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September 22, 1955

Hénor;ndum

To: W. s. Mariin, DMEA
From: G. L. Bcﬁuff, Jr., Commodity Specialist,

Branch of Ferrous Metals & Ferroalloys

ISubJect:' DHEA~3&92 Manganese. Scherer and Glassell

The Field Team has rccowmended denial of
subject spplication for ald to explore for manganese the
Springbrook {or Viola) deposit located near Bromide,

,‘Johnzton Co., Oklahoma.

Applicant estimated total cast of the mxplo~
ration project to be $50,22;. 7The work wss to include
the opening of six trenches, sinking - a shaft to s
depth of 100 feect, and driving about 200 feet of drift
and crosscul from near the bottom of the shaft.

The depesit is rcparteu to have produced 218
tons of ore in 1918, containing from 32 to ﬁg percent
menganese, and an additional 35 tons in 1942,

‘ Applicant has done no work on the property
or deposit, and has never satisfled 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
ere, 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 obtnlnable
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, 1 concur with
the recommendation that the applicaticn be denled.

G. L. Deﬂuff, Jr.
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T will eigni
‘the lNatlonal Defense Program,

| SEP 23 1955

Fesars. M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glauaull
208 Wilder Place
Shreveport, Louislana

Res Docket No. DMEA 149ﬁ~»aanganese,
Springbrook deposit ‘ _
“Johnston County, Oklahoma

gentlemen:

: Your application for aid for an cxplonntion project
and other data svailable to us in Washington relative to
the above-noted prOperty have heen oarefully reviewad.

- Projects approved by the Pefense Minersals Exploration

‘ Administrat on must, in its Judgment, show definite promise

of yielding materials of acceptable grade in quantities that
icantly improve the minerel aupply position for

Careful study ¢f our information 1ndicat¢s that
although manganese riineralization ocaurs on the property,
the probabllity of disclosing minable ore reserves vy your
proposed program is not sufficlently promising to justify
Government participation., We regret to advise you, under
these circumstances, that your application for expioration o
assistance 1s denied., Such denial, however, is mmde without

Cprejudice. In the event further work on your part discloses

new and more favoreble evidence of ore deposition on the
property, we shall be pleased to consider a new application,

amply supported by gecloglesl mepping, sampling, &énd assaying,

de»wish to thank you for your interest in the Defense

. Minerals Exploration Administretion proaran, and for bringins

your property to cur attention,
Sanoroly yourn,

Docket / o '
Code 400 o Franky E Johnson

Adm, Read, File : - .
Oper. Committee Aot Adminlstrater
T, Killsgeard, USGS : C

G, DeHuff, USEM

PT, Reg, ﬁ

 SPHolt/ls

9/9/55





| o Beptenber 3, 1955
ro: ‘~Mutmm, DMEA
From: .*Ircm unﬂ Perra-Alleys m.vuxon

Subject:s Doml of request for gg&omtinn uuaum in
. the amouat of §50, ‘
Docket Mo, DMEA 33492 - Mangmnese
M. C. Sokerer and Ashton Qlsesell
Springbrook deposit
Johmm Ccunt:r. Oklahm

’l‘hc éonial of the subject mnc&tioa 15 recom-
mended by thisz Divixion based on the rolloliua taformation:

: (1) ‘l‘be aﬁlwmu, R. C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell,

der FPlase, Shreveport, Louisiana, requested
cxplmtian askistance in the amount of $50,224 far trenching,
shatft sinking, drifting, md cmncutung in the Spﬂngbroak

| BANGANNSe deposit.

(2) !l'hc wxmu awtrol, by lease m the nmra. Je E. |
Lena Patky, thwe tollnnng parcels of landi

w& of m of 3w, Sectlon 13

,ni_gr Xt of SBE, Section 14
8% of Sk} of NEf, Sestien 1%
8} of SWE of NEL, Sestiom 1M,

all locsted ia T, @ 8., R. 7 K., Johnston County, Okla-
- homm, mmmuaﬁm, aare o liwa.

- {3) m mgad h to explore the property by exca-
: mma tely 12 fest wide by
antm mmm sinking 100 feet of shaft, with
about 200 t of umm aud amwuetms at four locations
‘near the mum ar the shaft B





' . . ‘ . L o ‘

- (#) Although seattered mineralimation with minganese is

- found over the area proposed to be explored, and it
is raported that 218 tons of mangansse ore ssesaying from
32 to &4 per¢ent Mn was mined frwe the property in 1913,
with an additioensl 35 tons in 1942, little evideance is
_ furnished by the spplicants to indioate that minable deposits
T of manganeses ore night be dtscovered by work done under the
applicants' proposal. - : ‘ : ‘ ’

~(5) The field examination veports state that the chance

- of making 2 significant discovery of manganess ore is fair;
. the chance of finding 5,000 tons of ore centaining 35 to 40

percent menganese is good; but conolude that it is impoasible

0 determine from data and maps furnished by the applioant
the location of the mineralixed zone in relation to the pro.
posed work and the boundaries of the projecty and, therefore,
- recommend that the application be denied, The Commodity '
- Divisions of the Geolegisal Survey &nd the Buyreau of Minas

. soneur in this regommendatioen, - s 4 ,

~ (6) 1If the applioants furnish detsiled cost eatimates for
a more practical alternative exploration program sug
. gested by the Field Tean, together with other date and maps
requested and needed for a proper sppraisal of the applica
- tion and formulatien ¢f project plans, a new application for
- exploration assistanes would be in order. -

'W. 8. Martin, Chief

- Iron and Perro-Alloys Division

. ees

. Adm. Read, File

. .SPHolt/ls
9/20/55
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY -
. WASHINGTON 25.D.C. -

Deptember 9, 1955
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@ . GOPY - DVEQPERATING COMMITTEE

o o R WASHINGTON, D.C.
UNITED STATES -

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

" August 30, 1955

Tor . . DMEA Uperating Committee, Interior Bldg., Wash. 25, D, C.
Froms Clinton Enox, Begion IV Fleld Team Executive, Joplin, ilo,

Subject:  Field Tean Examination Report

Application Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)
i, C, Schsrer and Ashton (lassell, -
Box #1622, Shreveport, Louisiana
350,22, exploration project proposal
~ Springbrodk (Viola) mine , :
Johnston County, Oklahoma

Sumgry, conclgsig;g‘ 304 rec onnengatio}ss:

_ $inking of a 100-foot shalt and trenching along about
1,000 feet of the highly fractured manganiferous limestane outcrop-
ping of the Springbrook deposit, reportedly in 1918 produced 218
tons of ore contalning from 32 to 4i percent manganese, and an
additional 35 tons in 1942. No further work had been done up to
Jotober 23, 1954, the day spent by i{acLaren and I on the field
-examination in the company of the Applicants. as indicated by the
last letter received from Mr. Scherar dated Juns 1, 1955, the
Applicants still never had done any work there or made any prepara-
tions to present a4 realistic exploration project proposal.

' The Springbrook deposit appears to be in the Chimmeyhill
limestone strata, sirlking northwesterly and dipping steeply south-
ward toward a nearby vertical~sppearing westerly striking fault.
With the exception of manganese-bearing material in cumps and saue
exposures of the trench walls, all evidence of the workings was

‘obscured by dsbris, but the deposit was considered to offer a fair
chance for s conservative well-planned exploration project to
indicate at least 5,000 tons of marketable manganese ore, =

o Fleld Tean suggestions for such & project proposal, to
‘be pressnted by tie Applicants as an alternative to their unrealis-
tic exploration scheme and cost estiuates in the existing applica-
tions, have brought no response during all the months that have





N\

B mining operations are visable, and as long thereafter as es0 "r;—;mr _JA"‘*

inadequate sketch maps submitted with the revised application. _
_Authors of publications conceming the deposit were not in Agree~ _

N . . oL . . - . - 0 1
. . o : - . . . L ’ [ v . -
P . . . R A - Paas A '

. elapsed, Based on the interviews with the Applicants during the

- fleld examinatien and their presentations in the application, the
. .various revised data, and the correspondence received from them,
- the Field Team has concluded that the fcants would not conduct

any_exploration program in an ace

ceptable ganner,” partisularly from
3 proper englnoering and eoTopte standpetnt. ™" T

R 1 e o e g 37

- Therefors, in concurrence with the recomendation by

" Maclaren in his report and lstter of transmittal to me on April 1,

** copdes of which with a print of his sketch map are attached hersto,
~the application now should be denied, B

 Property rights and loostian

. The Springhrock mine 4s at the disbanded samp of Vicla,

5 uiles southwest of the croms-road village of Bromide, in Johnston
o+, County, Oklahoma, Bromide is 24 miles west on State Highway T fyom
7 the town of Atcka e U, 8, Higheay 69, . - ..

© The short term lsase held by Mr. Scherer, of which a

' copy was presented with the original application, covered an un—
. 'specified 4O acres in section 14, T. 2 8., R, 7 E., Jomston County,
* Oklahcma, The Springbrock deposit was believed to 1ie in parts of
" both sactione 13 and 14, and the Applicants were advised during the

. examination by the Fleld Team that an acceptable lease should be-
... cbtained covering all the land that might benefit thruugh the
" proposed exploration project, The Applicants have failad to show

or furnish the Field Team s proper tis to any land lines near the

.- deposit, On March 19, 1955, howsver, they did submit with a re-
- ¥lsed application, a copy of & nsw leass to Mr, Seherer, dated

February &, 1955, to continue in effect for 3 years wiless no

R PPV .
A
TR
‘zt’;n?‘ W

ore is being produced. It coversd 80 acres, the W/2 NW/l SW/i _
section 13 and the N/2 NE/h SB/j and 5/2 NE/4 section 1. Those.<:
tracts obvicusly were invorrectly rwferencad on the Applicantts

ke
v(‘”'i i

ment on its exact location. Therefore, the preposed exploratory g Truts

 work has not besn sstablished by the Field Tean as baing within

the indicated manganese mineraliszed sons. - Acceptable Ownerst /-
Consents to Llen are not axpected to be cbtainable ani the lease o

iz no longer believed to be in good standing.

The propart'y is rugged, woadfcd, pasture iand; 'M

 mining facilities remsin, and all 'werkings are inaccessible,
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’1‘0 campa.m thia, ‘intended a5 the ?iold 'rm'a ,,oint X

..'\ exarination pepert, copies of MacLaren's report, his skmtch map,a
o and h:la April l l-ttar oI tmnmitta.l to m, follow* = :

MC'M

. CoK/vies - Ounten G, Knox
cor Wﬂp Coa, (3) w/3 mol/ |

 MaoLaren (1)
392 file
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-~ . DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR ~ = . .
o7 o GBOLOGICAL SURVEY - - 1 -0
0. Defense Minerals Exploration Administration =
P . . Denver Federsl Center . - . . = o
Y 1" . Denver, Colorado - - . . .C

Do e, 195
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S 'x"'j‘l“o's SR My, Clinton G. Knox, Executive 'Ofxioézf, -

DMEA Field Team, Region IV

~ . Frem D, R Maclaren

 .Subjects  DMEA Dookst 3492 (manganese), Scherer and Glassell, -
o “Smﬁngbroak:dopoait,. Johnston County, Oklahoma -

. . .Inaccordance with our telephone conversstion yesterday, =~
I am forwarding a report on the gealogy:of the Springbrook, Oklahoms, . .
~deposit. As I glready had the report written, except for the last . . -
few lines in the section on Recomendations, 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. . =

RS - 1 have gone over the applicant's new “maps" and his pro-

. posals. I cannot see any reason for trenching north of the line of
mineralization as they proposs. Perhaps, instead of denial without
prejudice, a better reccomsndation to oonsider would be that the ap~
plicants, after establishing the faot that the land they have under -
‘1sass includes the rone of mineraliszation that they showed us, first

' should clean out the trench in which they proposs to sink and deter-
~ mine whether or not there is evidence to justify a staft at that point.

- --Actually they have not shown any manganese still in place, and I _think.
~. . that_glesning out should, therefors, be_dona at their expense before . -
. any program is approved, I will go along with you on whichever recom-
mendation you prefer. (Geologically some exploration appears tobe =

 merited, but whether it oan be done sensibly and at a reasonabls 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 & bit loaded at the moment, and
-1t may be & couple of weaks before 1t will be ready. In the meantime,
" perhape this will be of some help. ~ - L
. . Donald R. MacLaren
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SPRTNGEROOE MANGANBSE mmsrr
e JOHNSTON COUNTY, OKLAHOMA
Ce . DA Dockst ugz .

TR T T s

IS Morriu . 8chor¢r and Aahtm Glaaaell o:t Shawoport. Lﬂu

L have applied to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
. . for assistance to explore for manganess in Johnston t.amty, Okla.
... The applicants propose to open six trenches, to mink 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 350,291»‘ (Govemnt'a share 75 percant: ‘or 337,66&3 ) |
" Knom as the smngbrook (romrly vm.a) mmganou do-

“'f",'poait, the property is about 5 miles southwest of the town of
Bromids

. , Okla. It is reached from Bromide by a good county road - |
- that passss within about 500 feet of the east side of the area

- leased, or to be leased, hy the nppl:lcantn, lmd is paessablo thrdugh

. out most of the yetu'. :

R Annnmimtionma mtdo Octobch, 195&, m m comany
of C. C. Knix, of the U, 3. Bureau of Mines, and the applicunts.

. The bottomu 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

©* - 4n place could be seen on some of the trench walls. Small stock ,
~ piles of sorted material taken from the trenshes several years ago

© contain a mixture of manganess carbonate and manganite, It is
‘goncluded that the chance of making a significant discovery of

: . manganese ore is fair and that the chance of. discovering up to
S 5,000 tom of 35 percent to 40 pcmnt mangsness ore is good.

. . The npplicmto' present 1em oxpims Sopb:uuber 2.3, 1955, o
" and.-does not include encugh of the mineralized zone to bes sufficlent-

e . 1y attractive to the Government. The applicants were so advised,.
- and on March 19, 1955, subaitted a new lease dated February 4, 1955,

- which will continue in effect for a period of 3 Joars and as 1ong
: th-rut‘bor as pmduotim may oout:&nm. fe

T Thc gonlogy of thc 8pr£ngbrook (Viola) mangmese dapoaits o
1; described in U, S. Geological Survey Pulletin 725-E by D, ¥.

~* Hewett (1921), 4n Ollahoma Geological Survey Minerel Report No. 10

by C. A, Merritt (1%1), and in Econcmic Gaology, volume 39 by
W, E, Ham and M. C. Oakes (1S%4).: ’rhosa pupcrs have been freoly
uud in the propmtion of- th:l.a report.
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In the vieinity of the Springbrook manganese deposits, -

- 'sedimentary beds that range in age fram Cambrian to Carboniferous -

. are considerably folded and faulted. The Chimneyhill limestone of
.. 83lurian age is the only bed of economic importance insofaras - =
~. . -the manganess deposits are concerned. A major fault, apparently

an overthrust that has moved the beds to the saith about 2,000

. 'feet upward with respect to the beds te the north, strikes N. 70° W,

- to nearly dus west and dips 65° to 80° south. North of the fault,

- . the beds, which are overturned, strike N. 50° W, and dip vertically

" %0 60° south, while south of the fault the beds, in normal sequencs,
~_strike N. 70° W, and dip 25° to 30° north. The faull has apparent-

ly acted as a dam to eirculating ground waters contalining mangansse -

~ 4n solution, That ground water moves upward along the fault is ,
' indicated by springs. The manganese has formed replacement bodies -
- in the Chimmeyhill limestone where it is in contact with the fault,

and for soms distancs from the fault along the contact of the -

 Chimneyhill with the underlying Sylvan shale (Ordovician). Just
- why this ons bed, to the exclusion of seversl others, is receptive .
- “to replacement is not understood. - T :

The ore zone, about 1,000 fest in length, has been
“explored by eight trenches. The largest trensh is about

1380 fest long, 10 to 20 feet wide, and up to 18 feet desp, while

the remaining seven range in lsngth from 10 to 90 fest, in width

. from 5 to 15 feet, and in depth fram 5 to 10 foet. The ore ocours
- a8 lens-like masses of mixed manganese carbonate and manganite along

the fault and replacing the Chimmeyhill limestone. The masses of
ore range in .sise up to 50 feet long, 5 feet wide, and 5 fest thick.
Assays of eight samples reported by Hewett (1921) range in grade -

. from 12,60 percent to 55.88 percent manganese, The ore mone baing
- tabular and contralled by the fault and the base of the Chimney- -
.- hill limestons, it is quite poesible that it will extend toa -

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 manganess may be found in the first hundred feot of depth.

From the amount and the quality of the material seen on the dwmps

- near the trenches, this estimate doss not seem unressonable,

' Ground water carrying mangansse in solution hiss 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 wone extends about 1,000 feet

 lengthwine, and may extend to a depth of several hundred feet. L
. Theyefore, it i1s concluded that the chance of making a significant '
discovery of manganese ore 1s fair and that the chance of finding.

5,000 tons of ‘ore containing 35 percent to 40 percent manganese .
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- It :Ls impossible to dat.emd.no the axact 1ocat5.on o;t *ohe
‘.minomliud zone with respect to the area in. whiah the applicants -

propose to work, due to the inadequacy of the inaps furnished by

the applicant and lack of agresment between maps in the literature.

' Ham and Oskes show the sone to be entirely within the NW/4 SW/4

. sec, 13, while Merritt shows it to be entirely within sec. k..

( ) s
it NS

| o

"A sketch of the trenches bty Hewett have no reference to land 1ines,

- The sketch submitted by the applicant on request of tha field

examiners shows a reference point, the soyth post of a cattle gap, .

7 as being 2,120 feet north of the north line of sec. 113 ~This

‘ vonld put t.he project in'seg. 12,
| Until 1t 48 establishod by t.ha applicant that the work

- .13 'to be done within the mineralised zone, it is recommended that

the application be danied without pmjudicg to t,he p'roporty.
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" Dear Mr. Scherer:

- TR R

UNITED STATES =~ - 4(5‘2)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR =
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION + - J‘%E@’ZD
| ONTONOESKIEIE - o TeslvEp
, JUy 9
P 0. Bax #131 1955
- Joplin, Missouri _ |
I | " ~ June 6, 1955
Mr. Morris C. Scherer , |
208 Wilder Place . Res DMEA~3492—

~ Shreveport, Louisiana Scherer and Glassell.

Johnston County, Oklahama

We have your letter of June 1 comeming the above do:;ket

" _’ and requesting information on & quicksilver prospect in Texas.

_ In the sbacnca of Mr. Knox, who is on vacat! lon I have
referred t0 his letter dated April 1b, 1955, in whieh he intormad you
that your revised application was unrealistic and inadequate; and

- made pertinent suggestions for effectively presenting an alternative

applicaticn. No further data. conoaming this appucatt.:lon haa been
rcceind to date. ,

' The Fisld 'l'cam raport and racmndations have been held
in aboyance pending receipt of your revised application, so we urge
your pronpt attention im submitting the required data. We note your

_ proposal to clean out one of the trenches befom canplmting an ap-

plication on your own aecount.

