey Mineral Report No. 10 
by C. A. Merritt (1941), and in Economic Geology, volume 39 by 
W. E. Ham and H. C. Oakes (1944). These papers-have been freely 
used in the preparation of this report.







.	 . 


In the vicinity of the Springbrook manganese deposits, 
sedimentary beds that range in age from Cambrian to Carboniferous 
are considerably folded and faulted. The Chiinneyhili limestone of 
Silurian age is the only bed of econond.c importance insofar as 
the manganese deposits are concerned. A major fault, apparently 
an overthrust that has moved the beds to the south about 2,000 
feet upward with respect to the beds to the north,. strikes N. 70° W. 
to nearly due west and dips 65° to 80° south. North of the fault, 
the beds, which are overturned, strike N.- 50* W. and dip vertically 
to 600 south, while, south of the fault the beds, in normal sequence, 
strike N. 70° W. and dip 25° to 300 north. The fault has apparent-
ly acted as a darn to circulating ground waters containing manganese 
in solution. That ground water moves upward along the fault is 
indicated by springs. The manganese has formed replacement


'
 'bodies 


in the Chinineyhill limestone where it is in contact with th fault, 
and for some distance from the fault along the contact of the. 
Chimneyhil with the underlying Sylvan shale (Ordovician). Just 
why this one bed, to the exclusion of several others, is receptive, 
to replacement is not understood. 


The ore zone, about 1,000 feet in length, has been 
partially explored by eight trenches. The largest trench is about 
380 feet long, 10 to 20 feet wide, and up to 18 feet deep, while 
the remaining seven range in length from 10 to 90 feet, in width 
from 5 to 15 feet, and in depth from 5 to 10 feet. The ore occurs 
as lens-like masses of mixed manganese carbonate and manganite along 
the fault and replacing the Chirnneyhifl limestone. The masses of 
ore range in size up to 50 feet long, 5 feet wide, and 5 feet thick. 
Assays of eight samples reported by Hewett (1921) range in grade 
from 12.60 percent to 56.88 percent manganese. The ore zone being 
tabular and controlled by the fault and the base of the Chimney-
hill limestone, it is quite possible that it will extend to a 
depth of several hundred feet. Hewett (1921) estimates that about 
5,000 tons of ore having an average grade of 35 percent to 40 per-
cent manganese may be found in the first hundred feet of depth. 
From the amount and the quality of the material seen on the dumps 
near the trenches, this estimate does not seem unreasonable. 


CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMENDATIONS, 


Ground water carrying manganese in solution has migrated 
upward along a fault and limestone contact forming lens-like re-
placement bodies of ore that range in grade from 12.60 percent to 
56.88 percent manganese. The ore zone extends about 1,000 feet 
lengthwise, and may extend to a depth of several 


out
 feet. 


Therefore, it is concluded that the chance of making a significant 
discovery of manganese ore is fair and that the chance of finding 
5,000 tons of ore containing 35 percent to 40 percent manganese 
is good.







S 
It is impossible to determine the exact location of the 


mineralized zone with respect to the area in which the applicants 
propose to work, due to the inadequacy of the maps furnished by 
the applicant and lack of agreement between maps in the literature. 
Ham and Oakes show the zone to be entirely within the NW/4-SW/4 
sec. 13, while Merritt shows it to be entirely within sec. 14. 
A sketch of the trenches by Hewett have no reference to land lines. 
The sketch submitted by the applicant on request of the field 
examiners shows a reference point, the south post of a cattle gap, 
as being 2,120 feet north of the north line of sec. 13. This 
would put the project in sec. 12. 


Until it is established by the applicant that the work 
is to be done within the mineralized zone, it is recommended that 
the application be denied without prejudice to the property,







OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 


OF 


ex


h'3 It


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


Li 


4 6	 . 


0	 0


Li







•


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR S 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


I11fltIIJtUU1 


P. 0. Box #431 
Joplin, Missouri


June 6 1955 


Mr.. Morris C. Scherer 
208 Wilder Place .. Re: 1(EA-3.92 
Shreveport, Louisiana


	


	 Scherer and Glasseil 
Johnaton County, Oklahoma 


Dear Mr. Scherer. 


We have your letter of ,' Junt, 1 concerning the aboirs doëkit, 
• and requesting information on a quicksilver' prospect in Texas 


In the absence of Mr. 1nox, who is on vacation, I 11ave 
• referred to his letter dated April 14, 1955, in which he Wormed 7ou 


that your revised application was unrealistic and inadequate; and 
made , pertinent suggestions for effectively presenting an alternative 
application. No further data concerning this application has been 
received to date.	 S 	 S 


The Field Team report and reconiendations have bee held 
in abeyance pending receipt of your revised application, sows urge 
your prompt attention In submitting the required data. We nbe your 
proposal to clean out one of the trenches before completing. an  ap-
plication on your own account..' S 	 S 


W have no Information on the Rainbow Mining Company and 
no application for DMFk assistance from it has been received bi this 
Office.


Yours sincerely, 


S 	 . 	


. 	 5 	


55	


.5 	 Si 
.5 	
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S


J. P. Ryan, Mlning 2ngineer 
S 	


5 	


. For:. Clinton C. Knox 
S 	


S 	 S 	


S Executive Officer 
JPR/'vks	 E4EA Field Teen, Region IV 


cc	 D}IEA Field Team file 
L*IEA Operating Committee (2) 
C. C. Knox	 5 	


5 	 •.











p	 o Fr	 COPY - DME	 erating ..Committee 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


44Q3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


P. i, 13ox #431 
Joplin, iissouri


April* 14, 1955 


•	 Messrs. i C. Scherer and Asnton tilzissell 
Box 1622 


•	 Shreveport, Louisiana	 •'
ie DJEA-3492 anganese) 


cherer anQ Glaseefl. •	
Springbrook deposit 


Dear Sirs	 Johnston County, tk1a 


This is in reply to your three unsiied 1tters received 
April 6 They indicate nisunderstanding of verbal suggestions c-
Laren and I tade last October for revising your application; like-
wise, the written explanations and instructions on the application 
form., in D4A Order-1., the booklet explaining the prorai, and in 


various letters to you.. You certainly were infoaed that the 
Government never advances funds under any form of DWA project con-
tracts - all, are	 a. reinbursentent basis. 


ita reference to the instruction under application ite 
6 (a), you did not write "none", so this Field Teat or the Washia2..ton 
Office naturally would have to assue that you planned to let the' 
work to. contractors at the unit costs you stated there. Inc idently 
I'a certain you need not expect any argument "later on. those cost 
estimates. If not fully justified in your revised application, 
trie asnington Lffice siply would not offer a contract. I 3ugest, 
therefore, that you should substantiate your cost estiates in 


• • writing under item 6 (b, c,, d, e, f, and g) of your application 
for subiittiri, to the Washington Office. Presentizi yourselves 
for discussion with Field Tea;-..Members here' or "in Denver, wou1. have 


• ' . • little avail. acLaren and I presented ourselves at the property 
on the week end you sgested last October for those 'very dicu 
alone, among, other things 


• •	 '	 ' I did not receive the original of the executed "hner's • •	 Consent to Lien", as you stated. I received only the one carbon 
copy, which was 26riarded to Washington with your revised applica-


•	 •	 tion, and it did not, contain the insertion requested inFebruarykijt 
7 letter. A di 'feret Loru since has bee adopted and the ori,i.na]. 
and six . copies of it would have to be executed before, any contract 
could be let


rg•	 . •	 .	 .	 '•	 •	 , 


•	 ,•.•	 .•	 ..
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I made no 'firiv recommendations in my letter transmit- 
tint, your revised application to Washington, but gave only my 
first impression, furnishing you a copy so that you might, have its 


4aii time to make corrections before the Field ream's foriial exaxiina-
tion report is submitted Preparation of my section of that re- 
port will be delayed yet awhile, but I received that of; MacLaren's 
on April 5.	 • 


As I feared, we were both mableto'rèference the geologic 
sketches in any of the available publications with any Land lino 
I voiced no objections to your use of the gate post as a reference 
point I mentioned, however, that te tie indicated on your sketch 
map "2120' to ortn Line, Sect 13 1t,"eems to place that "cattle 
gap" more nearly it the center of sec 12 i4acLaren and I discus-
sed that among other things,in a telephone conversation on March 
30, and we were certain that Mr. Sbherer, as a graduate engineer, 
would agree that your sketch map is incorrectly referenced, and 
otherwise unsatisfactory as a basis for letting a Government con-
tract. We also regretted that he spent time trying to x'eproduce the 
geologic sketch from Bulletin 39, because as you know, we had a copy 
of it What we needed mostly was adequate data as required wider 
item 5 (b) of the application. Aside from your cost estimates, which 
we do not believe are rea1istic we were unable to under stand your 
geologic reasoning or the locations for the proposed trenching or 


Having seen the surface exposures at the deposit, I was 
not a bit surprised at the high manganese contents of the samples 
you selected. In fact I was convinced last October that, some explora- 
tion Is merited.. Actually I was bitterly disappointed that your re- 
vised presentation of maps, project plans, cost estimates, etc., 
apparently will fail from the necessary engineering standpoint, to 
favorably demonstrate the exploration possibilities :Of this property, 
and to definitely show that you are prepared to conduct the practical, 
realistic exploration program there, and render the accounting, 
• engineering, and geologic reports required under ]A contracts. De- 
spite the possible 'reserves that have been postulated there upon 
meager surface evidence which systematic exploration doubtlessly 
would delineate, I still insist that no reserves in the proven or 
probable category napan be calculated reliably. If: that, can be done, 
tjen I believe your proposed exploration is 'difficult to justify. 


The Field Team discussed sug , esting a possible alternative 


• ' which you might wish to consider, and which perhaps you more effective- 
ly could present in a less complex application proposal, somewhat as 


•	 follows:	 •	 ''	 •	 •







S	 . 


1 Agree to clean out and comprehensively map arid sample 
some of the most favorable existing trenches entirely at your own 
expense


2 Request Government participation in the øosts of 
sinking an inclined 100-foot shaft on the most favorable-appearing 
zone of manganese mineralization, the location and dip :.tc be ap-
proved by the Government's representatives, and the costs, in 
which the Government would participate, to be limited to that 
incurred for shaft sinking, 5,x 7-foot in cross section, and in 
any event not in excess of $50 per foot, including all operating 
and equipment costs, engineering, supervision, consultant's fees, 
sampling and analyses, preparation of all reports, maps etc 
Thus the Ooverrutent would participate in the actual costs incurred 
up to $50 per foot, minus that for any excess size that you might 
deem advisable to sink in preparation for ultimate production 
operations 


3 No other exploratory work now appears just .if iable but 
such a proposed contract possibly could be amended if d'ifting'or 
crosscutting from that shaft eventually appeared to be warranted 


	


Please note that this proposal could only be implemented 	 7 
by ,a "long-form" contract, in fact I understand that the Washington 
Office does not intend to let any more shrt_fo? f contracts, 


The Field Team agreed with you last October that diamond 
drilling would not be practicable in that broken formation. We 
understood that you definitely desired to determine by prospect 
trenching the inferred northwesterly extension of the manganese-bear-
ing, steeply dipping, ehimneyhill strata. According to your geolo-
gic sketch, however, I believe that inferred extension is not covered 
by your present lease	 agree that significant manganese minera-






lization might not exton4' horizontally along that strata, farther 
than ,, 500 feet northwest from its intersection with the fault I 
further agree that there is no way now to predict that the fault 
definitely cuts out that strata at 100 feet in depth.'epth 1osibly the 
dip changes below the surface and the manganese-bearing Chimney-
hill strata may extend much deeper 


I believe you can present an application revision more to 
your credit, and which would more fairly reflect the meril $ of,this 
deposit I would be pleased, however, to receive any sipportata 
you can prepare and .to subnat it to 1ashington, evaluated to the 
best of my ability Please bear in mind that recomaendatons I will 


3











£


CO	


.	 . 


P	 THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 
1417 Daizell Street P 0 Box #1622 


Shreveport, Louisiana


4 Apr Li 1955 


Mr Clinton C Knox, Executive Officer
 


11EA Field TQam, Region IV 
P 0 Box 431 
Joplin, Missouri


Re DIEA Docket 3492 (manganese) 
Scherer and Glassell Deposit 
Springbrook, Johnston County, Okla. 


Dear Mr Knox 


We acknowledge receipt of your very prompt reply to our letter accompanying the 
application for aid in the above referenced project, also the copy of the letter 
from you to the DMEA Operating Committee, Department of - the Interior, Washington 
25,D.C. 