We hmm no information on the Rainbow Min:l.ng f:ompany and
no applicatim for DMEA auistanco from it has been received by this
office,

- Ioura si.ncex'ely, '

. J. P. BRyan, Mining Engineer
For: Clinton C. Knox :
; : - S  Executive Officer .
JPR/vks T " DMEA Fleld Taam, Region w

C cc: DMEA Field. Team - file

DMEA Operating Committeé (2)
C c. Knox A
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Re: DMEA Docket 3492 208 Wilder Place

- Shreveport, Louisiana
‘June 1, 1955

 Mr. Clinton C. Knox

Executive Officer
DMEA Field Team
J oplin Missouri‘

Dear Mr. Knax'

Have ‘had no further word from you regarding the abovo docket.

" Am ofthe’ opinion that Mr. Glassell is no longer interested 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 soms correspondence with Rainbow Mining Company
with quicksilver prospect in Big Bend of Texas. During our wisit to-
gether in Oklahoma, you mentioned a prospect:.ve trip down there. Did
you ever make same? . o

’ - The Rainbow Company has approached me regarding acting as
consulting engineer for them and, therefore, would greatly appreciate
any information you might be ab'!.e to afford me regarding t.heir applica-
tion for loan and progress same has made.

, Very truly yours,

/s/ Morris C. Scherer
Morris C. Scherer .

(6/6/1955 - Copies made: - /

DMEA Operating Committee (2)
C c. Knox)





- . L _ COPY - DMEA‘eratlng Committee %
UNITED STATES |

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ’
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 2090

P. u Sox #431 _059{1
Joplin, .dosouri o

April 14, 1955

iieosrs. . Ce Scherer and As%;tam @Msséll :
Bex 1622 ' S
5k zravs;pert Lcmlama o
. ie: 0 .a,ﬁ-.?m 3¢ {ran pcme 38 )
Geterer and Classell
o : . 3pringbrook depusit
Dear Sirs:. T ~Johnston Ceuaty, Ukla.

, Tiai s in reply to your three unsipned letters received
April 6. Tuey iudicate :disunderstauding of verbal sugpestions fac-
Larer. and I sade ‘last October for revising your application} like-
wise, the written exrlauations and instructicns on the application
forn, in LA Urder-—l, the booklet explaining the progran, and in
1y various letters t¢ you. You certainly were iuformed taab ¢oe
Governient never advances {inds under any forn of DlyA project con-
tracts ~ all are on a rei:zburseﬁezt basisc.

_ C it ref erence m the instruction under application ite.

6 (a) jou did not write ?'m:ne" sc tihls Pield Tea: cr tuc Wasiinoton

‘M"‘lca, mturally woule have to assuz.‘«, that you plamned to lebt t.e

work to comtractors at the unit costs you stated there. Irecid ently

I am certain you neec. not expect any argurent later ca those cost

estivates. I not fully justified in your revises appllcatm iy

the Jasiington Cffice siuply would not offer a contract. I suigest,

therefore, that you should substantiate your cost estimtes in

writing under ite.. 6 (b, ¢, 4, e, £, and g} of your application

for quozz.ittinb to tue ﬂas’.ington é;fflce. Presenting yourselves

for discussicn with Iield Teanm lleubers rers or in Denver, would nave

“1ittle avail. MacLareit and I presented ourselves at tioe property

on the week end you f;ug,(:e.steu last uctober for those. vexy diseus-

sions ) anong uh ner Bl ms.

: ' I <ic not receive the originzl 4 the exccubed Miunerts
“Consent to Lie,n'”, as you stated. ' I received only the oue ¢arbon

. - copy, walch was forwarded to Washington with your revised *ipplica—

" tion, and it did not contain the insertion requested iu oy #February
7 letter. A different Jor: since has been adopted and tie orlﬁmal
and six copies of it would lave to be executed before any contract
could be let. '





f . . . .

o I made no firm recommendations in iy letter transmit- B '
ting your revised application to Washington, but gave only ry o
first impression, furnishing you a copy so that you might haveﬂrwam
A«Qtime to make corrections before the Field Team's formal exauina-
. tion report is submitted. Preparation of sy section of that re- h
port will be delayed yet awhile, but I received that of iMasLarents
on April 5. o PR A R

As I feared, we were both unable to reference the geologic
sketches in any of the available publications with any land lines.

I voiced no objections to your use of the gate post as a reference

_.point. I mentioned, however, that the tie indicated on your sketch
rap: "2120% to Nortn Line, Gect 13w, %Sgeus to place that “eattle
gaph meore nearly at the center of see. 12. MacLaren ané I discus- =
sed that among other things,in a telephone conversation on Harch
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 letting a Governuent con-
tract. We also regretted that he spent time trying to reproduce the
geologic sketch from Bulletin 39, because as you knoéw, we had a copy .
of it. What we needed mostly was adequate data as required under .
iterz 5 (b) of the application. Aside frouw your cost estimates, waich
we do not believe are realistic, we were wrable to understand your -

' geologic reasoning or tne locations for tie proposed trenching or
"tunnels"™. : ’

: "Having seen the surface exposures at the deposit, I was

not a bit surprised at tne high manganese contents of the sawmples

"~ you selected. In fact I was convinced last Uctober that some explora-

- tion is merited. Actually I was bitterly disappointed that your re-
vised presentation of waps, project plans, cost estimates, etc., -
apparently will fail from the necessary engineering standpoint, to
favorably deronstrate the exploration possibilities of tnis 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 DMEA 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.noqéan'be calculated reliably. If that can be done,
‘then I believe your proposecd exploration is difficult to justify.

The Field Tean discussed sugiesting a possibie alternative
which you mignt wish to consider, and waich perhaps you more p?fectiv9~
1y could present in a less complex application proposal, sorzewnat a8
follows: ‘ : : o - '

2





1. Agree to clean out and comprehen31vely map an& sample‘
some of the most favarable exlsting trenches entlrely at ymur own
expeilse. o . . .

S . Request. hovam i.ent partlcipation in t‘le costs. cf »

. sinking an inclined 100-foot shaft on the 1ost “favorable-appearing
zone of manganese fineralization, ‘the location and dip to be ap- |
proved by the. Covermient?s representatives, and the costs in
which the Governrent would participate, to be limited to that

- incurred for shaft sirking, 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,
sainpling and analyses, preparation of all reports, maps, stc. ’ :
- Thus the Government would .participate in the actual costs incurred Co
~up to $50 per foot, minus that for any excess size that you might
. deen advisable to sink in preparatlon for ultimate productim
. operatmons. . , . , ‘

' 3 No other exploratory work now appears justif:tabla but
such a proposed contract possibly could be amended if drifting or
crosscutting from that shaft eventually appeared to be warrcmt.ed. ‘

- Please note t:hat this proposal could only be ilrplemented :
by a "long-fora" contract, in fact I understand that the Washington
~ Uffice does not intend to let any more "short-fom" contracts.

The Pield Team agreed with you la.at October that dlamond

: dr:.llmﬁ 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-hear-
ing, steeply dipping, Ghimmeyhill strata. According to your geolo=
gic sketch, however, I believe that inferred -extension is not covered
- by your present lease. I agree that significant manganese minera-
-lization might not extendd 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 prv..dict that the fault .
definitely cuts out that strata at 100 feet in depth. Possibly the
'dip changes below the surface and the manganese~bearing Chmnev-

o nill strata may extend much deeper.

‘ 1 believe you can present an appllcnt.ion revis:wn more to .

 your credit, and which would rore fairly reflect the merits of this
~ deposit. I would be pleased, however, to- ‘receive any suppo:vt’i(ata '

.- you .can prepare and to submit it to Washington, evaluated to the .
~ best of my ability. Please bear in mind that recommendatlons I will





. . )

make in my report certainly are not claimed to be the final word.
All the available data and opinions eventually will be given care~
~ ful consideration by the very capable engineers and geologist.
assigned to the Washington Uffice of DMEA. Whenever Justified the
contracts are drai‘tea and let by that office.

Very sincerely yours, '

| Clinton C. Knox
o . - Executive Officer =~
CCK/vks - .. DMEA Field Team, Region IV

- Copies: DIEA Up. Cem. (?/w.c )
‘ Maclaren (w/c)’
3492 file
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¥ 7 7 1417 Dalzell Street P 0O Box #1622 T
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 April 1955

“Mp: Clinton C. Knox, Executive Offlcer
~ DMEA Field Team, Region IV
- P."0. Box 431
Joplin, Missouri o _ T
L ' Re: DMEA Docket 3492 (manganése)
- Scherer and Glassell Deposit
tSpringbrook, Johnston County, Okla.
Dear Mr. Knox' , ) ' o

We acknowledge recelpt 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 Operatlng Committee, Department of the Interior Washington
25, D. C.‘ ‘

,To say that I was greatly surprlsed at the contents of your 1etter 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 31te 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 guality 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 vour letter

'about it whatever. - : -

' We attach hereto, in quadruple, our reply to your letter of March ?h, 1955 to
the Operating Commlttee, in accordance with the items of criticism made by you,
however, from the contents of your 1etter 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 ..
recommendation of a thorough denlal of any aid in this exploratlon.ch _ L

vAs stated in our accompanying letter, the applicatlon 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 reirbursement for a .
portion of the actual cost. Alsc I amsure 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 you-explained to us that the contract could be on the unit basis whereas the
Covernment would advance to us 75% of the units agreed upon, we then attempted to
‘proceed further with our applicatlon. L , o

" The detailed break-down of cost for 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 reascnable.
Had it not been for our discussion relative to this particular p01nt, we would '

not have made an attempt at this time 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 adjustlficatlon of same.. - , o .





You state in your. letter to us that we will have con31derable tlme 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 whlch we
-are attachlng hereto. : , .

- We certainly regret that you have seen.fit to recomiend- denial 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 ¢f us ever anticipated, together with the information published by Messrs.
' Hamm and’ Oakes, there certainly has been nothlng developed to show that there was
any reason to anticipate less than the estimated amount of ore by these eminent
peologists, but then on the other hand there has been some small indication that
the ore might extend even over a 1arger area and the possibllxty that it extends to

a greater depth._

Because of the differences in the experiences of the two appllcant‘ we deem it

.best that Mr. Scherer answer certain portions of this letter and A>hton Glassell

~ answer certain portions.  With this in mind, Mr. Scherer addressed a letter to you
giviny his replies with certain other paragraphs, which should be of interest to
you, and we are attaching hereto his letter alse. However, the formal reply to

" your letter contains a comblnatlon of the anéwers and in a form wh1ch we . hope is

satlsfactory

‘"We trust that you will give our attached 1etter your serious con31deratlon and 1f

- “the time has not elapsed, or the denial entirely completed, we would appreciate

- any effort you might extend toward bringlng thls appllcatlon to a favorable '
_conclusion. : . _ , _ _ .

‘Very truly yours,

Morris C. Scheeer and Abhton Glas;ell

. By:e





. . . R
" ‘. ‘ .
. . . .

P . . %0 208 Wilder Place
Y T - . Shreveport, La.
o : ' ~ - : " - March 28, 1955

(AL

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‘df March
~24th and am now replying to portions of 'same. : : '

1 _ Referring to 4 (b) 6f.secohd‘paragraph, it is my understandiﬁg ,
that 35 or 40 tons of ore was shipped from prospects north of Bromide and not
.. from Springbrook. S ' S o '

o . 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 the Ghimney
" Hill member of the Huntoon Limestone, for about a thousand feet. However, ore
in the eastern portion of occurance played out 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 NWE 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. MaclLaren pointed out last October and as shown by -
Ham and Oakes. A zone of manganese mineralization 400 feet long and L=-6 feet
_wide is ¢learly indicated. Some little ore remains on foot wall side of trench
‘and I broke off a large piecé 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, taking five samples 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.I 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. ' - s o T A





B

In a letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr. Wllllam E. Ham Geologlst
for the Oklahoma Geological Survey, the latter fixed (by means of alrplane"
photographs in the field) the legal descriptions as Si NWk NWi SWi sec. 13,
T. 2:58.; R. 7 E., Johnston County, Okla. - Thls includes only the western portion
‘of mineralization, which held the only promise of continuing in ‘depth. This
letter was dated Octobér 29, 1954. * The above area’ encompasses 5 acres. Lease
. held by Mr. Scherer takes in entire western half of NWt SW; sec. 13,.T. 2 S.,
;R. 7 E and taklng in 20 acres whlch 1ncludes the above-mentloned 5 acres.

In 5 (d) It is presumed that you refer to Red: Rlver 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 clted '
~as it has a distinet bearlng on this partlcular prOJect

: - In 6 (a) you wrlte "that appllcants 1ndlcate that they intend
- to let ‘all work to sub-contractors". This surely is a mlsunderstandlng as it
,has never been intended for anyone to do this work but ‘ourselves.

, As you pomnted out, some of the cost estlmates might be hlgh.‘

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 flgures of $194.00
be considered exce531ve° ; .

‘ L We ‘are prepared to consider a resubmission of unlt price for
 trenching together with a relocation of same to delineate ore-bearing Chimney .

Hill at surface if you or Mr. Maclaren still desire 1t or drop it entlrely as -
' far as Mr. Glassell and I are concerned. :

. - In Mex1co, Phlllpplnes, 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
Sprlngbrook Any experlenced miner would know that it is impossible to "pin-

“pointh location of mine levels .in an erratic orebody like Springbrook until
shaft has been sunk; therefore only. tentatlve locatlon of proposed shaft was' .

 shown on map..

- Mentlon is made of 100—foot 'shaft at Sprlngbrook The only
"shaft" that I know anythlng 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. COur prospectlve location for ‘'shaft is at
‘ least 150 feet north of thls “coyote" hole and 1n mlnerallzed zone.- :

‘ Please refer to the: flfth 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. dlamond-drllllng (I have always '

“held this to be useless here) ruled out. Wouldn't it be wiser if we submitted
these items one at a tlme9 ‘ ; : U A o
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. Assuring you of . our Lf&eéirg_f_or ‘continued ~co‘6§eratiqn,' I
‘beg to remain, S Te O

i

Most sincerely,

o
.-

‘ r’Mo“rri's" C.. 'Sicher_'e'r :
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" Mr. Clinton C. Knox, fxeeutive Officer . .-~ L CBUBEAU OF MW -

- DKEA Field Team,
P, 0. Box A3L o

" Dear ¥r, Knoxz E

. Answsring your Teply
- Interior, Washingtem, D. Cs. - =

Beglon YL e opuN MO,

" Ret DMEA Docket 3492 (Mmgu’étn)f O -5
~ - -Scheresr and Glassell Deposit. -~ . . . o
- Bprinebrook, Johnstoa County,

 of 24 ﬁhruixfﬂléss.__’t@s _t.t':_‘c’. mm mm.t.:,;;,,mmg of

1. (&) 1o was it intended there be tw:ﬁilitig ,addrﬂsu“;"::i Your lotter. ‘ 

addressed to Ashton Glassell and Horris C. Scherer, Box 1622,. Shrofw:mt,. :

Louisiana, is the address whieh ws intended to be m. SR

" (b) We assumed that in answer o this item it was as some others, obvious. . ..
" .We do not wish to go to the expense of .forming a legal partnership until it is
- * - at least definite that this explorathry work will be performed, whicl can not

be done unless we receive the aid from the Government. The application was

signed by both individusls and we assumed that it would be agxesable to perform o |

~ under that comnsction until .the exploratory work was completeds

8, (d) It being a very difficult proposition to arrange a meeting with the

*,land ewners, we desmsd it best to cbtain the leases in the names of whomevar

" contacted the owner first. If 4t s desirable, said lease oan be signed to
the two applisants as a joint matter,. “The failure to send the six copies of
‘the "Owners Consent to Lien® wae strictly an over sight on the part ol Ashton

.. Glassell. ' He intended to have the one ¢opy in our possession phetostated and
" %o send you, however, in the rush to complete the application this wap over-

leoked. We do not have another copy of this document in our possessicn, but

we will reimburse you for she cdst of six photostated copies if you care to

.. have them dene, er if you will retwm the original to us we will bave them

. photo.t.o.tpd m‘?atum to: m. '

4 (a) Besause of the fact that a1l known informatiih concerning this work

" which has been done at this site is published in printed phamplets, we sssumed

-  that it was common knowledge that the applicants have done ne work excspt

superficial wandsation of what was done many yeAr 83o. Tou will notice that |

. " one of the unit dtems stated in our application is for cleaning out the old. .|
U trenehes. e

" (b) W know of i shipmets of ore in 1942 ‘from Springbrook, however, there .
was a similar abount as that mentioned in your letter shipped from North of '~

| Bramide. ‘It is possiBle that such is the case. .
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7 (6) Please be advised that I drew. eolorisal mep from that in Bullebin Mo R
. 29 (3944) Eoonomie Geology (after Hem and Cakes). I admit error in stating .
. that wineralididbbor follows fault sone. Whet 1 meant to say was that it is in.

}'."gi'lﬁmod-by'rwlt sone but really follows the Chimnsy Hill member of the Haatoon - i
: :,,'Lipatam,‘ for about a thousand feet. :However, ore in the sastern portion of

' sasurance Played out at wvary shellow depth but remsins rather persistant in the

o western 400 feet of same. Thls last 100 fest lies entirely within western halt

et MR of S Seot. 13, This ie edited any shewn by Hewitt in U,S,5.C. Bulletin
' .735 (o), when he visited propsity in 1920 about twe years after operations had
+.seased and woriing were still open and not caved in., Strile of fauwlt makes an - @ .

;- angle of 30 degress to the sowth of that of the Chimnay Kill ammber, Ay Mr. Mackaren o

- pointed out last Qstober and as shown by Ham and Qukes. 4 gone of mmganess -
. Admeralization 400 feet long and 46 feot wide is clearly indicated. 3oms little

.. ere remains on foot wall side of trench end -1 broite off a large pleve widich Mr, ,

" Glaswell had sssayed and found same to consain $5% Mn. Last April, Hr. W, H..
. NoCartney, a mining. enginesr of Shreveport, -and I sampled ;&ga_fm pravicus =
- eperation, taking five samples which. we found to sssay 28-308 Ma. This is worth .

k0,00 per ton in Deming ad §20.00 por den at Springbrook. Some 50 to 100 tons
C o cremadn, If 1 remesber, trenehing was suzgested by either Naclaren or yourself
P+ a8 the only project that I had in mind was cleaning out existing tranches and

. sinking shaft following 4kp af ore sons, -

L 5 (1) meiu -’obaocﬁfioé %o mof-emhm of ‘utt'h;.itvi‘aa‘-“ﬁﬁuhllm\-bt

" ‘western half of Bectioa 13. This peint was fived by weasuring (ehaining with
" dpag shain) a distence of Zi20 fest north to abeve-mentionsd south pons of cattle

: gap. It in intended te wse this peint for future réfevense of future wark and base

" line was laid out €us west o as sight angles with fence which narks fhs eastern

. Soutdary of property of Mr. and kre. J. B. Nbky, from vbom car lesse shems.

© i Im & letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr. Williew K. Mam, Geolegist foy the R

' Oklahews Gsological Survey, the latter fixed (wy means of airplane photographs
~4n the fisld) the legal desoriptions as 3§ WN} NWE SWE Sect, 13, T. 23, TR,

Jolmston County, Oklshoma. This fncludes omly the western portion of mineralisstvion,

' which held the only premise of ecatimuing in depth. This letter was dated October
.29, 195k, The shove area encoupesses 5 acres. Lesse held by Mr. Scherer takes in

' etire Vestem Half of WW} $H} Sect. 13, T.2

S 8., R. 7 B, and taking in 90 acres
© vihieh ineludes ‘**'IW'.‘,W**W‘ 5 asres., AR A R
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5, (d) The experience of the applicants as a joint endeaver, is limited to -
the operation of mining and producing iron ore in Luet Texas, for the Lene
- . Stap Steel Company. The operation will bs under the direct supervision of
Nr. Scherer and his experiense is given urder this item in owr original

| appleation, .- .

“ 6, (a) ‘'he app];iunt'j‘do"ﬂho‘t‘ sntend to sub-contract any of the ,anf."%cii’pnnd' ;v

L ‘oonstruction, but intend performing the work: entdrely with their own forces at
. the wnit price set forth under item 6-a of our application. - The ambunte stated

" in our application, of course, are controversisl amounts and we will be very

“bappy to discuss in minute detail these amsunts, but believe we can mubstantiate .

. eur figures if given the oppertunity to do =0, e hold ourselves ready to present.
. ourselves to your office or at any convenient plsee, if and when reqiested by you.

The detailad figures, attached to owr appliestion, wers sent for the ‘sole reason

that you might analyse them in the event further argument is nesded o _substantiate e |

‘thess figures, - This territory is very difficult to get to and a long way from our

" headquarters, which will naturally run the unit price higher than it would be under

- these circumstances.

%, (a) The applicants are under the impression that they must supply all money
. that is necessary to. perform this axploration btut that each month thers will be .-
© - .a reisbursenmmt of 75% of the cost incurred during the preceding menth, Owr ~ - .

. preparations have been made along this line and arrangements hawe been sempleted. =

If this i in epror, we would appresiste. your comment, ...

7. (6) Our statement in this item was made in the manner ‘in which it was for

' ‘lmck of other words more suitable, . is stated in 7-a, we are preparsd ‘“w"furuioh'A
- the antire cost based on the monthly reimburssment as called for in the short

. form eontrast, according to owr understnading. Since our contract is to be based

- om unit prises, there is not mmeh need for any ‘explanation, or statement, as to

" value of equipment, depreciatisn of samm, or sush matters, All of this is covered
-+ in the mnit prices, . RN T -

| Very truly yours,

" Morris C. Scharer and Ashton Classsll

SR o) Bx 622 o
- Shrevepert, leuisiena . -





. B - ’ R o ‘ © IN E,EPLY' REFER TO:
UNITED STATES o ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY ' ,
Defease Minerals Exploration Administration = -
~ Demver Federsl Cester /.
~ Dewver, Colerado ;

Memoranden

®o:  Mr. Clisten C. Kmox, Executive ®fficer APR S
- DMEA F¥ield Teem, Region IV : _
P. 0. Box 4%, Jeplin, Missour: . PUNIAD.OU MOWT

’ 4 FOPLEY, MO,
From: . De R. Mclaren o

Subject: DMEA Docket 3492 (msnganese), Scherer and Glassell,
B mwmm.mm,mv

In sccerdance with our telephene comversatiem yesterday,
f sm ferverding s repert on the geolsgy of the Springdroek,.thiluhoms
depesit. As/I already hed the repart writtenm, except for the lust .
Pew 1imes in/ the sectiom on Recesmendsations, I mwade ome or iwy appro-
- peiate chamges and added the fimal limses. I hope I bave imcluded

enough information to’he;p you im preparing s Joiat repert. |

- : I have gone gver the applicant's mev “maps" and his pro-

posals. I camnot see sy reasem for tremching north of the lime of
nineralization 88 they propose. Perhaps, instead of deaial withewmt
prejedice, & beiter reccamendation %o cousider weuld be that t(he ap-
 plicants, after establishing the fact ithat the laad they bave under

lease inclwies the zome of mineralization that they showed us, first
should clesn owt the treach im which they propose to sink and deter-
mine whether or wot there is evidemce %o Justify s shaft at ¥t poimt.
Actually they have mot shown any meaganese still in place, and I thisk
that clesaing out should, therefeve, be done a2t their expense hefore
axy progrem is approved. I will go sleng vith you on whichever recem-
mendation you prefer. Geologically soms explorstion appears Lo be
merited, but whether it can be dome semsibly sad st a resseashle cost
vy these sgplicaats is something else. ' o ,

: - I have takes the sketeh of the tremches as shown by Nerriti
wp to the drafting reom, but they sre = bit loaded at the moment, amd

it may be a couple of weeks befere 1t will be ready. In the wantime,

 perbaps this will be of some help. .

»

_Domald R. MNacLarem

DRMacLafen:a.rh.
C IMER —
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' Nmrit ¢. sahem m um emun tt Mmﬁ, Iau m‘.m,
have applied u the Defense mum- mlmum Admintstration for '
utiatmee to explen for mm in Johmston cmmr mmm. -

nypltm W to M trenches, w-h' .
 vastetel-sapnt-o4- 26:.#”.%31&2&%“:&(“%'
_m and te drive amsee Teat of drif$ snd cress-cut fram neay
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- MAR 30 1955

‘Wr, Clinten C. Khox, Executlve officer | R
DMEA Field Team, Rasion IV : o ‘!4y()
: PQ 00 mx 3 ) _' B . [
- Joplin, Missourl 4 o N
' ' Re: Docket No, DMEA 3492 - Haﬁganese
| M. C. Scherer and Ashton (lassell
- Springbrook deposit
) Johnson County, Oklahoma
Dear Mr. Knoxi o
| This will ackﬂowledac your letter of Mnrcb 24
'1955, tranamitting a revisign of the above~docketed npplic&»lv
tion for exploration assistance, 'with your comments and the
notation that the Fleld ‘Team - report w111 be forthceming._
‘ Ve will therefore, eontinue holding the quaject
fapplication in abeyance until the camplete Field Tz am report
and recommendations are received.

Sincerely yours,

Georsze C Se!fradgﬂ

-Chairnan, Qparating Cammittpe<

A ved: ‘ ‘
ppro.‘ _— "ecc: . Docket AR
o FT, Reg. IV e
. 7. H. Hedges o ode B0 ¢ .
‘ : e v Adm, Reading File :
¥Fenber, Bureau of Hines Operating Committee .
. o s " Gllbert DeHuff, USBM

EEETU T Thor Kiilsgaard USGS
E, L. Newcomb : -
SO I DT FARutledge/ls
© MWember, Geological Survey . 3/29/55






| . Co e copr- mm;’:eféting"éommée

 Re: Docket' DMEA 3&92 (manganese)_
' _ Scherer & Glassell . - . . = L
. Springbrook Deposit A S L
" Johnston County, Okla. - . ' . 208 Wilder Place .
B . ' Shreveport, La. = .. .
February 9, 1955

 Mr. Clinton C. Knox

. .Executive Officer

DMEA Field Team, Regiém v
J oplin, Missoum to :

| ~Dear. Jr. Knox: » ' _
- This 15 to aclmowledge your 1etter of the seventh.

: Am pleased to advise that we finally secured renewal of lease* '
on 80 acres as outlined by yonrseli and Mr, 1-‘acLa1"en. Have alao. secured
sipnature to "Consent to Lien". _

, At this ti.re am planning to go over to Oklahowa and map work:mgs
' ,and outline proposed work dhen tnis is coxmleted 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 bcyth of us extend you our thanks. =

Very ‘oruly yours s

o - : . /s/, M’oi'z‘is S. Scherer
COPIx..S MADE FOR: - . 'Morris 5. Scherer
‘DEA Op Com (2) W -

D. R. Ilachren »Der;ver .





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR e
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION [',_L

o o 4D

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. e 40T
LRI BRI bt Ve T

P. O, Bax #4,31
Joplin, Missouri

February 7, 1955

lir. Horris C. Jeherer VR Rilptmes 405
208 Wilder Place ‘ — ‘
Shreveport, La. Re: Docket DEA-3492 (manganese)

Scherer and Glassell
Springbrook -deposit
Dear lr. Gcherer: Joinston County, Ukla.

With reference to yowr letter of January 8, I have been
expecting that I or Don aclaren, U. S. Geological Survey, Denver
Federal Center, Denver 2, Colorado, would Lear something definite
frow you.

This 1s to advise tiat I have jJust received instructions
froni Washington to require hieacefortn, under Article 4 of the (wner's
Consent to Lien Forms MF-203, such as I furnished for you to subnit,
the following insertion (see the attached saiple fori): In paragraph
2 the words "the period fixed in the contract or any amendrent tlhere-

£ has" ‘are substituted for Yten years have'.

' In response to tie postscript of your letter, I will glad-
1y send your son any suitable adneral specimsns that may be acquired

in this office. Unfortunately for you I had just boxed up all we

had at Christras tine and mailed them to a Boy Scout at Las Animas,

Colorado, who had expressed :mch interest iu rock collecting. No one

nas brought any in here since but I will try to get saue more by

- gpring.

| . Very sincerely yours,
Clinten C. Knas
Executive Cfficer

CCK/vks DYEA Field Teaws, Region IV

Encl. (1) ,
cc: DMEA Op. Com. (2) /

Maclaren, w/c Selfridge Letter
3492 file

.........
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¥ ' - Glbert DeRuff, IEBM -
' . : ” . Ther H. xin.agmdi,_ ;B&S_






c (mmwp Comn. (2))v" ,
| “OP ben HacI.aren, USGS, Deaver)

: ‘:'. I . ‘. . . : ". | . A ". .- v - A o ~_.-llv<_ "’wlu“»;ﬁ.-’-q “x 1qu

Ré:‘ Docket m-%?z LI R A
. Scherer'& Glasaell .~ - . 208 Wilder Flace
- Springbroek Mine. . - ‘Shreveport, La..
Johndt{m County, OoKla.. o January 8, 1955

My cnntm c. Knczx

Exesitive Officer

" DMEA Field Tesm, Rggioéx VI

| Joplin, Missonri
‘Danr Nr Knm::

e - This is to nclmowledge roaeipt of your let.tbr of t.he; ’

: ‘ Due to snags that hava 4ppured in negotiationa for.
T oxtension of leass to Springbro@k proporty, “gnavoidable delay

. | hu rsaultsd.

. Wlll you, therefore, please hold in absyance your re-
‘ports in. conncction with this project, say, for. t_wo or thrse :

wm&l until I can come to terns \dth Mr. Petty.

- | Very t,ruly yours,

/s/ Morris (.‘..Scharer

P. S. l{y son iz eollecting mineml spmimens. If you have anJ
‘minersls arcund your office that you would like to dispose of
wcruld graatly appreaiate your sending them dom here to hm M(,S.~






~ UNITED STATES T
~DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR o
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION -~ -

Pe G Box #1431
Joplin, Hissouri

© Janvary 5, 1955

" . Mr. Morris C. .Scherer

208 Wilder Place S Docket DHEA-3492 (manga.nose)
'Shreveport, la. . o Scherer and Glassell :

' o Springbrook l{ine

Dear Mr. Scherers ‘ - Johnston (:ounty, Oklahcm

This refers to 1y November 12 letter to you, from wmch
no response has been received to date. 4

A Hacl.amn and I are required to ccunplete our field
" assignuents in connection with the subject docket, at the
earliest possible date. We gladly will held in abeyance the
completion of our respective examination reports, however, if

you will have prepared the suggested definite plans for your
proposed exploration project within a reasonable length of time,
and if those plans can be reflected to your favor in our reports.

etherwiee, if you have decided not to aupplemnt
your application with the wmap, lease, Cwner's Consent to Lien,
and information that I suggested might be to your advantage, we
_ immediately should submit our reports aa they now stand. Please
: advise. . A

Very ;sincerely» _yours,' o o

Clinton C. Knox
S o . Executive Officer :
CCK/vks = DMEA Pield Tean, Regzon VI

cc: DMEA Op. Com (2)~~
- MacLaren (USGS) Denver
© 3492 file

E mﬁﬁ:["w
A\I} %7 1828
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.- UNITED STATES =
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MlNERALS EXPLORATION ADM[NISTRAT[ON

P. o;,‘Bc'n; #431
Joplin, Missouri

November 12 s 1954

' ‘ Airmail
Mr. Donald R: MgeLaren e :
U S Geological Survey
Denver Federal Center .~ RE: Docket DMEA-3492. (manganese)
" Denver 2, Colorado. _ ' Scherer and Glassell .
: S A \ ' - Springbrook deposit
- Dear Don: , S S d ohnston County, Okla.

. Thanks for your letter of November 5. I will certalnly
~ go along with your request. I also am dubious about the location
+.-of the subject deposit. In. fact I was lost worse than Scherer and

Glassell when down there. L : :

B 4 1 have written Mr. Scherer (copy attached wh:.ch 1 believe
you will find self-explanatory) reiterating some of the requests and .

' suggestions We made verbally to him and Mr. Glassell. 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 in any event.

I received a letter from Mr. Scherer on October 28 A
_merely stating that he and Glassell hoped to maintain an indiudual
status rather than a partnership on the project and that he had -
drafted the new lease and Ownert?s Consent to Lien, submitting it

" for Mr. and Mrs. Petty's signatures. Since she is in New Mexico,

" Mr. Scherer expectod considerable time to elapse before obtaining

© the signatures .

I’ll keep you infomed of any dev’elopments.
With best. personal regarda, I remain .

B S:anerely yours,

| . . Clinton C. Knox
BRI , .. " - Executive Officer - :
CCK/vks I , : ‘mm Field ‘i‘eam, Region L

cés Operating Comm (IHEA) \/
Project file .





' ' o "_,‘ e .COPY‘- DMEA Operating Comm
 UNITED STATES =
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
X DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMlNlSTRATION“ NJL.

P. 0. Box #431 . L e

. Joplin’ Iﬁsgouri T l‘»ww‘u
o November 12, 1954

Airmail s

Mr. Morris C. Scherer.

208 Wilder Place - - Rer Docket IMEA-3492 (manganese)
Shreveport, La. ‘ Scherer and Glassell

' . : ‘ ©© Springbrook deposit

Dear Mr. Scherer: . Johnston County, Okla.

Coe This relates to the verbal suggestions Maclaren and
I made to you last October 23, after examining your manganese -
prospect. One of those suggestions was thal a proper map be pre-
_pared for use in conneetion with your requested DMEA project

corxtract .

: We- ’oelieved that, you should prepare that map in’
reasonable detail, accuracy, and scale, to show all pertinent
features of the sux-face t.opography, 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 is to be covered
adequately by the revised lease you are obtaining and the.
boundaries of the land described therein also are to bhe shown -
correctly on your map. We expressed the hope that posslbly the
use of aerial photographs in the Agricultural Agent ts Office in-
the County Courthouse, closed the Saturday we examined your
property, might serve adequately for constructing much of that

map, thus obv:.ating a lot of actual surveymg by you.

Based on the north—to—south fence you considered as
- the line between sections 13 and 1, 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 NEfk of SE/h, the s/z of SE/A of NEM

and the S/2 of SW/L of NE/L in section 11., and the -
. W/2 of N/l of SW/4 in sections 13, T. 2 5., R. . |
7 E., Johnston County, Oklahoma. S





. o . R ‘o [
- . S S o
" : : a0 - : . . T ’
. . L ae R . .. |
- PN oS wol .

: However, rtcall:mg the dlfficulty you and Hr G.kassell
had in guiding us to the area; and the landowner's expressed un-
certainty when we met him that evening about the above-mentioned -

_ fence being on the section line, I became thoroughly concerned
‘about the description of the land to .be leased yesterday upon re-
ceiving a letter from MaclLaren in Denver. During the preparation
of our respective examination reports, he found diseoncerting '
location sketches in the different pertinent geological publica-
‘tions: that by the Oklahoma Geological Survey in Economic Geolog,y, ,
Bulletin 39 (1944) indicates the manganese mineralization entirely

. within the NW/4 of SW/4, section 13, whereas ancther sketch in its

Mineral Report Ko. 10 (1941) indicates that the deposit is both
in sections 13 and 1k the sketch map in the U.S. Geological.

_ Survey's Bullstin 725-E (1921) refers:to the location only as’

*near Bromide". Therefore in order for us to complete our re-

ports and reconmendations, it is necessary to determine and indi-

. cate clearly on your map whether the above-described 80 acres .
will g.ure the desirable coverage of the manganese mineralizai,ion.

Our examination of the few exposures of the brecciated,
fractured, ‘and clay-filled manganese-bearing zone now visible there
~ convinced us that diamond drilling, as had been recommended to us,

" © likely would notlprove to be 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 most favor-
" able place or placw would be indicated where one or more fresh -
trenches could be cut through the manganese—bearmg zone whmh
possibly would justlfy some prospect shaft sinking. - .

. Repeating a.nother snggestlon that we made » yam- submit.-
.tal of a segregaled unit-cost estimate for the realistic explora-
tion program you eventually may ppan and indicate on- your map, might.
“enable t-drafting of a Munit-cost® DMEA project. contraet which as
.~ T explained, you no doubt would f:.nd preferable for your proposed

= operatlons : . : . _ _

Uitl'x an earnest. desire that. the foregoinz suggestd ons
_ may be of assistance to yau in this matt.er,} I remain -

. : Very 'sinceréiy yours, '

- Clinton C. Knox = = .. Lo
o .. .. Executive Officer ' .- = = .. .
, CGK/vks T DMEA Field Team, Re gionVI
et DHEAOp Coum (2) T T R
~_".Donald R. MacLaren R TR G
C 24,92 file T T T





Mr. dorris C. Scherer_

‘ - © " COPY: DM Operating Committee '
S A ington 25,'D'- C.
~ UNITED STATES" Jd
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR L Z/
~ DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMi'NlSTRATTION

“/%WLW

 P. 0. Box #4,31
- Joplin, Hissouri

- . October 29, 1954
Adrzail |
208 Wilder Place -

ohrweport La. ‘ . Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (mn;ganese})
: S Scherer and Glassell -

Dear Mr. Scnerer. R " Johnston County, Okla. :

This is to acknwledge receipt of your letter on

. October 26 which was await.ing my return here yesterday. -

I am not quahﬂied or permitted to furnish le'gal

: 'counsel ,out for DMEA purposes, my opinion is that the Washington

Office nmturauy would consider you and Mr. Glassell as pa:*bnem
for all practical purposes, since you both signed the applmatitm.

- Therefore, I assume thal 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 know, however, whether you each

o ' 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 thit you found. it a pleasures to examine

jour property with us last Saturday, and that you had the une:q:ecf--

ed opportunity to wvisit again with MacLaren after your mutual
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 rorning to catch his plane for return to the U.5.G.5.

: Ofﬁce in Denver, I proceeded to southwest Arkansas. -

Since thinking over our conversation thex'e » I an

" .not sure that we answered all of your questionsj; iron is not on

the 1list of minerals eligible far a DMEA project ccntracb ; Dhereury

13 on that 1list.