To say that I was :greatly surprised at the contents of your letter to the Operat-
ing Committee would be putting it extremely mild, in fact. I was shocked. We had 
gathered from our conversation with you at the site that there seemed to beat 
least an interest in the possibility of developing this alleged deposit of ore. 
We enclosed in our letter a copy of a recent analyses of two samples which we 
removed from the bottom of one of the trenches, which caused us to become more or 
less excited about the quàlity of the ore in place. We thought it would have the 
same effect on you but we notice that there is no comment 'made in your letter 
about it whatever. 


We attach hereto, in quadruple, our reply to your letter of March 24, 1955 to 
the Operating Committee, in accordance with the items of criticism made by you, 


•	 however, from,the contents of your letter it seems that there is no use in us 
•	 pursuing this matter any further aa it seems to us that your letter i a complete s' 


recommendation of a thorough denial of any aid in this exploration 


As stated in our accompanying letter, the application was made with the thought of ^_., 
•	 performing this work entirely with our forces using the short form äontract as• 


exp1ained'y you to the writer when we visited the site, dividing the work into 
four items 'and at 'a unit price for each item. I am sure that you recall our 
conversation relative to the entering into a contract for a reim bursement for a 


•	 portion of the actual cost. Al'm sure iyi re ll..ttewriter telling_yo-u that 
we cou1& 
way thro gh which we could recei	 eroec	 ild definitey	 rj 


•	 When youexiained to us that' the contract cOuld be on the unit basis whereas the 
Government would advance to us 75% of the units agreed upon, we then attempted to 
proceed further with our application.	 '	 • 	 .'	 '.	 • 


The detailed break-down of óost .f or the four items, together wIth the recap was 
sent 'to you 'so that you as a practical man could analyze thoroughly our estimated 
cost and become convinced that the units placed in our application were reasonable. 
Had it not been for our discussion relative to this particular point, we would 
not have made an attempt at this tune to send a breakdown of the unit prices, we 
would simply put the unit prices in our application and expect an argument later 
on as to the amounts and our adjustification of same. ,


-







S	 S 


You state in your, letter to us that we will have considerable time if there is 
anything further to add or revise in our application, but notice that the letter 
from you to the Operating Committee is dated the same date that our letter is and• 
we are wondering if it is not entirely too late to even make the replies which we 
are attaching hereto.	 . .	 ..	 . 


We certainly regret that you have seen. fit to recmend denia:L of this application, 
particularly since need for manganese, ore is certainly getting no less and the 
samples which we removed from "in place rock" showed a very much higher grade ore 
than any of us ever anticipated, together with the information published by Messrs. 
Hamm and Oakes, there certainly has been nothing, developed to show that there was 
any reason to anticipate less than the . estimated amount of ore by these eminent 
geologists, but then on the other hand there has been some small indication that 
the ore might extend even over a. larger area and the possibility that it extends to 
a greater depth.	 .	 . .	 . .	 .	 . 


Because of the differences in the experiences of the two applicants, we deem it 
best that Mr. Scherer answer certain portions of this letter and Ashton Glassell 
answer certain portions. With this in mind, Mr.. Scherer'addressed a letter to kqu 
giving his replies with certain other paragraphs, which should be of interest to 
you, and we are attaching hereto his letter also.. However, the formal reply to 
your letter contains a combination of the answers and in. a form' which we hope is 
satisfactory.  


We 'trust that you will give our attached letter your serious consideration and if 
the time has not elapsed, or the denial entirely completed, we would appreciate 
any effort you might extend toward bringing this application to a favorable 
conclusion.	 .. ,	 .


Very truly yours, 


Morris C. Scherer and Ahton'Glasse1l 


	


By:.	 __ '
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Dear Mr. Knox


Mr. Glassell has handed me carbon copy of your letter of March 
24th and am now replying to portions of same. 


Referring to 4 (b) of second paragraph, it is my, understanding 
that 35 or 40 tons of ore was shipped from prospects north of Bromide and not 
from Springbrook. 


Referring to 4 (), please be advised that I drew' geological 
map from that in Bulletin No 39 (1944) Economic Geology (after Flam and Oakes) 
1-admit error in stating that mineralization follows fault zone. What I meant 
to say was that it is influenced by fault zone but really follows the, (Ithiinéy 
Hill member of the Huntoon Limestone, for about a thousand feet. However, ore 
in the eastern portion of occurañce played out at' very shallow depth but remains 
rather persistant in the western 400 feet of same This last .CO feet lies en-
tirely within western half of NA of SW sec. 13. This is .cited and shown by 
'Hewitt in U.S.G.S. Bulleton 725 (e), when he visited property in 1920 about two 
years after operations had ceased and workings were still open and not caved in. 
Strike of the fault makes-an angle of 30 degrees to the south of',that of-the. 
Chimney,Hill member, as Mr. MacLaren pointed out last October and as shown by 
Ham and Oakes. A zone of manganese mineralization 400 feet loxig and 4-6 feet 
wide' is clearly indicated. Some little ore remains on foot wall side of trench 
and I broke off a large piece which Mr. Glassell had assayed ",aid 'found same to 
contain 55% Mn Last April, Mr. W. H McCartney, a mining engineer at Shreve- 
port and I sampled rejects from previous 'operations, taking five samples whjch 
we found assayed 28-30% Mn. This is worth $40.00 a ton in Demingand $20.00 per 
ton at Springbrook. 'Some 50 to 100 tons remain. If I remember, trenching was 
suggested by either MacLaren or yourself, as the only project I had inmind was 
cleaning out existing trenches and sinking shaft following dip of ore zone 


5. (b) You voice 'objection' to use of . south post of cattle gap 
on eastern line of western half-of section 13. This point was fixed by measur-
ing (chaining with drag chain) a distance of 2120 feet north to above-mentioned 
south post of cattle gap. It is intended to use this point for future refer- 
ence of future work and base lines was laid out due west or at right angles with 
fence which marks the eastern boundary of property of Mr. and Mrs. J. H. Petty, 
from whom our lease stems.
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In .a letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr. William 'E. Ham, Geologist 
for the Oklahoma Geological Survey, the latter fixed.. (by means of airplane 
photographs in the field) the legal descriptions as S NW4 NW4, SW sec 13, 
T 2 S , R 7 E., Johnston County, Okia This includes only, the western portion 
of mineralization ,, which held the only promise of continuing in depth This 


• letter was dated October 29, 1954. Thê.above area . enconipasses 5ares. Lease 
held by Mr. Scherer takes in entire western half of NW 41 SWI, sec. 13, T. 2 S., 
Ra 7 ,E and taking in 20 acres which includes the above-mentioned 5 acres. 


In 5 (d), It is 'presumed that you refer to Red River Iron Co. 
No request was made for this information However, my experience in explor-
ing-for, mining and beneficiating manganese ore in the Philippines was cited 
as it has a distinct bearing on this particular project 


In 6 (a) you write "that applicants indicate that they intend 
to let all work to sub-contractors" This surely is a misunderstanding as it 
has never been intended for anyone to do this work but ourselves 


As you pointed out, some of the cost estimates might be high. 
However,, in your letter of September 10th. last you related that it would cost 
from $50-00 to $150 00 to sink a shaft in Region IV Considering the possibility 
of encountering caving ground, excess water, etc. ,. should our figures of $194.00 
be considered excessive',' 


We are prepared to consider a resubmission of unit price for 
trenching together with a relocation of same to delineate ore-bearing Chimney 
Hill at' surface if you or Mr. Maclaren still desire it or drop it entirely' as 
far as Mr. Glassell and I are concerned 


In Mexico, Philippines, and elsewhere, I have seen more money, 
spent by old and established mining firms on far less 'mineralizatIon, under 
far less favorable economic atmosphere than was ever planned to be spent at 
Springbrook Any experienced miner would know that it is impossible to "pin-
point" location of mine levels in an erratic orebody like Springbi ook until 
shaft has-been sunk, therefore only tentative location of proposed shaft was 
shown on map


Mention is made of 100-foot shaft at Springbrook The only 
"shaft" that I know anything of is th "coyote" hole near the top 'of the hill 
-which.was dug in fault-gouge There is no evidence of either shaft in ore-
body or dump resulting' from same. ur prospective location for 'shaft is at 
least 150 feet north of this "coyote" hole and in mineralized zone. 


Please refer to the fifth paragraph of your letter of November 
12th last (second sheet) addressed to me in which trenching is suggested AFTER 
existing trenches have been cleaned out and diamond-drilling (I have always 
held-this to be useless-here) ruled out. Wouldn't-it-be wiser if'we submitted 
these items one at a time'
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4 April 1955
i It 


Mr. Clinton Q. Knox, Bxecutive Otficer 
DI'EA Field Team, Region Vi 
P. 0, Box 1431 
Joplin, Missouri


ito;	 &M Docket 3492 fanganese) 
Scherer and Glasseil Deposit 
Sprtnbrook, Johnsbon Cocnty, 
Oklahoma 


Dear Ni. Knox: 


Answering your reply ot 24 Mareh 1955 to the MTW CoaBuittee, Departsent of 
interior,*'Wshint n, 1). Cs 


1. (a) It was not intended thero be two mei1in addresses. Tour letter 
addressed to Ashton Glasiell ar4 or C. $ci.rer, Box 1622, 3hrevepot't, 
Leui$iMa, is the addre$s which we int.ded to bb used. 


• (b) We aasue4 that in answei' to this , it€51it was as some others, obvious. 
We do not wish to go to the egenee of foznng a legs]. partnership until it in 
at le*st definite that this exploratry work will s performed..'' which can not 
be don. unless we reøeivi the aid from the Government. The appliistion was 
óied by bOth :ifldiYidual$ end lie assu*sd t1t it would be aeeale to perform 
under that connection until the exploratory work was completed. 


3. (d) It being a very difficult proposition to arrange a *eetiitg with the 
land owners, we deemed it best to obtaifl the leases in the names of whomever 
contacted the owner first. If it is desirable, said lease can be signed to 
the two applicants as a joint matter. The tailur to send the sltx copies of 
the "Owners Consent to Lien" was strictly an over sight on the part of Ashton 
Mansell. He intended to hav the One copy in our possession phctostated ar4 
to send you, however, in the rush to complete the application this was over-. 
looked. U. do not have another copy of this document in our posseSeiOfl, but 
we will reimbur*i you for the cost of s photoetat.d copies if you care to 
have them don* or if you *L1X return the original to us we wilL have them 
photostated and return to joti. 


40 (a )Bocsuio of the fact that al]. known infor%&ti)fl concerning-this work 
which has been done at this site is published in printed phampists, we assumed 



	


'that it • wee common knowledge 'that the applicant 0 )AVO done. no work except 	 •, 
superficial examination of what was done many year ago. , you will notice that 
one of the unit its stated in our application is fOr cleaning ot the old 
trexkches. 


(b) we know of r shipments of or. in 1942 from Springbrook, however, there 
was a similar iount as that mentioned in your letter shtpPed''from North of 
Bromide. It is possible that such ' .is the case.


(/4







I.	 . 
Page 2	 Mr. Gliritoit 0. Enox	 4. April, 3 95,5 


(c) Please be advised that I drew ge91Gg.ea1 map fvoa that in BuU.ttn No. 
9 (L944) Economic Geology (after Ra aM Oakes). I admit ror in stating 


that min.i'ai*s*t&tL XoUows fault ione. What I meant to e*y was that it is in 
flueno.d by fault sons but really foil.ws the Chine7 Hill aztbir of the }bmton 
Li*estone,fór about a thousand .et. 14owsyer, or*. In the .ast.rn.portiori or 
occurimce played out at very shallow depth but remains 'athr p.rsistant in the 
western 400 t,.t of same • This last 400 foot lies entirely within western half 
of	 of $W sot. 13. This ti edited aid shown by Hewitt in U.LCLC. Bulletin 
725 (e), when he visited props ty in 1920 about two ysax's after , operations had 
o.ad and working were still open and not card in. Strike of ts t askse en 
angle o 30 degrees to the south of that of the Chixirey Hill aembei', is Mr. HacLs.ren 
pointed out last October aM as shown. by 11am and Oakes. A zone of sionga4ese, 
*hn.ralis,ation 400 test long end 44 foot wide is olaar1r indicated, o*s Little 
ore' remains on foot wall side* of trench and Z broke oft a large pis. wie} Mr. 
Glaae11. had assayed and found same .to contain 55% Mn. Last April, Mr$ K.. B 
McCarth.y, a mining engineer t of bhrev.port, and I sampled x4cfJrom pnsviois 
operation, taking five saLpls which we found to essay  280.30% En. 111d  is worth 
40.O0 per ton' in Dein3and.20.00 per ton at Springbrocc. So*e 50 to 100 tons 


rsqn*tn. If renainber, trenchizt' was suggested by either MacLeren or yourself. 
'as,tho only project. that  had in . mindwaa olesning out sxisting trenches and 
sinidAg shaft following dip of are zone, 


S (b) Tou voice objection to us of south pest of cattle gap on esateru line of 
wSstern half of Section 13. ThilI point was fixed by asaaurir (cb* nimg with 
drag chain) $ distance of 2120 foot north to aev lLentio*ed south post of cattle 
gap. It is intended to vae ihis point for future rfsreno of futuz e work and base 
line ws laid out dae west or at right angles with fence ihich narks the eastern 
boundary of property of Mr. and	 J. I. Potty, from whoa our 100,86 aten*. 