L T R I I
S E R AT
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- : - With beut. peraona], regards and lookin,g fox'ward to‘ N
" reoeiving tho mggosted rovisim af your applieation, I t-emain L

Very sincerely your's »

| | _ Climton C. Knox
L Exeoutive Officer -
CCK/rks E o . DMEA Fiald Toam, Region V[ L

D!IEA Operating Committee (2) ‘/ o
wzrile - T





. | o GOPY° I'\ Operating COmmlttee e

} . UNITED STATES :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR /f (/
' DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMlNlSTRATlON ‘{‘

5. . bioroe s

P G. Box #431 eeTL L
~ Joplin, Hissouri g _

~l

~ October _7; 1954

" Mr. Morris C. Scherer
- 208 Wilder Place

Shreveport, La. | o Re: . Docket. IIfEA—Bk‘)Z (h.ang anese)
Co L Scherer and Glassell -
Dear Mr. Scherer: o ..~ Johnston County, Okla.

R This is in reply to your Gctober 5 letter requesting that -
' the proposed Field Team examination of your property be started the

~ morning of Saturday Uctober 23 when you and Hr. Glassell can be there.

As you suggested, I an tentatively planning to meet you in Atoka, Ckla. .

that morning about 9 A.M. (I will park along the main business block -

there upon arriving in a black Bureau of Mines Ford, 4-door, licease

No. I-22255). 1 do not know of any necessity for me to come to

- Shreveport.

If for any reason these plans must be. changed please

o notify my office here well beforehand so that word can reach me. where

I expect to be then on a southwestern Arkansas examinat:.on, I will
likeuise give you suah nabificata.on. , ,

-As yet I am not in posaession of mough dats on your

. proposed project to determine that a geologic investigation is manda-
tory but if deened co, I expect a geologist from the Knoxville or
Danver Office of the U. 5. Geologlsal Survey will be assigned as the -
other Field Teanm momber also to meet with us at Atoka that nerning.

‘ i 1 have been advised that in the event the Fleld Team
exarination does indieate that the propoced exploration project is
warranted,; yourlease should be revised to identify all the land that
.wil)l benefit through the exploration. Also Qwnert?s Consent to Lien
(original and 6 signed c«apies) will be needed, forms for vrhi\.h are -
) enclosed herawlt.h. S ‘





. L Perhaps your attention to theae na’oters while anauting,'
ths fleld axamination might be advm:tageous. ' .

Very sineerely yours '3

' Clinton C. Knax
I TPt ‘Executive Officer
CCK/vks “IMEA Field Tean, Ragion VI

e Ei_icl‘-_',f}.,fn o

' ‘f'vcc.:  DMEA 'Op. Comm (2)¢. o e
... 'Mr. Laurence,. Knoxville'
3492 file '





BCT 11854

' ‘Messrs. Morris C. Schever
and Ashton Glassgll »

206 Wilder Place

B Shreveport, Louisiana _ | |
o ' o R "Docket No. DMEA 3452 - EAnganeae '
- Springbrook deposit’ ,

Jchnson Ccunty, Oklahoma o
,Gentlemen. o ) | .
: .‘ The above-dpcketed applicatlan for explﬁratiow

Lassistance has been reviewea by the iron and Ferre-Alloys

Biviaicn of the Defense Minerals nxploration Adminiatration

- and referred to Mr, Clinton C. Xnox, nxecutive Officer, DMLA

. Tielﬁ Team, Region VI, P 0. Box &31, Joplin, Hisaouri, for

a2 field examination of the property. »
Any ass*stance that you ¢an renﬁer the mamoers Of
- the Field Team will be appreniated.

Sincerela Feurs,

rﬁank E. Johnson '
)XACNNG Administratov

~cct Docket -
Code 400 L
Field Team, Reg.,6 ;
~ Oper, Comm, R
‘Adm, Read., File'
G, DeHuff, USBM -~ .= -
T, Kiilsgaard, USGS -

FARutledge /ls .
9—27-54





- NP, Clinton c. Khox, Executive Officer -
- DMEA Pield !eam. Region VI -

" P. 0. Box 331 -
-~ Joplin, Missouri

" Re: Docket Nb. DMEA 3#92~Manganese
. M, ¢, Scherer & Ashton Glasmell
- Springbrook deposit
- Johnston County, Oklahoma

Dear nr. xhox:

: - : The above—docketed applicatxon for exploration
assistance 18 being referred to your: orrice ror a field
exauination af the property. L

A copy or the leaae attached to the 5ubJect
application indicates that the exploration is to be cona
- fined to an area not exceeding forty (40) acres located
© in Section i3, ¥, 2 8., B. T BE. The map attached to the
appiication, however, indicstes the exploration is to be .
* performed in Sections 10, 13, 14, and 15, T. 2 8,, R, 7 E.
If At appears as 8 result of the field team examinmtion
" that an exploration project is warranted, & lease should
be secured that identifies all of the land that will bene-
£ii _farough the exploration. Onner's conseut to tden will_

o alao be needed.

Review of the application 1nd1cates that
ﬁr. Scherer is apparently not aware of -the method by .
which the Government contributes its share of the explora-
tion costs. It would be appreciated, therefore, 1f during

" the field examination the examiners would inform Mr, Scherer

‘that the Operator is not reimbursed for the Government's
~ ghare until approximately 30 days after the cosbscr the
, completed apprcved work are aubmitbed. .





' T Twg copies of a.relevant memorandum dated :
. September 24, 1954, by E, L. Newcomb, Geological %urvey,
: 'are enclosed for your 1nformation.

81ncerely yours,< ‘;:ﬂ

Ge‘ﬁrge C Se!f ndge
. . chairman, Operating Committee'
_ Enclosures - : ~

- APPROVED: -

" HBe Hp* Hedges . .

" . Member, Bureau of Mines.

. CC: DOCKET

' Thor H. Kiilsgaard

Wember, Gé§log;¢a1“§hrﬁey_’

CODE 400 '
- ADM. READ, FIIE
FIELD TEAM, REGION VI
G. DeHUFF, USBM
THOR KIILSGAARD, UsGSs -

& iFARutledge 1s
9t 8-54 /-
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UNITED STATES B r ‘AJ%O
N Lewa minerzls Admifishrs g .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR s

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION .
S$cP 131954

AR or G

September 10, 1954

Atrmatl

Mr. Morris C. Scherer Ws
Red River Iron Ore Company - ’/\
208 wilder Place Re: Application for a manganese

Shreveport, La. exploration project contract

Johnaon County, Okla.
Dear Mr. Scherer: . ,

As requested in your August 31 letter, all your applica-
.tion material is returned herewith for revision by you and Mr.

PP

Glassell., —— ST

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
undergrovnd 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~foct 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 variad 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
estimites under present economic circumstances, I believe is to ask
for bids from shaft contractora.

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





lee do not hcaitate to contact m it I can bcx of

”»aaslaftace. o '
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. 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 Tri-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 7
drifts and crosscuts per foot. . , A °"%
Gowﬂ*
Looking forward to calling on you again and thanking you
for valuable suggestions, I beg to remain

I

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; wouldn't this obviate our necessity for obtaining owners?!
consent to lien, etc. I am of the firm opinion that we could easily
do requlslte 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.
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

P. 0. Bax #431 N w/%“ﬁ V

Joplin, Missouri

Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
Docket and Control Branch

Department of the Intericr - Re: ‘M. C. Scherer and A. Glassell,
Washington 25, D. C. Application for manganess

exploration project comtract
Dear Sirs: Johnson County, GOkla.

‘ Forwarded herewlth 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 Auvgust 20, 1954,
was returned for suggested revisions in accordance with IMEA Circular
23 (copies of my August 27 lettor were sent to Washington then). A
fourth copy of the application is being retained in the Field Team
£ile awaiting your assignment of a dockel mumber and possible reviews
or suggestions by the commodity group in Washington.

A1l the pertinent information sc far cbtainable in thils
offise is summarized fully under "Manganese" on page 67 of a July
1954 report entitled "Metallie and Normetallic Mineral Resocurcss of
the Washita River Sub-Basin®, prepared by the Rolla Office of the
Bureau of Mines for administrative use of the Arkansas-ihite~-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 Cosl County,
north of Bromide. The Johnston County ore occurs as oxides
and carbonates in irregular masses in the clay of the fault
sone. _

The Springbroak deposit, in sees. 13 and 14, T. 2 S., R. 7 E.
(35, £ig. 25), was mined in 1918 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 4) percent.
In 1942, an additional 35 tons of ors was produced. Thers is
no record of produstion since that time.
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‘ - ‘_Inrerred resema in the depos:.t $ am:ovding to the Ol:lahom :

Geological Survey (Ham, W. E. and Oakes, M. C. Manganese

. Deposits of the Bromide District, Johnston County, Oklahoma.
- Ecom. Geol., vol. 39, 1944, pp.4l2-4h3), are about 5,000 tens | }
- of ore to a d‘pth of 100 feet. The manganese comtent of these
reserves 1aprobably in the rangs of 35 to 40 percenrh. .

. Iamnat rami}.iarwith thezt pax'b ofOklahcm&hzt“hhe‘ =
~ Springbrook deposit appears to merit an mmination shcmld I .again
" be t.raveling through that locality. o | _

. j:...,s.’t.m'.ere:l.y yours, L ‘

| . Clinton C. Knox |
T Executive Officer L
.CCK/vka o -'r mm Field Tea.m, Region VI
em. (3 with all af.tachments)
-.eu,. DMEA |

. >Mr. Scherer
~ App}. fils -
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208 Wilder Flsce

Bet Desket No. DOEA 3890 ~ Mengane.
o Springbrosk deposit -
. Johnsten County, Oklshoma

Your spplication fer aid for an expleratien project

- and other data svallable to ua in Meshington welative to
the above-noted property Mve bean carsfully revieved.

Projects approved by the Befense Minerals Exploration
Adminiwtration must, in its Judgment, abow definite
of 3lelding materials of acceptable grade 1n quantities that
will significantly imgrove the miners) supply position for

Careful study of our infermation indlssates that

’Ilthouzh manganess mineralisation ocsurs om the property,

the probadility of disclosing minable ore reserves by your
proposed program is not suffieisntly promiaing to justify
Governwent participation. We regret to advise you, under

‘these tircumstataes, that your spplication for exploration

assistance is denied. Buch denial, hewever, is made without
prajudice, In ths event further werk on your part discloses

. nex and pore faverable avidewes of ore deposition on the

property, we shall be pleased to consider & new application,

smply supported by geolegleal mapping, sempling, and ssssying.

" We wish to thank you for your interest in the Defense
Ninerals Expleretion Administration program, and for bringing
your property to our attentisen. ‘ .

/ o aimomly' yom,' S
) ) ‘ ’ _ ‘ , : I N
Docket © o o Frank E, Johnson | 1 > ‘

Cede 400 ()
Adm. w; 1110 ‘ ' :
Oper, Committee ~ ACTING Administrates. -

Ty Killsgaard, ¥883 S .

PT, Reg.

SPHolt/ls. -~ . | | d// |

- 9/9/55





UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

September 22, 1955

‘ 00,
v e &7
Memorandum C@gréw»
To: wW. S. Mart;n, DMEA » ug
From: G. L. DeHuff, Jr., Commodity Specialist, &?

Branch of Ferrous Metals & Ferroalloys
Sub ject: DMEA=-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 $50,22. The work was to include
the opening of six trenches, sinking. 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 L)} percent
manganese, and an additional 35 tons in 19&2

Appllcant has done no work on the property

or deposit, and has 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.

Ak

G. L. DeHuff,






September 9, 1955

HEHORAHBUM
To: Adninis:rator, DMEA -
From: Iren and Farro-Alloya Diviaion o

‘8ubjects Denial of request for exgloration assiatance in
the amount of $50,22
Docket No, DMRA 3402 - Manganese
M, C, Scherer and Ashton Glassell
springbrook deposit
Johnston County, Oklahoma

"The denial of the subject applicatlion 1is recon-
mended by this Division based on the following information:

(1) The applicants, M. C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell,

208 wWilder Place, 8hreveport, Louisiana, requested
exploration assistance in the amount of $50,224 fer trenching,
gshaft sinking, drifting, and crosscutting in the pringb*ook
manganese deposit.

-~ {2) The applicants control, by lease from the owners, J. H.
: and Lena Petty, the following parcels of land: <

Wk of NWi of SWE, Sectipn 13
| W of NE} of SEY, Section 14
8% of 5Ed of'NE§, Seastion 4
84 of 8Wi of NEE, Section 1%,

all lccated in T, 2 8., R. T E., Johnston COunty, Okla-
homa, and eontaining 80 aeres, more or less.

{3) The progpsad program is to explore the praparmy by exca-
vating & trenches, esch approximately 12 feet wide by

3 feet deep and 60 feet long, sinking 100 feet of shaft, with

about 200 feet of drifting and er@cscutting at rour locations

near the bottom of the ahart.





- (%) Although msagtered mineralization with mangenese is
found ever the area praoposed to be explored, and it

18 reported that 218 tons of manganese ore assaying from
32 to 44 peraent Mn was mined from the property in 1918,
with an additional 35 tons in 1942, listle evidence 1is
furnished by the applicants to¢ indicate that minable deposits
of manganese ore might be discovere& by wovk done under the
applieants'® proposal, o |

(5) The field examinatien reports state that the ehance
of making 8 signifigant discovery of manganese ore is fairjy
the shanae eof finding 5,000 tons of ore e¢ontaining 35 to 40
_ percent manganese is goed; but eonclude that it is impossible
- . to determine from data and maps furnished by the applieant
' the location of the mineralized zone in relation to the pro-
pesed work and the boundaries of the project; and, therefore,
regommend that the applisation be denied. The Commodity
Divisions of the Geclogieal Survey and the Bureau of Mines
soncur in this recommendation. ‘ 4 :

(6) 1If the applieants furnish detailed cest estimates for
_ a more practical alternative exploratlon praogram sug.

- geated by the Field Team, together with other data and maps
‘requested and needed for a proper appralsal of the applica
tion and formulation of project plana, a new spplication for
exploration assistance would be in order. = .

W. & e

W. 8., Maptin, Ghief
Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division

cet: Docket
Code 400
Oper., Comm,
Adm, Read, File

SPHolt/1s
9/20/55
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

September 9, 1955

s
MEMORANDUM
To: "'<Adm1nistrator, DMEA
From: Ironiand'Ferro-Alloys Division

Subject: Denial of request for exploration assistance in
. the amount of‘$50,22£ B
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 Glassell,

208 Wilder Place, Shreveport, Louisiana, requested
exploration assistance in the amount of $50,224% for trenching,
shaft sinking, drifting, and crosscutting in the Springbrook
manganese deposit,

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

W: of NWi of SWi, Section 13
Ni of NE% of SE%, Section 14
St of SE% of NE%, Section 1&)
S} of SW of NE}, Section 14,

all located in T. 2 S,, R. 7 E., Johnston County, Okla-
homa, and containing 80 acres, more or less.

(3) The proposed program 1s to explore the property by exca-
vating 6 trenches, each approximately 12 feet wide’by

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.

y





(4) ‘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 44 percent Mn was mined from the property in 1918,

with an additional 35 tons in 1942, little ‘evidence is ~

furnished by the applicants to indicate that minable 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 40
percent manganese 1s 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 appllication 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 Mol

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





' ' ‘ MQKEPLY REFER TO:

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

September 9, 1955

Re: DMEA-3h92
Morris C. Scherer and

. Ashton Glassell
| m@&‘@s - Springbrook (Viola) Manganese
N Deposit ,
oS Johnson Co., Oklahoma
$50,224.,00 - Manganese
Memorandum
To: W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

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

Subject: Review of Field Team report.

The application concerns a manganese property from
vwhich ore has been shipped, reportedly, in 1918. Geologic reports’
on the deposit are favorable and the chance of developing a small
reserve of 35-40% manganese ore is considered good.

For reasons not stated, the applicants have failed to
satisfy routine DMEA 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 d.enia.l of the
application.

I conéur with the recommendation.

5 Ao s

N. E. Nelson





UNITED STATES | :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR A,
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION ,“J;:j"@ e

P. 0. Box #431
Joplin, Missouri

August 30, 1955

Memorandum
To: DMEA Operating Committee, Interior Bldg., Wash. 25, D. C.
From: Clinton Knox, Region IV Field Team Executive, Joplin, Mo,

Subject: Field Team Examination Report

Application Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)

M. C. -Scherer and Ashton Glassell,

Box #1622, Shreveport, Louisiana

$50, 22 exploratlon proaect proposal
_Sprlngbrook (Viola) mine

Johnston County, Oklahoma

Summary, 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 Chimneyhill
limestone strata, striking northwesterly and dipping steeply 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
charnice for a conservative well-planned exploration project to
1nd1cate 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

Reviewed by
DMEA OPERATING COMMITEER

9955

(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 miles 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 5., R, 7 E., 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/L
section 13 and the N/2 NE/4 SE/k and S/2 NE/L section 1. 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,





. . .

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 L Clinton C. Knox
ces DMEA.Op. Com. (3) w/3 encl.
MacLaren (1)
3492 file





. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - e
¢ GEOLOGICAL. SURVEY QN LT 0T
0 Defense Minerals Exploration Administration ) T

P Denver Federal Center
Y Denver, Colorado

April 1, 1955
Memorandum!”’

To: Mr, Clinton C. Knox, Executive Officer
DMEA Field Team, Region IV ,
P. 0. Box 431, Joplin, Missouri

From: D. R. MaclLaren

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

In accordance with our telephone conversation yesterday,
-1 am forwarding a report on the geology of the Springbroock, 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 %maps* 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 nmeantime,
perhaps this will be of some help. _

/s/ Don

Donald R. Maclaren

~ Revieved Y ™
DMEA OPERATING COMMITTEE

9-9-55

(date)
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SPRINGBROOK MANGANESE DEPOSIT
JOHNSTON COUNTY, OKLAHOMA

C ' DMEA Docket 3492
Y0 = |

P .

Y , INTRODUCTION

Morris C. Scherer and Ashton Glassell of Shreveport, lLa.,
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 $50 224 (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, 195h, in the company
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 4O 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), in Oklahoma Geological Survey Mineral Report No, 10
by C. A. Merritt (1941), and in Economic Geology, volume 39 by
~W. E, Ham and M. 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 Chimneyhill limestone of
Silurian age is the only bed of economic 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 60° south, while. south of the fault the beds, in normal sequence,

strike N. 70° W. and dip 25° to 30° north, The fault has apparent-
ly acted as a dam 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 Chimneyhill limestone where it is in contact with the fault,
and for some distance from the fault along the contact of the.
Chimneyhill 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 lengtli, 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 Chimneyhill 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 RECOMMENDATIONS

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 hundred 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 4O percent manganese
is good.





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/L SW/L
sec. 13, while Merritt shows it to be entirely within sec. 1i.

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.
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| UNITED STATES
~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

| T ‘‘‘‘‘ VED
' DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
‘ N W——— o .NW‘ = DIORR

P. 0. Box #&31 _
Joplin, Missouri |

. | P . -June 6, 1955

2 ‘Mr. Morrds C. Scherer = . = 4 | o W
S 208 Wilder Place . . . "Re:  DMEA-3492 : ‘ V\ _

' Snrcveport Louisiana ~© ' Scherer and Glassell -
. ' Johnaton Comt.y, Oklahoma
Dear Mr Scherer: o .

We have your 1e'bter of June 1 c.onccming the abmrc dockct
a.nd reqmating information on a quicks;lver prospect in Texas.

In the absence .of Mr. Knox, who is on wacation, 1 | have
referred to his letter dated April :u., 1955, in which he informed you
that your revised application was unrealistic and inadequate; and
made pertinent suggestions for effectively presenting an alternative
application. - No mrthcr d&ta. concaming this. aypl:.eaticn has been
received to date. :

The Field Team report and recmendations have been held
in abeyance pending receipt of your revised application, so we urge .
your prompt attention in submitting the required data. We note your
proposal to clean out one of the trenchas betorc ca:rplet:lng an ap-
plica.tion on your own accmmt ] _

' : - We have no information on the Rainbow lﬁ.mng Company and -
no application for DIEA assistance from it has beon received by this .

office. |

Yours éiacsrely, '

AR

@L»m B f\’ﬂ’:“meo i
. J. P. Ryan, Mining Enginesr
, " For: Clinton €. Knox =~
e , - . Executive Officer
JPR/vks , ©° DMEA Field Team, Region IV

cc: DMEA Field Team file
~ DMEA Operating Connnittee (2)
C. C. Knox -
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P
 Re: DMEA Docket 3492° . 208 Wilder Place
: R Co e . _ Shreveport, ‘Louisiana
~June 1, 1955

. Mr. Clinton C. Knox
Executive Officer -
DMEA Field Team °

g oplin, Missouri

: Dear Mr. Knox: ’

- : _ Have had no further word from you regardmg 'I.he above docket.

. Am offthe opinion that Mr. Glassell is no longer interested and am _plan-
~-ning ‘on cleaning out one of the tremhe& Qnmy. . an. gcgount and if same
looks favoraEle, wilf endeavor to_securs DMEA loan. B

: Have had some correspondence with Rainbow Mining Company
. with quicksilver prospect in Big Bend of Texas. During our visit to-
’.gether in 0klah0ma, you mentioned a prospective trip down there. bid
f,you ever make sa.me” . . . , ‘

The Rainbow Compa.ny has approached me regarding acting as
consulting engineer £or them and, therefore, would greatly appreciate
any information you might be able to afford me regarding, their applica- ‘
tion £nr 1oan and progress same has ma.de.

Very truly yours .

/s/ Morris C. Scherer
Morris C. Scherer

(6/6/1955 - Copies made: /
DMEA Operating Committee (2)
C. C. knox)
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SRR . L ?.-;; - ‘ coPY}-"mm‘peramng Committee

, UNITED STATES R S
' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR N g Kﬁ
DEFENSE MlNERALS EXPLORATION ADMIN[STRAT]ON - g

“P. 6. Box #431
. . doplin, iissouri .

- April 14, 1955

ﬂessrs. .- C. bcherer and As;xton alassell

Box 1622 - _ - LD
Sareveport, Lcuisiana S ' @,\9»
: '-;ie‘: _ BxlEA—BL;‘}Z (L.Ja.nganesa) 3 téi’
- OScherer and Glassell e
' - N Springbrook deposit
- Dear Sirs: : ' _ Joahnston County, ukla

This is in reply t.o your tiiree uns:.g;ned Jetters recelvea
April 6. They indicate misunderstanding of verbal suggestions ilac~
Laren and I uade last October for revising your application; like- .
wise, the written explanatlons and instructions on the applz.catlon

© form, in DIfEA Order-l, the booklet explaining the program, and in

1y various letters bo you. You certainly were infornmed that the .
Governuent never advances funds under any form of DMEA pro,ject con-

. tracts - all are on ‘a rembursenent bas:Ls. '

Wita refemnce to the mstruct:.on under app] ication ite:.

6 (a), you did not write "none®, so this Field Team or the Washington

Ofﬁce naturally would hiave to assuie that you plamed to let the

" work to contractors at the unit costs you stated there. Incidently

I az certain you need not expect any arguuent later on those cost -
estivates. If not fully justified in your revised application,

"~ the wasnington Cffice siuply would not offer a contract. I suggest,

 therefore, that you should substantiate your cost estizates in

writing under itex 6 (b, ¢, d, e, f, and g) of your application

°/ for subuitting to tne Wasalngton Office. Presentmg yourselves

N
R
g

&

£

ﬁ;.

. could be let

tor discussion with Field Teai: Mezbers here or in Denver, would have
little avail.” 'faclaren and I -presented ourselves at tie property
on the week end you suggested last bctober for those very discus-
sions,anong other things. . - . -

_ - 1 dig ot receive tae original of the executzed "Ouwnerts
Consent to Lien", as you stated. I received only the onc earbon

' copy, which was Jorwarded to Washington with your revised applica-

tion, and it did not contain the insertion requested in uy February
7 letter. A different form since has been adopted ang the original
and six copies of :Lt would have to be executed be.fore any contracu

| S
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I made no flrm recommendatlono in my letter trwnsmlto
tlng your revised application to Washington, but gave only my
first impression, furnishing you a copy so that you might havelﬂl

a«*tlme to make corrections before the Field Team's formal examina-

tion report is submitted. Preparation of my sectlon of that re-
port will be delayed yet awhile, but I recelved that of. MacLaren's
on April 5. o

As I feared ‘we were both unable to reference the geologlc
sketches in any of the available publications with any land lines. -
" I voiced no obaections to your use of the gate post as a reference
point. I mentioned, however, that the tie indicated on your sketch.

map: 121207 to North Line, Sect. 13“ Seems to place that "cattle

gap" nore nearly at the center. of sec. 12. MacLaren 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,
wuuld 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 reproduce 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 under
item 5 (b) of the application.  Aside from your cost estimates, which .
~we do not believe are realistic, we were unable to understand your
‘geologic reasoning or the locatlons for the proposed tranuhing or
"tunnels". : :

~ 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 sore explora-
tion is merited. Actually I was bitterly disappointed that your re-
vised presentation of maps, project plans, cost estimates, ete.,
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 DMEA contracts. De-
spite the possible reserves that ﬁave been postulated there upon
meager surface evidence whlch systematic exploratlon doubtlessly
would delineate, I still insist that no reserves in the proven or
probable category noyban be calculated reliably. If that can be done,
thien I believe your proposed exploration is difficult to Justify

: The Field Tean discussed sugy estlng a p0331b1e alternative
which you might wish to consider, and which perhaps you mere effective~
ly could present in a less conplex applicatlon proposal,_somewhat as

follows°





» CoL .. . .
. R . . o . . .
w . v - T . N . . .

l Agree to clean out and comprehensiVely map and sample'
some of tne most favorable exlstlng trenches entlrely at yeur own
expense., e
E 2. Request Government partlcipatlon in the costs of
. sinking an inclined 100-foot 'shaft on the most faverable—appearing
zone of manganese mineralization, the location. and dip to 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, supervi51on, consultant?s fees,

- - sampling and analyses, preparation of all reports, maps, ete. .
Thus the Government would participate in the actual costs incurred
. up-to $50 per foot, minus that for any excess size that you might
deen advisable to sink 1n preparatlon for ultimate production
operations. :

3. No othef exploretory work n0w‘appearsvjusthlab1e but
such a proposed contract possibly could be amended if drifting or
: crosscutting from that shaft eventually appeared to be warranted.

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 let any more "short~forr® contracts.

. S The Field Team agreed w1th you last October that diamond

; drllling would not be practicable in that broken formation. We

" understood that you definitely desired to determine by prospect

E trenchlng the inferred northwesterly extension of the manganege-bear-

: 1ng, steeply dipping, @himneyhill strata. According to your geolo-
gic sketch, however, I belleve that inferred extension is not covered
"~ by your present lease. agree that 31gn1f1eant manganese minera-
lization might not extenyf 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. Possibly the

dip changes below the surface and the manganese-bearlng ‘Chimney-
'ﬂhill strata may extend much deeper. ‘ _

: s I belleve you can present an appllcatlon rev1sion ‘more to

' your ¢redit, and which would more fairly reflect the merits of his
deposit. I would be pleased, however, to receive any support*data
_you can prepare and to submit it to Washington, evaluated to the
“best of my abillty.‘ Please bear in mind that recommendatlons I will





. make in my report certainly are not, clamed to be the fjm.l word.
All the available data and opinions eventually will be given care-
ful consideration by the very capable engineers and geologist .
assigned to the Washington Office of DIEA. Whenever ,ju«;tified the
. contracts are drai‘ted and let by that of.‘u.ce.

- Very s:mcerely yours,

_ _Clinﬁon C. Knox *
T . Executive Officer PR
- CCK/vks- DHEA Field Team, Region IV

Copies: MEA bp. Com (2/w.c )/
R MacLaren (w/c) - .
3492 file
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- Dear Mr. ”anx-

L . 3 : . .

P  THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY.
X R 1h17 Dalzell Street P 0 Box #1622
y - --Shreveport, Loulslana v

L‘Apfi1'1955

Mr. Clinton C. Knox, Executlve Offlcer o T
DMEA Field Team, Region IV : _ L L
P. 0. Box 431 A ' o o _ o :
Joplin, Missouri - S N
S Re:  DMEA Docket 3492 (manganese)
© Scherer and Glassell Deposit
' Springbrook, Johnston County, Okla.

We acknowledge recelpt of your very prompt reply to our letter accompanylng the
application for aid in the above referenced project, also the copy of the letter
from you to the DMEA Operating Committee, Deparbnent 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 51te 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 quality 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. k :

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 as it seems to us that your letter is a complete
recommendatlon of a thorough denial of any aid in this explorat:on.

As stated in our accompanying 1exter, the appllcatlon was made with the thought of§
performing this work entirely with our forces using the short form contract as N

"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 g
conversation relative to the entering into a contract for a reinbursement for a

'/:7%517 ({ ;‘F

>, 7%

portion of the actual cost. Also I amsure you recall the writer telling you that
n@L5ggﬂjL1E&hgn&gn_lntgngngg_}mbursement contract and that if that,uaﬁothgmqn;x" N

. way through which we could receive aid the Erolect “would definitely be abandoned.

When you-expldined 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 applrcation. . :

The detailed break down of cost for 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 p01nt we would

not have made an attempt at this time to send a breakdown of the unit prices, we

would simply put the unit prices in our applicatlon and expect an argument later
on as to—the amounts and our adJustificatlon of same.v DR 7

’





" 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 recommend denial 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 p0331b111ty that it extends to
a greater depth. : ,

Because of the differences in thé~ekperiences'of the iwb 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 jou

o givinz 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 Whlch 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. Scheeer and Akhton Glassell

By:,
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Dear Mr. Knox:

p . 208 Wilder Place
T : : ' AR .. Shreveport, lLa.
R L ~ : . March 28, 1955

Mr. Clinton C. Knox-
Executive Officer

DMEA Field Team, Region IV
Joplin, Missouri

: Mr. Glassell has handed me carbon copy of your letter of March
2hth and am now replying to portlons of same. :

Referrlng to 4 (b) of second paragraph it is my understanding
that 35 or 40 tons of ore was: shlpped from prospects north of Bromide and not
from.Sprlngbrook :

‘ ‘ Referring to 4 (c), please be advised that I drew geologlcal
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 the Chimney

- Hill member of the Huntoon Limestone, for about a thousand feet. However, ore
~in the eastern portlon of occurance played out 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 Nw% of SW} sec. 13. This is cited and shown by
Hewitt in U.S.G.S. Bulleton 725
. years after operations had ceased and workings were still open and not caved in.

e), when he visited property in 1920 about two

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, taking five samples which

we found assayed 28-30% Mn. This is worth $40.00 a ton in Deming ard $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 in mind was
cleaning out existing'trenches and sinking shaft following dip of ore zone;

5 (b) You voice obJectlon to use of south post of cattle gap \

‘on ‘eastern line of western half of section 13. This point was fixed by measur-

1
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, !
I

from whom our lease stems.
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- -In a letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr. Wllliam E. Ham Geologlst
for the Oklahoma Geological Survey, the latter fixed. (by means of airplane
photographs ‘in the field) the legal descriptions as Si NWi NWk SWi sec. 13,
T. 28., R« 7 E., Johnston County, Okla. -This includes only the western portion
of mlnerallzztlon which held the only promlse of continuing in depth. This o
letter was dated October 29, 1954. The above area. encompasses 5 aeres. ' Lease

- held by Mr. Scherer takes in entire western half of NWi SWi sec. 13, T. 2 S.,
R. 7 E and taking in 20 acres which includes the above—mentloned 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 beneficiatlng mAnganese ore in the Phllipplnes was cited
as it has a distinct bearing on this partlcular progect. .

- 'In 6 (a) you write "that appllcants 1nd1cate that they intend
. to let all work to sub~-contractors®. This surely is a misunderstanding as it
has never been 1ntended for anyone- to do this work but ourselve%.

As you pomnted out, some of the cost estimates ndght 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, ete., should our figures of $194. OO
be con51dered excessivey? . .

: “We are prepared to ccn31der a resubm1331on of. uth price for _
trenchlng together with a relocation of same to delineate ore-bearing Chimney :
Hill at surface if you or Mr. Maclaren still desire 1t or drop it entlrely as
far as Mr. Glassell and I are concerned

In Mex1co Phillpplnes, 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
Springbrock. Any experienced miner would know that it is impossible to "pin-
point" location of mine levels in an erratic orebody like Springbrook until
shaft has been sunk; therefore only tentative location of- proposed shaft was -

shown on map.

R Mentlon is made of 100—foot .shaft atrSprlngbrook. The only
"shaft" that I know anything of is the Meoyote" 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. Our prospective location for shaft is at
least 150 feet north of this "coybte" hole and in minerallzed zone.

r 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 dlamond-drllllng (I have always |
held this to be useless here) ruled out. Wouldn't 1t be wiser if we submitted

“these. items one at a time?





i

‘beg to remain,

Assuring you of our desire-for,éqntinued cobperation; I

Mde:sincgrely;>

) " Morris C. Scheref ‘





© . Joplin, Missouri

aa

 INERE
E oo R L . ﬂ‘.i 4¥April.l955 o e -
 Mr. Cliston C; Knox, Exeoutive Officer ~ .

'DMEA Field Team, Beglon VI =~ =~ - - .. °

P, 0. Box 431 o, po

Scherer and Glassell Deposit: ~ . &

- Springbreck, Johnsbon Cewnty, .. B

 Oklahoma . -

" Answering your reply of 2l Nareh 1955 to the DHEA Committee, Department of
" Interior, Washingten, D. Ci1 . e ] L
1. (a) It was not intended there bs two meiling addresses. Your.letter '
addressed to Ashton Glaspell and ¥erris C.;aehorqx;,f_'ﬂoxilb&, Shroveport,

‘Loussiana, is the address which we intended to o used, _
o (B) {Wa.aiauiédrﬁhat‘in*ansﬁér ﬁ@'ihiéfiten'it was as some others, obvious.
“'We do not wish to go to the expense.of forming & legal partnership until it is

at least definite that this exploratiry work: will e performed, which can not

""" be done unless we re¢eive the aid from the Government. The application was

. signed by both individusls and we assumed that it would be agpeeable to porroém

o under that 'connoét;i@xi until th’oilexplora;tory: work was completed,

3, (d) It being a very difficult proposition to arrange a meeting with the
.- land owners, we deemed it best to obtain the leases in the names of whomever
. contacted the owner first, If At is desirable, said lease can be signed to
_the two applicants as. a jJeint matter. The failure to send the six coples of

©. the "Owners Consent to Lien" was strictly an over sight on the part of Ashton -

Glassell, ' He intended to have the one- copy in our possession photostated and
%o send you, however, in the rush to complete the application this was over- -
“looked. ¥e do not have another copy of this document in our possession, but
" we will reimburse you for the cost of six photostated copies if ybou care w0
_have them done, or if you will return the original to us we will have them
 photostated and return to yow., = - U L

Le - (8) ' Because of thetactth&t &11 known ’lhfoxﬁ#ti;Sn cono@mihig -t~hi's' ‘work ;
 which has been done at this site is published in priwted phamplets; we assumed

that it was common knowledge that the applicants have done no work except - . '
. superficial examination of what was done many year ago. You will potlce that
".one of ths unit items stated in our spplicstion is for cleaning out the old
ttCnGhOI} j . _ A ‘ i. f. 'ﬁ>-‘_d 1 :-;;‘2;‘fl - f,'i : : . fA E
.. 7 (b). We knew of no shipments of ore in 1942 from Springbrook, however, there
was & similar afiount as that mentioned in your letter shipped from North of '
- Bromide. It is possible that such is the case, -~ = . . - 7 RO '

| Res DMEA Docket 3492 (Manganese) - T - a
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i " {¢) Please be advised that I drew geolopical map from that in Bulletin ¥o,
" 39 (1944) Economic Geology (after H:m and Oakes). I admit error in stating ‘

" that minersl¥mesisn follows fault sone. What I meant to say was that it is in~ =
fluenced by fault sone but really follews the Chimney Hill member of the Huntoon
Limestone, for about a thousand feet. However, ore in the eastern portion of .
occuranse played out at very shallow depth but remeins rather persistant in the

western LOO feet of same. This last LOO feet lies entirely within western half = = -

" of WW: of SW: Sect. 13.. This is edited and shown by Hewitt in U.$.G.C. Bulletin
725 (e), when he visited property in 1920 about two years after operations had
ceassd and working were still epen and not caved in.  Strike of fault makes an

o angle of 30 degress to the south of that of the Chimney Hill member, as Mr. MacLaren |

" pointed out last Octoder and &s shown by Ham and Oakes. . A zdne Of manganese

" mineralization 400 feet long and 4= feet wide is clearly indieated, Some little
" ore remains on foot wall side of trench and I broke off a large plece which Mr,

- .Glassell had assayed and found ssme to contain 55% Mn. Last April, Wr. W. H.

" MoCartaey, a mining enginesr of Shreveport, and I sampled Leigois from previous

. operation, teking five samples which we found to assay 28-30% Mn. ' This is worth .

. $40,00 per ton in Deming and 420,00 per ton at Springbrook.  Soms 50 to 100 tons

remain., If I remember, trenching wes suggested by either Maclaren o yourself.

. 'am the only project that I had in mind was eleaning out existing trenches and
sinking shaft following dip of ore gome, - - - = oo

5 (b) Yeu woice cbjection to use ef south pest of cattle gap oh eastern | |
- western half of Section 13. This’ peint was fixed by nuwgiﬁg’ (ehhi:m :ﬁ; of FL
- - drag chain) a distance ef 2120 feet morth to above-mentioned south post of cattle
© &sp. It is intended to uee this point for future réference of future work and base
- lime was laid out due west or at right amgles with femce which merks the eastern

. r.v:.hmr‘y‘ of property of Mr. and M&q‘.'.a. Petty, from whom cur lease stems.