In &, 
letter to Kr • 8cheiez' from Mi' • lililu I. sn, Geolog in  for the 
'Oklaho** Geological 3*rirey, the latter tixId (by means of airplane photographs 


in the field) the legal descriptions as 81 KW* Ift SW Sect. 13, 1. 2 3., K. 7 K., 
Joheston Couaty,' Oklaheaa. This incldaa only the Western 'portien of .mineraliuti.om, 


• Which held th* only promise of• co*tii*ing in depth. This letter iris 'dated. October 
29, 19g . The above area enconpasses acres. Lease held by Mr. chsrer takes in 
entire lectern Malt of 111 Swi Sect. 13, T.2 8., It. I I ,`aadl taking in 20 aor.e 
Which includes the abow.eatjonsd sores.
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OF	 .	 .	 ..	


.	 IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
efe*ee Mi*re].s bp3M*tion Midnistr&tiot 


- 
Dtr o1credo


Ajpz'U 3 0 I95 


*'. Cli*ton C. knox, zxemtivo Offteor	
F 


aa Yield	 , ROSUM IV. 
P. 06 BOX k3i, Jc1.1*, IUseowt 


Fros:	 D. B. Icax*n 


ttbJeet: . tMA Docket 39	 spi*ee), .acberarvwt 
$priarosk 1*poeit, J**tc , Cat, 


Zn ecceedaw* vith o te1øono ccvrsat1c* eaterday, 
I aai fewarth a repct m the eolocig of the Bprthjbrcok., OIehcass, 
d*postt. As I siresdy bed the repert irttte*, except tee the last 
few lime in the section enBecca*iatXoas, I e oee or two I approu. 
priato ct**t.s mot *dMd the ttI lime. I hope I b&ve iaeled 


iafcraetien to	 ou is peesrisj a .3o*t report. 


I heTe en GV the alic**t's MV Wmvsl *ad his pros 
poals. I cst see say zen.os tee treachin wrth of the itno of 
*ienx'si.isstic* as tbe7 prcpose. P21iJS, i*stud of *4i53 wtthcst 
prejidiee, $ better recosmin4*tLen to ecesider would be that the epoo 
pUcsate, aftm *.tabJ4ebi* the ftt that the l& they baie mosm 
leas* tse3ss the esas of	 3izmtion that they ahmced	 first 
should c1a oat the trench is *Lch thai Vropow to sisk ee 4ster-
*i whether or not there is eviMace to 4 asti4 * shaft at that peist. 
Actually they Me not shaw* .ay	 sti11 is place, tal I think

that elaasia t shoul4, therefore, bø does *t their e.ase bfore 
SW pr.$rea is	 I will. 4p aum with eu an wbierver reeeøu' 
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attractive to the 0oreruse*t 0 The ap91i004ts were so advised, aud 


on )rcb 19, 3955, subsitted a new lease dated Tebrwy 


whichviU continue in offect for a period of 3 years and as long 


thereafter as procluctiMn. *q C' ontinue 


The &eo1air of the k3prjAgbrodk, (TI)	 deposits is



described in U. S. Geological Survey Th41e14n 725*E by 1). F4 cwett 


(1921), in Oklehr*a Geological øurYey Mineral Report No 10 by 


C. IMMItt (19111)0 ar4 j* zowaxia , Geolo, vv1ae 39 by 


W. E • Han Aa M. C • Oskes (1944). These pagers have been freely 


used in the preparation or this	 : 


IA the vio$.nity of theSprinbrook gauese deposits, sedi.. 


*e*tary beds that range in	 fron Ceabrian to CarboniferOus we



c0astderab3r folded and faulted. The C syhill 34*estone of 
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asnaanese deposits are concerned. A major fault., spparent].y an overo, 


thrust that has aoed the beds to the south about 2,000 Thet upwsrd 


with respect to the beds to the north, strikes N. 700 W, tg, nearly 
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otatio th*t tö Pt.d UAM report wiUbe rtbeoidxig. 


We will, therefore, caontinue iioldirg the nubj.o t 


appZicatie in abearne	 the eonplete PLaid Teta report 


aDd reooindetio*s are received. 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION


^^ "64mom I i - - - I I - M--.i


Ar 


P. 0. Box #431	 . 
J oplin, Missouri


March 24, 195 


DA Operating Committee 
Department of the Interior 
Washington 25, D. C.	 Re:. Docket DEA-3492 (manganese) 


Scherer & Glassell 
Springbrook deposit 


Dear Sirs:	 Johnston County, Okla. 


Forwarded herewith for your immediate information are the 
original and one copy of an application revision received yesterday 
from the above-cited Applica	 I havetaken the liberty of sending 
your second copy direeLt!  to Mr. Harshman (USGS-Denver) for the use 
of Don MacLareñ the Geologist who was assigned to the Field examina- 
tion, and I have kept the last copy. 


When MacLaren and I examined this property with the Ap-
plicants last October 23, I was mildly hopeful that along the lines 
suggested, a conservative but realistic exploration program there 
might indicate a small manganese ore reserve. Based on my prelimin-
ary review this morning, however, this material submitted in the 
revision does not appear to leave the Field Team any alternative but 
to recommend denial in its reports being prepared. Notes I made to 
that effect follow:


01-1 1 


1. (a) Two separate mailing addresses given to be used on the 
requested contract which would result in needless con-
fusing duplication in administering the proposed project 
contract. 


(b) . Not answered except by inference under (d) 


3. (d) Lease is in the name of only one of the Applicants, 
and despite my instructions regarding the original and 
six copies of the "Owner's Consent to Lien" to be 
submitted with the phrase to be added as per my February 
7 letter, only on carbon copy was received. 


4. (a) Does not state what part of the work was done by the 
Applicant.







• 


(b) Also 35 tons of ore reportedly marketed in 1942 - 
no proven or probable reserves are believed to 
remain. 


(c) Although the attached geologic sketch map apparently 
is not drawn to scale with any degree of accuracy that 
would permit engineering and geologic evaluation of 
the project proposal by the Field. Team, it indicates 
correctly that the manganese-bearing zone is a small 
triangle-shaped segment of the Chimney Hill strata 
dipping steeply to the fault, rather than the fault 
zone as stated. The 5,000 tons of needed ore to 
supply the market certainly is not in evidence there 
now as stated. 


5. (b) Numerous cross sections, or at least accurate topo-
graphic mapping, certainly are essential along with a 
more adequate map showing the project plans, before a 
proper engineering and geologic appraisal of the ap-
plication could be made by the Field Team. I am not 
able to effectively reference the "south post of the 
cattle gap, 2120' (south) to the north line sec. 13" 
along the "eastern line, west half of sec. 13" as 
shown on the Applicant's property sketch, to any of 
the controlling features of the geologic map. The 
significance of doing the proposed new trenching ap-
parently on a different structure than the proposed 
shaft is to be sunk on, is not explained. (According 
to my notes that proposed shaft location appears to 
be the same as an existing caved shaft). The location 
for the proposed four "tunnels" are not shown. No 
geologic reasoning is offered to justify any of the 
proposed project work. 


(d) The experience and background of the Applicants on 
their previous joint mining endeavors is not related. 


6.	 (a) The Applicants indicate that they intend to let all 
the work to sub-contractors but the estimated contract 
costs appear unreasonably high with no justification 
being offered whatsoever. I cannot imagine prospect 
shaft sinking and drifting costing even half of the 
amount estimated, and $1.00 per cubic foot for prospect 
trenching must be out of this world. The attached 
three sheets of cost estimates indicate that the 
Applicants are unôei'tain what part of the unit costs 
would be paid on the subcontracted work and what part 
received for Applicants' necessary supervision, engineer-
ing, reporting, sampling, etc. Obviously equipment, 
materials, supplies, labor, etc., that would normally 
be furnished by a subcontractor, are mixed with the. 
Applicants' estimated supervision and engineering costs.







.
	


S 
7. (a) Evidently the Applicants did not understand that their 


share of the estimated project costs would amount to a 
great deal. 


(b) I doubt that the proposed exploration work would justify 
the use of $1,900 worth of equipment owned by Mr. Glassell, 
in addition to the numerous other items of equipment to 
be purchased as indicated in the cost estimate sheets. 
Besides the subcontractor to which the Applicants let the 
work, would be expected to furnish its own equipment under 
the exorbitant unit prices quoted, so the Applicants would 
not furnish any equipment under that plan. As explained 
in the answer to question 17 in the booklet on the DMEA 
Program, and as I tried to explain in my August 27 letter 
and in subsequent conversations with the Applicants, the 
depreciation allowable if all the $18,900 worth of Operator-
owned equipment was used during every day of the tentative-
ly scheduled 23 weeks of proposed project work, would not 
exceed about 1,300 . The DMEA booklet and I also explained 
that exploration project assistance under D1A participa-
tion contracts, is on a reimbursement basis only and no 
advance or actual lump loan of funds can be made. 


Therefore, the Applicants apparently have disqualified them-
selves. CompleteField Team reports will be forthcoming. 


Sincerely yours, 


c. 


Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 


CCK/vks	 DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Enclosures (2) 


cc: D?A Op. Corn. (2) 
Attn. NacLaren/E.N. Harshman 


USGS-Denver 
Mr. Scherer 
Mr. Glassell 
3492 file
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	 -. 


P.. (	 1tr P1,T1


$ .L)) 
essrs. As itoi G1a330fl. & orris C. cerz' 


Box #1622,	 . 
1reveport, LouisLara


e: Docket 11LA-3492 (anaree) 
caez or and GlasseU 


Springbrook deposit 
Dear Sirs:	 .	 Jcvton Ccity, Ckla.:, 


This 13 to ackn01,W1ede roceipt yesterday of your letter 
of :ach 19 and Iareh 21 wit4j the supp1eienta1 data for your, abova,. 
cited application. 


I Zoarded tie oriirial anti ore copy of that rteral 
to theaeaingtcn ttfico an one copy to r. Jac are't of the 
c1 survey in nver this rornin, addlng py first izpreszion fro 
tiat .aterial in the letter of transiitta1, a copy of w ic is enclos- 
ed herewith. As soor as time permits now I will complete r study 
of your application and preparation of y section of the Fio1 
eaination report. When fr.	 à IacIren' part of that report is 
received t iey will be sent to the Washington Office for the £inl 
reviews and decisions.Diat will give you cons,ideraole tixr if 
there is anyt.n further you with to add or revise In your applica-
tion.	 ..	 ..	 .	 .	 .; .	 .	 . 


As for the questions in Mr. &herer4s letter: 


1. Attached kiereto is another copy 0 IA tirder-1, kiendkee., 
on wi.tcn I have underlined with red pencil the IrLinerals 
io1ybdenui i and rtercury in the upto .date list's of rateic 
inera1s eligible tar the indicated ratio of 14A partici-


	


pation. .	 . .	 ..	 . 


2 It would not'be prvper tor cie to rec rwtd deposits of 
strategic Anerals in this region for your client bc invest 
in I suggest titat you contact the tate colopsts wo 
have L'uch better catalogues on such inioration than we 
haye i11b1e :bi -VAS office. 


Very sincerely yours 


Clinton C. Knox 
Lxecutive Off iccr 


	


CCK/vks (enc. 1)	 DA I1ield Te&., tecio IT 
cc: iUA QP. Coz (2) 


r. Scherer 


	


Jr. acLaret	 ' 
3492 file
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•	 P	 208 Wilder Place 
Y	 Shreveport, Louisiana 


March 21, 1955 


Mr. ClintQn C. Knox" 
• Executive Engineer 


DMEA Field Team VI 
Joplin, Missouri 


My dear Mr. Knox: 


Both Mr. Glassefl and I signed our revised application for DMEA 
participation in the Springbrook manganese project yesterday and are now awaiting 
photostats of "Owner's consent to Lien" to complete the picture. You will receive 
same shortly.


In some previous correspondence you mentioned that both mercury 
and molybdenum were on list of minerals eligible for 'DMEA project contract. I am 
unable to find either so please advise me just what percentage participation for 
each. Also, what minerals, if any, have been added and what have been taken off. 


Incidently, I was in Denver about three weeks ago enroute to 
the "four corners" and had a lengthy conversation with MacLaren over the 'phone. 
As I had only 36 hours in Denver and, was busy every minute I couldn't visit with 
him. I was going out via plane to make an examination for a Fort Worth client but 
enroute, a heavy snowfall made examination impossible so plan to return there with-
in the next 60 days. All planes were grounded, so had to return home via train to 
Dallas and bus to Shreveport. 