- In a letter to Mr. Scherer from Mr. Willium K. Haw, Geologist for the

© ‘Oklahoms Gsological Swrvey, the latter fixed (by means of sirplane photographs

- in the field) the legal descriptions as 8% W} NWi SW} Seect. 13, T. 2 8., X. 7 K. .

o thmmn__ County, Cklahoma. This includes only the western portien of mineralisation,
‘Which held the only promise of comtinting in depth. This letter was dated October

29,-195%+ The above area encompisses S acres. Leasé held by Mr. Sohersr takes im

eatire Western Ralf of WH} SW) Bect. 13, T.2 8., R..7 E, and taking in 20 acres

-which includes the above-mentioned Saores. - - . T .

o,





X’ago_fii - TR ',.Mré,'ﬂCl;iﬁth;Goﬁ Kox e h-_,Aptiil‘.’:l?ss |

85, {d) Tho nxparimuo of tho sppliaants a8 a Jo&n‘b onduvor, is J.J.mitcd to.
~ the operation of mining: and’ producing iron ore in East Texas, for the Lone
©8tap gteel Company. The ¢peration will be Under the direot’ suparvision of
. . Mr, Scherer and hia cxporitnco is givm mdor this u;om 111 our origrinal ‘
IS appliettion. : _ s S e T

: (a) The upplieanta clo not intend 0 sub-wntrnet any of the antloip&tod L
= ,comtructim , but intend performing the work entirely with their own forces at
. -the unit pri.ca set forth under item 6-3 of our application. . The amounts stated
© .4n our application, of ocourss, are controversial amounts and we will be very
-+ happy to discuss in minute detail. ‘these. amounts, but believe we. can substantiate -
- our figures if given the epportunity to do-so. lie hold ourselves ready to present
~ ourselves to your office or at any convenient plaee, if and when requested by you. -
The detailed figures, attached to our.application, wers sent for the sols reasen -
. that you might analyse them in then @vent further argument ‘is needed to substantiate .-
. these figures, This territory is very difficult to.get to and a long way from our .~
" headquarters, ‘whioh Will mturally run. the uni.t prica hiphor thm it would be \mdw o
- these o*rcumutancea. ; . . : :

7. (a.) Tha applicants are. undgg the mss&on t.hat thgy mgt 1y all money
- that is n.c.m:xm?ﬁ.mim on but_that each menth t ﬁ.mw'

' 'a reinbursement of 75% of the gosl 3 incurred during the pregeding menthe ' /
" preparations haYe been made along F0im line and arrangemmt- ham bom ooqplotod. 4/ 4

s by O

L i Bis {s in error, we would appmeimo your commerit,” | il o

(v Our -tttommt in'this ites was, made in the manner in which u was for
: 'hck of other words rore suitable. is stated in 7-&, we are preparsd to furnish
' the entire cost based on the monthly reiubursemsnt as called for in the short :
forn gontraet, acdording to our ‘understnading,. Sinece ommtmet is to be based
 ‘on unit prices, thers is noi mmeh peed for any ‘explanation, .or -tatcsmont, &8 to i
.. value of equipment, dcgroe;at:lon of sam, or meh uttwa. All of mu is covorod
o v};;Ln tho mj.tv pricu. . . TR , ,

- “ Ver tmly joulra,' PR

" ‘Mofris C. Scherer and Ashton Slussell

e po, el S





R UNITED STATES
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
PO GEOLOG]CAL SURVEY : ,
Mm Minersls Explorstion A&-inhtrttim ‘
. Denver Yedewel Center
mm, Colorado

IN REPLY REFER TO: '

| April 1, 1955

. ) . . o : ' STl
. . . ‘ A RPN
Nemoxandwm : o L LA R

Po: nr. clnm c. Xnox, Executive Mﬁcear ARG ww
o DMEA Field Team, Rogleon IV :
P. 0. Box tBl, Jonlm Misaours

. From: D. R. Meclaren

mmt: DMEA Docket 3452 (W), Scherer sud M,
.. Sprimghroek deposit, Johnston Gwnty, Oklahoma

In acewdmce with owr telaphone cwarutm yesterday,
.Imrmmamtmmmﬂwq@mmmm,am,
deposit. As I already had the repert writtem, exceps for the last ,
few lines in the section om Recommendstions, I made one or two appro-
priate cheanges sad sdded the final lines. I hope I have included

_‘metmmmmumm‘joxatmt.‘

: I have gone over the applicent's mev "maps® Mhhm-
posals. I cannot see smy rsason for tremching mortk of the line of
mineralization as they propose. Purhaps, instead of denfnl withous
prejudice, a betier recismendation to consider would be that the ape
plicents, after estedlishing the fact that the land they have under
lease incindes the sene of mineralizsstion that they showed us, first
should cleem owt the tremch ia vhich they propose to sink szd deters
aine vhether or not there is evidemce %o Justify & shaf't at that peint. -
Actually they bave not shows sxy meagamese still iz place, snd I think
that cleaning ouk should, thwrefore, be done et their expenve before
%y program is spproved. Iwm»nmriﬂmumuhnm:xm
‘mendation you prefer. Geolegically scme exploration appears to be:

- meritved, thttcmhémmimwnuMMcut
'wm»mzmuummem

a IMW%»W&MWW»WWMM
up to the drafiing room, mmmautzmnmmm,m

1tmhsemh¢twoh)em ﬂ:ﬂnbew htluumum,

Wmmwwmmxg. ‘

| Douald R. Msclaren
. DRMaclaren:arh - | |
' ,DMIE',{;I/
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mmx o mn .
Jm W, OXLAROMA
-mmm*rm :

‘ m-ru c. mmmam«n«mmm, Muﬂsi&m, -
 have mama %o the Defonse mmm.c Rlerstion Mutatstretton for |
mautm to mlm Lor mmn in Jolmston Mﬁ m-m.. IE -

- OPem. Sk,

numlmmhwmmwm

mmmmm,u:mmma&mhw(

- (Gmm'u shave 75 mmnt or t37,665 00). -

m s he mmmk (M um) ms aqmzt,

jwwzumsnm mm«mmamwu,
 ORlanoun. nz.mmmmwammwmw

mmdmmmtutwmasutlmwthnmwm,w

5 ]*uum,wmmmm,mummw:ma

| Anmmmmmocms,xm,mmww

_"c.c.mwmv.s.mwm,mmmumu.,m
‘Bottoms of the tvemekas were coversd by & foet o move o€ fehris
'_fcmnﬁu«mmmmtmausmmwmmm o
Zeaves, Wrenches, end brige. . Novever, sngraese niserals ia lace
’jimummmwmmm Saall stoek piles of
’"i«amummmmmmmnyommomm;ff

» .u:m.mutoc;um[. o
MW*&O arm mm 506 foet of Arifs and aross-cut frow e
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° o

mixture of menganese carbonate and manganite, It is concludmd that
the chance of mkm‘ . niwm«nt discovery of magaueu om 1. faiy
and that the chance of discovering up to 5,000 toml of 55 remeu&
toltcpercent manganese ore is goed. |

The a.ppncanta‘ prelent J.ea.ae e:qp:lxu sepmer w, .19559

dces not inclwu emua of the wineralized zoRe. to be nutﬁciemm

attractive to tm Gmmm‘ 'L‘he wpli.cmtl vem 8o aﬂv&udg a.nd

‘on March 19, 1955, mbnittea a nev lease dated :ﬁ‘ebrm h, 39‘»5,

which will continve in effect for a pe:iad of 3 years and as long
Mu.fur as production may continue. | | | |

The geology of the ?pr;lnabraok (Viola) Wae deposite i
deacrxbed in U. 8. Geoloaia&‘l. Survey Buuetin 735-E by D. B“; iieuett
(1921), 4n axmw Geological Survey xmm. Report no. 20 vy |

Co Ao Merritt (1.91&1), and 48 Ec:mic Geolw. volume 39 b:r

W. E. Hem and M. C. uakcs (19%) '.l.'hue papers hsve been ra*ealy

_.'md :m the prapantmn of thza mort

In the vi.omity of the Syringbrook msnmse deposita, sed1~

‘mentary beds that reuge in sge from cubrm to ca.rbonuwm ave. B

cmid.emb}.y :tolded and fanlted. '.Ehe Chmyhul Mueotene of

. suurmz age is m omym or ecamﬂ.c wortance mo:ur #s the
. manganese dewuita are emcermd. A m.jor tault » apparently an overe
‘thtmmdthcbeﬁstomuwthabowa,moz«tw

Vith respect to the beds to the north, strikes K. 70° W to nearly
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| ,,mmtmumss‘wm"m mwmmx,ﬂnm.
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' .usthmthMnmmmmmm'
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. sprisgs. mamumtwdmtmmmwnntmr‘
‘unummmnuummnﬁmmmmm

ammmmnmnwtucmwmwumw

~mlym Sylvan shale (mmw). Just vy tite ome wu, to the
'V,'mlmimofmmm hmtnhmhmuun

understood. , o : ‘
mmm,mz,mmum,mmmtmu

- ]_’.mmawomxmmm Tae lazgest trench 1s sbout 330 feet lomg,
.‘louaofmw,mwwmtmm,mmmmm

| ','mmmmmeomm,ammsuwﬁm,mu

. dapth frow 5 40 10 fost, The ore ocowrs & lens-like masses of mived
'Wmmmmuummmnmmmmw

enm;mmzmm Mmmaxmmmaiuwtesor«t

 lemy, 5ruwa.,msmtmm mdcmmuunwm
wm(zm)mummu.som«mwssgaa pezcent
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DOCKET

& o I %00 - Surname:

MAR 301955

¥r, Gliam ¢. Knox, ‘meuﬁin, Officer
DMEA Pield Tean, &;m Iv -
P, Q. Box A3}
Joplim, Wissouri
lss Docket Mo, DEBA 3#92 MWIQ
. K, 8, SQhartg.uadigshbun ﬂlaanall
Springbrook pos
S Johnsen Gmmty, Giclahewms
. Thie uu wkmwladge ';vm' lettm' of March 2%,
19585, trtnalittxng a revision of the above-doeketed applica-
tion for explorsiion assistance, with your amant:s and the
notation that the Field Team mmt uill be rmmmmg
Ve nill, therefore, mt:l.mn ho&ding the :mbjwt.
_ application in abeyance unt_u m eomplet;e mm 'hzn report
' and reconmendations are m&eiw@.

81&6@!“?13 Jours,

Genroe C. Selfr.dge

mimn, Operating cmx:ué’y —}

Approved: ' ‘ . . ee: DocketL/””f
| | | ' -~ FT, Reg. IV
' o .~ Code 400 R
: J. H. Hedges (3/) - Adn. Reading File
Wewber, Bureau of Wises —  Operating Committee

Gilbert DeHuff, USBM
Thor Kiilsgaard USGS

. E. AL- Newcomb - A cﬁég) FARutledge/ls | | |
Wember, Gsologieal Survey ‘3/29/55 R |
¢
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UNITED STATES - .

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION ~ "7~ 777L 7 o7 =7 s

P. 0. Box #431 Sy
Joplin, Missouri S 0L
_ March 24, 1955
DMEA Operating Committee V4;°w
Department of the Interior
Washington 25, D. C. Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)
Scherer & Glassell
Springbrock 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 Applicants; I have taken the liberty of sending
your second copy directly to Mr. Harshman (UsGs-Denver) for the use
of Don MacLaren, 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: - o

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 "Qwner'!s Consent to Lien' to be
submitted with the phrase to be added as per my February
7 letter, only one carbon copy was received. :

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





(b)

(c)

(b)

(d)

(a)

Also 35 tons of ore reportedly marketed in 1942 -

no proven or probable reserves are belleved to
remain.

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. certalnly is not in evidence there
now as stated.

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, 21207 (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
significante 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. o

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

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 thab the
Applicants are uncertain 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.





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

(b)

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

I doubt that the proposed exploration work would justify
the use of $18,900 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 DMEA 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. Complete.Field Team reports will be forthcoming.

CCK/vks
Enclosures (2)

cc: DMEA Op.
Attn. Mac

Mr. Scherer

Sincérely yours,

(i, O. Fnts

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

Com. (2)
Laren/E.N. Harshman
USGS~Denver

Mr. Glassell

3492 file





. o l’ - %’Y - DMEA Operating Comm. /
. - UNITED STATES .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

' DEEENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION ‘
' AR ST O A smq ‘ M }%‘,I)\i % S uw@@

ki

" P. 0. Box {431
J oplin, sidscouri

o ’ _ darel: 24, 1955
fessrs. Asi on Glassell & Jorris C. Scrersr’” ' I

Box #1622, ' .
shreveport, Lom.,iana o

' ' _Re: Docket nm-—w;z {arn, ).:meﬁe)

Jeherer and Glassell

' . o Springbrook deposit
Dear Sirs: . ' - Jommston County, Ckla..

A This ia to acknowledge receipt ye.;terday of vaur letters
" of ¥arch 19 and ilarch 21 with the supplement«al data for *.rour above-
cltef' appllcation.

: -I forwarded tie orn.umal ang orne copy o:E‘ that» raterial
to ‘ime Wasiington Uffice and one copy to fir. .laclaren of the Geoclogi~
cal Survey in Denver tlis uorning, adding uy first impression {rox
that material in the letter of transuittal, a copy of whic: is enclos-
- .ed herewith. A4s soon as tizme permits now I will complete oy study
of your application a.nd preparation of ny section of the Field
exaudnation report. When dr. HacLarents part of that repert is
received tiey will be sent to the Washington (ffice for the final
‘reviews and decisions. That will give you consideradle time if
there is anymmb furtner you wlsn to add or revise :I.n your applica-
tion.

‘As for the questions in ﬂr. Sﬁherér??ietterzl S

1. Attached hereto is another copy of DMEA brder—l & Ienr{ea,
. on whiea I have underlined with rec pencil the minerals
. wolybdenw: and wercury in the up-to-date lists of stratesic
- winerals eligible for the. :mdicated rat.io of XiLA ,,.mrtzci-
patiOn.

-2 It would not oe froper. for ae to recomuend deposits of
' strategic uinerals in this region for your client tc invest
“dn. - I suggest that you contact the State ;eolozists who
have puch better catalogues on such infor: ation tmm we
have available in t’;:.s office. =

.Very sincerely youra,
. .Clinton C. Knox

_— R - Dxecutive Officer

CCK/vks (enc. 1) - DIEA Yield Teab, &eg,im III
cc: DMEA Up. Cou (2) -

7 ljr. Scherer ‘

Jdr. laclaren

3492 file
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Y : Shreveport, Louisiana
' March 21, 1955

Mr. Clintaen C. Knox ?
Executive Engineer -
DMEA Field Team VI
Joplin, Missouri

My dear Mr. Knox:

_ A Both Mr. Glassell 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 éil 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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0 THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION CO.
P o INCORPORATED ' e |
Y CONSTRUCTORS , Y S
1417 Dalzell Street P. 0. Box 1622

Shreveport, Louisiana

March 19, 1955

Mr. Clinton C. Knox,Executive Officerv/
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., which is pursuant to
DMEA 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 GLASSELL

By: /s/ Asthn Glassell
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"FES\TS ESTABLISHED 1898 INDUSTRIAL and ANALYTICAL
ain Office 618-622 Joplin Street Telephone 556

JOPLIN, MISSOURI

General Construction Company
Picher, Oklahoma P. 0. Box 1622 i St. Louis, Missouri
* Connell Hotel Bldg. Shrevepor'b, Louisiana 3-;?«55 306 Valley Drive

Telephone 710

Bruce Williams Laboatorles CHEMISTS

Telephone Imperial 3526

OUR NO. MARK DESCRIPTION

701269 Manganese Ore #2

Manganese Mn 5642 DO A’; U OF promn
Iron Fe 1.50. JORLLY, 10,
Silica 3402 ql.82
Phosphorous P 0+09 £
Copper Cu "0.007 e 3
BT8R 4y

This is a high gra:m manganese ore.

UARCO INC..CHICAGO





S The Bruce Williams Laboratories | CHEMISTS
d FESTS ESTABLISHED 1896 INDUSTRIAL and ANALYTICAL

ain Office 618-622 Joplin Street Telephone 556

JOPLIN, MISSOURI
. General Construction Company

Picher, Oklahoma | P. 0. Box 1622 ‘ : St. Louis, Missouri
" Connell Hotel Bldg. Shreveport, Louisiana 3-9-55 : 306 Valley Drive
Telephone 710 ﬁ

Telephone Imperial 3226

OUR NO. MARK DESCRIPTION

701268 Manganese Ore #1

Manganese Mn 3.97
Iron Fe 1.50 TR T e e
B ) Silica Si02 1,19  DURaE ol UoEg
- YT TN )Y
5 Phosphorous P | 0.09 JOTLN, 1.0,
) 4 Copper Cu 0,‘1006 .
‘\‘l N (;
Qf | f
QQ This is a high grade manganese ore,
W* 5 g T \
\Q o / \\
Y M/ay/] \\
fﬂj i il
M ‘ . 3/ 2 Q} ‘/‘ (A/,
[ % C' //

)
. ~ .
. e ‘ W
UARCO INC. . CHICAGO «,‘:»/
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AMINERALS TECHNOLOGY

: \ P~ A DIVISION
MF-203 S
(Revised July 1, 1954) ., OWNER' B CONSEMTA'I\O%QJNQSS
: - : EW?I
WHEREAS, the unders1gned ‘as owrer, °°’°¥3’{f§1§‘63€ﬁr'ﬂv j@’éller has an lnte&eﬁg“'&% %nbcertaln
' OPLIN, MO.
- property in the State of mi@m& ]I L ‘County of- JQF?ST@II\? , described as
i . . . i v ’ ‘v
L N
. b
follows:1/ : 3 &

Yoster half o7 TVE of Sh (%@ ecros). Soct, 13, To 2 ey Re 7 5.
Vorthern naie of ML o gz:é (20 acmes) Boct. My To 2 8y Be 7 I
Southern holf of __ &&% of WE: {20 accres) Sect. b, . 2 8., B. T B.
Southern Walif of G: of WmY (20 ncres) Soct. 1., B. 2 8., R. 7 B.

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

2/ pahton flaaaelld snd Uorrda ¢. Schovem,

4

hereinafter called the "Operator"; and

WHEREAS under the provisions of said contract the Government is entitled to a percentage
" royalty on productlon and to other rights and equities which do or may confllct w1th or be adverse
to the rights of the unders:.gned

NOW THEREFORE, the undersigned, in cons:.dera.tlon of said contract and as an mducement
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, 'and
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 percéntage royalty on production3d/
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 ‘lease-Jor .contract, deed, or other document] dated ., and
recorded in book _____ bage _ 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.

3/ Mining or-broduction from the land is not required, and in the absence of production there is
no obligation to repay the Government. ‘

(OVER) - - : . v
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(Revines Aneh 1952) UNlTE‘TATES DEPARTMENT~°0F"T HE, 1

DEFENSE MlNERALS EMPL@RAE{/?N"ADMWIS
w

R Form Approved.
OBudget Bureau No. 42-R1085.2.

", Not to be filled in by applicant
APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN N =
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT 10551y, nafp. Docket No. ——

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE Date Receive
PRODUCT'ON ACT OF 1950 AS AMENDED Estlmated Cost

Partlclpatlon‘"r( Government %) ....... S

NAAD ‘) 9 14kK
AT o=

1 %4

X’a‘!

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applicant—(a) State here your full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to contraét, and your
mailing address: Morris. C. Scherer, 208 Wilder.Place, Shreveport, Iouisizna
Ashton. Glassell, P.Q...Box ]6?2, Shrevepart, Louisiana

(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.

(¢) 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 descriptidn 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 West. J,/2 of . the NW. J./l;. of .the SW. l/.l., of s
_Section.13,.and the South 1/2 of the SW.1/L. of the NE 1/j and the South 1/2 of the. . ...
SE.1/l of. the NE. 1/l and.the North 1/2 of the NE 1/4 of the SE.1// of Section 14,
all _in Township. 2 South, and Range 7.East, Johnston.County, QOklahoma.

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

(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.