I have a client, a local oil operator, who is interested in putting 
money into strategic minerals so if you know of anything in Region. VI that might be 
of interest, let me have it. 


Looking forward to seeing you again, I remain 


Most cordially 


/s/ Morris C. Scherer 
Morris C. Scherer
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1417 Daizell Street


	


	 P. 0. Box 1622 
Shreveport, Louisiana


March 19, 1955 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox,Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team, Region IV 
P. 0. Box 431 
Joplin, Missouri	 Re: DMEA Docket. 34.92 (manganese) 


Scherer and Glassell deposit 
Dear Mr. Knox:	 Springbrook, Johnston County, Okla.' 


Attached please find in quadruplate Application for Aid in above 
referenced Exploration Project in Johnson County, Okla., wti.ich is pursuant to 
DNEA Order 1, under the defense production act of 1950, as amended. 


We trust this application is in order and that it will merit 
your early and favorable consideration. It is made with the idea of using the 
Short Form Contract on unit cost basis. There is attached a complete breakdown 
of our estimated costs on each of the items (4) which we wish to use in the 
Explorations. The figures are the result of considerable thought and examination 
of cost records. obtained from reference books wherein cost have been kept for 
similar work. We believe them to be reasonable and fair. 


Enclosed is copies of two samples we sent to Bruce Williams at 
Joplin for analysis. These were broken from rock close to the bottom of the 
present trench where we propose the shaft as shown on blueprint. These samples 
looked very good to us, so we sent them in. They were picked up two weeks ago 
when we did the engineering work on the site. 


Awaiting your reply, we are 


Yours truly, 


MORRIS C. SCHERER and ASHTON GLASSEIJJ 


By: /s/ Abhtori Glasseil







TBruce 'Williams La6o tories 	 CHEMISTS 


*ainOffice 618-622 Joplin Street Teleph556	
INDUSTRIAL and ANALYTICAL ESTABLISHED 1898 


JOPLIN, MISSOURI 


PF	 General Construction Cox,an1 
Picher, Oklahoma	 P,. O. BOX 1622 St. Louis	 Missouri 


Connell Hotel Bldg.	 Shr'eveport, Louisiana .355 306 Valley	 Drive 
Telephone 710 Telephone Imperial 3226 


OUR NO.	 MARK	 DESCRIPTION 


701269	 Manganese Ore #2 


Manganese Mn 56.42 9F i1 
•	 Iron Fe 1. 5O Oe 


Silica 302 11. 92 
Phosphoros P 0009 


Copper Cu Y06001 


This is a high graft manganese ore. 


--
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UARCO INC.. CHICAGO
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p-14ESTS 


Picher,1 Oklahoma 
Connell Hotel Bldg. 


Telephone 710 


OUR NO.	 MARK


TB.ruce Williams LaboWo Fl es INDUSTRIAL and ANALYTICAL ESTABLISHED 1898 
*6inOffice 618-622 Joplin Street Telephone 556 


JOPLIN, MISSOURI 
General Construction Company 
P. 0. Box 1622	 St. Louis, Missouri 
Shreveport, Louisiana	 3—.55,	 306 Valley Drive 


Telephone Imperial 3226 


DESCRIPTION 


70126	 Manganese Ore l.


Manganese	 Mn	 53.97 
Iron	 Fe	 1.5.0 
Silica	 SiO2	 1.19 
Phosphorous	 P	 .	 0909 
Copper	 Cu	 0.006 


This is a high grade manganese ore. 


Lq/


t1 \ / 


UARCO INC. CHICAGO
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RECEIVED 
.1VI1NERALS  


DIVISION 
MF-203	


TECHNOLOGY 


CONSEwAmo (Revised July 1, 1954)	 OWNER'S 


WHEREAS the undersigned as owner, co-or 	 s r	 11 e r has an inte 


¶rPLIN MO 
property in the State of 0iOtTh	 ±, County of . 	 described as 


follows:1/


1f of fl* of SWU(O cro').	 cti* I, '. 2 , , 7 , 


othei ba115. ofa?	 )4, T. 2L, L 7 L 
thrW1,12 of $ of X	 (20,	 14. T,. 2 L , no 7 


I$ of	 of	 20 tcro) ct. i4. 1. 2 s.7 
which is the subject of a proposed exploration project contract, hereinafter called the "contract", 


between the United States of America, hereinafter called the "Government", and 


cm	 14i t. 


hereinafter called the "Operator"; and 


WHEREAS, under the provisions of said contract the Government is entitled to a percentage 


royalty on production and to other rights and equities which do or may conflict with or be adverse 


to the rights of the undersigned: 


NOW THEREFORE, the undersigned, in consideration of said contract and as an inducement 


to the Government to enter into same, undertakes and agrees as follows: 


1. The Government's equity in and. right to dismantle, sever, take possession of, 'aid 


remove and dispose of facilities, buildings, fixtures, equipment, or other items as provided in 


the contract or any amendment thereof shall prevail over and be prior and superior to any con-


flicting or adverse rights of the undersigned, and the Government is authorized to enter upon the 


land for such purposes. 


2. To secure the payment to the Government of the percentage royalty on production/ 


provided for under the terms of said exploration project contract or any amendment thereof there 


is hereby granted to the Government a lien upon the land above referred to and upon any production 


of minerals therefrom until said royalty is fully paid or ten years have elapsed from the date of 


the contract, whichever occurs first. 


1/ Either (a) insert the legal description of the land, or (b) strike out the words "as follows" 


and insert "in a 1èasë1or contract, deed, or other document] dated	 -, and 


recorded in book  page  official records of said county." If (b) is used, 


the book and page of recordation cannot be dispensed with. If the space provided is insuf-


ficient, use an Annex, and refer to the Annex in the space. 


2/ Insert the name of the Operator as it will appear in the exploration project contract. 


/ Mining or production from the land is not required, and in the absence of production there is 


no obligation to repay the Government.


(OVER)
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(Revised	 1952)	 UNITETATES DEPARTMrNTOFTHE INI 	 Form Ap;roved 


DEFENSE MINERALS	
L	 }Budget BureaiNo 42—R1035 2 


DWIO1
3	 ) (c ,_-


9	
) 


Not to be filled in by applicant 


Docket No. 
Metal or-Mineral 
Date Receive --------------------------------------------
Estimated Co,t 
•Participation(Government %) -------------------


APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN	
AU OF 


EXPLORATION P ROJ ECT, PURSUANT 
DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE



PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, 4S AMENDED 


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


mailing address: MorriC	 ana--------------------------------- 
----------------- 1692 r.-Slu 


(b) If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, partnership, etc., and the name of the State 
in which incorporated or otherwise organized. 


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


2. General.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects," before completing this application. 
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each 
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required 
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number. 
Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officer thereof. 


3. Applicant's property rights.—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you-wish to explore, including all 
land which you -possess or control that may be benefited by the exploration, and excluding any land or interest in land which is 
not to be included in the exploration project contract -----


---------- the N1/4andJheNarth 1/2aLt	 1,/4 ofiJie&1/4	 eetion..14, 
____________________________________ 


(b) State any mine name by which the property is known. Springbrok or Viola 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise 


--------------- Lesisee ------------------------------------------------------------------------ _ ----------------------------------------------- _--------------------------- 
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which 


you control the property. 


(e) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it - ........................................................................ 


(f) If the land consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded 
location notice. 


4. Physical description.—(a) Describe in detail any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being 
conducted upon the land, including existing mine workings and production facilities. State your interest, if any, in such 
operations. Also describe accessibility of mine workings for examination purposes. 


(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. 
(o) Describe the •geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your 


reasons for wishing to explore. Illustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part 
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each 
whether you require its return to you. 


(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads; distances to shipping, supply and residence 
points. 


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







5. The exploration project.— (ate the mineral or minerals for which you 4o explore ....................................... 


---------------------------angaflese ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  


(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed) 
of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed exploration work as related to such features as contacts, 
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc. 


(c) The work will start within	 days and be completed within	 2.._ months from the date of an exploration 
project contract. 
• (.d) State the operating experience and background of the applicant with relation to the ability to carry out such explo-


ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will supervise the operations. 
6. Estimate of costs.—Furnish a detailed estimate of the costs of the proposed work (you will have to use a separate sheets, 


under the following headings. Add the totals under all headings to give the estimated total cost of the project: 
(a) Independent contracts.— (Note.—If , the applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, write "none" 


after this item. To the extent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract-work in subsequent - 
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in 
terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard 
of material moved, etc.). 


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


• (c) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish an itemized list, including items of equipment costing less than $50 each, 
and power, water and fuel. 	 - 


(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an itemized list, of any operating equipment, to be rented, purchased, or which is owned 
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present 
value, as the case may be. 


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


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


(g) Miscellaneous.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of 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. 


(h) Contingencies.—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above. 
NoTE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any 


other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the 
estimate of costs. 
• 7.. (a) Are you prepared to furnish your share of the cost of the. proposed project in accordance with the regulations on 


Government participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)? 
(b) How do you propose to furnish your share of the costs? 


	


Money	 Fx1 Use of equipment owned by you 	 Other 


Explain' in detail on acompanying paper.


CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned, whether as an individual, corporate officer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for 


the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his kno e e and belief. 


Dated --- --- ------- ----- -Lf,---------- --------- ----- ---- - ----- 19


Sse 
:Tffle 18i U; S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it acriminat offense to 'make a willfully '1 se statement or representation to any depart-


ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. 	 • 
• ''....'	 '	 •	 ' • •	 U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 	 166551-1	 .......'	 .
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1. (a) Morris C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell, both residents of Shreveot 
Louisiana. 


(b) 
(c)
(d) Morris C. Scherer, 208 Wilder 111. and Ashton Glassell, 819 Oneonta St. 


2.	 Application in quadruplicate being sent to Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25,.D.C. 


3. (a) Section 13 and 14, Township 2 South, Range '7 East, Johnston County, 
Oklahoma. 


(b) Springbrook or Viola 
(c) Lessee	 $ 
(d) Copy of lease attached. 
(e)
(f) 


4. (a) Ore body has been .partially explored by eight disconnected trenches dug 
over a distance of 1 1 000 feet along strike of mineralized fault zone. The 
largest trench is about 400 feet long, 20 feet wide and 18 feet deep. The 
others vary from 20 to 80 feet in length, 50 to 15 feet wide and about 10 
feet deep. All trenches have been s1uiped in by caved material. Nearly 
all have some ore piled along sides. 


(b) During 1918-19 some 218 tons of ore averaging over 37% metallic manganese 
were shipped from the property. See page 712, Bulletin of Economic Geology 
No. 39 (1943). In U. S. G. S. Bulletin No. 7?5(), Hewitt estimates this 
deposit to contain 5,000 tons of 35-409% manganese 


I ore, Within 100 feet of 
surface. 


(c) Property is regarded as a hypogene deposit, due to the presence of the 
manganese mineral, haussmanite. This mineral is commonly regarded as being 
indicative of manganese deposition of deep-seated origin. Presence of 


•	 springs with perpetual water flow along strike of fault zone seems to in-
dicate this. This writer experienced excellent results in exploring such 
deposits in the Philippines and feels that this might be repeated here; 
hence his reason for wanting to do this exploration work on the Springbrook 


• deposit. Deposit is a mineralized fault zone, both walls in limestone. 
Fault zone strikes about N. 70 degrees W and dips about 80 degrees S. 
Fault line continues for a distance of more than one mile with the same 
surface indications. It is probable that the manganese covers a much greater 
area. when deposit was discovered ore of less than 40% was not desirable or 
profitable. With modern methods of mining and processing, this deposit could 
readily supply the market with at least 5,000 tons of much needed ore. 


(d) Rail siding is located at Bromide some seven miles distance over an excellent 
Pravel road. Bromide is located on the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad. 
There is ample housing available there, as well as stores, service station, 
etc. Supplies may be purchased in Durant, some 25 miles distance. 


(e) There is a rock quarry at Bromide where some semi-skilled labor might be 
obtained. Skilled miners can be obtained at Picher and Miami, Oklahoma, or 
Henryetta, Oklahoma. Supplies can be purchased , in Durant, timber is available 
at local sawmills, equipment will be tqken ov&r from here in Shreveport, ample 
water can be supplied by local springs, and power will come from diesel and 
gasoline (converted to butane) engines. REA service is available a short 
distance from site, and can be had if needed. Telephone available approximately 
six miles away..