(¢) 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 avallablh’cy of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power. ' 16—68551-1





5. The exploration ;ofroject—(a,'ate the mineral or minerals for which you w‘o explore

Manganese

(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 exploratlon work as related to such features as contacts,
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc.

(¢) The work will start within ___A0._.__ 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 ablhty 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:

(@) 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, supe'rmswn, 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 equlpment costing less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuel. e e

(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 showmg 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), analytlcal work, accounting, workmen’s compensation
and employers’ liability insurance, and payroll taxes.

) 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 regulatxons on
_Government participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)?

(b) How do you propose to furnish your share of the costs"

l:' Money m Use of equipme_nt owhed by you | Other

Explain in detail on acompanying paper.

CERTIFICATION

The undermgned 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 hls knomledge and belief.

e——

L10h

{/// - e
. .\ y
Y or s T Bther

Dated .

. Title 18; U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully fdise statement or representation to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. o

U. 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE  16—66551-1
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3.
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)
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Morris C, Scherer and Ashton Glassell, both residents of bnreveport,gg/‘ L

Iouisiana. eT

Morris C. Scherer, 208 Wilder Pl, and Ashton Glassell, 819 Oneonta St.

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

Section 13 and 14, Township 2 South, Range 7 East, Johnston County,
Oklahome.,

Springbrook or Viola

Lessee - ,

Copy of lease attached.

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, 50 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.

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)s In U. S. G. S, Bulletin No. 725 (&), Hewitt estimates this
deposit to contain 5,000 tons of 35-40% manganese ore within 100 feet of
surface,

Property is regarded as a hypogene deposit, due to the presence of the
mangangse mineral, haussmanite., This mineral is commonly regarded as being
indicative of manganese deposition of deep-seated origine. 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 4O% 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.

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, some 25 miles distance.

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 taken ovesr 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 awaye
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5. (a) Manganese
(b) 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 shomn on drawing attached hereto and marked S B,

Ssiratior

(c)

(d) Morris C. Scherer, a graduate mining engineer, (E1 Paso School of Mines)
with more than 25 years in the field in the U. S., Mexico, and Phillpplne
Islands, plans to conduct all technical phases of operations. He has
specialized experience in exploring for ard mining manganese ores in the
Philippines and in Arkansas.

6.. (a)

1. 194.10 per lineal foot of shaft.

2. 95.73 per lineal foot of tunnelling.

3. 26,20 per cubic yard of open trenches.

L. T1L.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
présent 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 $40,000.00 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.
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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 Ouwners of Sections 14 and parts of Section 13, in
Township 2 South, Range 7 East, in Johnston County, State of Oklahmma., That on

this property of the 1essoré is located a deposit of macanese ore, and

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

developing, mining and marketing said ore for commercial purposéso

Now, Therefore, for and in consideration of the sum of One $1,00 Dollar, and
other good and valuable considerations, the receipt whereof is hefeby 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 man-anese ore from
the following described real estate in Johnston County, State of Oklahoma, to-wits:
.The West Half of the Northwest Quarter of the
Southwest Quarter of Section’l3, and the North - Nvﬁ%» Swzx See.t3
Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast N |
Quarter, and the South Half of the Southeast N4 VE% $BL
Quarter of the Northeast Quarter, and -the South SJE. 55%’ Mgeg}p Se il -
Half of the Southwest Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter of Section 14, 2ll in Township 2 South, 5{_ Swé; “JEA@
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 hirhway and to a railroad siding;
to place machinery and eguipment upon the leased premises necessary to'carry out

exploration, deVelopmeht 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 lessors for all manganesé
ore mihed, shipped and sold from said premises, a royalty of ten per centum of
the price sold f.o.b., mines therefor in cashs That the payment therefor shall
be made monthly, and on the first day of eaeh mbnth following receipt of payment

for ore actually sold and accepted by the Purchaser.





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 ﬁining 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 Py 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 judgemént thej should becomre unprofitable, by

giving fhe lessors notice in writing at least thirty days pdor to the suspensione.

It is further agreed that the term of this lease shall be three years from the d;te
hereof, and as long thereafter as manganese ore is being produced. FProvided, however,
that unless actual, visible and physical mining operations. are begun by the lessee
upon said property withing six months from the daté@ of this agreement, that this agree-
ment shall become automatically null, void, ﬁnd of no force and effect and shall not

thereafter be binding upon any of the parties heretoe.

It is further agreed that this agreement may be terminated by mutual consent, given
by both parties in writing at any time., That thié agreement shall be binding upon
the heirs, executors, administrators, devisees and assigns of each of the parties
hereto,

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

ébove written.

J.H. Petty (Signed)
WITNESSESS: J.H. Petty, Lesser

Lena Petty  (Signed)
Lena Petty, Lessor

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

Gustave Friedman (Signed)

Sylvia Friedman fSiggedZ
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SHAFT 7'x9'x100

Ry 2R
Materials $ 2,030.00
Equipment, Tools, Powder, elc. 3,301.40
Labor 5,390400
Insuranceand Taxes, 48% of Labor 2,587.20
Propotionate part of Misc'l, costs +39 3,281,61
| $16,590.21
Contingences 2,820.34

$19,410,55 ¢ $194.10 per 1. foot
OPEN TRENCHES 6~ 12'x60'x3': 480 cu, yds.

Equipment, tools, powder, etc. $ 3,558.00

Labor ; : 3,720,00
Insurance & taxes _39% of payrodl 1,450.80
Propotionate part of Misc'l, costs «24 2,019.46
| | . $10,748.26
Contingences 1,827.,21

F12.575.47 ¢ $26.20 per cu. yd.
TUNNEL 5'x71x200!

Equipment, tools, powder, etc, $ 4,502,00

Materials 2,000.00

Labor L, 560400

Insurance & Taxes A48% of Payroll 2,188.80
Propotionate part of liisc'l, costse 37 3,113.33

$16,36L4.13

Contingences 2,781,90

$19,146.03 3 $95.73 per 1. foot

Cleaning old trenches

Small tools,picks etc. : $ 306.00

Foreman one Month 475,00
Common Labor ' 3,750,00
Contingencies 775,00

$ 5,300.00 3354 ft. 314495 per 1l.ft
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SRR 4 ..1 : .
Shaft 7'x9'x100' and 6Qenches 121x3'x60!' and 200! tuny 517!

-

RS

LOCATION: -Johnson Co. Oklahoma

LABOR ON SHAFT (ONE DAY)

1 Hoist Engineerv 8 hrs. @ $2.50 $20,00 o
1 Air Drill .

Operator 8 hrs, @ 2,25 18,00 fop i
1 Blasting man 8 hrs. @ 2.00 16.00 SR A
2 Muckers 16 hrs. @ 1.50 214,,00
2 Laborers 16 hrs. @ 1.25 20,00

: $98,00 x 55 days actual work %
MATERTALS FOR SHAFT
8120 1FB oak lbr. @ $100.00
Labor on above @ 150,00
EQUIPMENT ON SHAFT '
1 Hoist 4 hrs. per day, 42 days 168 hrs. @ $4.25  §714.00
(G @l.ZQ, 0il. $.40, Rep $L.75,
$.90)
1 Air Hammer Ahrs. per day, 42 days 168 hrs. @ §5.55 $932,40
(G $1.20, 0il $.40, Rep §2.80,
$1.15)

Cable-Bucket, Greeseete 200,00
Small Tools, Drills ?(_Pointsete 480,00
Dynamite 2500# @ $.30 ) 750,00
Caps & Fuses 1500 each @ $,15 225,00
LABOR ON TRENCH (ONE DAY)
1, Dozier operator 8 hrs. @ $2.25 $18.00
1 Air Drill operator .

8 hrs. @ 2,25 18,00
2 Hammer operators lbhrs. @ 1.75 28,00
6 Laborers ’ L8hrs. @ 1.25 60400

‘ . $124,00 x 30 days actual work
EQUIEMENT OF TRENCH |
1, Dozier 4 hrs, per day, 18 days: 72 hrs. o 748,80

: ( $1.80, oil $.50, rep $4.50, $3.60) $10.40
1 Air Hammer 6 hrs. per day, 24 days; th hrs. - , 79920
. : ) 5.55

Points, small tools, etc. 750,00
Dynamite 3600# @ $.30 1,080,00
Caps & Fuses 1200 each, $.15 180,00
LABOR ON TUNNEL  (ONE DAY)
1 Hoist Ingineer 8 hrs. @ $2.50  $20,00
1 Air Drill .

Operator 8 hrs, @ 2,25 18,00
1 Blasting man 8 hrs, @ 2,00 16.00
1 Mucker 8 hrs, @ 1.50 12,00
1 Laborer 8 hrs. @ 1l.25 10.00 ‘

$76.,00 x 60 days actual work
EQUIPMENT ON TUNNEL
1 Hoist 4 hrs. per day for 60 days, 240 hrs. @ $4.25 1,020.00
1 Airhammerihrs. per day for 60 days, 240 hrs. @ 5.55 1,332.00
1 Lightplant .

. 8 hrs. per dayfor 60 days, 480 hrs. @ .50 240,00
1 Airblower8 hrs. per dayfor 60 days, 480 hrs. @ .50 240,00
Small tools, etc.. . 560,00
Dynamite 2500# @ $.30 750400

§60.00

Caps & fuses 2400# @ $.15

PROJECT:

Manganese Prospect

5,390.00

812,00
1,218.00

3,301.40

3,720.00

3,558.00

L, 560400

L, 502,00





MISCELLANEOUS COSTS

Hauling equlpment 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 23 weeks @ $150,00 _ . 3,450,00
Telephone and Telegrams, etc. 23weeks @ 10,00 230,00

Traveling Expenses, 1 trip per wk.,
23 weeks@ 63,00(10¢per mi,plus $10 mea.ls) 1,449.00

Tool house and shed 350,00
Labor clearing road & 51te, 3 nen, h days @ $L.50 | 144.00
Equipment costs, .

clearing road & site, 1 Bulldozer, l6hrs. @ $9,50 per hr. 152.00
Engineering and Locating 350.00

Samples and shipping: 5 from each Trench, 20 from shaft,
L from -each tunhel (1%6) °

L1 samples @ $25.00, inc, shipping 1,025,00

Assay' S 1+l @\ %9000 . 369.00

Consultant, one each week for 23 weeks @ $100.00 2,300,00
. ' .
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' COPY - H-E!perating Committee -

c : Wasi®igton 25, D. C.
0 ~ | s i i "
P:- a0 [0 S
! ' Pesine
Re: Docket DMEA 3492 (manganese) o Y&
Scherer & Glassell
Springbrook Deposit
Johnston County, Okla. : 208 Wilder Place
Shreveport, La.
February 9, 1955
Mr. Clinton C. Knox . . W(j
Executive Officer RO !
DMEA Field Team, Region IV s v
Joplin, Missouri g

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

IMEA Op. Com. (2)
D. R. MaclLaren, Denver





‘ UNITED STATES . ' W

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

P. 0, Bax #431
Joplin, Missou:z.-iﬂe& 400 :
Copy ¥ February 7, 1955
y 3 ‘/‘/f
. Mr. Horris C. Scherer

208 Wilder Place .

Shreveport, La. Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)
Scherer and Glassell
Springbrook deposit

Dear Mr. Scherer: Johnston County, Okla.

With reference to your letter of January 8, I have been
expecting that I or Don Maclaren, U. S. Geological Survey, Denver
Federal Center, Denver 2, Colorado, would near somsthing 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 MF-203, such as I furnished for you to submit,
the following insertion (see the attachked sauple form): In paragraph
2 the words *'the period fixed in the contract or any amendment there-
of has" are substituted for "ten years have. ‘

In response to the postseript of your letter, I will glad-
1y send your son any suitable mineral specimens that may be acquired
in this office. Unfortunately for you I had just boxec 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,

Clinton C. Knox
Executive Officer

CCK/vks DMEA Field Team, Region IV
Encl. (1) .
‘ 7 : . )

Maclaren, w/c Selfridge Letter
3492 file :
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c (DMEA Op. Comm. (2)) 7 .

OP (Don MacLaren, USGS, Denver)
)' CENTIR

Y | R - _ ) %Q}bwu&,& MV‘J
Re: Docket DMEA-3L92£B;;:?”‘

R N
Loicpanldbd Gset

‘v.‘;.i.'L; \lu&

Scherer & Glassell 208 Wilder Place
Springbrook Mine Shreveport, La. MéQV\

Johnston County, Okla. . January 8, 1955

Mr. Clihton C. Knox"
Executive Officer

DMEA Field Team, Region VI
Joplin, Missouri

Dear Mr. Knox:

‘ ”1This 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,

/s/ Morris C. Scherer

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





| UNITED STATES '

L DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERIOR
" DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

b o Box 3L
* ‘Joplin, iissouri -

January 5, 1955

‘Mr. Horris C. Scherer? - B o reren . c ‘ Wgﬂl
© 208 Wilder Place .= '~ Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese) ,

'Shrevcport La. 7. . . Scherer and Classell

: o .-+ . Springbrook Mine

Dear Hr. ucharer. : : : Jol'mston Comty, Oklai*om

 Tnis refers to my November 12 lettor to yma, fron which i
no response has 'been received to data. : -

S "{ncuwen and I are rsquired to complete our field
iaesignmnt.a in connection with the subject docket, at the
earliest possible date. We gladly will hold in abeyance the

" completion of cur respective examination reports, however, if

you will have prepared the suggested definite plans for your
proposed exploration project within a reasonable lsngth of time,

and if t”:ose plans can be reflected to. your favm* in our reports.

" (mhemise s if you have decided not to ﬂm:plement

. your application with the map, lease, Ownsrt?s Consent to Lien,
‘and information that I suggested might be to your advantage, we

+ immediately should submit our reports as they now stand. FPlease
“advise. . . _

Vers" gince,rely yomﬁs, '

- S o Bxecutive Officer v '
CCK/vka ' o ' _ A mﬂsk Field Teqm, Regi‘,on VI

cc: DMEA Op. Com (2) -
~ Maclaren (USuS) Denver

3h92 file . o ,
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_UNITED STATES [ =
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR S T
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMlNISTRAT[ON

foch v e
‘uw.‘w:r.ﬂ'ui@

T oA

f <
dubud&wuw\au

P. O. Box #431
Joplin, Missourl

November 12, 1954

Adrrmail
Mr. Donald R. ldq:Laren ‘
U. 5. Geological Survey
DMEA Lo o
Denver Federal Center RB: Docket Di{ZA-3492 (manganese)
Denver 2, Colorado o Scherer and Glassell

Springbrook deposit

Dear Don: - d ohnston County, Okla.

. Thanks for your lettor of E&ovember 5. I will certamly
go along with your request. I also am dubious about the location
of the subject deposit. In fact I was lost worse than Scherer and
Glassell when down there. v

I have written Mr. Scherer (copy attached which I bel:ie've
~ you will find self-cxuplonatory) reitersting some of the requests and
suggestions we made verbally to him and l&r. Glassell. Maybe it will
bring the desired inforration. Until then we will have to lay aside
preparing the report. I belicve, however, that the 80 acres you
described on which they should obtain the lease will adequately
- cover the deposit in any ovent.

I received o letter froa Mr. Scheror on Gcteber 28
merely stating that he and Glascell h@pod to maintain an individual
status rather than o partrership on thoc project and that he had
-drafted the new lcasc and Owner's Consent to Lien, submitting it
- for Mr. and Mrs. Petty's signatures. Sinee she is in New Hexico,
Mr. Schersr expected considerable tire to clapse boefore obtaining
the signatures. .

 It11 kocp you informed of any devalopmenﬁs.v
With best porsenal regords, I remain

Sincercly yours,

.CIinton C. Knox

: _ Executive Officer o
CCK/vks y DHEA Field Teau, Region VI -
ces cperatiyzg Corm (E?iIEA)‘( ’ o
' Project ﬁle





. e o ' | ‘«i:OPY - DMEA Operating Comm
— UNITED STATES =~ ' ... .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR [ v '; b

fkm e
Sy
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DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

\.,\,u

~ P..0. Box #31
, 'Jcpli.n, Missouri -

Noweuber 12, 1954

: L , " Adrmail
. Mr. Morris C. Scherer L R o
208 Wilder Placec : Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)
Shreveport, La.. - . Scherer and Glassell
: ' - ' « Springbrook deposit
Dear Mr. Scherer: - Johnston County, Ckla. - -

This relates to the verbal suggestlons HacLaren and
1 made to you last October 23, after examining your manganese
prospect. One of those suggestions was that a proper map be pre=-
‘pared for use in connection with your requested D‘iEA project '
contract- _

- We believed that you should prepare that map in
reasonable detail, accuracy,and scale, to show all pertinent
features of the suri‘ace 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 is to be covered
adequately by the revised lease you are obtaining and the
boundaries of the land deseribed therein also are to be shown
correctly on your map. We expressed the hope that possibly the
use of aerial photographs in the Agricultural Agentf¥s 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 actual surveyin:' by you. .

, . 13aseu on the north-to-south fence you considered as.

'the line between sections 13 and 14, we all agreed then that to
adequately cover the subject deposit, a lease should be reqm.red
on the follwing described 80 acres: -

The N/2 of NE/l of SE/l, the S/2 of SEM of nm/u

and the 8/2 of SW/L of NE/l in section li, and the - - .
- ¥W/2 of W/l of SW/L in sections 13, 7.2 s., Re ~

7 E., Johnston Count.y, Oklanoma ' : :





,
P

However, recalliug the difficulty you and Kr. Glassell
- 'had 1n guiding, us to the area, and the landowner's expressed un—
* certainty when we met him that evening about the above-mentioned
'_‘fence being on. the section line, I became thoroughly concerned
sbout the description of the 1and to be .leased yesterday upon re-
. ceiving a letter fram MacLaren in Denver. During the preparation -
. of our respective examination reports, he found disconcerting '
. location sketches in the different pertinent geological publica-

tions: that by the (klahoma Geological Survey in Economie Geology, . "

‘Bulletin 39 (1944) indicates the manganese mineralization entirely
within the NW/L of SW/L, section 13, whereas another sketch in its
Mineral Report No. 10 (194)) indir'ates that the deposit is both
in sections 13 and li4; the sketch map in the U.S. Geological
Survey's Bulletin 725-E (1921) refers to the location only as
_ "near Bromide"™. Thersfore in order for us to complete our re- .
_ports and recommendations, it is necessary to determine and indi- .
cate clearly on your map whether the above-descritied 80 acres .
will give the desiradble coverage of the manganese mineralization.

' o Our exauination of the few expoams of the brecciated
tractured, and clay-filled manganese-bearing zone now visible there
convinced us that diamond drilling, as had been recommended to us,.
likely would notjprove to by 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 most favor-
.. able place or places would be indicated where one or more fresh
 trenches could he cut through the manganese-bearing zone whizd
poasibly would jnstify some prospect shaft sinking.