S.ira 


S. (a) 
(b)


(c)
(ci) 


6.. (a)


(b) 
(c) 
(ci) 
(e)
(f)
(g) 
(h)


Manganese 
It is proposed to sink one shaft approximately 7 feet by 9 feet to a depth 
of 100 feet, and tunnel out in four locations with a tunnel approximately 
5 feet by 7 feet to a length of approximately 50 feet and open six trenches 
approximately 12 feet wide and 60 feet long, and 3 feet deep. Exact 
locations are shown on drawing attached hereto and marked 5 B. 
Morris C. Scherer, a graduate mining engineer, (El Paso School of Mines) 
with more than 25 years in the field in the U. S., Mexico, and Philippine 
Islands, plans to conduct all technical phases of operations. He has 
specialized experience in exploring for and mining manganese ores in the 
Philippines and in Arkansas. 


1. 194,10 per lineal foot of shaft. 
2. 9.73 per lineal foot of tunnelling. 
3. 26,20 per cubic yard of open trenches. 
1. 14.95 per lineal foot cleaning old trenches. 


7. (a) Yes. 
(b) Use of equipment owned by one of partners. 


There is being supplied for the use of this project, by the partners, equipment at 
present values of $18,900.00, which is in excess of the 25% required by regulations. 
The value, we believe, is considerable less than cash on the open market. 


We will need an advance of from $35,000.00 to $Lo,000.00 of the above to successfully 
explore this property and from all indications there should be sufficient merchantable 
ore in this vein to merit a profitable venture. It is our desire and plan that if 
such is the case, to start at once to mine, process and ship the ore.







/	 .


AGREEMENT 


This Agreement, made and entered into this 4 day of February	 1955, 


by and between J.H. Petty and Lena Petty, Husband and wife, hereinafter called the 


lessors, and Morris C. Scherer hereinafter called the lessee. 


Whereas, the lessors are the Owners of Sections 14 and parts of Section 13, in. 


Township 2 South, Range 7 East, in Johnston County, State of Ok1ahma. That on 


this property of the lessors is located a deposit of maanese ore, and 


Whereas, the lessee is desirous of leasing said property for the purpose of 


developing, mining and marketing said ore for commercial purposes. 


Now,Therefore, for and in consideration of the sum of One 1.00 Dollar, and 


other good and valuable considerations, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, 


the lessors do, by these presents, hereby lease, remise and let unto the lessee 


the sale and exclusive right to explore for, mine and strip rnan'anese ore from 


the following described real estate in Johnston County, State of Oklahoma ., to—wit: 


.The West Half of the Northwest Quarter of the 
Southwest Quarter of Section' 13, and the North Vi-k Nw* 5	 :3 


Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast 
Quarter, and the South Half of the Southeast 	 4	 4 ) 
Quarter of the Northeast Quarter, and the South ; LS F, j	 14 
Half of the Southwest Quarter of the Northeast 
Quarter of Section 14, all in Township 2 South, S-L '4 
Range 7 East, of the Indian Base and Meridian, 
containing 80 acres, more or less, according to 
the Government Survey thereof. 


It is further agreed and understood that the lessee shall have the right of ingress 


and egress to and from said leased portions and shall have the right to build and 


construct necessary roads leading to the nearest hi ghway and to a railroad siding; 


to place machinery and equipment upon the leased premises necessary to carry out 


exploration, development and mining operations, and to construct buildings and 


structures to house said equipment and machinery. 


It is further agreed that the lessee shall pay to the leesors for all manganese 


ore mined, shipped and sold from said premises, a royalty of ten per centum of 


the price sold f.o.b. mines therefor in cash. That the payment therefor shall 


be made monthly, and on the first day of each month following receipt of payment 


for ore actually sold and accepted by the Purchaser, 	 -







S	 . 
It is further agreed that the lessee shall pay all damages for loss or damage to the 


livestock, crops,. trees or watercourses or any other damages other than that which is 


ordinarily caused by mining operations. It being fully understood and agreed that 


in connection with a mining Operation of this kind it will be necessary for the lessee, 


or his assigns, to remove certain overburden and rock, etc. and that such materials will 


be left on the premises as removed and remains permanently; and that such operations 


greatly cut up and ruin to a certain extent the surface of the land and that mining 


of this nature from the land naturally operates in such a manner; and that said lessee, 


or his assigns, will not be held liable in any manner in which the land is left after 


this mining operation has been concluded. However, it,is understood and agreed upon 


that the lessee will be held liable for any damages that may occur other than that 


caused by such a mining operation. 


It is further agreed that the lessee shall have the right to remove any or all 


machinery, buildings and equipment placed on said premises by him at any time upon 


giving fifteen days notice in writing. That the lessee shall have the further right 


to suspend operations when in his judgement they should becoinre unprofitable, by 


giving the lessors notice in writing at least thirty days pñor to the suspension. 


It is further agreed that the term of this lease shall be three years from the date 


hereof, and as long thereafter as manganese ore is being produced. Provided, however, 


that unless actual, visible and physical mining operations.are begun by the lessee 


upon said property withing six months from the date of this agreement, that this agree-


ment shall become automatically null, void, and of no force and effect and shall not 


thereafter be binding upon any of the parties hereto. 


It is further agreed that this agreement may be terminated by mutual consent, given 


by both parties in writing at any time. That this agreement shall be binding upon 


the heirs, executors, administrators, devisees and assigns of each of the parties 


hereto. 


In Witness Whereof, the partiøs have hereunto set their hands the day and year 


above written.


J. U., Petty	 (Signed) 
WITNESSESS:
	 J.H. Petty, Lessor 


Lena Petty	 (Signed) 
Lena Petty, Lessor 


Morris C. Scherer _(Signed) 
Morris C. Scherer, Lessee 


Gustave Friedman (Signed) 


Sylvia Friedman	 (Signed)
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SHAFT 71x9x1OO 


• -	 Materials	 $ 22030.00 
Equipment, Tools, Powder, etc. 	 39301.40 
Labor	 52390.00 
Insuranceand Taxes,	 of Labor	 2,587.'20 
Propotionate part of Misc'l. costs .39	 39281.61 


$16, 590.21 
dontingences	 21820.34 


$19 2 410.55 : $194.10 per 1. foot 
OPEN TRENCHES 6— 12 'x60'x3': 480 cu. yds. 


Equipment, tools, powder, etc.	 3,558.00 
Labor	 -	 33720900 
Insurance & taxes 	 of payroll	 1,450.e0 
Propotionate part of Misc'l. costs .24	 29019.46 


$10,748.26 
Contingences	 12827.21 


$12,575.47 : $26.20 per cu. yd. 
TUNNEL 5'x7'x200' 


Equipment, tools, powder, etc. 
Materials 
Labor 
Insurance & Taxes 48 of Payroll 
Propotionate part of iisc'l. costs. j7 


Contingences


$ 4,502.00 
2,000.00 
4, 560OO 
2,188.80 
3,ll3.33_ 


$16,364.13 
2,781.90 


$19,146.03 T 95.73 per 1. foot 


Cleaning old, trenches 


Small tools,picks etc.	 $	 300.00 
Foreman one Month	 475.00 
Common Labor	 3,750.00 
Contingencies	 7751500 


$ 5,300.00 :354 ft. :14.95 per Lft







Shaft 7 'x9 xlOO' and 6 enches 12 tx3 'x60' and 200' turn 	 5 1x71 


LOCATION: Johnson Co. Oklahoma
	


PROJECT: Manganese Prospect 


LABOR ON SHAFT (ONE DAY) 


1 Hoist Engineer 8 hrs. 2.50 4j20.00 
1 Air Drill 
Operator 8 hrs. @ -2.25 18.00 


1 Blasting man 8 hrs. @ 2.00 16000 
2 Muckers 16 hrs. @ 1.50 24.00 
2 Laborers 16 hrs. Q 1.25 20.00 


$98.00 x 55 days actual work $ 5,390.00 


MATERIALS FOR SHAFT 


8120 IFB oak lbr.	 100.00	 812,00 
Labor on above	 @ 150.00	 1,218.00 


EQUIPMENT ON SHAFT 	 - 


1 Hoist	 4 hrs. per day, 42 days 	 168 hrs.	 4.25	 $714.00 
(G $1.20, Oil. $.40, Rep 1.75, 


$.90,) 


1 Air Hammer 4hrs. per day, 42 days	 168 hrs. ( 5.55	 $932.40 
(G $1.20, Oil $.40, Rep $2.80, 


$1.15)
Cable-Bucket, Greeseete 
Small Tools, ,.Drills/Pointsete 
Dynamite 2500# ® $.30 
Caps & Fuses 1500 each © .15 


LABOR ON TRCH (ONE DAY) 


1. Dozier operator 8 his. © $2.25 
1 Air Drill operator 


8 hrs. © 2.25 
2 Hammer operators 16hrs. © 1.75 
6 Laborers	 48hrs. © 1.25 


EçUIHLLNT ON TRENCH


200.00 
480.00 
750.00 


•_22600 3,301.40 


$18.00 


1.00 
28.00 
60.00 


$124.00 x 30 days actual work	 3,72000 


1. Dozier	 4 hrs. per day, 18 days: 72 his. 
oil .50, rep $4.50, 	 3.60) $10.40 


1 Air Hammer 6 hrs. per day, 24 days; 144 hrs. 
(	 )	 5.55 


Points, small tools, etc. 
Dynamite 3600# © $.30 
Caps & Fuses 1200 each, 	 5 


LABOR ON TUNNEL (ONE DAY)


748.80 


799.20 


750.00 
1,080.00 


180.00
3,558.00 


1 Hoist Engineer 8 his. © $2.50 
1 Air Drill 


Operator 8 his. @ 2.25 
1 Blasting man 8 hrs. © 2.00 
1 Mucker 8 his. © 1.50 
1 Laborer 8 hrs. © 1.25 


$20.00 


18.00 
16.00 
12.00 
10.00 


$76.00 x 60 days actual work 4,560.00 


EQUIPN'JT ON TUNNEL 


1 Hoist	 4 his. per day for 60 days, 240 his. © $4.25 
1 .Airhammer4hrs. per day for 60 days, 240 hrs. ©	 5.55 
1 Lightplant 


8 hrs. per dayfor 60 days, 480 hrs. ©	 .50 
1 Airblower8 hrs. per dayfor 60 days, 480 hrs. ©	 .50 
Small tools, etc. 
Dynamite	 2500# © $.30 
Caps & fuses	 2400# © $.15


1,020.00 
1,33:2.00 


240.00 
24O00 
560.00 
750,00 
201,0100


4,502.00 







MISCELLANEOUS COSTS


Hauling equipment, 8 trips 265 mi. ©	 .41 per mile (in and back) $ 1,738.40 
Labor load and unload 2 men, 4 hrs each end, 128 hrs @ 	 1,50 192.00 
Superintendent or Foreman	 3 weeks @ $150.00 3,450.00 
Telephone and Telegrams, etc. 23weeks ®	 10.00 230900 
Traveling Expenses, 1 trip per wk., 


23 weeks©	 63,0,0 (10per mi,pius	 lO meals) 1,449.00 
Tool house and shed -	 350.00 
Labor clearing roadS & site, 3 men, 4 days @ $1.50 144.00 
Equipment costs, 


clearing road & site, 1 Bulldozer, 16hrs. 0 $9.50 per hr. 152,00 
Engineering and Locating 350.00 
Samples and shipping: 5 from each Trench, 20 from shaft, 


4 fom each tunhel (16) 
41 samples ®	 25.00, inc. shipping 13025.00 


Assay's 41 ©$9.00 369.00 
Consultant,	 one each week for 23 weeks ® $100.00 2,300.00


3 







COPY —I4E * *rating Committee 
CO	 Wason25, D. C 


:. 


Re: Docket DA 3492 (manganese) 
Scherer & Glassell 
Springbrook Deposit 
Johnston County, Okla.


) A 


208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport, La. 
February 9, 1955 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox 	 bv'51t 
Executive Officer 
Lt4EA Field Team, Region IV 
Joplin, Missouri 


Dear Mr. Knox: 


This is to acknowledge your letter of the seventh. 


Am pleased to advise that we finally secured renewal of lease 
on 80 acres as outlined by yourself and Mr. MacLaren. Have also secured 
signature to "Consent to Lien". 


At this time am planning to go over to Oklahoma and map workings 
and outline proposed work. When this is completed, we will go ahead with 
our application. 


Also note what you say regarding mineral specimens that I asked 
for on behalf of my son and both of us extend you our thanks. 


Very truly yours, 


/s/ Morris S. Scherer 
COPIES MADE FOR:
	 Morris S. Scherer 


DKEA Op. Corn. (2) 
D. R. MacLaren, Denver







UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 	 - 


- 


P. 0 Box #431 
Joplizi, Missouri


February 7, 1955 


Mr. Morris C. Scherer 
208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport, La.	 Re: Docket DtEA-3492 (manganese) 


Scherer and Glassell 
pringbrook deposit 


Dear Mr. Scherer:. 	 Johnston County, Okia. 


With reference to your letter of January 8, 1 have been 
expecting that I or Don LacLaren, U. S. Geological Survey., Denver 
Federal Center, Denver 2, Colorado, would hear soirething definite 
from you.


This is to advise that I have just received instructions 
from Washington to require henceforth, under Article 4 of the Owner's 
Consent to Lien Forms-203, such as I furnished for you to submit, 
the following insertion (see the attached sample form) In paragraph 
2 the words "the period fixed in the contract or any amendnnt there-
of has" are substituted for "ten years have". 


In response to the postscript of your letter, I will glad-
ly send your son any suitable mineral specimens that may be acquired 
in this office. Unfortunately for you I had just boxed up all we 
had at Christmas time and mailed them to a Boy Scout .at Las Animas, 
Colorado, who had expressed much interest in rock collecting. No one 
has brought any in here since but I will try to get some more by 
spring.


Very sincerely yours,


k/il 


Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 


CCK/vks	 IJEA Field Teaii, Region IV 


End. (1) 


cc: DNEA 0'p. Corn. (2)	 Vc!p7 i aned 4O 
MacLaren, w/c Selfridge Letter 
3492 file











C	 (DMEA Op. Comm.a (2)) 
0	 (Don MacLaren, USGS, Denver) 


Y 


Re: Docket DA-3492 . 
0 "^^  


Schrer,& Glassefl 
Springbrook Mine 
Johnston County, Okla. 


Mr. Clihton C. Knox" 
Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team, Region VI 
Joplin, Missouri


3.	 9	
hJ 


208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport, La. 
January 80 1955 


Dear Mr. Eiiox 


This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 
fifth.


Due to snags that have appeared in negotiations for 
extension of lease to Springbrook property, unavoidable delay 
has resulted. 


Will you, therefore, please hold in abeyance your re-
ports in connection with this project, say, for two or three 
weeks until I can come to terms with Mr. Petty. 


Very truly yours, 


Is! Morris C. Scherer 


P. S. My son is collecting mineral specimens. If you have any 
minerals around your office that you would like to dispose of 
would greatly appreciate your sending them down here to him. MCS. 


ll
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rn UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
h	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


P.


 


U. Box #431 
Joplin, 'lissouri


January 5, 1955 


horns C. Schorer. V iitö 
208 Jilder Place	 Re: Docket I11EA-.3492 (manganese) 
Shreveport, La *	 Scharerand Glassell 


Springbrook line 
Dear Hre Jchsr'er:	 Johnston County, 0k1aona 


Thisrefers to n	 ou, November 12 jetter to y 	 from which 
no responøe hats been, received to date. 


MacLaz'on and I are required to complete our field 
assignments in connection with the subject docket, at the 


•	 earliest possible date. We gladly will, hold in abeyance the 
completion of our respective examination reports, however, it 
you will have prepared the suggested definite plans for your 
proposed exploration project within a reasonable length of tine, 
and if those plans can be reflected to your favor in our reports. 


Otherwise, if you have decided not to supplement 
your application with the map, lease, Owner's Corsent to Lien, 
and information that I suggested might be to your advantage, we 
inunediately should submit our reports as they n< stand. Please 
advise.


Very sincerely yours, 


Clinton C. Knac 
Executive Officer 


CCKIvke	 D1LPI Field teen, Region Vi 


cc I4EAOp Com(2)' 
MacLaren (u&s) Denver 
3492 file


-
nr A4m1nstrari 


cF 7 953
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OF S	 -	 . 
UNITED STATES	 L 


DEPARTMENT OF THE .INTERIOR 
•	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	 . 


P 0. Box #431

Jàplin, Missouri


Noirernber 12, 1954 


14-


 


Airmail. 
Mr. Donald R. HLaren 
U. S. Geological Survey. 
DEA 
Denver Federal Center	 AE: Docket (EA3492 (manganese) 
Deer 2, Colorado	 .	 Scherer and GlaseU 


•	 . .	 Springbrook deposit 
Dear Don:	 .	 Johnston County, Okla* 


•	 .	 .. •. Thanks for your letter of 14ovember 5. 1 will certainly 
go along with your request. I also an dubious about the location 
of the subjeCtL deposit. In fact I was lost worse than Scherer and 
Glasseli when down there. 


I have writton Er. Schorer (copy attached witch I believe 
you will find self-oplanatory) reiterating some of the requests and 


• . suggestions we ixMe verbally to him and Ur. Glasseil. Maybe it will 
bring the desire1 infortioñ. Until then we will have to lay aside 
preparing the reports I believe, hotover, that. the 8 0 acres you 


•	 described on which they should obtain the lease will adequately 
• cover . the deposit in any event. 


•	 •	 I received a letter frzn 22.1r. Scheror on October 2, 
•	 merely stating that he and Glasooll hoped to maintain an individual. 


status rather than a partnership on the project and that he had 
• drafted the new lease .d Cwner'o Consent to Lien, submitting it 


• for Mr. and Mrs. Petty's oijnaturos. Since she is in New Mexico, 
Mr. Scherer expected considerable tire to elapse before obtaining 
the signatures. 


• •	 I'll keep you inZ©ed of any developments. 


With best pa eanci reado, I remain 


Sincerely yours, 


CCK/vks 
•	 . 	 •	 ,•	 •	 •	


• 11/ 


Co. Operating Comm (111EA)' • .	 Project file


Clinton C. Knox • 
Executive Officer	 • 
1-MA-Field Team, Region Vi







COPY DA Operating Comm 


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR L	


L 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


P. t. Box #431

Joplin, iissouri


Noveaber' 12, 1954 
Airmail 


Mr. Morris C. Scherer 
208 Wilder Place 	 Re: Docket EA-.3492 (wm.ganese) 
Shreveport, La.	 - 0 	 Scherer' and Glassell 


Springbrook deposit 
Dear Mr. Scherer:	 Johnston County, Okia. 


This relates to the verbal suggestions MacLaren and 
Z made to you last October 23, after exatIiuin3, your manganese 
prospect. One of those suggestions was that a proper map be prew 
pared- fOr use: in connection with your requested IcJ:A project 
contract.  


We believed that you should prepare that map .in 
reasonable detail, accuracy, and scale, to show all pertinent 
features of the surface topography, Including existing trenches, 
waste dumps, and other evidences of the work which was done in 
past years to indicate the subject deposit. Likewise the explora-
tory work you propose to do under the requested •DMEA project con-
tract should be indicated thereon. Furthermore, as we then ad-
vised, the zone of the manganese mineralization i3 to be covered 
adequately by the revised lease you are obtaining and the 
boundaries of the land described therein also are to be shown 


•	 correctly on your map. We expressed the hope that possibly the 
use of aerial photographs in the Agricultural Agent' a Office in 
the, County Courthouse, closed the Saturday we examined your 
property, might serve adequately for constructing much of that 
map, thus obviating a lot of actua1 surveying by you. 


• Based on the north-'to-'south fence 	 considered 
et as the line between sections 13 and 14, we a].].  agreed then that to 


adequately cover the subject deposit, a lease should be required 
on the following described 80 acres: 


The 11/2 of NE/4 of SE/4, the f2 of E/4 of NE/4 
and the S/2 of SW/4 of NE/4 in section 14, and the 
ri/2 of WI/4 of 3W/4 in sections 13, T. 2 8., i. 
7'E , Johnston County, Oklahoma.,,







S	 . 


However, recalling the difficulty you. and Mr. Glassell 
•


	


	 •, . had in guiding is to the area, and the landner'1s expressed un-






certainty-when we not . Ithn that evening about the 'above-mentioned 
fence being. on the section line, I beóarne thoroughly concerned 
about the description of the land to be leased yesterday upon re-


•'äeiving a letter from MacLarenin Dinror. During the preparation 
•	 of our respective exanthtation reports, he found disconcerting 


•	 location sketches in the different pertinent geological publica-. 
• '• 'tions: that by the, Oklahoma Geological Survey in Economic Geology, 


Bulletin. 39 (1944) indicates the manganese mineralization entirely. 
within the NW14 of, SW/4, section 13, whereas 'another sketch in 'it 


•


	


	 Mineral Report' No. 10 (1941) indióates that the deposit is both 
in sections 13 and 14; the sketch map in, the U.S. Geological 
Survey's Bulletin 725-E (1921) refórs. to the location only as 
"near 'BrOmide". Therefore in order for us to cOupleto our i's-


• ports and', recommendations, it is necessary to determine and indi 
• cate clearly on your nap whether the. above-described 80 acres. 
will give the desirable coverage of the manganese mineralization. 


•	 .	 ,	 .' Our examination of the few exposures of the brecciated, 
fractured, and clay-filled m nganoee-bearing zone now visible there 
convinced usthat diamond drilling, as had been reconnended to Us.: 
likely would no !prove to b a prietical exploration method. I was 
impressed, however, with the possibility that if you did a little . 


•	 cleaning and examination of the existing trenches, the most favor-
- able place or places would be indicated where one óz more fr 
• trenches could he cut through the manganese-bearing zone 


possibly would justify SOIM prospect shaft einking 


	


• • •	 , ' • •	 Repeating another suggestion that we made, your submit-
tel 'Of. a segregated unit-cost estimate for the realistic explora- 


• tion' program you eventually. may plan and indicate on your map, might	 • 
•	 •	 • • enable	 drafting of a unit.cost t IZ(EA project cont'raót which as 


I explained, you no doubt would tina preferable for your proposed 
operations 


	


• '	 •	 • ••, '	 '	 Witr, an earnest desire that 'the foregoing suggestions 
• • may be of assistance to you in this matter,,- I, remain • 	 •	 • • 


Very eiroerly yours, 


Clinton C. Knox 
ixecutive Officer 


CCE/vks	 DMEA Field Team, Region VI 


cc. L4EA Op Comm (2) 
Donald R Mactaren 
292 file
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Y UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 
Denver Federal Center 


Denver 2, Colorado 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox, Executive Officer	
N vember 5 1954 


DMEA Field Team, Region VI 
P. 0. Box 431 
Joplin, Missouri 


RE: DNEA Docket 3492 (manganese) M.C. Scherer and 
Ashton Glasseil, Springbrook deposit, Johnston 
County, Okla. 


Dear Clint:


When we were making the examination of the captioned 
docket we concluded that if the applicants would secure a new lease 
and include the W-NA-SW sec. 13 we might be able to go along with 
some exploration. 


I have just finished writing the geologic report as far 
as the section on recommendations. In getting the data together, I 
have referred to such papers as those by Ham and Oakes, Economic 
Geology Bulletin 39, (1944), C. A. Merritt in Oklahoma Geological 
Survey Mineral Report.No. 10 (1941), andD. F. Hewett in U. S. 
Geological Survey Bulletin 725-E (1921). The various illustrations 
are a bit disconcerting. Ham and Oakes show the mineralized zone 
to be entirely within the NA_,^-Swk sec. 13, while Merritt shows it 
entirely in section 14. MerI'1tt and Hewett both show a sketch of 
the trenches, the former saying in his title that they are in secs. 
13 and 14, and latter saying only that they are near Bromide. Neithe r 
sketch of the trenches.has any land lines for identification. Thus 
the area to be explored may be entirely or partly on or off of land 
controlled by the applicant. With this the situation ? I cannot make 
any recommendation until the applicant submits a proper map tying in 
the trenches with the land lines and the description of land included 
in his lease. Innidently, wherever the trenches are located, I feel 
that at least two-thirds of the ore zone they represent should.be  
controlled by the applicants and subordinated to the project.







A







COPY: DNE. Operating Committee 
OF	 t,1ngton 25, D. C. 


UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION'


JCE 


P. 0. Box #431

Joplin, Missouri 


•	 October 29, 1954

AirTrlail 


Mrs. Morris C. Scherer'' 
208 Wilder Plate 
Shreveport, La	 Re: Docket IX'(IA. 3492 (manganese) 


Scherer and GlasaeU 
Dear Mr. Scherer:	 Johnston County, Okla* 


This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter on 
October 240 which was awaiting my return here yesterday. 


•	 I am not qualified or permitted to furnish. legal 

eounsel,but for IJkEA purposes, my opinion is that the Washington 


•	 Office. naturally would consider you and Mr. Giassell as partners 
for &U ,practical purposes, since you both signed the application. 


• Therefoz'e, I assume that the new lease you are negotiating should 
be in both your names or should designate a part of the property 


•	 to each as individuals. I . do not knr,however, whether you each 
legally can maintain an individual status in your proposed opera-
tions on that property, or whether that arrangement would furnish 
ample protection if you did, I suggest that you cgnsult a lawyer. 


I . am glad th .t you found it a pleasure to examine 
your property With US last Saturday, and that you had the unexpect-
ed opportunity to visit again with MacLaren after your mutual 
Philippine and Los Banos experiences. Meeting facLaren at the 
airport last Friday afternoon, was my first acquaintance with him 
but I was favorably impressed. After he took the bus hack. to 
Tulsa Sunday iiiorning to catch 	 plane for return to the U.S.G.S.