- Repeating a.nothor suggestion that we made » your aubmit-‘
tal of a segregated unit—cost estimate for the realistic explora-. .
tion program you eventually may plan-and indicate on your map, might
enable #u drafting of a "unit-cost! DMEA project contract which as
I explained, you no doubt uould tind preterablo fo:- :your propcsed
operations. v ) '

Nithr an earnest des:.re that . ‘ohe foregoing suggoations

IR .may be of assiatanaa to you in this mat.ter, I remain :

"'»Very oimerély yonrs, L

, , L ,Cllnion C. Knox . .
C : - Bxecutive Officer :
a CCK/vks T DMEA Field Team, Ragian vx

cc:  DMEA 0p. Comn (2) - e
" Donald R. MacLaren =
2492 rile . s
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
' Denver Federal Center
Denver 2, Colorado

: ' Nnvember 5, 1954
Mr. Clinton C. Knox, Executive Officer )
DMEA Field Team, Region VI
P. 0. Box 431
Joplin, Missouri

RE: DMEA Docket 3492 (manganese) M.C. Scherer and
Ashton Glassell, 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 & new lease

and include the W3-NWL-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), and D. 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 NWi:SW} sec. 13, while Merritt shows it
entirely in section 14. Merritt: and Hewett both show & 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. Neither
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.





» Can you go along with me. in this, and insist on the ap-
pllcants submitting a ‘'suitable map, even surveyed: by them if necessary.
before we can process the application any further? :

. Regards,

. /s/ Don o
Donald ‘R. MacLaren 3

i





. o A copy Nperating Committee -
. ‘Lngton 25, D. C. :

. 'UNITED STATES
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

P. 0. Box #431
- Joplin, Hissouri

* October 29, 1954

g Airmail
Mr ‘Morris C. Schere!“/ ‘ - '
- 208 Wilder Place v : '
Shreveport, La. : Re: Docket DMEA-3492 (manganese)
. : _ o Scherer and Glassell
Dear Mr. Scherer: . ' Johnston County, Okla.

This is to acknowledge receipb of your letter on
A October 26, which was awaiting my return here yesterday.

’ - I am not qualified or permitted to furnish. legal
counsel but for DMEA purposes, my opinion is that the Washington
Office naturally would consider you and Mr. Glassell as partners
for all practical purposes, since you both signed the application. |
Therefore, I assume that the new lease you are negutiating should
be in both your names or should designate a part of the property
to sach as individuals. ‘I do not know, 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 protect:l.on 11‘ you d:l.d, I suggest that you cone sult 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 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 worning to catch his plane for return to the U.S5. G.S.
Office in Demver, I proceeded to smrbhwest Arkansas. .

Since thinkmg over our conversation there, Ian

. not sure that we answered all of your questions; iron is not on
"the list of minerals eligibla for a IMBA project contract; mercury.

j"13 on that list.

. A
.

r' ey * 1’,‘;:‘,’51-,;,““(;
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With best personal régards and 1ookmg rorward to

.receiving the snggested rension of your applicat.ion, 1 remain '

;_ Very sinc erely ymxrs R

' Clinton C. Knox
Executive Officer

CCK/vka Ry - DMEA Field Tean, Region v

< eeh D‘IEA Operating Committee (2) /
ooosksztile o





UNlTED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ,
" DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMlNlSTRATlON ‘/ A

: 7 hed s »

- P. 0. Box #431
. Joplin, Missouri

¥r. Morris C. Scherer

© .. 208 Wilder Place

Shrevépo‘x'b La. . Re: Docket. MBA-3492 "(.mang,‘amw),

: . : Scherer and Glassell
Dear Hr. Scherer. _ - Johnston caunty, \,kla

This is in reply ta your October 5 letter requesting that |

- :'t.he proi:osad Field Tean examination of your property be started the .
- morning of Saturday Uctober 23 when you and lMr. (lassell can be there.

Getober 7, 1954

®* " copy: ng Operating Committee /

~ As you suggested, I ax tentatively planning to meet you in Atoka, Okla.,

" that morning about 9 A.M. (I will park along the main business block

~thers upon arriving in a black Bureau of Mines Ford, 4-door, license
© Ho. I-22255). X do rot know of &1”;7 necessity for me to ccxe to
o Shrsveport. 4 ‘ ,

It for any reason theue pla.ns mnst be changed, pledse

" noti.fy ry office here well beforehand so that word can reach me where

.I expect t0 be then on a southwestern Arkansa.s examinatmn, I win
likenise give you auch nntifxcation. o A

| As yet I am not in pOaﬁessim of enough data on. your

= -pmposéd project to detorisine that a geclogic investigation is manda«.

tory but if deerod so, 1 expect a geologist from the Knoxville or
" Denver (ffice of the U. 5. Geological Survey will be assigned as the
other Field Team menber alw to meet wit.h us 'at Am tkmt morn.mg.

I have bsen ad‘d.sed; that in the event the Fiaslad Tearn
.examimtion does indicite that the proposed cxploration project is.
warranted, yourlease suould be revised to ideatify all the land that
' will benefit through the exploration. Also (wnerts Consent to Lien
(original and 6 signed copies) wm be meded, forus for which are

o onclosed herewith, ;






' ' ' ! . . .
N B e ot a0 . . LN [ N
,

LT Parhana mux attention to these uatters whﬁe miting
’ 'the rield mminatim might be advantagewa. o 3

IS Vexv sim:eroly youra, ,

- Clinton C. Knox . .
T o * ' Executive Officer .
- CCK/vks [ D '-‘MA Field Tm, Regian VJ

b
" DMEA Op. Comm (2) /

Nr. Laurencs, Knmiliem :
31»92 file ‘ :





- DOCKET
Surname:.

- s - N ‘OCT-IWQMJ
Mr. Clinton .. Knox, Executive Oflicer‘?‘ e :
, DMEA Pield Tean, Region VI §

-+ Joplin, Hissouri.v_ .

Re: Dockec Nb. DMEA 3%9A-Manranese
. M. C. Scherer & Ashton Glassell
. . Springbrook deposit

- Johnston,County, Oklahoma

| iDear Mr, Knox.

- The above-docketed application for exploration
assistance 13 being referrecd to your office for a field
examination of Lhe proper%y. L .

- A.copy of the lease attached to - %he subject)'
+application indicates that the exploration .is to be con-
© fined to an area not exceeding forty (40) acres located -
" 4in Section 1%, T, 2 S., R. 7 E. The map attached to the
' application, however, indicates thne exploration is to be
performed in Sections 10, 13, 14, and 15, T. 2 S., R. 7 k.
If it appears as aAresult of the field team examination
that an exploration project is ‘warranted, a lease should -
be secured that identifies all of the land that will bene-
£it through the exyloration. Onner's COnsent to Lien will
also be needed. | L ,

ReView'of the application 1ndicates that
Hr. Scherer 18 apparently not aware of the method by
which the Government contributes its share of the explora-
tion costs. It would be appreciated, therefore, if during
the field examination the examiners would inform Mr. Scherer
that the Operator is not reimbursed for the Government's
share until approximately 30 days after the cosﬁsof the . .
completed approved work are Submitted. - ,





o = Two copies of a relevant memorandum dated
September 24, 1954, by E. L. Newcomb, Geological Survey,
‘are enclosed for your’intormation. o ,

Sincerely yours,

George C Selfrﬁg t 5 5 9_)
Chairman, Operating Committee

.. Enclosures -

. APPROVED:

7member,~8ureau 6f Mines . =~ ;: e

suor H. Kiflsgaard . .. . . .

"'J*Membef, Geolpgiodl_s_

CC: DOCKET

 FIELD TEAM, REGION NV .
" G. DeHUFF, USBM ..
 THOR ﬂIISGAARD, USGs

FARutledge/ls :
9-28-54 -





- DOCKET -

OCT 1@@@4 |

'Messrs. Mcrvis c. bcherer

. and Ashton &lassell
200 Wilder Place

Shreveport, Loulsiana - , }

o " Re: Tocket No. DMZA 3492 - ﬁanbaﬂeSe
- Spﬂlnebrook deposit A

. - Johnson County, Oklahoma

_Gnntlvrev.- ~ | _

The above—docketed app}icatian for exploration

| assxstance has been revieued bJ tne Iron,ana Ferro»ﬁ;;oys

- Division of uhe Dc¢wnse m¢nerals mxploratlon Aam¢n¢strat1¢n

- and referred tc Mr. 011nton C Knox, Lxecutive Officer, DMEA -

Field Tean, Rerion VI P O. Box 431 Joplnn, Hisqou“J, ror f '

.a fiela examination of t e property.

Any assistancc chat you cain. ron&er tnv mcmbers of

the Piﬂld Tean will be appreciated.-

Sincey y urs,
- / ; : Frank E Johnson ,’* w/”

\

S / ACTING Pdminiqtrator -
‘ce: 1Docke e _..f“”f‘ . 14_.ﬁ"f

Code .400 :
Field Team, . Reg. 6
Oper, -Comm. '
.. Adm, Read., File
~ G. DeHuff,. USBM o
- T, Kiilsgaard ‘USGS

FARutledge/ls'
9-27-54 '
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: . . . IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES

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

September 24, 1954

Re: DMEA-3k92
M. G. Scherer and
v// A. Glassell
(Springbrook Mine) W2
Johnston Co., Okla. ﬂ/k
To: W. S. Martin $50,224 - Manganese
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

Memorandum

From: E. L. Newcomb
U. 8. 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 mangenese 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.

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

OO S 5
N awtd
1. [_«'4‘—- f*“é’
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Whether 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.

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.

///:> - A field exemination should be made on the Springbrook

| %-%W——





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

. September 21, 1954

Memorandum
To: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region VI
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 VI,

DMEA _3),02  MHorris C. Scherer & Ashton Glassell

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

Interior—Duplicating Section, Washington, D. C. . . 66643





September 21,, 195k

lessrs. Morris C. Scherer Subjeot: DEA-3092
& Ashton Glassell Re: ' loration Assistance

208 Wilder Flace " . Springbrook or Viola
Shreveport, louisiana g
Gentlemens

. August 10, 1954
The receipt of your application dated

for exploration assistance under the Defense Production Act of 1950,
 as amended, is hereby acknoWledged. ,
. u _ DIEA-3L92
Your application has been assigned Docket Number :
Iron and Perro-Alloys Division,
and referred to the
~Kindly refer to in any future correspondence

relating to your application.

Sincerely yours,

Tnterior——Dunlicatineg Section. Washineton D ¢ . A4004





UNITED STATES G
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P. 0. Box #431
Joplin, Missouri

September 15, 1954
v’

Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
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.

A1l 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', 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 5., R. 7 E.
(35, fig. 25), was-mined in 1918 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 iqbrobably in the range of 35 to 4O percent.®

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

Sincerely yours,

(Ao C Froze

Clinton C. Knox
Executive Officer
CCK/vks . DMEA Field Team, Region VI

enc. (3 with all attachments)
cc: DMEA

Mr. Scherer
Appl. file





Y - » 208 Wilder Place
‘ ' Shreveport, Louisiana
September 13, 1954

Mr. Clinton C. Knox
Executive Officer

DMEA Field Team, Region VI
Joplin, 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. Glassell will.do._the bulk of the managing and I will

take care of technical details. We got along nlcely along these lines
T our iron ore enterprlse -

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 beén attached to four copies enclosed.

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

For further information, please be adv1sed that workings are
partially accessible for examlnatlon.

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

Sincerely,

/s/ Morris C. Scherer
Morris C. Scherer
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Not to be filled in by applicant

4 APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN | 5757 1

3 EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO Dot No. o s
DMEA ORBER=VEUNDER THE DEFENSE | Motal or Mineral .. MO PG AR

PRODUEHERLAEICQIC1950, AS AMENDED Bstimated Cost B3 Oy 2. 2.

01954 - f
AUG 20185 INSTRUCTIONS |
1. Name of appwm-ﬁmnjstw}‘fﬂéﬁe your full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to contract, and your

mailing address: ... of@REIGM3horer s Sy

Zo8. w“_wm R 2R e AT N GlAsSREL
iy N _Po,Box ILZZ S HRPEYVE hET‘_ .
" (b) “‘If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, partnershup, etc., and the name of the State
in which incorporated or otherwise organized.
(¢) 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 appixcatlon
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 .._... Section.-ll,-T.2.8, Range.’ ----_Lh --Jshnston, Cm.n;b.y., .....
-Qklahoma : :

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

(d) If you are not the owner, submlt 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 ab0ve, the book and “page numbers for each recorded
location notice.

4. PhysicaLJe%c’Hptigni‘di?(d)*-’_Descrilf;éf?ﬁffiﬂ%%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.

() Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your
reasons for wishing to explore. Illustraté 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 res[pect to the gccessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shipping, supply and residence
points.

(e) State the availability of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power. ' 1.;,;5,,;,





the mineral or mineral& for which you WIQto explore

5. The explomtion'p'roject.—(a)Qtte
e MANGANESE

(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a maf) 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, ete. '

(¢) 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 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. S

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

(d) Operating equipment—Furnish an itemized list of any operating equipme(nt 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. . o

(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. : i

(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 ($ec. 7, DMEA No. 1)? -

¢ (b) How do you proposeé to furnish your share of the costs?

[y

D Money ‘Z Use of equipment owned by you D Other

Explain in detail on acompan%?ng 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. o

Dated 10 August 1954 195

(Applicant)

Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to mc:lglésé1 mu s%%ﬁor representation to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. . .

P U. 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFIcE  16—66551-2
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Morris C. Scherer o= Zetwsmhi—lamarsalere—teocm wm
Co—teleemer—and Ashton Glassell, »oth residents of Shreveport, Louisiana.

Morris C. Scherer, 208 Wilder Pl, and Ashton Glassell, 819 Oneonta Street.

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

Section 14, Township 2 South, Range 7 East, Johnston County, Oklahoma.,

Springbrook or Viola
Lessee
Copy of lease attached.,

NEJ. oF SE/4

Ore body has been partially explored by eight disconnected trenches dug
over a distance of 1,000 feet alcng strlce of mineralized fault zone., The
largest trench is about LOO feet long, 20 feet wide and 18 feet deep. The
others vary from 20 to &0 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,

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,

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 this Springbrook

deposit. Deposit is a mineralized fault zore,

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 geeater
area, When deposit was discovered ore of less than 4O% 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.

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, some 25 miles distance,

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
Henryettd, Oklahomi, Supplies can be purchased in Durant, timber is available
at local sawmidls, equipment will be teken over from here in Shreveport, ample
water can be supplied by locel springs, and power will come from diesel and
gasoline (converted to butone) engines. REA service is available a short

distance from site, and can be had if needed.
six miles awaye.

Telephone available approximately

—





(a)
(o)

(e)

(d)

e . Shsror smid A il Gietell) 208 2020 el

Manganese .

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

Start within 60 days nd complete within 12 months.

¥orris 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 (EL Paso School of Lines), University of
Texas, IExperience has carried this writer to various parts of the United
States, Mexico and the Philippines. In the latter location he was cornected
with the Mining Department of Luzon Stevedoring Ccmpany, first as Field
Engineer and later as General Buperintendent of Mills. In the first capacity,
he conducted exploration for manganese deposits 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 Armye

At present no subcontracting is contemplated.

1 Consultant % 30,00 Maintenance § 20.00
1 Foreman 30.00
2 Miners 40.00
L Muckers 43,00
6 Laborers 60,00
: ’ #208,00 plus $20.00 or $228.00 per day x 24 or $5,472.00 per mon.
Explosives $2,800,00 ‘
Detonetors 400,00
Timbers . 800,00
Hardware - 350,00
Small tools 500,00
9L, 850 400 4,850 .00
1 Bulldozer, HD 7 % 8,500,00 (Opr. cost, inc. labor) 9.50 per hr.
1 Double drum CH&E Hoist 2,200,00 L.50
1 Compressor 105 LeRoi 3,000,00 6.75
1 Belt conveyor, Approx. 50'x24" 2,000,00 3.00
1 Pick-up truck : - _1,200.00 2.10
: #16,900,00 $ 25485
$206.80 per day x 15 or $3,102,00 per month.
NONE
Field office 300.00
Tool House and Shed . 250,00
Freight and Installation 1,500,00
$2,050,00 $2,050400
Payroll taxes and Ins, 20% PR 40.00 per day
Repairs to equipment 16.00
Accounting and Analytical 12,00
58,00 x 24 or $1,632.,00 mo.

Weter damage, cave ins, etc. $2,500,00
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«7. (a) Yes,
(vb) Use of equipment owned by one of partners.

RECAPITULATION OF OPERATIONS:

6, (b) 228,00 per day x 24 or $ 5,472.00 per month
(d) 206.80 per d»y x 15 or 3,102,00 per month
(g) 68,00 per day x 24 or 1,632.00 per month

' 10,206,00 x 4 months actual work $ 40,824,00

(c) 4,850,400
(£) . 2,050,00
(h) , 2,500,400

Estimated cost of exploration of property $ 50,224,00

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.

o A
We will need an advance of from $35,000.00 to 4C,000,00 of the above to successfully @}ﬂﬁf»
explore this property and from all indications there should be sufficient merchantable })ﬁ
ore in this vien to merit a profitable venture., It is our desire and plan that if ; gﬁ
such is the case, to start at once to mine, process and ship the ore, AﬁcﬂWA
o2 2

»

: A
There is being supplied for the use of this project, by the partners, equipment at ﬁ;/wiﬁ#}

present values of $16,900,00, which is in excess of the 25% required by regulations.
The value, we believe, is considerable less than cash on the open market, !
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"' COUNTY OF JOHNSTON
STATE OF OKLAHOMA \

AGREEMENT entered into this /-3 day of September \1952 between J.H.
Petty and wife, Lena Petty, as Party of the First| Part and Morris
C. Scherer as Party of the Second Part.

Party of the First Part is the owner of Section 14, T. 2 S., R. 7 E.,
County of Johnston, State of Oklahoma, On this Bection 14, is lo-
cated a deposit of manganese ore,

Party of the First Part, upon payment of $1.00 (éne Dollar) rcceipt
of which is herein acknowledged, conveys to Party|of the Second Part
the sole right to explore for, develop, mine, and| ship manganese

ore from an area not exceedin: Forty (40) Acres dimentions of which
are to be determined by the Party of the First Part., located in
Section 14, T. 2 S., R. 7 E. Johnston County, Oklahoma.

Party of the First Part further conveys to Party f the Second Part
the right to construct access road leading to nearest hignway to a
railroad siding, place machinery and equipment nec¢essary to carry
ont mining operations, and construct buildingsisto |(house said nach-
iner:y and equipment.

Party of the Second Part agrees to pay to Party off the First Part
the sum of $4.00 per long ton, dry weight, of 2240 pounds for each
ton containing 40,009 or more of metellic nmancancege and the sum or
$l.50 per lons ton, dry welght, of 2240 pouncs Toirl each ton of orc
containins 39.99% or less metallic manganese, mincd and shinped
Trom nmagngoncse ceposit located in Sect. 14, T. 2 5. R. 7 E. John-
cston County, Oklahona. Royalties are to be vaid on the Tirst of
cach calender month unlecss otherwvise agreed uron by both parties
to thic Agrecnent.

Party of the Second Part has the right to remove o
incry, cquipment, or buildings placed on said srone:
any time by giving Fifteen (15) Days' notice to Paprty ol thc First
Part. -

Party of the Second Part hes the further right to susnend onera-
tions when, in his jucdgment, they should becone unprofitaoble by
siving Party of the rirst Port Thirty (30) Deys' notice.

This Lease and Agrecment is to run fo» a period of|Three (3) Yecrs,
is Transferable, and can be tcrmineted sooner by mutual conscnt.

of tLpe Fi

FPart.
D)
/,
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