Office in Denver, I proceeded to sou.hwest Arkansas, 


Since thinking over our conversation there, I am 
not sure that we answered all of your questions; iron is not on 


• the list of minerals eligible for a !1EA project contract; mercury'. 
is on that list.


p 


•;
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COPY. DW Operating Committee 
UNITED STATES 


...DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
ENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTR 


P. e. Box #631

Joplin, Kissouri


October 7, 1954 


Mr. Morz'ie Co.Scherer 
208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport,, La. Re- Docket 2MA3492 (zangaese) 


Soberer , and Glaseell 
Dear 211r. Soberer:	 Johnston County, k1i. 


This is 1r reply , to your October 5 letter reuebing that 
the proposed yield Thai exainaticn of your property be started the 
morning of 8aturIay. October : 23 when you and Mr. GlasseU can, be there. 
As you suggested, I at tentatively planning to meet you inAtoka, Okia., 
that morning about 9 A.X. (I 411 park along the main business block 
there upon arriving in a black Bw'eau of Vines Ford, 4-door, license 
No. 1-22255). 1 do not knaw of ary necessity , for me to ccxe , to 
Shreveport.


If for any reason these plans must be changed, please 
notify ry office here well beforehand so that word can reach me where 
I expect to be then on a southwestern Arkansas ex inatioi; I 411 
likewise give you such notification. 


As yet I'am not in po3cssiOEL of enojh data on your 
proposed pro . ect to detrnine that	 eoiogic iweetigaUon is manda.o 
ft ory but if deeod so, £ expect a geo1otst fro. be 1cnozrLUe or 
Denver Offico of the U. S. Geologiial Survey will be aas gned as the 
other Field Team memnber also to meet With US at Atoka that morning, 


I have been advised that in the event the Field Tean 
examination does indite that the proposed loraton project is 
warranted, yourlease skiould be revised to ideatzty all the land tt 
will benefit through the exploration. Also Ownerts Consent to Lien 
(original and 6 signed copies) will be needed, forms for whh are 
enclosed herewith.


- 


( 
It


-











DOCKET 
	


S 	 . 	
Surname-:. 


.	 .


.0 CT 1 1954 
Mr. Clinton C.- Knox., Executvé Officer 
DMEA Field 'l'eara, iegion VI 
P. 0. Box 431 
Joplin, Missouri, 


'	 Re: Docket No • D?	 39Mananese 
M. C. Scherer c Ashton Glassell 


•	 '	 pringbrook deposit 
Johnston County, Oklahoma 


Dear Mr. Knox: 


.	 •'	 The above-docketed app3.ioation for exploration 
•	 . assistance is being referred to your office for a field 


examination of the property. . . 	 :.•	 •. 


A. oópy of the lease attached to - the subject 
.:.application indicates that :the exploration ,is to be eon. •	


.-.	 fined to an area not exceeding fort'y(.kO) acres located 
in SectiOn l, T. 2 5., R..7 E.. The map attached to thea. 


• . application, however . indicates the eploration is to be. 
•	 performed In Sections 10,13, .14, and 15, 'L'.. 2.3., R. 7 • 
- if it appears as .a.reeult of the field, teai examination . 


that an exloration proJect is warranted 1 a lease should	 S 



be £ecured that identities all of the land that will bene 
-	 fit tough the :explor*tIon. Owner's Consent to Lien will 


S 	 also be needed..,	 ,	 .	 .•	 S ' ,	 - 	 - 	 •- 	 S 	 S 


Review of the application indicates that 
- . ..	 . Mr. Scherer is apparently not aware of the method by 


which the 06vernment contributes its shaDe of the éxplora 
• 	 S S, ' . tion costs. It would be appreciated, therefore, if during' 


•	 '	 the field examination the examiners would inform )r. Scherer: • 
that the Operator Is not reimbursed for the Government t s 	 S ' 


.,


	


	
share until approzate1y 30' days af tei r the cosim of the -• ,.'	 S 
completed approved work are submitted.







.	 S







DOCKET 
Surname. 


OCT 1 


Mers, MorriS C. Sc1erer 
and Ashton Glas3ell 


203 Wilder Place 
8hrcvport, Louiana 


ite: Docket No • ZI'	 31492	 ian;aiese 
Sprinbrook deposit 
Jonon county, Oklahoma 


Gentlemen.


The above-docketed application tor exploration 


assistance has been reviewed b, the Iron and 1?ei'ro.Alio 


Division of the Dcense inerala ixploraton cm.n.LstratiQn 


and referred, to Nr. Clinton C. Knox, xcutive Officer, IMIA 


Field Tear R:Lon VI, P. 0. Box 1431, Joplin, flisout, fcw 


a field examination of the property. 


Any aitanco that you ca.i rcncter tLi o members o1 


the F131d tean will be appreciated. 
Sincerel ours 
Fnh E Johnson ( 


/ ACTING rdi1niL3trator 


cc	 DockeiY'T 
Code 1400 
Field Team, Reg. 6 
Oper. Comm, 
Adm. Read, File 
G. DeHuff, USBM 
T. Kiilsgaard, USGS 


FARutiedge/l s 
9-27-5k
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	 IN REPLY 


RToo" 
EFER TO: 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25. D.C.


September 24, 1954 


Re: D}'IEA-3492 
M. G. Scherer and 


A. G1ELSse11 
Memorandum V	 (Springbrook Mine) 


Johnston Co., Okla. 
To:	 W. S. Martin	 $50,224 - Manganese 


Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


From:	 E. L. Newcomb 
U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of application 


The operators propose to clean out old workings, trench 
along fault structure, and sink a shaft from the largest trench. 
After sinking the shaft, (proposed depth is not given) about . 500 
feet of crosscutting and drifting are planned.from near the shaft 
bottom.


The Springbrook (Viola) prospect is one of several manganese 
deposits in the vicinity of Bromide. However, the Springbrook occurs 
in a fault zone and most of the other deposits occur along bedding 
planes or as nodules in clay which fills solution cavities. 


In 1917, D. F. Hewett, Survey geologist, examined the 
manganese deposits in the Bromide area. At the time of his study he 
estimated that material on the Springbrook dumps indicated that about 
5,000 tons containing 35 to 40 percent manganese might be recovered 
within 100 feet of the surface. 


The Springbrook fault deposit is the largest known deposit 
in the Bromide district. It is mineralogically similar to the 
manganese deposits north of Bromide, but is unlike them in that it 
lies entirely in a fault zone with Arbuckle limestone in contact with 
the Viola limestone. Manganese mineralization is limited to the 
fault zone and very little manganese penetrates the limestones along 
bedding planes. Manganiferous carbonates and hausmannite have re-
placed the Viola in preference to the Arbuckle. 	 0 


In 1941, the Bromide deposits were briefly reexamined by 
T. A. Hendricks, Survey geologist. He commented as follows on the 
Springbrook deposit --"it is possible that deposit No. 1 (Spring-
brook) may have considerable vertical range as the mineralization is 
in a nearly vertical fault zone about 8 feet wide at most places." 


• 	 0 	 •


f& v







.	 . 


ihether any new exploratory work has been done since 1941 
I do not know but application is not very helpful on this matter. 


Any further exploration on the Springbrook should be 
limited to shallow shaft-sinking on the best ore exposures in the 
fault zone. If any degree of continuity should be indicated then 
diamond drilling to a depth of more than 100 feet would be justified. 


A field examination should be made on the Springbrook 
property, inasmuch as the applicant states that some of the old work-
ings will be accessible for inspection. If exploration is warranted, 
the Field Team can plan the work better after they have seen the 
Springbrook fault zone.


c .
	


ewcomb







OF


	


•


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


3 is	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


September 214. 19 


Memorandum 


To:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region 


From:	 Chief, Operation's Control and Statistics Division 


Subject: Assignment of Docket Number 


There is listed below the assigned docket number to 


an application recently received from Region 


DMEA .3192	 ?orris C. Scherer & Ashton (}ia3seU 


Robert E. Adams, 
Chief, Operation's Control 
and Statistics Division 


Interior—Duplicating Section, Washington, D. C. 	 66643
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!essr. Morris C. Scherer 
& Mbton G1aseU 


208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport.* Louisiana


September 24 1954 
Subj ect:	 31492 
Re • 1p1oration Assistance 


Sp riAgbrook or , Viola 


Gentlemen:


Augat1O,19SI 
The receipt of your application dated 


for exploration assistance under the Defense Production Act of 1950, 


as amended, is hereby acknowledged.
DA3192 


Your application has been assigned Docket Number 
Iron and ?erroA11oys XvUifti, 


and referred to the 


Kindly refer to 


relating to your application.


in any future correspondence 


Sincerely yours, 


tnterior—DuDlicatinR Section, Washin g ton. D. C.	 44994







UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION	 7 


NXERMAWKWOM
	


u 


P. 0. Box #431

Joplin, Missouri


September 15, 1954 


Defense Minerals Exploration AdndnistrationV 
Docket and Control Branch 
Department of the Interior	 Re: M. C. Scherer and A. Glassell, 
Washington 25, D. C.	 Application for manganese 


exploration project contract 
Dear Sirs:	 Johnston County, Okla. 


Forwarded herewith are the original and two copies of the 
subject application as revised recently by the applicant. The applica-
tion as first received by this Field Team Office on August 20, 1954, 
was returned for suggested revisions in accordance with DMEA Circular 
23 (copies of my August 27 letter were sent to Washington then). A 
fourth copy of the application is being retained in the Field Team 
file awaiting your assignment of a docket number and possible reviews 
or suggestions by the commodity group in Washington. 


All the pertinent information so far obtainable in this 
office is summarized fully under "Manganese on page 67 of a July 
1954 report entitled "Metallic and Nonmetallic Mineral Resources of 
the Washita River Sub-Basin tT, prepared by the Rolla Office of the 
Bureau of Mines for administrative use of the Arkansas-White-Red River 
Basins Inter-Agency Committee, quote: 


"Manganese Occurs along a fault zone in an area about 1,000. 
feet long and 8 feet wide near Springbrook in the Bromide 
district of northeast Johnston County. The deposit is one 
of five in the district, the other four being in Coal County, 
north of Bromide. The Johnston County ore occurs as oxides 
and carbonates in irregular masses in the clay of the fault 
zone. 


The Springbrook deposit, in secs. 13 and 14, T. 2 S., R. 7 E. 
(35 3 fig. 25), was mined in 191 from shallow cuts and a 100-
foot shaft. The output in that year was reported to be 215 
tons of ore ranging in manganese content from 32 to 44 percent. 
In 1942, an additional 35 tons of ore was produced. There is 
no record of production since that time.







Inferred reserves in the deposit, according to the Oklahoma 
Geological Survey (Ham, W. E. and Oakes, M. C. Manganese 
Deposits of the Bromide District, Johnston County, Oklahoma. 
Econ. Geol., vol. 39, 1944, pp . 412-443), are about 5,000 tons 
of ore to a depth of 100 feet. The manganese content of these 
reserves irobably in the range of 35 to 40 percent.'t 


I am not familiar with that part of Oklahoma but the 
Springbrook deposit appears to merit an examination should I again 
be traveling through that locality. 


Sincerely yours, 


Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 


CCK/vks	 DNEA Field Team, Region VI 


enc. (3 with all attachments) 


cc: DMEA 
Mr. Scherer 
Appi. file
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208 Wilder Place 
Shreveport, Louisiana 


Septeniber 13, 1954 


Mr. Clinton C. Knox 
Executive Officer 
DMEA Field Team, Region VI 
J)oplin, Missouri 


Dear Mr. Knox: 


Please refer to your letter of August 27th. 


Both Mr.. Glassell and I have decided to conduct exploration 
activities on the Springbrook or Viola manganese deposit as individuals. 
This because Red River Iron Ore Company has no legal existance. In all 
probabilities, Mr. Glase11w111	 and I will 
take care of tçJanipa1 details. We got along nicely along thesUnes 
n our iron ore enterprise. 


It is anticipated that we will have taken out and shipped 
all ore down to the 100-foot level. If more time is need, I feel certain 
that fee owner will gladly renegociate a new lease as long as he receives 
his royalty. He did not know that deposit was on his land until I showed 
it to him. No necessity exists for assigning lease. 


Geologic features have been illustrated by sketches as have 
proposed work and same have been attached to four copies enclosed. 


Re 7(b). Kindly submit application in its present form. 


For further information, please be advised that workings are 
partially accessible for examination. 


Appreciating your prompt attention in submitting this applica-
tion to Washington, I beg to remain 


Sincerely, 


/s/ Morris C. Scherer 
Morris C. Scherer
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(Rvis	 1952)	 UNITED 	 DEPARTMENT OF THE INRIOR	 eNo 42-R1085 2

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION iyc'7'? 


APPLICATION FOR AID 11 AN

EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURUANT TO

DMEA ORDEREUNDER THE DEFENSE 


PROD1IF4Ci& AS AMENDED 
DWIiO


Not to be filled in by applicant 


Docket No. .. 
Metal or Mineral ..... 4!ajfl-- : ­
Date Received 
Estimated Cost 
Participation (Government %) 


INSTRUCTIONS 
1. Name of	 your full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to contract, and your 


mailing address 	 aftokmw 
Tpvrt;	 m	


1111111	 IIIIIIIIGTi4I iaL,.JiiiiI 


Pc4302s. 1JZZ ,	 V1H4?T. 
(b)4f other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, partnership, etc., and the name of the State 


in which incorporated or otherwise organized. 
(c) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. 
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners. 


2. General.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects," before completing this application. 
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each 
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required 
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number. 
Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officer thereof: 


3. Applicant's property rights.— (a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, including all 
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the exploration, and excluding any Land or interest in land which is 
not to be included in the exploration project contract------ 
--Ok-lakorna- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- .--------- ................ 


(b) State any mine name by which the property is known. Springbrook or Vih1.a 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise 


-------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which 


you control the property. 


(e) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it - 	 --------------------------------------------


(f) If the land consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded 
location notice.	 -	 - - -. 


4. Physical ipti )Describe.1i:ail any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being 
conducted upon the land, including existing mine workings and production facilities. State your interest, if any, in such 
operations. Also describe accessibility of mine workings for examination purposes. 


(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. 
(o) Describe the geologic features 'of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your 


reasons for wishing to exploie. Illustrate with mapä or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part 
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each 
whether you require its return to you. 


(d) State the facts with repect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shipping, supply and residence 
points.	 - 


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







5. The exploration project.— (a) ate the mineral or minerals for which you Ato explore 


--------------------------------------------------- /V1A&_f1- ,A 7f_JZ__6_k ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed) 


of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed exploration work as related to such features as contacts, 
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc. 


(c) The work will start within 60. days and be completed within 12_ months from the date of an exploration 
project contract. 


(d) State the operating experience and background of the applicant with relation to the ability to carry out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will supervise the operations. 


6. Estimate of costs.—Furnish a detailed estimate of the costs of the proposed work (you will have to use a separate sheet), 
under the following headings. •Add the totals under all headings to give the estimated total cost of the project: 


(a) Independent con-tracts.— (Note.—If the applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, write "none" 
after this item. To the extent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract-work in subsequent 
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in 
terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard 
of material moved, etc.). 


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


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


(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an itemized list of any operating equipment to be rented, purchased, or which is owned 
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present 
value, as the case may be. 


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


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


(g) Miscellaneous.--Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of 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. 


(h) Contingencies.—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above. 
No'rE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any 


other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the 
•	 estimate of costs. 


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


' (b) How do you propose to furnish your share of the costs? 


F-1 Money
	 Use of equipment owned by you


	
Other 


Explain in detail on acompanng paper.


CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned, whether as an individual, corporate officer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for 


the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 


Dated -------- -1Oi195J.---------------------------------, 195_..


---
(Applicant) 


•	


-	 , 


----------------- (	 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Title 18, li. S. Code Crimes), Sedion 1001, makes it a criminat offense to ma	 Ifid1Ient or representation to any depart. 



ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. 
U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 	 16655i-1
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1. (a) Morris C. Scherer 
Ashton Glassell, 3oth residents of Shreveport, Louisiana. 


(b) 
(c)
(d) Morris C. Scherer, 208 Wilder P1. and Ashton Glassell, 819 Oneonta Street. 


2.	 Application in quadruplicate being sent to Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C. 


3 (a) Section 14, Township 2 South, Range 7 East, Johnston County, Oklahoma. 
(b) Springbrook or Viola	 N	 OF	 S £ (c) Lessee 
(d) Copy of lease attached. 
(e) 
(r) 


4. (a) Ore body has been partially explored by eight disconnected trenches dug 
over a distance of 1,000 feet along strike of mineralized fault zone. The 
largest trench is about 400 feet long; 20 feet wide and 18 feet deep. The 
others vary from 20 to 80 feet in length, 5 to 15 feet wide and about 10 
feet deep. All trenches have been slumped in by caved material. Nearly 
all have some ore piled along sides. 


(b) During 1918-19 some 218 tons of ore averaging over 37% metallic manganese 
were shipped from the property. See page 712, Bulletin of Economic Geology 
No. 39 (1943). In U. S. G. S. Bulletin No. 725 (e), Hewitt estimates this 
deposit to contain 5,000 tons of 35-40% manganese ore within 100 feet of 
surface. 


(c) Property is regarded as a hypogene deposit, due to the presence of the 
manganese mineral, haussinanite. This mineral is commonly regarded as being. 
indicative of manganese deposition of deep-seated origin. Presence of 
springs with perpetual water flow along strike of fault zone seems to in-
dicate this. This writer experienced excellent results in exploring such 
deposits in the Philippines and feels that this might be repeated here; 
hence his reason for wanting to do this exploration work on this Springbrook 
deposit. Deposit is a mineralized  fault zone, both walls in limestone. 
Fault zone strikes about N. 70 degrees W and dips about 80 degrees S. 
Fault line continues for a distance of more than one mile with the same 
surface indications. It is probable that the manganese covers a much greater 
area. When deposit was discovered ore of less than 40% was not desirable or 
profitable. With modern methods of minin g and processing, this deposit could 
readily supply the market with at least 5,000 tons of much needed ore. 


(d) Rail siding is located at Bromide some seven miles distance over an excellent 
gravel road. Bromide is located on the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad. 
There is ample housing available there, as well as stores, service station, 
etc. Supplies may be purchased in Durant, some25 miles distance. 


(e) There is a rock quarry at Bromide where some semi-skilled labor might be 
obtained. Skilled miners can be obtained at Picher and Miami, Oklahoma, or 
Henryett, Oklahoma; Supplies can be purchased in Durant, timber is available 
at local sawmills, equipment will be taken over from here in Shreveport, ample 
water can be supplied by local springs, and power will come from diesel and 
gasoline (converted to butane) engines. REA service is available a short 
distance from site, and can be had if needed. Telephone available approximately 
six miles away.







c.	 Jfj	 2P/2& 


S 


5. (a) Manganese 
(b) It is proposed to clean out all workings, do some trenching along outcropping, 


then select a place in the largest of trenches and sink shaft to necessary 
depth. Near bottom of shaft it is proposed to do some drifting and cross-
cutting of exploratorynature to the extent of, more or less, 500 feet 


(c) Start within 60 days Ind complete within 12 months. 
(d) Norris C. Scherer has had some 25 years experience in exploration, mining, 


and milling of all kinds of ores, including manganese. He is a graduate of 
College of Mines and Metallurgy (M. Paso School of Nines) . University of 
Texas. Experience has carried this writer to various parts of the United 
States, Mexico and the Philippines. In the latter location he was connected 
with the Mining Department of Luzon Stevedoring Company, first as Field 
Engineer and later as General Superintendent of Mills. In the first capacity, 
he conducted exploration for manganesedeposits all over the Philippine 
archipelago with excellent results. In the latter capacity, he directed 
overhauling of one gravity concentrator and the design and construction of 
another gravity concentrator. From its operations, Luzon Stevedoring shipped 
125,000 tons of high grade (48% plus) ore to the U. S. during 1939-40-41. 
Operations were stopped by the Japanese invasion and this writer and his wife 
placed in prison camp by the Imperial Japanese Army. 


6, (a) At present no subcontracting is contemplated. 
('o)


(c)


(d)


(e)
(f)


(g) Payroll taxes and Ins. 20% PR 
Repairs to equipment 
Accounting and Analytical 


(h) Water'damage, cave ins, etc.


per day x 24 or $5,472 .00 per mon. 


4,85D.00 
cost, inc. labor) 	 9.50 per hr. 


4.50 


6.75 
3.00 
2.10 


$ 25.85 


2,O5O,O0 


1,632 . 00 no. 
$2, 500.00 


1 Consultant 30.00 Maintenance 4j 20.00 
1 Foreman 30,00 
2 Miners 40.00 
4 Muckers 48.00 
6 Laborers 60.00 


208.00 plus	 20. 00 or $228.00 
Explosives $21800.00 
Detonetors 400.00 
Timbers 800,00 
Hardware 350.00 
Small tools 500.00 


4, 850.00 
1 Bulldozer, HID 7 8,500.00 (Opr. 
1 Double drum CH&E Hoist 22200.00 
1 Compressor 105 LeRoi 3,000.00 
1 Belt conveyor, Approx. 50'x241 '	 2,000.00 
1 Pick-up truck 15200.00 


$16,900.00 
$206.80 per day x 15 or	 3,102.00 per month. 
NONE 
Field office 
Tool House and Shed 
Freight and Installation


300.00 
250.00 


1,500.00 
$2,050.00 


40.00 per day 
16.00 
12.00 
68.00 x 24 or 
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'7. (a) Yes. 
(b) Use of equipment owned by one of partners. 


RECAPITULATION OF OPATIONS: 


6. (b) 228.00 per day x 24 or	 5,472.00 per month 
(d) 206.80 per dy x 15 or	 3,102.00 per month 


(g)	 68.00 per day x 24 or	 1632.00 per month 
10,206.00 x 4 months actual work 	 40,824.00 


(c) 4,850.00 


(r)	 21050,00 


(h)	 2,500.00 
Estimated cost of exploration of property 	 50,224900 


We have estimated daily cash,-using equipment 15 days per month and. labor 24 days 
per month for a four month period. It will probably require six calender months, 
or more, but the total cost should not be increased as basis of estimate is on 
daily expenditures, except for materials, installation and contingencies. 


We will need an advance of from 35,000.00 to 40,000.0O of the above to successfully 
explore this property and from all indications there should be sufficient merchantable 	 K. 
ore in this vien to merit a profitable venture. It is our desire and plan that if 
such is the case, to start at once to mine, process and ship the ore. 


There is being supplied for the use of this project, by the partners, equipment at 	 ) 


present values of 16,900.00, which is in excess of the 2% required by regulations. 
The value, we believe, is considerable less than cash on the open market.







V
COUNTY OF JO1ISTON 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA


p. 


952 between J.H. 
Part and Morris 


AGREEMENT entered into this L. day of September 
Petty and wife, Lena Petty, as .Party of the Firs 
C. Scherer as Party of the Second Part. 


Party of the First Part is the o•rner of Section l, T. 2 S., R. 7 E., 
County of Johnston, State of Oklahoma .	 On this ection 14, is lo-
cated a deposit of manganese ore, 


Party of the First Part, upon payment of $1.00 (o 
of which is herein acknowledged, conveys to Party 
the sole right to explore for, develop, mine, and 
ore from an area not exceedin,: Forty (40) Acres d: 
are to be determined by the Party of the First Pa: 
Section 14, T. 2 S., H. 7 E. Johnston County, OkL


ae Dollar) receipt 
of the Second Part 
ship manganese 
mentions of which 
t., located in 
ho ma. 


Party of the First Part further conveys to Party f the Second Part 
the right to construct access road leading to nea est highway to a 
railroad siding, place machinery and equipment no essary to carry 
out mining operations, and construct buildins:to house said mach 
inerr and equipment. 


Party of the Second Part agrees to pay to Party o the First Part 
the sum of 04.00 per long ton, dry weight, of 224 r ounds for each 
ton containing 40.0Oor more of ietallic atncanore and the sum of 
1.50 per long ton, dry weight, of 2240 pounds foi each ton of ore 
containing 39.995 or less metallic :ian.ganese, mincd and shipped 
from mnganose deposit located in Sect. 14, T. 2 . H. 7 E. John-
ston County, Oklahoma. 	 Royalties are to be Dai on the first of 
each calender month unless otherwise agreed unon by both parties 
to this Agreement. 


Party of the Second Part has the riGht to remove ay or all rch-
incry, equipment, or buildings placed on said :7 ro1


)
rty by him, at 


any time by giving Fifteen ( 15) Days' notice to Pa'ty of the First 
Part.	 - 


Party ol' the Second Part has the further right to uspend opera- 
tions when, in his judgment, they should becore unprofitable by 
giving Party of the First Part Thirty (30 ) Days' nDtice. 


This Lease and Agreonent is to run for a period ofhree (3) Years, 
is Transferable, and can be terminated sooner by mitual consent. 


of the S.9Dndrt 


Moi*is C. Scherer. 


Wtnes G.	 - -	 Witnes,s. 


1itricses.
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U,	 i:"4 E jjjj. DEFENSE MINERALS 
EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 
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